Lhasa Drug discovery workflow
imited with in silico

Want to build confidence Can you justify every
in your lead selection? impurity decision?

Stage 1: Discovery & Candidate Selection
Build evidence early to identify the most promising
candidates.

Stage 2: Hazard, Risk & Control
Understand and manage risk before submission.
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Outcome:

An evidence-based risk management strategy that
supports confident development decisions.

Outcome:

Informed & confident candidate selection before
committing significant development resources.

What supports your decision?

Whether selecting lead candidates, assessing toxicity liabilities, or making progression decisions, Lhasa
solutions provide complementary evidence throughout the discovery workflow.

Toxicity & mutagenicity prediction Reference existing knowledge
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Predict metabolism and rank likely metabolites by When deeper expertise is needed

confidence Consult Lhasa A
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