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Abstract

Objective: Similarity screening, molecular docking and molecular dynamics simulation were used
to explore Acetylcholinesterase (AChE) inhibitors of Bursaphelenchus xylophilus from natural prod-
uct databases. Methods: The protein structure of Bursaphelenchus xylophilus AChE was constructed
by homology modeling technology, and rotenone with known inhibitory activity was used as the
ligand of AChE to obtain the optimal docking parameters and mesh size. The AChE inhibitors were
screened from natural product databases by multiple rounds of virtual screening strategies, such
as structure-based similarity screening, drug-like evaluation, molecular docking, molecular dynam-
ics simulation and binding free energy calculation. Result: A total of 21 hit molecules were ob-
tained through multiple rounds of virtual screening, among which the top two best hit molecules
were rotenin (M1) small molecule with docking fraction of -11.0 kcal-mol-1, followed by sophor-
flavanone G (M2) small molecule with docking fraction of -10.6 kcal-mol-1. Combined with mole-
cular dynamics simulation, rotenin and sophorflavanone G small molecules showed strong hydro-
gen bond and hydrophobic interaction with target receptor protein, and could form stable com-
plexes. Binding free energy calculation found that the two molecules combined with ACE protein
had similar action mode and high inhibition activity on AChE enzyme, which were effective lead com-
pounds for AChE inhibitor development. Conclusion: The small molecule compounds with high in-
hibitory activity on AChE were discovered from natural product database by using this research idea,
which could provide material reference for the development of Bursaphelenchus xylophilus AChE
small molecule inhibitors.
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1. 51§

FARA LR UG AL A 258505, J& I AA #4128 di (Bursaphelenchus xylophilus) 51 2 it — Fih 55 K (R 46 72 1 7k
MWiE, BABON 98, ERREAE R 1] B 1982 TRt £ &L m MLk, EC
B 28 WA 18 N TN T IAM R HURE X [2]. HLBEE S AR & 5E, &5 AR 1E
BAEY R, RSO HABUAE AW, A RS0 5 4Rk UL L, TG R & Bk ik iz o, ™
HATRE TS R A RRMAR, BHAMLEEE], EARRT R SR E KA RAEB]. BT, FEX
Fasdh 2 HUs R BRI 7 ¥ T B 3 200 N R bd 28 U B B2 7 v R A B e i el B By i o L Hpont 1A
BB AR A 2225700 51 5T NI B B R B AR A B 16 55T BOKE a7 A& R AL B 42 B (1 A 55
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RAGEWEA B AURIE,  H B 155 75 g B AR b it — 2D A R . (5L 28 70 i R T AR A0 5 455 7] 0 0 AN
X ARSI AR, AR KN PRI 71, Bia SR Gk B TI[4] [5] [6]. RS, &
B B B 1R A 4 (Beauveria bassiana) 55 HUAE B 1) B V6 T+ B UK 32 1) AR FR K, s DAL IRk )
B B sR [3] . TG TAAME R s A B, DRI PR S 925, OB A rp v S v R L ] A I L AR /e
WP SR IR 7 ek, MRy AR, FR R IMAR R SRR IRA L S 7 PR IR il R T RE A 2, FCAE R ML) 3 22
AL A I FA A 2 U IR AR R G B SERAM Z , RIL H B KRR 7] T RAR T A BHR
F\ L AR S, PR AU RN, A IRIERATR T AR R AR R
HOAT AR AR I R e A e, WA TR, R TR R R AN R BT R R BT BTG . BRI, DA
FARA LR AR SCHE RO RS R, MIRIRF=H b R I T A BAM R RA M 2 M 254 53 7, FFRHEER B . 41
PEAR AT R R e R B 2 BB e

LB NN (acetylcholinesterase, AChE) NI Zrh I —MbEE E, R Rt
RYEERBRIER, R8I PR AR £ It IR AR Re 2% 1 ot 208 338 S 0] S i J5 S A R RINE L, AR IR PR A5 5 1 IE
WAL 3, R A b I LA S S R AR T [8]. 5 AH S U AR IE, A4 £ derp L 5aFE 21 BXACEL,
BxACE2 #1 BxACE3 4§ 3 #ft AChE Z:[X], JfCJF &t i (Organo-phosphates, Ops)FHz i H 1 fii
(Carbamates, CBs)#i#1LL AChE JyfE HIEERR M7, 2 E -] i A SR d & 1) Ach 5l2 24K
ARRELIT, AT BEL BT #0223 (1 TR A% 08, B R BUMABA 2R BB T2 [9] 0 AEAT HLAE N 2 ik R R TR S 2% e 7 )
B, AMUGYIAEE, R SFEGA SRS, Ah, BRI AChE TEAEMA I T, (2 e
HTE s 9E S AN s S 7 25 7 THI R 4% 25 LA FH [10] [11] 7E 5 AU T MR SMIF 7E R I0, AEPR A
(4 FRAE R TR K B8 AChE, HE—5 3R I ACKE (138 kil A=y 4n i i T2 [12] [13]. PRk, A
SCUARARA R Y ZBEAH IR AChE NZ5 W88 hs, FI R 56 T O A S5 4 AR Bk SR 251V Al J2 43 1
XA T BN R SR W80 e vh R 400 128t W A7 S8 A A 4 Bt AChE IG5 1, i B RO 3R R AR
YR AChE 7 R IR 5%

2. BRI E
21 B

JH T 09 M T A 45 40 PR ARTABU I K2 4897726 K FH Open babel 3.1.1 #4-1) fingerprints A5 ; KARF=4%L
P R BN T IR 2R 2P VR A SR DruLiTo #RA4F[14]; 5248 -5 D dt AR e A 1) X 2R PYRX 3K
5 o RHER R I IIAE linux 248 KM AutoDockvina 3 4:[15]: 3248 & (1 5 BCAd /N7 78] B 4E
iR PyMOL v2.0 [16]%EF1 LigPlus v.2.2 [17]%8cA8E4T AT A4k s B 50 o 4% 205 0 () g 222 SR
SWISS-MODEL (https://swissmodel.expasy.org/) i ufi 7E 2L = AE AR, ZIERR 7415 KH ACZ64207.1, M
NCBI #1 F#;[9]: Jf%H PROCHECK (http://servicesn.mbi.ucla.edu/PROCHECK/)5 Z. Bk IE i Fi i () 45 #49
HEATVEAG
2.2. ZEEARGHNAERRIIESTER

EREURA A 26 L 2 T N g 1 £ T 2540, AR CARIE 1) BXACEL BE[K, MAEYIHHE E NCBI
TSN ACZ64207.1 R TR T4, FEHIH SWISS-MODEL XF BXACEL #HATHEM A 5, k£ FR
P dz v 1) X LG T 3 T RN B (PDB  ID: Sydi) A, o [FIEME N 48.3%, i 2 [R5 s ASTASE AR ) s 1%
TR T 30% AR, I8 Ik [ Y5 A i A SRATAN A 28 HR 2T R sk B i 1) 2 T 45440 o [RIRE, R F PROCHECK
ST AR A R . T T ACAA /NS T, WI2 B PyMOL SR A5AR Sydi 1) J5 45 Sl R JE i align
A S EREMT, REHIEVENL A, SR ARYE SCHRIRIE B 71 % A bf 2 B S RO R AER, T
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A XA T Fa b 2 AP R SERI A R HE A, (B AR IR AEL B Pl I o R b 2 ) RO A I 5
T UL Z L RE B Pl o E EERERR I e AR [7] . DRIE, SR S8 R I 731 1 D A B R 01 075 08 A 7 X 4 R A
JRTE A BAYERT 231, IR PyRx & Audodockvina B4 £ kI 43— % 4 22 KA R 2k . 2 I AF Bl T g 1)
HEETERL A, O A A P9 R AR 58 1 247 AR 22 (RMSD)(EL X 2 250 & BREEAT DA, —BOA
9 RMSD < 2.0 A [18/fRF A He 2 B ae BTt EHURRCAR /N3 T IO AL B R 5, IR 2 e WS4
IR H PyMOL I ¥ AL fa il 5 AChE 2 A 8] i /F AR

23. BFEMEMEAEINRINE AR EN S RERIE

L8 R /N o3 1R AR 53, R FH babel 541 FH Open babel (] fingerprints #5245 43 1l 11 5. g AR 2800
B e TR 1K) 2497 ASRIRF=W1/Nor F1E FP2, FP3 K FP4 [THE 5 7k N 5Hr 1 A AR AME 240, IF i
KREVNFATHET, RSEEEL 3 Fhor 4880 BIAHME REH 4 SERTH 200 >0, T Bioinformatics &
Evolutionary Genomics (http://bioinformatics.psh.ugent.be/webtools/Venn) sk 7E £k 21 venn B, 3R15AZ4E
535 BN S B T EEAR AR N . Fd s FE TR 5 AU “ Lipinski’s Rule” [19] (MW < 500;
H-bond acceptors < 10; H-bond donors < 5; Rotatable bonds < 10 F1 LogP < 5)%} iy 14> Fitk47 2 %9k,
WEBRGR . R, 7T ME7K o TC 2R 50 A ] Jie i e i 5 Jy TR 285 AEARLAE 075 12 114 /N 7 136 AT B 24 1
PEAL, SRS A PE T R 1.

2.4. BT 5 FRHERELIIFE

IRYE AChE SZAREE 1 5 BRI/ T IS4, DLy 70T 58 3 #ifiik. KA obabel iy 4%t
ZRLHT 2 RO M A b o PR T I A% N5 (SDF 4y PDBQT #%x0)5 MiAb 3, SAJS7E linux
ARG N KH AutoDockvina F A B0 B f1 i 4y T 5 AChE 248 A HEIT o0 58, T B 4
DAf RS AChE S2 488 I BORBIE, 1% oo e o BUIR T BUE 10 /N, IR X 2 A i)
L5 REAG (LA A keal-mol ™), FIFI 430 K = exp{(AG x1000)/(R,, x T )} /N3 T 5L 1 2 1 ) 45 4558
MJI(K), Hr T 4298 K, Rcal Jy1.98719 cal/(mol-K) [20]. SEF1 758 T4 fh e R (14 /N 231 B R BF
28 2, T R R 7 3100 661 70 P A RS /N2 F o SR A PyMOL AT LigPlus AT AR AL S A B IR 2 N9 7
5 AChE A& H 18] 1) 3D A1 2D 1k K.

25. SFENFEEM

ASCEELT 71 2 A tEar H 43 F M1 AT M2, FIF GROMACS 2020.6 S 4 HI% N & A - Flfk
HEWREAT 10ns 150 T8 12 EH(MD) [21], DARFUARIELAAXT ACHE [MAHEA/EH . H A ACHE fitfk
FARMEAA N TR AMBER99SB 7137, 12 il UCSF Chimera 454 ACPYPE #f47£ AMBER ff99SB
F13% T A AR AR N SO IR IR T 38 fiLRT [22] [23] [24]. ARSI 1T, BEE - REAESYIERE T
WA S 7K o F IS5 M SPC /K &R, JREH CIAI Na R iR R R G gy o 3 Bl N VA E R SR
[FRERAE 10,000 25 NIE E i /Mb . 285 F NVT XA KRG T P45, 78 1000 ps PZE18n#4 4 300 K,
HIRM RGN B 5, £ NPT REET, XK RN 10 ns FIMEIRE 7T 31 71 840 B8
JG, fEUR)E 2 ns BN 12 THE MMIPBSA 454 B AL, 3 — D% % a7 52 B 2 BERE IR
el ACHE (125 & 5055 I fe 240 43 DTk 1% Il o

3. &R
3.1. #4%kh ZBiiR MR AsERaY R EE
KF SWISS-MODEL X 44k Ht 2. I AH Bk s i 2 11 3347 [R5 2455, R F Procheck 3543 Ramachandran
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B 3 S RS FEVEREAT A . I 1 FoR, 86.7%IME LR T & & A, B, L XI, fAFREHE
M G EA IR SRR E . 115% M &M TR EIEN a, b, |, p X3, ULHHULIX (A ) E R IR R
PRI A B A M. T 0.8% & BN T— R &L MI~a, ~b, ~I, ~p X3, ULIX[AIE SR IHA
RRERIMG . W TAEHX, (F 1%RIERRA T1% X, Fovr X R E A F X & R %A 8 AR
PILLBIR T 90%, KEZEOSWEGGEME, nRHT#—B 5. o, RA PyMOL. PyRx
Autoduckvina TN T ECAAIF RGNS, HAMBAERBRWE 2 fos. @l s P, R
s £ TR 7315 2 T FIEL R TG T £ 6} 422 70 B0 9.4 keal/mol, R W BA B m s and k. & 2 ar 4,
Z TR RE ARG B (S Ve D48 8l SER215. HIS470. GLU214. GLY133. TYR350. TRP98. ALA308.
PHE351. GLU306 %52 SR ik HE2H Fi, 1 £ R A T A /)N 7 - 1E 76 1k D1 A8 b 5 U Bk ik DL KA 45
5 GLN355 (2.8 A)F1 TRP137 (2.8 A)Z SRR S i M A2V, IZTE AR e A &4, PR WE
F R LR R B

3.2. ETHRIMEREMTRE

B AW TR i ) R/ ) T O 25, Rl e 2497 NSRRI THEAT T RIBLYE R E, 3
FARRADLIE 7 ik 3 0 et ARALLE R B 1) 69 A7 1, 224R Venn BUAT 10 N7 HOARMUE R Edn 4] 3
Js o BARBPETR AL, T2970 9t Rl 7y 5, =FARAAME VA T AR UE R B0 55 Faldiin 1, &
WA E T S A S B . S R IR 77 85 B 7 TN SRR, SR IRER AL &1, T i)
RBMAKRERER, BAERRERMEYIEE25]. BEETFRIRN, KOO RIE B BRI b
WETE[26]. FA, XF IR 69 ANRIRG THEAT 1 RAEVEE, RIUAUA 10 AN TR KZ 5 R, HR
49 o T RAA B R E, ATEAT R BT
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Figure 1. Ramachandran diagram of AChE protein
1. ZEtREFHESRS % 5 89 Ramachandran (&

DOI: 10.12677/hjmce.2022.104032 311 i


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjmce.2022.104032

MR 4

.............................................................................................
\,\\\ a u

fgﬂf GLY-133

L PHE-310

N — ﬂ‘; = \ S

I \ b G GLY-134 \ TRP-98

. ‘ 2g G0 \ ‘\

MET-30

303 I \ 0 L o SER-215 g
. i;\ a g\, 6214 :

o] @ SRR (Y%
P pHE307 "‘\

GLN-355 /9 A30 = “ N = GLY L
L Q.
,\ \TYR-354 \‘\\ /\ Y

HIS 470

.
o, o
., .

.........................................................................................

Figure 2. Protein structure of AChE and its binding pattern to rotenone

2. ZEtREWHEEES AChE ME R RGNS B RIS SR

FPZ

FP2 FP3 FP4

1.0000  1.0000  0.9412
0.7888  1.0000  0.7895
0.6335 05385  0.5217
0.6313  0.5385  0.4783
0.6313  0.5385  0.4783
0.6313 05385  0.4783
) T8160 05673  0.6667 0.6316

i T580993 05597  0.7000  0.8889
: ) TI382 05561 0875 07143

.. T5S1000  0.5472 07000  0.8000

Figure 3. Venn diagram of the top 200 molecules in the similarity calculation methods of FP2, FP3
and FP4

3.FP2, FP3 # FP4 = FRMME B 7535 ET 200 N5 F#9 Venn

3.3. ET o FxHEpEUTRE

BT HEAR BN TRERG AChE ) =4k (a1 4544, X 2Pt RAFIY) 49 A RIRF#047 7 0%, 1HE
HIG ML RS R AN M. b, @RI T 1SR Ki  127.71 nmol-L T & ik 315 45
B RN T R I 21 Mkt &Y, HERAD Ki KERZ AR B 21 T4 1 d . 21 M a4
T 52 R A G SRR RGN ML SRR /N7, Ki N 8,57 nmol-L ™t HUh M2 M BERR G /Ny
T, Ki & 16.83 nmol-L ™t At — BTt LB 15 L WEAEBREGEE 52 1A 8 1 1| (7 AR, 403k A
PyMOL Al LigPlus {4 7] #14L T AChE-M1 Al AChE-M2 W2 (1= A4 3D Ml 2D M EAEFHX R, WA
4 ffime MHEAERTTIALE 3 &KBL, ML M2 /Ny 5 JERRAL, 755 Z BB ES B 2 11 45 A I
S35 T i SER215. HIS470. GLU214. GLY133. TYR350. TRP98. ALA308. PHE351 Il GLU306
GRIERRILI s E D48 . Horp, @i |4 4 14 2D M EAER BT S0, 7E AChE-ML S EE AW+,
M1 /N F EEEEYE D489 ) GLN355. TYR354. TRP98. GLN214. HIS470. TRP137 Jz PHE310 %
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RIEMRRIL T i KER, %5 AChE ZAE LM ENEEY. i M2 /Ny, AMUG FdRaE
FRFRFI s K AE T, 1435 ASP309. ALA308 il GLU306 &L FRIRFL I K 4 /NEkE, W 7¢iliE Sl
YT 5 E A ER T R EEN—MEEIEM, ik, M2 /8705 AChE EHR% 44,
B ENEEY. RGERAEEA - AEAWN 3D (EAX KRB HE—B10IE. BFFRH M1 Ml
M2 /¥ 5 AChE 2 A AE I 7 305 S g B i — 350, oS A s K AR FH S50 03k 2 & T &
DA AR 28 L Z R RH R B AChE [R3G T, I 2 3 B M 28 Bt &2 ph s (R BELIT, R A% KA 28 L)
ER, Ntk a7

Table 1. Related parameters of 21 candidate compounds

F 121 MEREU SRR SH

NO. MOL_ID g‘gjﬁfﬂifﬁ Cas 5 /»F&  HBA  HBD logp nRB (nm(‘flfl_,l)
ligand  f0 AR -9.4 83-79-4 396.16 6 0 3.96 3 127.71
M1 T6817 -11.0 522-17-8 371.97 6 0 2.341 2 8.57
M2  T5S1000 -10.6 97938-30-2 395.97 6 4 4.05 6 16.83
M3 TN1774 -10.5 52801-22-6 303.98 4 2 2.834 3 19.93
M4 T3931 -10.4 31524-62-6 303.98 4 2 2.494 3 23.60
M5 T3056 -10.4 19879-30-2 315.98 4 2 2.815 4 23.60
M6 T3846 -10.4 19879-32-4 303.98 4 0 2.494 3 23.60
M7 T8188 -10.3 477-49-6 391.96 8 0 0.999 4 27.94
M8  T3S0136 -10.3 20784-60-5 315.98 4 2 3.613 6 27.94
M9 T5703 -10.3 34539-65-6 347.97 6 2 2.343 6 27.94
M10 T4586 -10.3 5162-01-6 347.97 6 2 2.343 6 27.94
M1l  T3S2344 -10.1 24502-79-2 347.97 6 2 2.343 6 39.16
M12  T4S0999 -10.1 70872-29-6 331.97 5 2 2.734 4 39.16
M13  T4S1545 -10.0 51020-87-2 303.98 4 0 3.738 3 46.37
M14  T6S1543 -9.8 2680-81-1 303.98 4 1 3.490 4 65.00
M15  T5S0993 -9.8 34981-26-5 407.97 6 3 4371 7 65.00
M16  T6S0525 -9.7 24211-30-1 283.97 5 3 1.152 1 76.95
M17 T3373 -9.7 5058-13-9 307.97 5 0 2.794 4 76.95
M18  T552350 -9.6 69091-17-4 403.96 8 2 2.203 9 91.11
M19  T550229 -9.5 480-43-3 271.97 5 2 1.111 2 107.87
M20 T3777 -9.5 73069-27-9 363.96 7 0 2.770 5 107.87
M21  T552343 -9.5 24502-78-1 311.97 6 2 1.465 5 107.87
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ACE-M2

Figure 4. Visualization of 3D and 2D interactions of M1 and M2 candidate compounds with AChE
4. M1 1 M2 &% &495 AChE i) 3D 1 2D tHHE{E A AT LK E

3.4. S FaNhEEN

3.4.1. BA - BE A WRH 5 REERMSD)EITH

NIRGTHT 2 S an oy 1 5 AR E A 455 13 15 ke e 1, XF AChE-M1 Hil ACHE-M2 & &)1k &
HBEAT T 10 ns (1953 F3 7154540 . 6] 5 JoR T PAMSEUUA & (19 E 8% Ca J5 -1 RMSD A BERT 8] 1928 0 15 100«
HERT 1, BN E AP REEANEROS R RS, E5 CH IR KRR KIS . BALZ1T 8 ns
i, FTARRE RMSD {EfESE 0.20~0.25 nm Z[i], HAEANMELEFE 1A R (1) RMSD AR ik V& i [ A i i
0.1 nm, R RELIHIEM N THAEY M1, M2 5 AChE 2R R AR Lk g E &4, H4id 10 ns
PRALL 5 B IR B T AR S

3.4.2. EEMHGRER(RMSF){ESH#T

RN T Rz A SR/ 456 R SR B TR X RO AR T2 Ak B e oamk, 234 1 7E3)
715 RN S R BR 135 75 AR B (RMSF)E K 3 1 5840 5 32 4 - FofR B AR ARG R, 455l 6 pr
e MEFTTRD, 2 AMA R T SZAR S EIERR K RMSF {E B Shfasmial, RIS [F 0 Bc i 2 AT H A
s El. HAEMANE SR R d, RMSF {EIKBNHEK A ZEBR AL K50 A loop RIS ELs 1, 1
Iy BRIEMIZEE . T AChE 25 11 130-150. 305-355. 430-475 [X sk Py & FE R AL FE 1) RMSF 1H i shis /N, &5
G A% - EARRI A EAE R EI(E )5, FREIERRFR RS ML R M2 /N1 R A TAHBEAER], RIS 44k
FEAETHHER, 4R TEAMRRNTRENE, 50T g R—.

3.4.3. A BHEITE
PN AR RAEREAT 10 ns 194> T30 J1 24U, 23 B ESUBIZE SRS 2 ns 15 MM/PBSA
SE4 E HBEIE T RER AL TTERIE L, T RANE 2 Bn. ML RISE S E RS T M2, 570 TRHER
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T30 —5. WEHDRERAIL, JEEEI). WSt RIS AL ERSAEMN TRE N T 5%

EAG G, HhuEe kR ma GRA M, TR S RNAN TR RS S
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Table 2. Binding free energy and related energy components of AChE-M1 and AChE-M2 complex system
= 2. AChE-M1 1 AChE-M2 E &R RRE S B RAEXREEHE Y

e Tt g e WAEEFALER WA ALIER GEA 1 e
M1 -170.639 £ 0.577 -51.028 £ 0.299 65.182 + 0.672 —19.216 + 0.059 —175.701 £ 0.724
M2 -216.047 £0.922  —60.328 +0.922 160.319 + 0.802 —22.779£0.056  —138.828 + 1.049
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