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Rationale Conclusions

Prenatal developmental (DEV) studies were selected for curation since they represent a current data gap for NAM development and validation.
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Table A: Summary statistics from pilot DEV curation
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Curation of ba§i.c study design metadat.a, dose_-response,.treatme_nt- Effects2 Breakdown Count Proportion 870 series guidelines and DER summary reporting. This
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Future Directions

(with controlled vocabulary developed for ToxRefDB). Maternal (FO) 1125 54.11% of effects adapted from ToxRefDB.
Systemic 960 85.33% of maternal effects
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sections of the curation workflow: Chemical & Composition, Study, Dose, Dose Treatment Body weight 215  22.40% of maternal systemic effects “postimplantation loss” effect As curation of hundreds of additional DERs and study types (including

Group, Dose Treatment Group Effect, and Observation. The Chemical & Composition page Food consumption 169  17.60% of maternal systemic effects chronic, subchronic, and multi-generational reproduction) with the DCT
C

(displayed) features a document viewer that allows curators to view documents on a new _ Observation ob i : - : - -
tab within their internet browser. Reproductive 161 14.31% of maternal effects oncatenated antry dosoribing endpoint servation continues, this pilot dataset will be used to construct a sustainable

Resorptions 47 29.19% of maternal reproductive effects category, endpoint type, and endpoint target. reproductive | reproductive performance | postimplantation loss pipeline for Ioading new Iegacy curations into ToxRefDB. These DEV
Aborted 30  18.63% of maternal reproductive effects Effect ™ studies will be reevaluated to understand their value added when
Study Wizard Navigation Bar Post implantation loss 24 14.90% of maternal reproductive effects Description for an effect within the endpoint Effect Description compared to other DEV studies in future ToxRefDB releases. With

category, usually detailing a specific condition postimplantation loss

Fetal 954 45.88% of effects associated with an endpoint target. ongoing curation, ToxRefDB will become a better resource for scientists
Developmental 804 84.28% of fetal effects and the interested public to access thousands of animal toxicity testing
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