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Overview Version Comparison

A component of building scientific confidence in new approach methodologies (NAMs) The following table summarizes key differences between ToxRefDB v2.0 and v2.1:
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Figure 1: Study Coverage by Study Type and Species [=]
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ToxRefDB v2.1 is a data update of ToxRefDB v2.0 to correct issues discovered with ~ Were identified for comparison. A) Overall, For more information, the complete analysis is provided within the ToxRefDB v2.1
release note.
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