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Is this Engineered Nanomaterial Environmentally Safe? |
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Approaches, Models and Nanoinformatics Tools
Developed for ENMs Environmental Impact Analysis
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Data Integration — Structured
and Unstructured Datasets
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(Q)SARs and Nano-SARs
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QOutline of SAR Development
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Knowledge Extraction and Nano-SARs
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Development of Nano-SARs based on HTS Toxicity Metrics
QSARs for toxicity of metal oxides ENMs
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Issues for Discussion

Considerations of nano-SAR intended use
in the development process

Documentation of nano-SAR
development process

|dentification of statistically defensible
and biologically meaningful toxicity metrics

Basis for selection of nanomaterials
and environmental descriptors

Quantification of uncertainties

Integration of nano-SAR development
with experimental toxicity studies



QUESTIONS?
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