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A preliminary study on radical scavenging abilities of two dihydroxy-coumarins by
electron paramagnetic resonance (EPR) spectroscopy
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In current research were evaluated and compared the radical scavenging abilities of two coumarins differing in
positions of ortho-dihydroxyl groups in their aromatic rings. Scavenging abilities towards superoxide (-O) and
hydroxyl (-OH) radical of 7,8-dihydroxy-4-methyl-2H-chromen-2-one (a1) and 6,7-dihydroxy-4-methyl-2H-chromen-2-
one (b1) were studied. To realize the aim of the study proper Electron Paramagnetic Resonance (EPR) spin trapping
spectroscopy was applied the only technique that allows scavenging, detecting and distinguishing of short live radicals
such as -O,” and -OH species. In studied Fenton system was demonstrated higher inhibiting activity against *OH for a:
in comparison with b, while in hypoxanthine/xanthine oxidase system b exhibited better inhibiting ability against *Oy

generation.
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INTRODUCTION

Antioxidants are important species possessing
ability to protect the living organisms from
damages caused by free radical-induced oxidative
stress [1]. Antioxidant was defined as any
substance that directly scavenges reactive oxygen
species (ROS) or indirectly acts to up-regulate
antioxidant defense or inhibit ROS production” [2].
In a number of studies, have been demonstrated
different  antioxidants  exhibiting  selective
scavenging activity towards various ROS [3].
Unfortunately, under various pathophysiological
conditions, human antioxidative defense system,
fails to eliminate the excess of ROS. Therefore,
there is continuous demand for exogenous
antioxidants in order to prevent oxidative stress,
representing a disequilibrium redox state in favor of
oxidation. However, high doses of isolated
compounds may be toxic, owing to pro-oxidative
effects at high concentrations or their potential to
react with beneficial concentrations of ROS
normally present at physiological conditions that
are required for optimal cellular functioning.
Coumarins are an important class of oxygen
heterocycles, widespread in nature occurring in a
lot of green plants as well as in fungi and bacteria
[4, 5]. They greatly attract the attention of
researchers because pOSsess diverse
pharmacological properties [6, 7]. For coumarins
have been reported a remarkable range of biological
activities that include inhibition of xanthine oxidase
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and direct scavenging of harmful ROS produced
by enzymes other than xanthine oxidase [8, 9].
Moreover, EPR spectroscopy is the only analytical
technique for direct and indirect detection of stable
and unstable free radicals in chemical, physical and
biological systems. Methods, based on EPR
spectroscopy, are widely used because can detect
paramagnetic species without interference from the
sample properties, including the phase of the
sample (solid, liquid or gas) [10]. As far as we are
informed EPR spectroscopy studies on scavenging
activity against the superoxide and hydroxyl
radicals of 7,8 and 6,7-dihydroxy 4-methyl
coumarins are quite scarce. All above facts
prompted us to investigate the antioxidant activity
of 7,8-dihydroxy-4-methylcoumarin (a:) and 6,7-
dihydroxy-4-methylcoumarin (b;) to scavenge
hydroxyl and superoxide radicals using EPR spin
trapping technique and evaluate the effect of
different positioning of o-dihydroxyl groups in their
aromatic rings on radical scavenging ability.

EXPERIMENTAL
Materials

Coumarins: 7,8-dihydroxy-4-methyl-2H-
chromen-2-one (a:) and 6,7-dihydroxy-4-methyl-
2H-chromen-2-one (b:) (Fig. 1) were synthesized
and characterized at the Department of Chemistry,
University of Delhi, Delhi as described formerly
[11-13].

Spin trap 5-tert-butoxycarbonyl-5-methyl-1-
pyrroline N-oxide (BMPO), diethylene triamine
pentaacetic acid (DTPA), hypoxanthine, xanthine
oxidase, iron (Il) sulfate heptahydrate, hydrogen
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peroxide and ethanol were purchased from Sigma-
Aldrich Chemical Co, St. Louis, USA. All other
chemicals used in this study were of analytical
grade. Deionized and distilled water was used for
all experiments.

Methods

In vitro EPR spectroscopy experiments

EPR measurements of studied coumarins were
performed at room temperature (18-23°C) on an X-
band EMX™c° spectrometer Bruker, Germany,
equipped with a standard resonator. Quartz
capillaries were used as sample tubes. The capillary
tubes were sealed and placed inside a standard EPR
quartz tube (i.d. 3 mm) that was fixed in the EPR
cavity. Due to insufficient coumarins quantity we
had, it was not possible to determine their ICso — the
concentration inhibiting 50 percent of the generated
superoxide (-Oy) or hydroxyl (-OH) radicals. EPR
experiments were carried out in triplicate. All
results presented are based on averaging of three
independent EPR  measurements.  Spectral
processing was performed using Bruker WIN-EPR
and SimFonia software.

Coumarins a; and b; were dissolved in ethanol
at increasing concentrations as indicated in Tables 1
and 2.

EPR study on in vitro generated superoxide
anion radicals

Superoxide anion scavenging activity was
determined by the EPR method and
hypoxanthine/xanthine oxidase system was used to
generate -O, [14]. Reaction was initiated by adding
of xanthine oxidase (XO) and 5-tert-
butoxycarbonyl 5-methyl-1-pyrroline N — oxide
(BMPO) used as a specific spin trap for the
superoxide anion radicals [15]. Final volume of
reaction mixture was 200 pl and contained: 50 pl of
ImM of hypoxanthine dissolved in 50 mM
phosphate buffer (pH 7.4, containing 50 pM of
DTPA as a transition metal chelator), 20 pl of 100
mM BMPO in phosphate buffer, 50 pl of the
studied coumarin concentration, 30 ul of phosphate
buffer and 50 pl of xanthine oxidase 1 U/ml
dissolved in phosphate buffer. Control sample
contained 80 pl of phosphate buffer instead of 30
ul. EPR spectra were recorded at the 5™ min after
the reaction starts. The effect of a; and b; on in
vitro generated superoxide anion radicals was
evaluated according to the equation:

% O radicals scavenged by BMPO = [l/lo] x
100 %,

where: 1o - double integrated plot of the EPR
spectrum of BMPO/-OOH adduct registered in the
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control sample; | - double integrated plot of the
EPR spectrum of BMPO/-OOH spin adduct
registered after addition of the tested sample.

EPR settings were as follows: center field 3505
G, sweep width 100 G, microwave power 12.62
mW, modulation amplitude 10 G, receiver gain
2.52 x 10% time constant 40.96 ms, sweep time
40.96 s, 1 scan per sample.

EPR study on in vitro generated hydroxyl radicals
(‘OH)

To evaluate the effect on in vitro gen*erated
-OH both extracts were examined by the EPR
method described by Wang et al. [16] with
modifications. The reaction mixture contained 40 pl
of 20 mM BMPO, 40 pl of 0.2 mM FeSO freshly
prepared, 80 pul of the studied coumarin
concentration and 100 ul of 2mM HO,. Control
sample contained 80 ul of distilled water instead of
coumarin tested. The EPR spectra were recorded 5
min after the start of reaction. The effects of both
extracts on in vitro generated hydroxyl radicals
were evaluated according to the equation:

% -OH radicals scavenged by BMPO = [1/ o] x
100 %

where: lo — double integrated plot of the EPR
spectrum of BMPO/-OH spin adduct registered in
the control sample; | - double integrated plot of the
EPR spectrum of BMPO spin adduct registered
after addition of the tested sample containing the
corresponding coumarin concentration.

EPR settings were as follows: center field 3505
G, sweep width 100 G, microwave power 8.02
mW, gain 2.52 x 10% modulation amplitude 5 G,
time constant 163.84 ms, sweep time 81.92 s, 5
scans per sample.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

It is well known that coumarins as natural
products found in plants possess remarkable
bioactivities including XO inhibition [17]. It should
be noted that unlike most other XO inhibitors they
act as radical scavengers against ROS produced by
enzymes other than XO [18]. The superoxide anion
radical (-O2), called the “primary” ROS is
considered the most important physiologically
generated radical [3,19,20]. In vivo overproduced
-O;" directly interacts with other molecules, as well
as through enzyme- or metal-catalyzed processes
and causes generation of the “secondary” ROS such
as H,0,, peroxyl (ROO"),-OH. In general, the least
ambiguous  technique  for  detecting and
characterizing free radicals at in vitro and in vivo
conditions is EPR spectroscopy. However, direct
detection of short lived radicals (e.g. superoxide
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and hydroxyl radicals) is wvery difficult or
impossible at room temperature. EPR spin trapping
technique is the only one that allows scavenging,
detecting and distinguishing of such species. Spin
traps used in EPR spectroscopy are not radicals but
can form stable radical adducts with short-lived
radicals, generated in vitro or in vivo. In the present
research BMPO was selected for in vitro evaluation
of the radical scavenging abilities of the studied
coumarins, because it can form stable and
distinguishable spin adducts with superoxide and
hydroxyl radicals [15]. In the system generating
02" containing only BMPO (control sample) an
EPR spectrum consisting of four spectral lines with
equal intensity was recorded and identified as a
BMPO/-OOH spin adduct (conformer I, Fig. 2A)
[15]. The effect of a; and by on the levels of
generated -O." in hypoxanthine/xanthine oxidase
system is given in Table 1.

CH,
N CHj
HO X
HO O "0
OH HO O "0
a1 b1

Figure 1. 7,8-dihydroxy-4-methyl-2H-chromen-2-one
(a1) and 6,7-dihydroxy-4-methyl-2H-chromen-2-one
(b1).

As can be seen, with an increase in a; or b
concentration, the percentage of -O, radicals
scavenged by BMPO decreases, which means that
coumarins ability to scavenge Oz also increases.
Paya and  co-workers  [4], using a
spectrophotometric technique, studied the reduction
of ferricytochrome ¢ to ferrocytochrome ¢
depending on the amount of -O radicals generated
in a hypoxanthine/xanthine oxidase system. They
found a: and b; at a concentration of 100 uM and
lower than 10 pM were not capable to scavenge
‘02, Other research groups using systems
containing hypoxanthine or xanthine and xanthine
oxidase also demonstrated the abilities of ortho-
dihydroxy coumarins to inhibit -O, generation [8,
9]. By in vitro assays Hofmann and co-workers [8]
investigated the inhibitory potencies against
isolated XO of 18 coumarins differing in number
and position of the hydroxyl groups at C6, C7, C8
and substituents at C4. They found that esculetin
possessing a hydroxyl group at C6 and C7
exhibited the highest XO inhibitory potency
comparing to the rest coumarins including those

possessing OH groups at C7 and C8. Using
computational ligand docking the same authors
demonstrated snugly esculetin accommodation to
the binding (active) site of XO due to formation of
a hydrogen bond between the hydroxyl group at
esculetin’s C6 and the side chain of Glu802
whereas a second one involved the carbonyl oxygen
and the guanidine group of Arg880 in enzyme [8].
Ser§ei and Lacova [9] reported very good
scavenging against -O2  either for 7,8-
dihydroxylated or 6,7- dihydroxylated coumarins
but in contrary found almost twice higher activity
for a1 comparing to esculetin. Current research
shows that a; and b: can inhibit superoxide
generation at a concentration of 10 pM and lower.
Based on the other authors’ and current results, we
accept that two mechanisms can be involved
through which both coumarins reduce superoxide
generation: a) direct scavenging of -O2 and b) XO
inhibition by binding the corresponding coumarin
to enzyme active side. We believe that higher I1Csg
of the two coumarins (> 10uM) reported by the
other authors [8, 9] are due to the use of
spectrophotometric techniques whose sensitivity is
considerably lower comparing to EPR spectroscopy
used in current research. The fact that by exhibits
higher inhibiting activity comparing to a; at every
studied concentration (see Table 1) we can explain
by more effective XO inhibition due to C6
hydroxyl group presents in bi structure like as in
esculetin [8].

Table 1 Percent scavenged -O; radicals by BMPO in
presence of studied coumarins.

Concentration ar* b1*
(umol/ml) (% scavenged (% scavenged
Oz by BMPO) | Oy by BMPO)
2.5 62.71 27.99
5 54.85 13.68
10 45.05 7.3

*Averaged value of three independent measurements
with£SD <5 %

Despite the reaction with *OH is not as specific
as that with DPPH and ‘O, it is used in many
studies to assess the antioxidant activity of natural
extracts, fractions and substances [21-25]. In the
present research after addition of BMPO to the
system generating *OH the typical EPR spectrum of
a spin adduct between hydroxyl radical and the spin
trap BMPO was registered (Fig. 2B) and identified
as BMPO/*OH conformer Il [15, 26].
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Figure 2. A) EPR spectrum of BMPO/«OOH spin adduct (conformer 1) and B) EPR spectrum of BMPO/¢OH spin
adduct (conformer I1)

As is seen in Table 2, when a and b;
concentrations added to the control sample
increased, the amount of hydroxyl radicals
scavenged by BMPO decreased, demonstrating the
antioxidant behavior of the studied coumarins.

Table 2. Percent scavenged-OH radicals by BMPO in
presence of studied coumarins.

Concentration ar* b1*
(pmol/ml) %  scavenged | %  scavenged
-OH by BMPO | -OH by BMPO
2.5 41.68 85.24
5 34.58 45.97
10 32.25 19.67

*Averaged value of three independent measurements
with£SD <5 %

Although 1Csy value was not determined,
obviously, it is lower than 2.5 uM for a; and is
between 2.5 uM and 5 uM for b; (see Table 2).
Moreover, a; manifested itself as a more active
compound in the studied Fenton system. This result
is supported by findings of other research teams
using EPR spin trapping technique and a Fenton
system with the same composition as ours [9] or
spectrophotometric technique and a Fenton system
with different constituents [4]. In several studies
well expressed metal chelating abilities towards
ferric [4] or ferrous ions [28] were found for
coumarins possessing ortho-dihydroxy phenol
structures. Using the same Fenton system and spin
trapping EPR spectroscopy, Sersent and Lacova [9]
determined 9.18 uM ICs for a; and 57.04 uM for
esculetin (6,7-dihydroxycoumarin) values higher
than ours. It should be noted that this research
group used DMPO spin trap for -OH scavenging
instead of BMPO. As was mentioned above, spin
trap BMPO is the most suitable one for the specific
in vivo or in vitro detection of superoxide and
hydroxyl radicals by EPR spin trapping
spectroscopy. The well-established fact that the
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DMPO spin trap does not easily distinguish
superoxide and hydroxyl radical because of
spontaneous decay of the DMPO-superoxide adduct
into DMPO-hydroxyl adduct [15, 29] made us
believe that the results obtained using BMPO are
more reliable than those of Serseii and co-workers
[9]. Paya et al. [4], by spectrophotometric technique
using two systems based on Fenton chemistry,
evaluated interaction of coumarins with <OH
generated in slow rate (FeCls-EDTA and H2O2) and
rapid rate (FeCls-ascorbate and H20,) system. In
the first system they found accelerated hydroxyl
radical formation (pro-oxidant activity) for all 6,7-
and 7,8-dihydroxy coumarins including a; and b;.
Contrary, in the second (rapid rate) system
containing FeCls-ascorbate and H,O,, all 6.7- and
7,8-ortho-dihydroxyl coumarins exhibit striking
inhibition of site-specific deoxyribose degradation
induced by iron ions similar to desferrioxamine - a
typical iron chelator [4]. These authors explain the
‘OH inhibiting activity of ortho-dihydroxy
coumarins with their ability to chelate ferric (Fe*)
ions. On the other hand, many studies in relation
with metal chelating ability of different natural
products and compounds demonstrated that their
ferrous (Fe?") ions chelating ability was due to the
presence of ortho-dihydroxy phenol structures.
[29,30]. In relation to the mechanism that was
involved in a; and bs abilities to reduce the amount
of -OH radicals generated we accepted that both
coumarins were able to scavenge either directly-OH
(confirmed by EPR spectroscopy) or through
chelation of ferrous ions present in the system by
their ortho-dihydroxy phenol structure. We also
assumed that the higher inhibiting potency against
*OH generation demonstrated by a; was due to its
higher chelating abilities towards Fe?" ions. The
significantly low concentrations at which both
coumarins exhibited inhibitory effect against
hydroxyl radical generation can be explained on
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one hand with the high sensitivity of the EPR
spectroscopic technique and on the other with the
use of BMPO as a spin trapping agent.

CONCLUSION

For the first time, by EPR spectroscopy
combined with an appropriate spin trap, it was
demonstrated that at concentrations lower than 10
uM, the two coumarins a; and b; showed in vitro a
well expressed inhibitory effect on superoxide and
hydroxyl radical generation. Results obtained show
that a: exhibits a higher scavenging activity against
*OH than b in the Fenton system whereas in the
hypoxanthine/xanthine oxidase system b; exhibits a
higher ability to inhibit formation of -:O>". Given the
various biological effects reported for coumarins,
we have planned further detailed EPR studies with
air and by to determine their 1Cso values, to
investigate the exact mechanisms of interaction
with various ROS and also to evaluate their abilities
for reducing oxidative damages at in Vvivo
conditions.
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I[MPEABAPUTEJIHO ITPOYYBAHE HA PAJITUKAJI-YJIABAIIWUTE CITOCOBHOCTHU HA JIBA
JUXUAPOKCU-KYMAPHUHA YPE3 EPR CIIEKTPOCKOIIMA

A M. Kenesa!”, B.JI. Kpnuesa?, I'.J. Huxonosal, B.C. Ilapmap®, B.I'. 'amxepal

! Tpaxuiicku Ynusepcumem - Cmapa 3azopa, Bvizapus
2 Uncmumym no opaanuuna xumus ¢ Llenmwp no gumoxumus, BAH, Cogus, Bvazapus
3YHu3epcumem 6 Henxu, Mnous

Ioctenmna va 10 HOemBpH, 2017 T.; mpuera Ha 24 HoemBpH, 2017 T.
(Pesrome)

B HacTosIIOTO U3CleBaHE Ca OLEHEHH M CPABHCHH BH3MOKHOCTHTE 32 pajMKall-yiIaBsllaTa COCOOHOCT Ha JBa
KyMaprHa, KOMTO CE€ pa3jii4aBaT B MO3HUIUHUTE HAa OPTO-IUXUIPOKCHIHUTE IPYMU B TEXHUTE apOMATHU NPHCTCHU.
WscnenBana e crnocobnoctra Ha 7,8-muxuppokcu-4-merun-2H-xpomen-2-od (a1) u 6,7-auxuapokcu-4-merun-2H-
XpoMeH-2-0H (01) ma ymaBsat cynepokcuaaus (-O27) n xuapokcunnus (-OH) pagukan. 3a ga ce OChIIECTBH LENTa HA
TOBa HW3CJICJIBAHE € H3IOJ3BaHA MOIXOJAINa CIHH-yiaBsm@a EPR crmekTpockonus TeXHHKa, KOATO € CIMHCTBEHATa
TEXHHKa, TT03BOJIsIBAIlA yJIaBsHE, OTKPUBAaHE U pa3rpaHM4YaBaHe Ha KPAaTKOXKMBYLIM paaMKaiu, kato Hampumep: 'Oy u
-OH Bumose. ITonyueHnTe pe3ynTaTi MOKa3Bar, 4e a1 MPOsABABA MO-BUCOKA paJdKall-yiaBsina akTuBHOCT cpeiy ‘OH B
cpaBHeHue ¢ 01 BbB Fenton cucremara, 10KaTo B XMIIOKCAHTHHO / KCAHTHH OKCHa3Ha cUCTeMa 01 IPOsBsiBA M0-BUCOKA
cnocoOHoCT na nHXUOUpa odpazysaneto Ha' Oy,
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