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บทคัดยอ 
 

เน่ืองจากสารผลิตภัณฑธรรมชาติจากทะเลในกลุมลาเมลลาริน เปนสารอนุพันธของสติลบีนทีมี่
ฤทธิท์างชีวภาพที่หลากหลาย ผูวิจัยจึงไดเลือกศึกษาสารในกลุมน้ีโดยเริ่มจากการทดสอบความเปนพิษ
ตอเซลลมะเรง็ 11 ชนิด ซึ่งสารลาเมลลารินหลายชนิดแสดงความเปนพิษสูงตอเซลลมะเรง็ที่ใชในการ
ทดสอบโดยมีคา IC50 ระดับนาโนโมลาร และเม่ือนําผลที่ไดไปศึกษาความสัมพันธระหวางสูตรโครงสราง
กับความเปนพิษตอเซลลมะเร็ง (structure-activity relationship หรือ SAR) อยางเปนระบบก็พบวา     
มี 4 ตําแหนงที่มีความสําคัญอยางยิ่งตอการออกฤทธิ์ฆาเซลลมะเร็งของสารในกลุมน้ี นอกจากน้ีผูวิจัย 
ยังไดประเมินความเหมาะสมในการพัฒนาเปนยา (drug-likeness) ของสารในกลุมลาเมลลาริน โดย
พิจารณาจากคุณสมบัติทางเคมีกายภาพตางๆ เม่ือเทยีบกับยาและสารที่อยูในระหวางการพัฒนาเปนยา
อีกดวย ซึ่งพบวาสารในกลุมน้ีมีคณุสมบัติอยูในเกณฑที่ยังสามารถปรับปรุงไดโดยการปรับเปลี่ยนสูตร
โครงสราง เพ่ือใหไดสารที่มีประสิทธิภาพ มีความปลอดภัย และมีคณุสมบัติเหมาะสมที่จะพัฒนาเปนยา
รักษาโรคมะเร็งตอไปในอนาคต 
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Abstract 
 

Lamellarins were selected as representatives of stilbene-containing natural products.  
These compounds have been shown to exhibit promising biological activities.  In this study, 
twenty-two naturally occurring and three unnatural lamellarins synthesized in our laboratory 
were evaluated for their cytotoxic activity against eleven cancer cell lines derived from          
six different cancer types.  The IC50 values of these compounds ranged from sub-nanomolar 
(0.08 nm) to micromolar (>97.0 μm).  Structure-activity relationship (SAR) studies were then 
performed using matched molecular pairs analysis, by comparing the IC50 values of several 
pairs of lamellarin structures that differ in selected substitution patterns.  Our results not only 
reveal the importance of specific hydroxylation or methoxylation patterns around the lamellarin 
core for the first time, but also confirm prior findings and clarify some previous uncertainties.  
Additionally, drug-likeness of these compounds was also assessed using a range of 
physicochemical parameters in comparison with oral marketed drugs, drug molecules in 
development, as well as natural product derivatives in development and on the market.  The 
results indicated that even though lamellarins are not particularly drug-like in the conventional 
sense, they still remain a good starting point for structural optimization to obtain lamellarin 
analogs that are more suitable for further development. 
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Executive Summary 
 

โครงการวิจัยนี้มีวัตถุประสงคเพ่ือคนหาสารผลิตภัณฑธรรมชาติและสารสังเคราะหที่เปนอนุพันธ
ของสติลบีนทีมี่ฤทธิต์านมะเร็งโดยมีความเปนพิษต่ําตอเซลลปกต ิ โดยเร่ิมจากสารผลิตภัณฑธรรมชาติ
จากทะเลในกลุมลาเมลลารนิ เน่ืองจากกลุมนักอินทรียเคมีของสถาบันวิจัยจุฬาภรณไดพัฒนาวิธีการ
สังเคราะหของสารในกลุมน้ี จนกระท่ังมีจํานวนและปรมิาณสารมากพอที่จะทําการศึกษาวิจัยโดยละเอียด
และเปนระบบ สารลาเมลลารินที่สังเคราะหขึ้นจํานวน 25 ชนิดไดถูกนําไปทดสอบความเปนพิษตอ
เซลลมะเร็งที่เกิดขึ้นกับเนื้อเยื่อและอวัยวะท่ีสําคัญตางๆ 11 ชนิดและเซลลปกติ 1 ชนิด ดวยวธิี colori-
metric method เพ่ือวัดอัตราการอยูรอดของเซลลหลังจากที่ไดรับสารลาเมลลารินที่ความเขมขนตางๆ 
เปนเวลา 48 ชั่วโมง จากผลการทดสอบพบวา สารลาเมลลารินหลายชนิดแสดงความเปนพิษตอ
เซลลมะเร็งที่ใชในการทดสอบที่ความเขมขนระดับนาโนโมลาร นอกจากน้ีการเปลี่ยนแปลงหมูฟงกชันใน
สูตรโครงสรางของสารในกลุมน้ีเพียงเล็กนอย ยังสงผลใหระดับความเปนพิษตอเซลลมะเร็งเปลี่ยนไป
อยางเห็นไดชัด โดยที่สารบางชนิดมีความเปนพิษตอเซลลมะเร็งชนิดตางๆ ใกลเคียงกัน ในขณะที่สาร
บางชนิดมีความเฉพาะเจาะจงตอเซลลมะเร็งบางชนิดมากกวาเซลลชนิดอ่ืนๆ อยางมีนัยสําคัญ  

หลังจากน้ัน ผูวิจัยไดศกึษาความสัมพันธระหวางสูตรโครงสรางกับความเปนพิษตอเซลลมะเร็ง 
(structure-activity relationship หรือ SAR) ของสารลาเมลลารินอยางเปนระบบดวยวธิ ี matched 
molecular pairs analysis โดยทําการเปรียบเทียบคา IC50 ของสารที่มีสูตรโครงสรางแตกตางกันเฉพาะ
ตําแหนงที่พิจารณาเพียงตําแหนงเดียวเทาน้ัน ผลการวิเคราะหเชิงปริมาณทําใหสามารถสรุปไดวามี     
4 ตําแหนงทีมี่ความสําคัญตอการออกฤทธิฆ์าเซลลมะเร็งของสารในกลุมลาเมลลาริน กลาวคือ พันธะคู
ระหวาง C5–C6 รวมทั้งหมูไฮดรอกซี่ที่ตําแหนง C7, C8 และ C20 สวนความสําคัญของหมูฟงกชัน     
ที่ตําแหนง C9, C13 และ C14 นั้นยังไมสามารถสรุปไดชัดเจนและจะตองทําการสังเคราะหสารอนุพันธ
เพ่ิมเติมเพ่ือทาํการศึกษาตอไป  

นอกจากนี้ผูวิจัยยังไดประเมินความเหมาะสมในการพัฒนาเปนยา (drug-likeness) ของสารใน
กลุมลาเมลลาริน เม่ือเทียบกับยาที่ใหโดยการรับประทาน ยาที่ไดจากสารผลิตภัณฑธรรมชาติ และสารที่
อยูในระหวางการพัฒนาเปนยา โดยการประยุกตใชเคมีเชิงคํานวณ (computational chemistry) รวมกับ
การทดสอบความชอบไขมัน (lipophilicity) ซึ่งเปนคณุสมบัติที่มีความสําคัญและสงผลตอคุณสมบัติทาง
เคมีกายภาพอ่ืนๆ ที่จะเปนปจจัยกําหนดคุณสมบัติทางเภสัชจลนศาสตร (ไดแก การดูดซึม การกระจาย 
การเปลี่ยนแปลง และการขับออก) ของยาเม่ือเขาสูรางกาย จากผลการศึกษาพบวา สารในกลุมน้ี        
มีคุณสมบัติอยูในเกณฑที่ยงัสามารถปรับปรุงไดโดยการปรับเปลี่ยนสูตรโครงสราง เพ่ือใหไดสารที่มี
ประสิทธิภาพ มีความปลอดภัย และมีคุณสมบัติเหมาะสมที่จะพัฒนาเปนยารักษาโรคมะเรง็ตอไปใน
อนาคต 
 ผลงานวิจัยจากโครงการน้ีไดรับการตีพิมพในวารสารระดับนานาชาติ ไดแก ChemMedChem 
ฉบับเดือนมีนาคม 2552 และ European Journal of Medicinal Chemistry ฉบับเดือนมิถุนายน 2553 
รวม 2 บทความ อีกทั้งยังไดถูกนําเสนอในงานประชุมวิชาการระดับนานาชาติ จํานวน 2 คร้ังดวย 
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ผลงานวิจัย 
 

งานวิจัยนี้มุงเนนการคนหาสารผลิตภัณฑธรรมชาติและสารสังเคราะหที่เปนอนุพันธของสตลิบนี
ที่มีฤทธิ์ตานมะเร็งโดยมีความเปนพิษต่ําตอเซลลปกต ิ โดยสารกลุมแรกที่เลือกมาศึกษาวิจัยคือสารผลิต-
ภัณฑธรรมชาติในกลุมลาเมลลาริน (รูปที ่ 1) เน่ืองจากมีฤทธิท์างชวีภาพที่หลากหลายและนาสนใจเปน
อยางยิ่ง โดยเฉพาะความเปนพิษ (cytotoxicity) ตอเซลลมะเร็งชนิดตางๆ นอกจากนี้กลุมนักอินทรียเคมี
ของสถาบันวจัิยจุฬาภรณยังไดพัฒนาวิธีการสังเคราะหของสารในกลุมลาเมลลารนิ จนกระท่ังสามารถ
สังเคราะหสารในกลุมน้ีไดในจํานวนและปริมาณมากพอสําหรับการศึกษาวิจัยโดยละเอียดและเปนระบบ 
เพ่ือคนหาสารที่มีศักยภาพในการพัฒนาเปนยาสําหรับรักษาโรคมะเร็งตอไปในอนาคต 
 

รูปที่ 1 โครงสรางของสารในกลุมลาเมลลารินที่ใชในการศึกษาวิจัย 
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การศึกษาความเปนพิษตอเซลลมะเร็งและความสัมพันธระหวางสตูรโครงสรางกับการออกฤทธิ์ 
 

ในระยะแรกของโครงการนี้ ผูวิจัยโดยความรวมมือกับนักวิจัยในหนวยทดสอบทางชีวภาพ 
(Bioassay Unit) ของสถาบันวิจัยจุฬาภรณ ไดทําการทดสอบความเปนพิษของสารในกลุมลาเมลลาริน 
ที่สังเคราะหขึน้จํานวน 25 ชนิด (ตารางที่ 1) ที่มีตอเซลลมะเร็ง 11 ชนิดและเซลลปกติ 1 ชนิด โดยสาร 
ลาเมลลารินทีใ่ชในการศึกษาวิจัยมีทั้งสารที่มีโครงสรางเหมือนกับสารที่พบในธรรมชาติ (natural lamel-
larins) จํานวน 22 ชนิด และสารที่มีโครงสรางคลายสารผลิตภัณฑธรรมชาติ (unnatural lamellarins) 
จํานวน 3 ชนิด ไดแก dehydrolamellarin J, dehydrolamellarin Y และ dihydrolamellarin η  

สําหรับเซลลมะเร็งที่ใชในการศึกษาวิจัยนั้น ครอบคลุมโรคมะเร็งที่พบบอยในประเทศไทยและ
เกิดขึ้นกับเนือ้เยื่อและอวัยวะที่สําคัญตางๆ ดังตอไปน้ี 

- เซลลมะเร็งเยือ่บุชองปาก 1 ชนิด คือ KB (human oral epidermoid carcinoma) 
- เซลลมะเร็งปอด 2 ชนิด คือ A549 (human non-small cell lung carcinoma) และ H69AR 

(human multidrug-resistant, small cell lung carcinoma) 
- เซลลมะเร็งเตานม 2 ชนิด คือ T47D (human hormone-dependent breast cancer) และ 

MDA-MB-231 (human hormone-independent breast cancer 231) 
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- เซลลมะเร็งตบั 2 ชนิด คือ HepG2 (human hepatocellular carcinoma) และ S102 (human 
hepatocellular carcinoma)  

- เซลลมะเร็งทอนํ้าดี 1 ชนิด คือ HuCCA-1 (human cholangiocarcinoma) 
- เซลลมะเร็งปากมดลูก 1 ชนิด คือ HeLa (human cervical adenocarcinoma) 
- เซลลมะเร็งเม็ดเลือด 2 ชนิด คือ HL-60 (human promyelocytic leukemia) และ P388 

(mouse lymphoid neoplasm) 
 นอกจากนี้ยังไดทดสอบความเปนพิษของสารลาเมลลารินตอเซลลปกติชนิด MRC-5 (human 

fetal/embryonic lung fibroblast) ดวย เพ่ือคนหาสารที่มีความเฉพาะเจาะจงกับเซลลมะเร็งและมีความ
เปนพิษตอเซลลปกติคอนขางต่ํา สวนการทดสอบฤทธิ์ของสารลาเมลลารินที่มีตอเซลล H69AR นั้นยัง
สามารถใชในการคนหาสารที่มีศักยภาพเปนยาตานมะเร็งที่มีการด้ือยาแบบไมเฉพาะเจาะจง (multidrug 
resistance) ไดอีกดวย 
 

ตารางที่ 1 หมูฟงกชันที่ตําแหนงตางๆ ของสารลาเมลลารินในกลุมที่ 1 และกลุมที่ 2  
 

Group 1 
(with C5–C6) 

Group 2 
(with C5=C6) 

Substituents 
OR1 OR2 Z OR3 OR4 OR5 OR6 X Y 

Lamellarin A a - OH OMe H OH OMe OMe OMe OMe OH 
Lamellarin C Lamellarin B OH OMe H OH OMe OMe OMe OMe H 
Lamellarin χ Lamellarin D OH OMe H OH OMe OMe OH H H 
Lamellarin E Lamellarin X OH OMe H OMe OH OMe OMe OH H 
Lamellarin F Lamellarin ε OH OMe H OMe OMe OMe OMe OH H 
Lamellarin G - OMe OH H OMe OH OMe OH H H 

- Lamellarin H a OH OH H OH OH OH OH H H 
Lamellarin I Lamellarin ζ OH OMe H OMe OMe OMe OMe OMe H 
Lamellarin J Dehydrolam J b OH OMe H OMe OMe OMe OH H H 
Lamellarin K Lamellarin M OH OMe H OH OMe OMe OMe OH H 
Lamellarin L Lamellarin N OH OMe H OMe OH OMe OH H H 
Lamellarin S a - OH OH H OH OH OMe OH H H 
Lamellarin T Lamellarin W OH OMe H OMe OH OMe OMe OMe H 
Lamellarin U Lamellarin α OH OMe H OMe OH OMe OMe H H 
Lamellarin V a - OH OMe H OMe OH OMe OMe OMe OH 
Lamellarin Y Dehydrolam Y b OH OMe H OMe OH OH OMe H H 
Lamellarin Z a - OMe OH H OH OH OMe OH H H 
Lamellarin β a - OH OH H OMe OH OH OH H H 
Lamellarin γ a - OH OMe OMe - OMe OMe OMe OH H 

- Lamellarin φ a OH OMe H OH OMe OH OMe OMe H 
Dihydrolam η b,c Lamellarin η c OH OMe H OMe OMe OMe OMe H H 

a อยูในระหวางการพัฒนาวิธีการสังเคราะห 
b สารในกลุมลาเมลลารินท่ีมีโครงสรางคลายสารผลิตภัณฑธรรมชาติ (unnatural lamellarins) 
c มีปญหาการละลายใน DMSO จึงไมสามารถทดสอบฤทธิ์ได 
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ทั้งน้ี การศึกษาความเปนพิษของสารลาเมลลารินที่มีตอทั้งเซลลมะเร็งและเซลลปกตินั้น อาศัย
วิธี colorimetric method เพ่ือวัดจํานวนเซลลที่รอดชีวติและยังคงยึดเกาะกับพืน้ผิวหลังจากที่ไดรับสาร
ลาเมลลารินทีค่วามเขมขนตางๆ เปนเวลา 48 ชั่วโมง โดยอาศัยเทคนิคการยอมผนังเซลลดวยสี crystal 
violet กอนที่จะวัดการดูดกลืนแสงอัลตราไวโอเล็ตที่ความยาวคลื่น 540 นาโนเมตร เน่ืองจากวิธนีี้เปนวิธี
ที่มีประสิทธิภาพและคาใชจายไมสูงนกั อยางไรก็ตาม วิธีการยอมดวยสี crystal violet ไมสามารถใชกับ
เซลลมะเร็งเม็ดเลือดอยางเซลล P388 และ HL-60 ได เพราะเซลลประเภทนีไ้มยึดเกาะกับพืน้ผิวแตจะ
แขวนลอยอยูในอาหารเลี้ยงเซลล จึงจําเปนตองใชการวิเคราะหดวยวิธี XTT assay ที่อาศัยการเปลี่ยน
จากสีเหลืองของสาร XTT เปนสีสมของสาร formazan ซึ่งจะเกิดขึ้นไดเฉพาะในเซลลที่ยังมีชีวติอยู
เทาน้ัน สําหรับการวิเคราะหอัตราการอยูรอดของเซลลทําไดโดยการวัดปริมาณสาร formazan ที่เกิดขึ้น
ในเซลลที่ไดรบัสารลาเมลลารินที่ความเขมขนตางๆ โดยวัดการดูดกลืนแสงอัลตราไวโอเล็ตทีค่วามยาว
คลื่นระหวาง 450-500 นาโนเมตร เทียบกับเซลลที่ไมไดรับสารใดๆ (negative control) 
 จากตารางที่ 2 ซึ่งแสดงผลการทดสอบความเปนพิษของสารลาเมลลารินที่มีตอเซลลมะเร็งชนิด
ตางๆ และเซลลปกติ ในรูปของคา IC50 หรือคาความเขมขนของสารทดสอบที่สามารถลดอัตราการ    
อยูรอดของเซลลลงได 50% ภายใน 48 ชั่วโมง จะเห็นไดวาสารลาเมลลารินหลายชนิดแสดงความเปน
พิษตอเซลลมะเร็งที่ใชในการทดสอบที่ความเขมขนระดับนาโนโมลาร นอกจากนี้ความแตกตางของสูตร
โครงสรางเพียงเล็กนอย (ไมวาจะเปนชนิดของพันธะระหวาง C5 กับ C6 ในสวนของ D-ring หรือชนิด
ของหมูฟงกชันที่ตําแหนงตางๆ ดังรายละเอียดตามตารางที่ 1) ยังสงผลใหความเปนพิษตอเซลลมะเร็ง
เปลี่ยนไปอยางเห็นไดชัด โดยที่สารบางชนิด เชน ลาเมลลาริน E และลาเมลลาริน F มีความเปนพิษตอ
เซลลมะเร็งชนิดตางๆ ใกลเคียงกัน ในขณะที่สารบางชนิด เชน ลาเมลลาริน D และลาเมลลาริน N       
มีความเฉพาะเจาะจงตอเซลลมะเร็งบางชนิดโดยเฉพาะเซลล T47D มากกวาเซลลชนิดอ่ืนๆ อยาง      
มีนัยสําคัญ 

จากน้ัน ผูวิจัยไดนําขอมูลเหลาน้ีไปใชในการวิเคราะหเชิงปริมาณ (quantitative analysis) ถึง
ความสัมพันธระหวางสูตรโครงสรางกับความเปนพิษตอเซลลมะเร็ง (structure-activity relationship 
หรือ SAR) ของสารลาเมลลารินอยางเปนระบบดวยวธิี matched molecular pairs analysis โดยทําการ
เปรียบเทียบคา IC50 ของสารที่มีสูตรโครงสรางแตกตางกันเฉพาะตําแหนงทีพิ่จารณาเพียงตําแหนง
เดียวเทาน้ัน เพ่ือจํากัดจํานวนตัวแปรในการวิเคราะหผลแตละคร้ังใหนอยที่สุด ทั้งน้ี ผูวิจัยได
เปรียบเทียบคา IC50 ของสารลาเมลลารินเปนคูๆ ในรูปของ log(IC50 ratio) ซึ่งคาทีเ่ปนบวกแสดงใหเห็น
วาการเปลีย่นแปลงสูตรโครงสรางที่กําลังพิจารณาสงผลใหสารลาเมลลารินมีคา IC50 สูงขึ้นหรือมีความ
เปนพิษตอเซลลมะเร็งลดลง ในทางตรงกันขาม คา log(IC50 ratio) ที่เปนลบแสดงวาการเปลี่ยนแปลง
สูตรโครงสรางดังกลาวชวยลดคา IC50 หรือเพ่ิมความเปนพิษของสารลาเมลลารินตอเซลลมะเร็ง โดยจะ
ถือวาการเปลีย่นแปลงสูตรโครงสรางใดๆ มีความสําคัญตอการออกฤทธิฆ์าเซลลมะเร็งของสารลาเมล- 
ลารินก็ตอเม่ือทําใหคา IC50 เปลี่ยนไปอยางนอย 10 เทาหรือมีคา |log(IC50 ratio)| มากกวา 1 เพ่ือ
ชดเชยความแปรปรวนของคา IC50 ที่อาจเกิดขึ้นไดในการทดลอง 
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ตารางที่ 2 ความเปนพิษของสารลาเมลลารินที่มีตอเซลลมะเร็งและเซลลปกต ิ 
 

Compound 

IC50 [μM] 

Oral Lung Breast Liver Cervix Blood cell Fibroblast 

KB A549 H69AR T47D MDA-
MB-231 HuCCA-1 HepG2 S102 HeLa P388 HL-60 MRC-5 

Lamellarin C 5.7 3.6 12.1 7.7 8.3 11.5 18.3 4.4 7.9 4.2 5.7 ND 

Lamellarin B 4.4 5.4 6.4 0.2 4.4 5.3 0.8 5.9 4.8 6.1 6.2 68.1 

Lamellarin χ 2.6 2.0 38.9 3.8 4.8 49.9 0.1 3.4 6.6 1.6 1.8 ND 

Lamellarin D 0.04 0.06 0.4 0.00008 0.4 0.08 0.02 3.2 0.06 0.1 0.04 9.2 

Lamellarin E 4.0 2.2 7.2 5.3 3.4 9.4 1.0 2.8 5.3 2.6 4.5 ND 

Lamellarin X 0.08 0.3 0.3 0.006 0.08 0.04 0.2 1.6 0.09 0.3 0.2 10.1 

Lamellarin F 4.2 4.4 10.1 4.6 3.7 8.8 0.5 2.7 6.4 3.1 3.6 ND 

Lamellarin ε 0.3 0.3 2.3 0.006 0.3 0.07 0.1 2.1 0.3 0.3 0.1 25.8 

Lamellarin G 3.0 4.0 7.4 8.6 15.0 49.9 1.5 9.6 4.2 1.6 7.5 ND 

Lamellarin I 6.3 10.6 18.1 9.5 8.6 11.2 1.3 12.4 11.2 3.8 6.9 ND 

Lamellarin ζ 4.7 10.6 23.3 0.09 4.7 6.3 0.3 7.9 8.3 7.2 12.3 > 89.7 

Lamellarin J > 97.0 1.1 > 97.0 13.0 7.4 > 97.0 0.4 19.4 > 97.0 0.8 0.9 ND 

Dehydrolam J 0.08 0.04 0.3 0.0001 0.4 0.006 0.01 2.1 0.08 0.08 0.04 > 97.4 

Lamellarin K 0.9 4.2 4.3 0.09 0.4 3.4 1.0 4.4 2.8 3.4 3.8 ND 

Lamellarin M 0.2 0.04 0.3 0.009 0.1 0.06 0.02 1.9 0.3 0.1 0.06 13.4 

Lamellarin L 3.0 0.8 3.0 4.4 1.8 21.9 0.3 1.4 2.8 0.5 1.9 ND 

Lamellarin N 0.06 0.04 0.06 0.0006 0.6 0.008 0.02 2.3 0.04 0.08 0.04 > 100.1 

Lamellarin T 6.4 2.9 13.2 13.2 8.6 14.7 0.6 5.5 9.9 4.8 6.4 ND 

Lamellarin W 5.3 5.2 4.4 4.2 5.2 4.2 0.9 5.8 5.0 5.6 6.7 28.5 

Lamellarin U 3.9 0.9 8.7 10.3 4.5 44.6 0.6 3.0 5.0 1.8 4.5 ND 

Lamellarin α 9.4 1.6 8.0 0.6 3.9 5.8 0.06 5.6 7.6 1.7 10.5 > 97.4 

Lamellarin Y 5.0 0.9 14.8 7.2 8.0 37.9 0.6 4.3 29.9 1.0 5.0 ND 

Dehydrolam Y 0.8 1.3 7.6 0.08 0.6 1.4 0.4 6.2 1.6 0.9 3.4 31.0 

Dihydrolam η N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Lamellarin η N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Etoposide 0.5 1.1 45.9 0.08 0.2 6.8 0.2 1.5 0.4 0.4 2.3 > 85.0 

ND = not determined as these group 1 lamellarins are generally less cytotoxic than their group 2 counterparts, and thus, are less likely to be toxic to normal 
cells. N/A = not available due to the insolubility of the compounds in DMSO. 

 
รูปที่ 2 แสดงตัวอยางผลการศึกษา SAR ในสวนของความสําคัญของหมูฟงกชันที่ตําแหนง C7 

ที่มีตอความเปนพิษของสารลาเมลลารินตอเซลลมะเรง็ชนิดตางๆ และเซลลปกต ิโดยแบงเปน 3 กรณีคือ  
a) การเปลี่ยนธาตุไฮโดรเจนเปนหมูไฮดรอกซ่ี ทําใหสารลาเมลลารินในกลุมที่ 2 (ซึ่งมีพันธะ

ระหวาง C5–C6 เปนพันธะคู) มีความเปนพิษตอเซลลมะเร็งสูงขึ้นอยางมีนัยสําคัญ  
b) การเปลี่ยนธาตุไฮโดรเจนเปนหมูเมธอกซ่ี สงผลใหความเปนพิษของสารลาเมลลารนิตอ

เซลลมะเร็งลดลงแตไมมากเทาในกรณีที่ 3 (รูปที่ 2 c) 
c) การเปลี่ยนหมูไฮดรอกซี่เปนหมูเมธอกซ่ี สงผลใหสารลาเมลลาริน โดยเฉพาะสารในกลุมที่ 2 

มีความเปนพิษตอเซลลมะเร็งลดลงอยางชัดเจน 
จากผลทั้งหมดทําใหสรุปไดวาการมีหมูไฮดรอกซี่ที่ตําแหนง C7 ในสูตรโครงสรางของสาร     

ลาเมลลารินมีความสําคัญตอการออกฤทธิ์ของสารในกลุมน้ีในการฆาเซลลมะเร็ง ซึ่งนับเปนการรายงาน
คร้ังแรกถึงความสําคัญของหมูฟงกชันที่ตําแหนงนี้ 
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รูปที่ 2 ความสําคัญของหมูฟงกชันที่ตําแหนง C7 ที่มีตอการออกฤทธิ์ฆาเซลลมะเร็งของสารลาเมลลาริน 
a) H vs. OH, b) H vs. OMe, c) OH vs. OMe 

 

 
 
นอกจากนี้ ผูวิจัยยังไดทําการศึกษาความสําคัญของหมูฟงกชันที่ตําแหนงอ่ืนๆ ดวยวธิีเดียวกับ

ที่ตําแหนง C7 ซึ่งทําใหสามารถสรุปไดวามี 4 ตําแหนงที่มีความสาํคัญตอการออกฤทธิฆ์าเซลลมะเร็ง
ของสารในกลุมลาเมลลาริน กลาวคือ พันธะคูระหวาง C5–C6 รวมทั้งหมูไฮดรอกซ่ีที่ตําแหนง C7, C8 
และ C20 ดังแสดงในรูปที่ 3 สวนความสําคัญของหมูฟงกชันที่ตําแหนง C9, C13 และ C14 นั้น        
ยังไมสามารถสรุปไดชัดเจน และจะตองทําการสังเคราะหสารอนุพันธเพ่ิมเติมเพ่ือทําการศึกษาตอไป 
ทั้งน้ี ผลการศึกษาทั้งหมดที่กลาวมาไดรบัการตีพิมพในวารสาร ChemMedChem ฉบับเดือนมีนาคม 
2552 อีกทั้งยังไดรับเกียรตจิากกองบรรณาธิการคัดเลอืกเปนบทความเดนบนปกใน (inside cover) ของ
วารสารฉบบัดังกลาวดวย ดังรายละเอียดในภาคผนวก 

ผลที่ไดจากโครงการวิจัยเชิงบูรณาการนี้ จะถูกนําไปใชในปรบัเปลี่ยนสตูรโครงสรางของสาร  
ลาเมลลาริน (โดยความรวมมือกับ ดร. พูนศักด์ิ พลอยประดิษฐ หัวหนาโครงการ BRG5180013 “การ
สังเคราะหและประเมินฤทธิท์างชีวภาพของสารในกลุมลาเมลลารินและอนุพันธที่มีการปรับเปลี่ยนทาง
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โครงสราง”) โดยมีจุดมุงหมายเพ่ือใหไดสารอนุพันธที่มีประสทิธิภาพในการฆาเซลลมะเรง็แบบเฉพาะ 
เจาะจงมากขึ้นตอไปในอนาคต 

 
รูปที่ 3 หมูฟงกชันที่มีความสําคัญตอการออกฤทธิ์ฆาเซลลมะเร็งของสารลาเมลลาริน 
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การประเมินความเหมาะสมในการพัฒนาเปนยา 
 

ถึงแมวาสารในกลุมลาเมลลารินบางชนดิจะแสดงความเปนพิษตอเซลลมะเร็งทีใ่ชในการทดสอบ
ที่ความเขมขนระดับนาโนโมลาร และมีความเปนพิษตอเซลลปกตคิอนขางต่ํา แตสารในกลุมน้ีสวนใหญ 
มีคุณสมบัติทีอ่าจกอใหเกิดปญหาในการพัฒนาเปนยารักษาโรคมะเร็ง โดยเฉพาะปญหาการละลาย    
ในตวัทําละลายมีขั้วหลายชนิด รวมทั้ง dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO) และอาหารเลี้ยงเซลลทีใ่ชใน
การศึกษาความเปนพิษตอเซลลมะเร็งดวย ดังนั้นผูวิจัยจึงเริ่มดําเนินการศึกษาคณุสมบตัิทางเคมี-
กายภาพของสารในกลุมลาเมลลาริน ควบคูไปกับการปรับเปลี่ยนสตูรโครงสรางของสารในกลุมน้ี เพ่ือให
ไดสารที่มีประสิทธิภาพ มีความปลอดภัย และมีคุณสมบัติเหมาะสมที่จะพัฒนาเปนยารักษาโรคมะเร็ง  
ในอนาคต 

ในระยะแรกผูวิจัยไดรวมมือกับ Dr. M. Paul Gleeson จากภาควิชาเคมี คณะวิทยาศาสตร 
มหาวิทยาลัยเกษตรศาสตร ในการประยกุตใชเคมีเชิงคํานวณ (computational chemistry) เพ่ือประเมิน
ความเหมาะสมของสารในกลุมน้ีในการพัฒนาเปนยา โดยทําการคํานวณคณุสมบัติระดับโมเลกุลที่มี
รายงานวามีความสําคัญตอคุณสมบัติทางเภสัชจลนศาสตรของยาเม่ือเขาสูรางกาย (ตารางที่ 3) จากน้ัน
จึงทําการเปรียบเทียบผลทีไ่ดกับคุณสมบัติของทั้งยาที่ใหโดยการรับประทาน ยาที่ไดจากสารผลิตภัณฑ
ธรรมชาติ รวมทั้งสารสังเคราะหและสารผลิตภัณฑธรรมชาติที่อยูในระหวางการพัฒนาเปนยา ดวยวธิี 
principal components analysis (PCA) ซึ่งเปนวิธทีางสถิตทิี่ใชในการวิเคราะหขอมูลที่มีหลายตัวแปร 
(multivariate analysis) จากการศึกษาพบวา ถึงแมสารในกลุมลาเมลลารินจะมีคุณสมบัติทีใ่กลเคียงกับ
สารผลิตภัณฑธรรมชาติทีอ่ยูในระหวางการพัฒนาเปนยา แตก็มีน้ําหนักโมเลกุล (MWT) และความชอบ
ไขมัน (OE-xlogP) ที่คอนขางสูงเม่ือเทียบกับสารในกลุมอ่ืนๆ อยางไรก็ตาม คุณสมบัติของสารในกลุม
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ลาเมลลารินยงัอยูในเกณฑที่ยังสามารถปรับปรุงเพ่ือพัฒนาเปนยาได โดยอาจปรับเปลีย่นสูตรโครงสราง
(เชน การเพ่ิมหมูฟงกชันที่สามารถแตกตัวหรือสรางพันธะไฮโดรเจนได) ในตําแหนงที่ไมมีความสําคัญ
ตอการออกฤทธิ์ของสารในกลุมน้ี 

 
ตารางที่ 3 คณุสมบัติของสารในกลุมลาเมลลารินเปรียบเทียบกับสารในกลุมอ่ืนๆ  

 

Properties Lamellarins Oral Drugs Natural Product 
Drugs 

Drugs in 
Development 

Natural Products 
in Development 

MWT 521.68 ± 27.02 333.10 ± 121.09 568.20 ± 318.98 502.53 ± 485.41 711.87 ± 454.03 
OE-xlogP  3.40 ± 0.91 2.48 ± 2.20 1.39 ± 3.51 2.40 ± 3.78 3.50 ± 3.07 
PSA 124.67 ± 12.56 70.55 ± 45.22 176.07 ± 128.62 131.49 ± 209.37 178.88 ± 152.85 
CHARGE 0.00 ± 0.00 0.26 ± 0.85 –0.30 ± 1.05 0.17 ± 1.26 0.34 ± 1.04 
NEG 0.00 ± 0.00 0.21 ± 0.41 0.48 ± 0.51 0.28 ± 0.45 0.22 ± 0.42 
POS 0.00 ± 0.00 0.48 ± 0.50 0.28 ± 0.46 0.46 ± 0.50 0.53 ± 0.51 
HBA 1.06 ± 0.24 2.77 ± 2.23 8.17 ± 5.00 4.90 ± 7.49 7.22 ± 5.96 
HBD 2.67 ± 1.14 1.90 ± 1.68 4.57 ± 5.19 3.87 ± 8.51 5.09 ± 6.15 
CHIRAL  0.06 ± 0.24 1.61 ± 2.73 7.39 ± 5.30 2.85 ± 5.65 7.44 ± 6.55 
ROT 4.88 ± 1.41 5.48 ± 3.82 9.96 ± 7.28 11.03 ± 20.35 10.88 ± 12.18 
RINGS 2.00 ± 0.00 1.84 ± 0.94 2.11 ± 1.14 2.44 ± 1.32 2.47 ± 1.29 
N 33 1791 46 2125 32 

MWT = molecular weight; OE-xlogP = logP prediction by OpenEye Scientific Software; PSA = polar surface 
area; CHARGE = net charge; NEG = number of negative charges; POS = number of positive charges; HBA = 
number of H-bond acceptors; HBD = number of H-bond donors; CHIRAL = number of chiral centers; ROT = 
number of rotatable bonds; RINGS = number of rings; N = number of compounds  

 
นอกจากนี้ ผูวิจัยยังไดทําการทดสอบคุณสมบัติความชอบไขมัน (lipophilicity) ของสารในกลุม

ลาเมลลาริน เน่ืองจากเปนคุณสมบัตทิี่ไมเพียงแตทํานายไดยาก แลวยังมีความสัมพันธกับคุณสมบัติ
อ่ืนๆ เชน การละลาย ความสามารถในการเขาสูเซลล เปนตน ซึ่งเปนปจจัยกําหนดคุณสมบัติทางเภสัช-
จลนศาสตร (ไดแก การดูดซึม การกระจาย การเปลี่ยนแปลง และการขับออก) ของยาเม่ือเขาสูรางกาย 
ดังน้ันจึงเหมาะที่จะใชความชอบไขมันเปนตัวชี้วัดผลของการปรับเปลี่ยนสูตรโครงสรางที่มีตอคุณสมบัติ
ของสารในกลุมน้ี โดยผูวิจัยไดทําการวัดคา n-octanol/water partition coefficient (logP) ของสาร     
ลาเมลลารินทีส่ังเคราะหขึ้นจํานวน 25 ชนิด ดวยวิธ ี reversed-phase HPLC ตามที่ระบุใน OECD   
Test Guideline 117 (http://www.sourceoecd.org) เน่ืองจากเปนวิธีที่มีประสทิธภิาพ เปนที่ยอมรับใน
ระดับสากล และใชสารปริมาณเพียงเล็กนอยเทาน้ัน จากผลการศึกษาพบวาคา logP ของสารในกลุมน้ีที่
ไดจากการวัดมีความแตกตางจากคาที่ไดจากการคํานวณอยางมีนัยสําคัญ (ตารางที่ 4) โดยอาจเกิดจาก
การที่สารในกลุมน้ีมีโครงสรางที่เปนเอกลกัษณและแตกตางจากสารในฐานขอมูลทีใ่ชพัฒนาวิธคีาํนวณ 
อีกทั้งยังมีความแตกตางในรายละเอียดของวิธีคํานวณที่ใชโดยแตละโปรแกรมดวย ทั้งน้ี เม่ือ
เปรียบเทียบผลการคํานวณดวยโปรแกรมทั้งหมดที่ผูวิจัยเลือกใชในการศึกษาครั้งนี ้ พบวาคา MI-xlogP 
ที่คํานวณโดย Molinspiration Property Engine มีความสอดคลองกับคาที่ไดจากการวดัมากที่สุด     
โดยพิจารณาจากคา coefficient of determination (r2) และ standard error (SE) ดังแสดงในตารางที่ 4 
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ตารางที่ 4 คา logP ของสารในกลุมลาเมลลารินทีว่ัดได เปรียบเทียบกับคาทีไ่ดจากการคํานวณ  
 

ID Mean Min Max SD RMSE r2 (slope/intercept/SE) 
Experimental logP 3.66 2.59 5.19 0.71 - - 
MI-xlogP 4.16 3.57 4.94 0.40 0.62 0.83 (1.61/–3.02/0.30) 
OE-xlogP 3.75 2.87 4.99 0.65 0.44 0.62 (0.86/0.44/0.44) 
FAF-xlogP 4.23 3.61 4.84 0.42 0.85 0.19 (0.73/0.57/0.65) 
ACD LogP 4.99 4.08 6.32 0.59 1.57 0.02 (0.16/2.85/0.71) 
ClogP 4.65 3.96 5.59 0.41 1.15 0.29 (0.93/–0.68/0.61) 
CSlogP 3.91 3.65 4.32 0.20 0.66 0.27 (1.89/–3.74/0.61) 
AlogP 5.11 4.71 5.62 0.27 1.64 0.00 (–0.13/4.30/0.72) 

 
นอกจากนี้ผูวิจัยไดทําการศกึษาความสัมพันธระหวางสูตรโครงสรางกับความชอบไขมัน (ในรูป

ของคา logP) ของสารในกลุมลาเมลลารนิดวยวธิี matched molecular pairs analysis เชนเดียวกับใน
การศึกษา SAR แตในกรณีนี้เปนการเปรียบเทยีบคา logP ของสารลาเมลลารนิเปนคูๆ ในรปูของ logP 
increment (∆ logP) ที่เกิดจากการเปลี่ยนแปลงสตูรโครงสรางที่กําลังพิจารณา ทั้งน้ี ผูวิจัยไดทําการ
เปรียบเทียบคา ∆ logP ที่ไดจากการวัดกับคาที่แตละโปรแกรมใชในการคํานวณดวย (ตารางที่ 5) 
 

ตารางที่ 5 ผลของการเปลี่ยนแปลงสูตรโครงสรางที่มีตอคา logP ของสารในกลุมลาเมลลาริน 
 

Transformation No. of 
Pairs 

∆ logP (log unit) 

Experimental 
logP MI-xLogP OE-xlogP FAF-

xlogP 
ACD  
LogP ClogP CSlogP AlogP 

C5–C6 → C5=C6 12 +0.70 ± 0.11 +0.58 +0.56 +0.78 –0.71 +0.41 +0.02 –0.44 

5-H → 5-OH 2 a –0.66 –0.55 –0.47 –1.30 –1.23 –0.25 –0.60 

7-H → 7-OH 4 –0.20 ± 0.04 –0.09 –0.66 –0.41 –0.83 –0.77 –0.39 –0.24 

7-H → 7-OMe 4 +0.77 ± 0.10 +0.19 +0.08 –0.22 –0.30 –0.38 –0.13 –0.01 

7-OH → 7-OMe 6 +0.98 ± 0.14 +0.28 +0.74 +0.19 +0.53 +0.39 +0.26 +0.23 

8-OH → 8-OMe 4 +0.60 ± 0.03 +0.31 +0.74 +0.05 +0.77 +0.41 +0.27 +0.23 

9-OH → 9-OMe 2 +0.75 ± 0.04 +0.30 +0.74 +0.05 +0.77 +0.42 +0.27 +0.22 

13-OH → 13-OMe 8 +0.34 ± 0.01 +0.31 +0.74 +0.05 +0.62 +0.47 +0.26 +0.23 

14-OH → 14-OMe 6 +0.29 ± 0.04 +0.30 +0.74 +0.05 +0.70 +0.47 +0.26 +0.22 

20-OH → 20-OMe 1 a +0.31 +0.74 –0.11 +0.51 +0.15 +0.26 +0.22 
8-OMe, 9-OH 
→ 8-OH, 9-OMe 2 +0.16 ± 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

13-OMe, 14-OH 
→ 13-OH, 14-OMe 6 –0.05 ± 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 +0.08 0.00 0.00 0.00 

14-OMe, 15-H 
→ 14-H, 15-OMe 1 a +0.39 –0.22 +0.27 –0.07 +0.35 0.00 0.00 

20-OH, 21-OMe 
→ 20-OMe, 21-OH 1 –0.11 b 0.00 0.00 0.00 –0.09 0.00 0.00 0.00 

a ไมสามารถวัดคาได เน่ืองจากสารอยูในระหวางการพัฒนาวิธีการสังเคราะห 
b ไมสามารถคํานวณคา standard deviation (SD) ไดเน่ืองจากมีสารลาเมลลารินใหพิจารณาเพียง 1 คู 

 
จากตารางที่ 5 จะเห็นไดวาคา ∆ logP ที่ไดจากการวดัสําหรับการเปลี่ยนแปลงสตูรโครงสรางที่

ตําแหนงตางๆ สวนใหญจะมีความแตกตางจากคาที่แตละโปรแกรมใชในการคํานวณอยางมีนัยสําคัญ 
นอกจากนี้การเปลี่ยนแปลงสูตรโครงสรางชนิดเดียวกนัที่คนละตําแหนงในโมเลกุลก็ยังสงผลตอคา logP 
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ของสารลาเมลลารินแตกตางกัน ซึ่งอาจเปนสาเหตุทีท่ําใหคา logP ของสารในกลุมน้ีที่ไดจากการวดั    
มีความแตกตางจากคาที่ไดจากการคํานวณอยางมีนัยสําคัญดังที่กลาวขางตน คา ∆ logP ที่ไดจาก
การศึกษานี้จะถูกนําไปใชทํานายผลของการปรับเปลีย่นสูตรโครงสรางที่มีตอคุณสมบัติความชอบไขมัน
ของสารในกลุมน้ี เพ่ือใหสามารถออกแบบอนุพันธของสารลาเมลลารินที่มีคณุสมบัติเหมาะสมตอการ
พัฒนาเปนยาไดอยางมีประสิทธิภาพยิ่งขึน้ 

ทั้งน้ี ผลการศึกษาในสวนของการประเมินความเหมาะสมของสารในกลุมลาเมลลารินในการ
พัฒนาเปนยา ไดรับการตพิีมพในวารสาร European Journal of Medicinal Chemistry ฉบับเดือน
มิถุนายน 2553 แลว ดังรายละเอียดในภาคผนวก 
 
การศึกษาฤทธ์ิในการยับยั้งเอนไซม human topoisomerase I 
 

นอกเหนือจากการศึกษาฤทธิ์ในการฆาเซลลมะเร็ง และคุณสมบตัทิางเคมีกายภาพของสารใน
กลุมลาเมลลารินแลว ผูวิจัยยังไดรวมมือกับ ดร. รจนา สุขชวลติ จากหองปฏิบัตกิารเทคโนโลยีชีวภาพ 
สถาบันวิจัยจุฬาภรณ ในการทดสอบฤทธิ์ในการยบัยั้งเอนไซม human topoisomerase I ที่มี
ความสําคัญตอเซลลมะเร็ง และมีรายงานวาเปนเปาหมายหนึ่งในกลไกการออกฤทธิฆ์าเซลลมะเร็งของ
สารในกลุมน้ี จากผลการศกึษาในเบื้องตนพบวาสารลาเมลลาริน 6 ชนิด (lamellarin D, lamellarin N, 
dehydrolamellarin J, lamellarin M, lamellarin X และ lamellarin ε) ที่ผูวิจัยเลือกใชในการศึกษา
เบื้องตน มีฤทธิ์ยับยั้งเอนไซม human topoisomerase I ไมใหสามารถคลายเกลียวสาย supercoiled 
DNA ได และทําใหเกิด nicked DNA แทน (รูปที่ 4) ถึงแมจะมีความแรงนอยกวาสาร camptothecin 
และ topotecan ที่ใชเปนสารควบคุมก็ตาม อยางไรก็ดี ผูวิจัยไมสามารถดําเนินการทดสอบฤทธิ์นี้ให 
แลวเสร็จภายในระยะเวลาของโครงการนี้ได เน่ืองจากปญหาเร่ืองการส่ังซื้อและราคาของเอนไซม 
human topoisomerase I 
 

รูปที่ 4 ตัวอยางผลการทดสอบฤทธิ์ของสาร dehydrolamellarin J ในการยับยั้งเอนไซม  
human topoisomerase I 

 

 

Nicked DNA

Sc DNA
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Cytotoxicities and Structure–Activity Relationships of
Natural and Unnatural Lamellarins toward Cancer Cell
Lines
Montakarn Chittchang,[a, b] Paratchata Batsomboon,[b] Somsak Ruchirawat,[a, b] and
Poonsakdi Ploypradith*[a, b]

Introduction

Lamellarins are a group of marine natural products initially iso-
lated from mollusks and subsequently found in ascidians and
sponges. Their discovery in 1985 by Faulkner and co-workers[1]

prompted research groups worldwide to screen their biological
activities, conduct total or partial syntheses, and, more recent-
ly, investigate molecular mechanism(s) of their anticancer
action. Interestingly, some lamellarins have been found to ex-
hibit a wide array of promising biological activities, which in-
clude cytotoxicity, multi-drug resistance (MDR) reversal in
some cancer cell lines, HIV-1 integrase inhibition, and immuno-
modulation.[2, 3]

Since 1985, over 35 of these polyaromatic pyrrole alkaloids
have been isolated (Figure 1 and Table 1).[1, 4] Despite the lack

of other crucial information such as toxicity toward normal cell
lines, chemical stability, and related pharmacological proper-
ties, considerable effort has been expended on the synthesis,
biological evaluation, and the study of other biochemical prop-
erties on lamellarin D. This compound exhibits potent antican-ACHTUNGTRENNUNGcer activity at nanomolar concentrations.[5, 6] Interactions be-
tween regions of lamellarin D and specific amino acid residues
of the topoisomerase I–DNA ternary complex have been identi-
fied from molecular modeling studies.[6] Additionally, the pro-
apoptotic activity of lamellarin D has been correlated with its
ability to promote DNA cleavage through stabilization of topo-ACHTUNGTRENNUNGisomerase I–DNA covalent complexes and inhibition of the
enzyme.[7] Unlike lamellarin D and its structural analogues, the
biological profiles—particularly the anticancer activities—of
other lamellarins have been studied, but to a lesser extent.

Even though a majority of lamellarins (except lamellarins O–
R) contain the same pentacyclic 2-pyrroloACHTUNGTRENNUNG(dihydro)isoquinoline
lactone core and only differ in the substituents present on
each ring (Figure 1 and Table 1), many exhibit rather diverse
cytotoxic activities.[8] Owing to their low natural abundance,
total synthesis of the lamellarins is a pivotal alternative for pro-

Figure 1. Structure of the lamellarins.
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Twenty-two naturally occurring and three unnatural lamellarins
were synthesized and evaluated for their cytotoxicities against
cancer cells. Across eleven cancer cell lines derived from six differ-
ent cancer types, the IC50 values of these compounds ranged
from sub-nanomolar (0.08 nm) to micromolar (>97.0 mm). About
one-fourth (6/25) and one-half (11/25) of these lamellarins are
more potent than the positive control, etoposide, against at least
six different cell lines and three different cell types, respectively. In

general, lamellarins D, X, e, M, N, and dehydrolamelACHTUNGTRENNUNGlarin J are
significantly more potent than the other lamellarins. The IC50

values were used to perform structure–activity relationship (SAR)
studies by comparing the cytotoxic activities of several pairs of
lamellarin structures that differ in selected substitution patterns.
Our results not only reveal the importance of specific hydroxyl-
ation or methoxylation patterns for the first time, but also con-
firm prior findings and clarify some previous uncertainties.
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viding sufficient quantities for further detailed biological evalu-
ation. Because of their diverse biological activities, it is necessa-
ry to establish a comprehensive structure–activity relationship
(SAR) for these compounds. Thus, a number of convergent and
flexible synthetic routes have been designed and developed
for the lamellarin framework.[5, 9]

Our research program on the total synthesis and medicinal
aspects of lamellarins has focused on the design and execution
of efficient synthetic routes.[9f, j, m, o, s] Accordingly, natural and
unnatural lamellarins with either a saturated or an unsaturated
D-ring have been synthesized.[9s] Herein, we report the evalua-
tion of the cytotoxicities of these lamellarins against 11 cancer
cell lines and disclose our observations on SARs that highlight
the importance of the C5=C6 double bond in the D-ring and
the substitution pattern on the periphery of the lamellarin
core in relation to their cytotoxicity toward cancer cells.

Results and Discussion

Chemistry

Lamellarins are classified into three structural groups, two of
which possess either a “fused” saturated or unsaturated D-ring
(groups 1 and 2, respectively; Figure 1). The third group, lamel-
larins O–R, on the other hand, contain an open structure lack-
ing the B-, D-, and E-rings, and can be classified as 3,4-diaryl-2-
carbomethoxypyrrole derivatives. Our modular synthetic strate-
gies[9s] have focused on the preparation of lamellarins with a
saturated D-ring, which can then be converted directly into
the corresponding lamellarins with an unsaturated D-ring via
oxidation, as shown in Scheme 1. The key features of our syn-
thetic strategies are: 1) the efficient Michael addition/ring clo-

sure (Mi-RC) condensation between the benzyldihydroisoqui-
noline and a-nitrocinnamate derivatives to form directly the
3,4-diaryl pyrrole core, 2) the sole use of benzyl and acetate as
phenoxy protecting groups, 3) the stability of intermediates
under the reaction conditions and to storage, and 4) minimal
requirement of purification for each intermediate.

Cytotoxic activities

The cancer cell lines used in this study represent various types
of cancer commonly found in a number of major tissues and
organs. These include the hepatocellular carcinoma (HepG2
and S102) and cholangiocarcinoma (HuCCA-1) frequently
found in Thailand. A multi-drug-resistant small-cell lung carci-
noma (SCLC) cell line, H69AR, was also included in order to
screen for potential candidates that may help circumvent the
problem of multi-drug resistance. The use of human embryon-
ic lung fibroblasts (MRC-5) serves to demonstrate the toxicity
of selected lamellarins toward normal cells.

As shown in Table 2, a number of lamellarins exhibit potent
anticancer activities, with IC50 values in the nanomolar or low-
micromolar range. While lamellarins D, K, and M are usually
classified among the most cytotoxic molecules in the series,[2]

the results show that lamellarin N and dehydrolamellarin J are
also promising candidates. These compounds are significantly
more potent than the other lamellarins and the positive con-
trol, etoposide, in most cancer cell lines. Moreover, both of
them exhibit relatively low toxicity toward MRC-5 cells, in con-
trast to the other compounds tested, especially lamellarins D,
M, X, and e, that have similar cytotoxic activities toward cancer
cells.

Table 1. Substituents around the lamellarin core.

Group 1 Group 2 Substituents

R1 R2 Z R3 R4 R5 R6 X Y

Lamellarin A[a] – H Me H H Me Me Me OMe OH
Lamellarin C Lamellarin B H Me H H Me Me Me OMe H
Lamellarin c Lamellarin D H Me H H Me Me H H H
Lamellarin E Lamellarin X H Me H Me H Me Me OH H
Lamellarin F Lamellarin e H Me H Me Me Me Me OH H
Lamellarin G – Me H H Me H Me H H H
– Lamellarin H[a] H H H H H H H H H
Lamellarin I Lamellarin z H Me H Me Me Me Me OMe H
Lamellarin J Dehydrolam. J[b] H Me H Me Me Me H H H
Lamellarin K Lamellarin M H Me H H Me Me Me OH H
Lamellarin L Lamellarin N H Me H Me H Me H H H
Lamellarin S[a] – H H H H H Me H H H
Lamellarin T Lamellarin W H Me H Me H Me Me OMe H
Lamellarin U Lamellarin a H Me H Me H Me Me H H
Lamellarin V[a] – H Me H Me H Me Me OMe OH
Lamellarin Y Dehydrolam. Y[b] H Me H Me H H Me H H
Lamellarin Z[a] – Me H H H H Me H H H
Lamellarin b[a] – H H H Me H H H H H
Lamellarin g[a] – H Me OMe – Me Me Me OH H
– Lamellarin f[a] H Me H H Me H Me OMe H
Dihydrolam. h[b,c] Lamellarin h[c] H Me H Me Me Me Me H H

[a] Synthesis in progress. [b] Unnatural lamellarins. [c] Not tested due to insolubility in DMSO.
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Scheme 1. Synthetic route used for the preparation of natural and unnatural lamellarins with either a saturated or an unsaturated D-ring.

Table 2. Cytotoxic activities of lamellarins.[a]

Compound IC50 [mm]

Oral Lung Breast Liver Cervix Blood cell Fibroblast
KB A549 H69AR T47D MDA-MB-231 HuCCA-1 HepG2 S102 HeLa P388 HL-60 MRC-5

Lamellarin C 5.7 3.6 12.1 7.7 8.3 11.5 18.3 4.4 7.9 4.2 5.7 ND
Lamellarin B 4.4 5.4 6.4 0.2 4.4 5.3 0.8 5.9 4.8 6.1 6.2 68.1
Lamellarin c 2.6 2.0 38.9 3.8 4.8 49.9 0.1 3.4 6.6 1.6 1.8 ND
Lamellarin D 0.04 0.06 0.4 0.00008 0.4 0.08 0.02 3.2 0.06 0.1 0.04 9.2
Lamellarin E 4.0 2.2 7.2 5.3 3.4 9.4 1.0 2.8 5.3 2.6 4.5 ND
Lamellarin X 0.08 0.3 0.3 0.006 0.08 0.04 0.2 1.6 0.09 0.3 0.2 10.1
Lamellarin F 4.2 4.4 10.1 4.6 3.7 8.8 0.5 2.7 6.4 3.1 3.6 ND
Lamellarin e 0.3 0.3 2.3 0.006 0.3 0.07 0.1 2.1 0.3 0.3 0.1 25.8
Lamellarin G 3.0 4.0 7.4 8.6 15.0 49.9 1.5 9.6 4.2 1.6 7.5 ND
Lamellarin I 6.3 10.6 18.1 9.5 8.6 11.2 1.3 12.4 11.2 3.8 6.9 ND
Lamellarin z 4.7 10.6 23.3 0.09 4.7 6.3 0.3 7.9 8.3 7.2 12.3 >89.7
Lamellarin J >97.0 1.1 >97.0 13.0 7.4 >97.0 0.4 19.4 >97.0 0.8 0.9 ND
Dehydrolam. J 0.08 0.04 0.3 0.0001 0.4 0.006 0.01 2.1 0.08 0.08 0.04 >97.4
Lamellarin K 0.9 4.2 4.3 0.09 0.4 3.4 1.0 4.4 2.8 3.4 3.8 ND
Lamellarin M 0.2 0.04 0.3 0.009 0.1 0.06 0.02 1.9 0.3 0.1 0.06 13.4
Lamellarin L 3.0 0.8 3.0 4.4 1.8 21.9 0.3 1.4 2.8 0.5 1.9 ND
Lamellarin N 0.06 0.04 0.06 0.0006 0.6 0.008 0.02 2.3 0.04 0.08 0.04 >100.1
Lamellarin T 6.4 2.9 13.2 13.2 8.6 14.7 0.6 5.5 9.9 4.8 6.4 ND
Lamellarin W 5.3 5.2 4.4 4.2 5.2 4.2 0.9 5.8 5.0 5.6 6.7 28.5
Lamellarin U 3.9 0.9 8.7 10.3 4.5 44.6 0.6 3.0 5.0 1.8 4.5 ND
Lamellarin a 9.4 1.6 8.0 0.6 3.9 5.8 0.06 5.6 7.6 1.7 10.5 >97.4
Lamellarin Y 5.0 0.9 14.8 7.2 8.0 37.9 0.6 4.3 29.9 1.0 5.0 ND
Dehydrolam. Y 0.8 1.3 7.6 0.08 0.6 1.4 0.4 6.2 1.6 0.9 3.4 31.0
Dihydrolam. h NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Lamellarin h NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Etoposide 0.5 1.1 45.9 0.08 0.2 6.8 0.2 1.5 0.4 0.4 2.3 >85.0

[a] ND = not determined, as these group 1 lamellarins are generally less cytotoxic than their group 2 counterparts, and are therefore less likely to be toxic
to normal cells. NA = not available due to insolubility of the compounds in DMSO. Cell lines used (in alphabetical order): A549, human non-small-cell lung
carcinoma; H69AR, human multi-drug-resistant small-cell lung carcinoma; HeLa, human cervical adenocarcinoma; HepG2, human hepatocellular carcinoma;
HL-60, human promyelocytic leukemia; HuCCA-1, human cholangiocarcinoma; KB, human oral epidermoid carcinoma; MDA-MB-231, human hormone-in-
dependent breast cancer 231; MRC-5, human fetal/embryonic lung fibroblast ; P388, mouse lymphoid neoplasm; S102, human hepatocellular carcinoma;
T47D, human hormone-dependent breast cancer.
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Interestingly, lamellarin N and dehydrolamellarin J also dem-
onstrate appreciable cytotoxic activity against the multi-drug-
resistant H69AR cell line, relative to etoposide. It has been
shown that some lamellarins effectively reverse multi-drug re-
sistance by inhibiting P-glycoprotein.[8] However, this might
not be the case for H69AR cells, which, unlike most multi-
drug-resistant cell lines, do not overexpress P-glycoprotein.[10]

In fact, the alternative resistance mechanisms in this cell line
have been shown to involve decreased susceptibility to drug-
induced DNA damage and reduced levels of topoisomer-ACHTUNGTRENNUNGase II,[11, 12] as well as overexpression of multi-drug-resistance--ACHTUNGTRENNUNGassociated protein (MRP).[13, 14]

Additionally, some lamellarins show selective cytotoxicities
toward certain cancer cell lines, whereas some are broadly
toxic against all cell lines under evaluation. The most promi-
nent selectivity is observed with the human breast cancer
T47D and MDA-MB-231 cells, which differ mainly in the pres-
ence and absence of estrogen receptors (ER), respectively. One
plausible explanation is that these lamellarins may also act as
anti-estrogens in inhibiting the proliferation of ER-positive
T47D cells, whereas this mechanism may not be possible for
ER-negative MDA-MB-231 cells. Nevertheless, the actual rea-
sons for the selectivity remain to be investigated.

SAR studies

In an early attempt to correlate the structures of lamellarins
with their cytotoxic activities, Quesada et al.[8] observed that an
increase in the number of methylations and/or methoxylations
appears to cause a decrease in the antitumor activities of the
13 lamellarins tested in their studies. Most subsequent SAR
studies have been directed at derivatives of lamellarin D by
using their mechanism-based (i.e. , topoisomerase I inhibition)
activities in relation to their cytotoxicities against cancer cell
lines. It has been demonstrated that the full pentacyclic struc-
ture of lamellarins is important for their biological activity.
Simplification of the lamellarin D structure by opening the lac-
tone ring results in a significant decrease in cytotoxicity
toward certain human tumor cell lines.[9r] Another general ob-
servation made from these limited studies focusing on the la-
mellarin D series is that the planarity of the pharmacophore
conferred by the C5=C6 double bond is also essential for cyto-
toxicity and topoisomerase I inhibition.[6, 15] Unfortunately, as re-
ported by Quesada et al. ,[8] such a relationship does not hold
for lamellarins K and M. These compounds contain the same
substituents, but differ in the nature of the C5�C6 bond (see
Table 1). However, they possess roughly the same cytotoxicity,
and furthermore, lamellarin K triacetate is even more cytotoxic
than lamellarin M triacetate.

Additionally, Ishibashi et al.[5] have demonstrated that the hy-
droxy groups at the C8 and C20 positions of lamellarin D are
important structural requirements for cytotoxic activity, where-
as neither the hydroxy group at C14 nor the two methoxy
groups at C13 and C21 are necessary. However, it was subse-
quently reported by Tardy et al.[15] that all of the phenolic hy-
droxy groups at each of the C8, C14, and C20 positions of la-
mellarin D are important for maintaining the activity against

topoisomerase I and potent cytotoxic action. It was also found
that these groups could be substituted with positively charged
amino acid derivatives without loss of activity. Furthermore, it
was pointed out in a review article that almost any modifica-
tions of the substitution pattern on lamellarin D decrease the
cytotoxicity of the molecule.[2]

The discrepancies of the previous findings observed with la-
mellarin D derivatives have prompted us to execute a more
comprehensive SAR investigation of the lamellarins in groups 1
and 2, beyond the lamellarin D series, to clarify the importance
of each substituent on the lamellarin skeleton. The number
and diversity of the substitution patterns of the lamellarins in-
vestigated in this study allow us to compare the cytotoxic ac-
tivities of several pairs of lamellarins, which differ only in sub-
stitution at the positions of interest.

The first structural element considered was the C5=C6
double bond in the D-ring. The importance of this functionality
for the cytotoxic activities of these compounds was studied by
comparing the IC50 values of 11 pairs of lamellarins, each of
which contains exactly the same substituents and differs only
in the nature of the C5�C6 bond. As shown in Figure 2, the re-
sults unequivocally indicate that, in most cases, the presence
of the C5=C6 double bond significantly decreases the IC50

Figure 2. Contributions of the C5=C6 double bond in the D-ring to the cyto-
toxic activities of various lamellarins toward cell lines (indicated by color).
The IC50 values of two structures differing in one given position were com-
pared, and the logarithm of the IC50 ratio was subsequently determined with
the IC50 values of the compounds after and before the modification in the
numerator and denominator, respectively. Positive log (IC50 ratio) values indi-
cate a loss of cytotoxic activity, whereas negative values show an increase in
the activity upon the structural modification being considered.
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values, that is, increases the cytotoxic activities of
the lamellarins.

It has been pointed out previously that, in the
case of lamellarin D, the planarity of the pentacyclic
lamellarin core is essential for intercalation into DNA
and topoisomerase I inhibition.[6] On the other hand,
replacement of the C5=C6 double bond in lamel-ACHTUNGTRENNUNGlarin D by a single bond in lamellarin 501, subse-
quently isolated from natural sources and named
lamel ACHTUNGTRENNUNGlarin c, introduces a large kink into the core
structure and abolishes the capacity of the molecule
to insert between two consecutive base pairs in the
DNA.

Among all the lamellarins investigated, the sub-
stituent at C7 may be a hydrogen atom, a hydroxy
group, or a methoxy group. To our knowledge, the
contribution of the substituent at this particular posi-
tion to the cytotoxic activities of lamellarins has not
been reported previously. As shown in Figure 3 a,
substitution of the hydrogen atom at C7 with a hy-
droxy group significantly increases the cytotoxicities
of lamellarins with a C5=C6 double bond (compare
lamellarin a and lamellarin X). On the other hand,
methoxylation at this position may only slightly
affect the cytotoxic activities of these compounds
(Figure 3 b). However, it is difficult to evaluate any
trend conclusively in this case, as only two pairs of
lamellarins were available for comparison.

Interestingly, the effect is significantly more pro-
nounced if the C7 hydroxy group is replaced by a
methoxy group. This clearly decreases the cytotoxic activities
of the lamellarins, especially those containing a C5=C6 double
bond (Figure 3 c). These results indicate that the hydroxy
group at this position is an important structural element that
may also feature in an interaction with the putative biological
target(s).

In the case of the substituent at C8 in the two pairs of the
lamellarins examined in this study, the results clearly show that
methylation of the hydroxy group at this position decreases
cytotoxic activity (Figure 4). The effect is much more promi-
nent if the C5�C6 single bond in lamellarin L and lamellarin U
is replaced by a double bond in lamellarin N and lamellarin a,
respectively. However, due to the rather limited number of la-
mellarins for direct comparison at this position, additional la-
mellarins that differ from the others exclusively at C8 are tar-
gets of our future investigations.

On the other hand, methylation of the hydroxy group at C9,
C13, or C14 induces rather more subtle changes in cytotoxic
activity (Supporting Information figures S1 and S2). Whereas
the significance of the C9 hydroxy group has not been report-
ed before, the relative lack of influence that substituents at
C13 and C14 have toward cytotoxic activity agrees well with
observations of the lamellarin D derivatives reported by Ishiba-
shi et al.[5] More importantly, switching the hydroxy and me-
thoxy groups between these two positions does not signifi-
cantly affect cytotoxicity in most cases (Supporting Information
figure S3). Nevertheless, additional lamellarin derivatives with

modified C13 and C14 substituents are currently being synthe-
sized by our research group for further investigations.

Even though most naturally occurring lamellarins contain a
hydroxy group at C20 and a methoxy group at C21, there is

Figure 3. Contributions of the hydroxylation/methoxylation pattern at the C7 position of
lamellarins to their cytotoxic activities : a) H vs. OH, b) H vs. OMe, c) OH vs. OMe. Increas-
es or decreases in cytotoxicity were determined as described in Figure 2.

Figure 4. Contributions of the hydroxylation/methoxylation pattern (OH vs.
OMe) at the C8 position of lamellarins to their cytotoxic activities. Changes
in cytotoxicity were determined as described in Figure 2.
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one pair of lamellarins, lamellarin L and lamellarin G, in which
these two substituents are reversed. As shown in Table 2, inter-
change of the C20 hydroxy and C21 methoxy groups of lamel-
larin L to provide lamellarin G results in a substantial decrease
in cytotoxic activity against most of the cell lines tested in this
study (Supporting Information figure S4). These results agree
well with all previous findings, including the observation that
the C20-sulfated form of lamellarins usually show little or no
cytotoxicity, in contrast to the non-sulfated analogues with a
free C20 hydroxy group. Instead, the presence of a sulfate
group at this position appears to be a key structural element
for HIV-1 integrase inhibition by lamellarins.[9g]

According to all the results from our SAR studies, there
appear to be four important structural elements that deter-
mine the cytotoxic activities of lamellarins toward cancer cells.
These include the C5=C6 double bond as well as the C7, C8,
and C20 hydroxy groups (Figure 5). Based on their cytotoxic
activities, the lamellarins with an unsaturated D-ring may be
subdivided into two categories (Table 3): those with lower
cyto ACHTUNGTRENNUNGtoxicities all contain only the C5=C6 double bond and a
C20 hydroxy group, whereas the more potent compounds also
contain a hydroxy group at either C7 or C8. Such a group may
provide additional interactions with the target biological mac-
romolecules. Notably, the other substituents that play a less

important role are located toward the inner part of the lamel-
larin molecule.

Molecular modeling studies

The results from our preliminary molecular modeling studies
using HyperChem 7.5 show that the C5=C6 double bond en-
sures planarity of the molecule and also affects the spatial
array of the substituents around the periphery of the lamellarin
skeleton, especially those on the E-ring (C7, C8, and C9). The
group 1 lamellarins bearing a C5�C6 single bond are twisted,
as most clearly observed if the molecules are viewed side-on
from the E-ring (Figure 6 a and 6 c compared with Figure 6 b
and 6 d, respectively), resulting in the spatial displacement of
the substituents, most notably on the E-ring. As summarized in
Table 4, the E-ring of group 1 lamellarins assumes a dihedral
angle q about C6a�C10a�C4a�C1 of much less than 1808
(164.7–166.78), significantly different from the planarity other-
wise present in the group 2 lamellarins (q= 179.0–180.08).

The orientation of the E-ring may be the factor that ac-
counts for the more pronounced and more easily distinguished
effects generally observed in the group 2 lamellarins as sub-
stituents are varied. These compounds with the unsaturated D-
ring possess a more rigid framework and better alignments of
the substituents around the pyrrole core than those in the
group 1 lamellarins. Therefore, the C5=C6 double bond may
exert its effect not only by making the molecule planar and
thus suitable for intercalating the topoisomerase I–DNA com-
plex, but also by spatially aligning the substituents, especially
those on the E-ring, to their respective amino acid residues of
the enzyme. It has been reported that the hydroxy groups at
C8 and C20 are within hydrogen-bonding distance from
Asn 722 and Glu 356 of the enzyme, respectively, whereas the
ester carbonyl group interacts with the Arg 364 residue.[6]

Conclusions

We have disclosed herein a comprehensive evaluation of the
cytotoxic activities of the lamellarins against a number ofFigure 5. Important structural elements in the lamellarin skeleton.

Table 3. Classification of the lamellarins with an unsaturated D-ring, according to their cytotoxicities to cancer cells.[a]

Group Lamellarin IC50 [mm]
to MRC-5

Substituents

OR1 (C20) OR6 (C8) X (C7) OR2 (C21) Z (C15) OR3 (C14) OR4 (C13) OR5 (C9) Y (C5)

Less cytotoxic

Lamellarin B 68.1 OH OMe OMe OMe H OH OMe OMe H
Lamellarin W 28.5 OH OMe OMe OMe H OMe OH OMe H
Lamellarin z >89.7 OH OMe OMe OMe H OMe OMe OMe H
Lamellarin a >97.4 OH OMe H OMe H OMe OH OMe H
Dehydrolam. Y[b] 31.0 OH OMe H OMe H OMe OH OH H

Highly cytotoxic

Lamellarin D 9.2 OH OH H OMe H OH OMe OMe H
Lamellarin N >100.1 OH OH H OMe H OMe OH OMe H
Dehydrolam. J[b] >97.4 OH OH H OMe H OMe OMe OMe H
Lamellarin M 13.4 OH OMe OH OMe H OH OMe OMe H
Lamellarin X 10.1 OH OMe OH OMe H OMe OH OMe H
Lamellarin e 25.8 OH OMe OH OMe H OMe OMe OMe H

[a] See Table 2. [b] Unnatural lamellarins.
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cancer cell lines. This study reveals that some of these com-
pounds may be potential candidates for anticancer drug devel-
opment. In addition, the results of the SAR studies have
helped delineate the important structural elements in the la-
mellarin skeleton that contribute to cytotoxicity. These data
will be employed for the structure optimization of these com-
pounds in order to improve their efficacy, safety, as well as
their physicochemical and pharmacokinetic properties.

The contributions from the C5=C6 double bond as well as
the C8 and C20 hydroxy groups toward the overall anticancer
activity are in good agreement with previously reported data.
Importantly, this study reveals for the first time a significant
contribution from the C7 substituent. Previous SAR studies

have focused on lamellarin D and its derivatives that
only possess a hydrogen atom at C7. It is noted that
because the point-to-point comparisons of substitu-
ents at C13 and C14 give unclear results, possibly
due to their flexibility, the importance of these posi-
tions toward anticancer activity remains to be evalu-
ated.

Information from our current and planned SAR
studies is critical for streamlining structural require-
ments for good anticancer activity. Further structural
modifications that increase aqueous solubility or
lower toxicity toward normal cells can then be made
at those positions known not to have a marked
effect on the anticancer activity.

Experimental Section

Syntheses of lamellarins

Two series of natural and unnatural lamellarins, contain-
ing either a saturated or an unsaturated D-ring, were previously
synthesized and fully characterized using our established methodo-
logies.[9s] All compounds were purified by crystallization from ap-
propriate solvent systems, and the purified lamellarins were stored
at 4 8C without solvent until use.

Spectroscopic data (1H NMR, 13C NMR, and HRMS-TOF) were used
to confirm the identity of the compounds by comparing them
with previously reported data. For unnatural lamellarins, their spec-
troscopic data were correlated with those of the natural lamellarins
for structure elucidation. The purity of compounds was estimated
based on their melting point ranges, the cleanliness of both
1H NMR and 13C NMR spectra, as well as their HPLC traces. Only
trace amounts of impurities, if any, could be detected by HPLC
analyses (Supporting Information table S1).

Cell culture

Four commercially available cancer cell lines (A549, H69AR, HepG2,
and T47D) were obtained from the American Type Culture Collec-
tion (ATCC, Manassas, VA, USA). Additionally, KB and P388 cell lines
were obtained from the University of Illinois at Chicago (Chicago,
IL, USA), whereas HeLa, HL-60, and MDA-MB-231 cell lines were ob-
tained from the University of Texas M. D. Anderson Cancer Center
(Houston, TX, USA). Human cholangiocarcinoma (HuCCA-1) and
human hepatocellular carcinoma (S102) cells were obtained from
Thai patients as previously reported.[16, 17] The human lung fibro-
blast (MRC-5) cells were generously provided by the Armed Force
Research Institute of Medical Sciences (AFRIMS, Bangkok, Thailand).

All cell lines were maintained using standard procedures in the ap-
propriate culture media supplemented with the nutrients essential
for each cell line (Supporting Information table S2). All culture
media and fetal bovine serum (FBS) were obtained from HyClone
Laboratories (Logan, UT, USA), whereas l-glutamine, dimethyl sulf-
oxide (DMSO), glucose, sodium pyruvate, non-essential amino
acids, bovine insulin, crystal violet, 2,3-bis[2-methoxy-4-nitro-5-sul-
fophenyl]-2H-tetrazolium-5-carboxyanilide (XTT) sodium, phenazine
methosulfate (PMS), and etoposide were obtained from Sigma
(St. Louis, MO, USA). All materials were used as received.

Figure 6. Energy-minimized structures of selected lamellarins calculated by using the
AM1 method in HyperChem 7.5: a) lamellarin J (with a dihedral angle q about C6a�
C10a�C4a�C1 of 164.78), b) dehydrolamellarin J (q= 179.98), c) lamellarin L (q = 164.88),
d) lamellarin N (q= 179.88).

Table 4. Dihedral angles in various lamellarins (AM1 method).

Lamellarin Dihedral angle q [8]

6a�10a�4a�1 4a�1�11�12

Lamellarin C 166.6 88.3
Lamellarin B 180.0 91.8
Lamellarin c 165.1 89.4
Lamellarin D 180.0 91.6
Lamellarin E 164.9 89.5
Lamellarin X 179.0 90.4
Lamellarin F 164.9 89.3
Lamellarin e 179.8 91.8
Lamellarin I 166.7 88.6
Lamellarin z 179.9 97.4
Lamellarin J 164.7 90.2
Dehydrolam. J 179.9 92.2
Lamellarin K 165.2 88.8
Lamellarin M 179.8 92.3
Lamellarin L 164.8 89.7
Lamellarin N 179.8 90.6
Lamellarin T 166.4 87.8
Lamellarin W 179.9 91.8
Lamellarin U 164.8 89.8
Lamellarin a 179.9 91.0
Lamellarin Y 165.5 86.9
Dehydrolam. Y 179.9 89.1
Dihydrolam. h 165.2 90.0
Lamellarin h 179.9 93.4
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Cytotoxicity assays

All lamellarins were solubilized in DMSO and tested for their cyto-
toxic activities against a panel of 11 cancerous and one normal
(MRC-5) cell lines. Briefly, the cells suspended in the corresponding
culture medium (100 mL for adherent cells and 75 mL for suspended
cells, i.e. , P388 and HL-60 cells) were inoculated in 96-well microtit-
er plates (Corning Inc. , NY, USA) at a density of 10 000–20 000 cells
per well, and incubated at 37 8C in a humidified atmosphere with
95 % air and 5 % CO2. After 24 h, an equal volume of additional
medium containing either the serial dilutions of the test com-
pounds, positive control (etoposide), or negative control (DMSO)
was added to the desired final concentrations, and the microtiter
plates were further incubated for an additional 48 h.

The number of surviving cells in each well was determined using
either crystal violet staining (for adherent cells) or XTT assay (for
suspended cells), as described below, in order to determine the
IC50, which is defined as the concentration that inhibits cell growth
by 50 % (relative to negative control) after 48 h of continuous ex-
posure to each test compound. Within each experiment, determi-
nations were done in triplicate, and each compound was tested in
at least two separate experiments. Any experiments with a varia-
tion greater than 10 % were excluded from the analysis. The results
are expressed as the mean IC50 value; standard deviations are omit-
ted for visual clarity.

For the crystal violet staining, supernatants were discarded, and
the cells were washed twice with 10 mm phosphate-buffered
saline (PBS; 100 mL well�1), fixed with 95 % ethanol (100 mL well�1)
for at least 5 min, and then stained with a solution of crystal violet
(0.5 %) in 25 % methanol (50 mL well�1) for 10 min. Afterward, the
cells were air dried and subsequently lysed with a solution of HCl
(0.1 n) in absolute methanol (100 mL well�1). The absorbance at
540 nm was measured using a Multiskan Ascent microtiter plate
reader (Labsystems, Helsinki, Finland). The percentage of surviving
cells was then calculated for each concentration of the test com-
pounds by comparing the absorbance of each sample well to the
average absorbance of the negative control wells.

For the XTT assay, 75 mL of the mixture prepared from 1 mg mL�1

XTT sodium (5 mL) and 0.383 mg mL�1 PMS (100 mL) was added to
each well, and the microtiter plates were further incubated for 4 h.
The absorbance of the orange formazan compounds formed was
measured at both 492 and 690 nm (reference absorbance) using a
SPECTRA max PLUS 384 microplate reader (Molecular Devices, Sun-
nyvale, CA, USA). The absolute absorbance (DA = A492�A690) was
then calculated for each well, and the percentage of surviving cells
compared with control was determined by comparing DAsample

with DAcontrol.

SAR studies

The mean IC50 values obtained from the cytotoxicity assays were
used to perform SAR studies in a systematic manner. To determine
the importance of a particular structural component for the cyto-
toxic activity of lamellarins, the IC50 values of the two structures
differing only in that particular position were compared, and the
logarithm of the IC50 ratio was subsequently determined with the
IC50 values of the compounds after and before the modification in
the numerator and denominator, respectively. Positive logACHTUNGTRENNUNG(IC50 ratio) values indicate a loss of cytotoxic activity, whereas nega-
tive values show an increase in the activity upon the structural
modification being considered. To account for experimental varia-
tion, the contribution from the position of interest to the cytotoxic

activity was deemed significant only when j log (IC50 ratio) j>1,
meaning that the IC50 value either increased or decreased by at
least 10-fold upon modification at that particular position.
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Figure S1. Contributions of the hydroxylation/methoxylation pattern (OH vs. OMe) at the C9 position of 
lamellarins to their cytotoxic activities. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure S2. Contributions of the hydroxylation/methoxylation pattern (OH vs. OMe) at the (a) C13 and (b) C14 
position of lamellarins to their cytotoxic activities. 
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Figure S3. Relative contributions of C13 and C14 methylations (C13-OMe, C14-OH vs. C13-OH, C14-OMe) to 
the cytotoxic activities of lamellarins. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure S4. Relative contributions of C20 and C21 methylations (C20-OH, C21-OMe vs. C20-OMe, C21-OH) to 
the cytotoxic activities of lamellarins. 
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Table S1. Purity of lamellarins determined by HPLC analyses[a] 

Solvent system 1[b] Solvent system 2[c] 
Lamellarin Retention time 

(min) % Purity Retention time 
(min) % Purity 

Lamellarin C 10.018 98.59 22.021 99.19 
Lamellarin B 18.868 96.27 8.553[d] 100.00 
Lamellarin χ 5.264 92.33 7.977 92.07 
Lamellarin D 7.933 97.66 11.290 99.56 
Lamellarin E 6.231 96.64 11.810 99.38 
Lamellarin X 9.328 97.79 18.086 98.98 
Lamellarin F 8.079 97.68 18.359 99.30 
Lamellarin ε 12.493 98.83 29.278 98.81 
Lamellarin G 5.200 96.91 9.704 97.33 
Lamellarin I 12.985 93.39 39.673 100.00 
Lamellarin ζ 25.543 94.54 13.368[d] 100.00 
Lamellarin J 6.608 97.72 12.906 98.35 
Dehydrolam J 10.234 99.46 19.684 100.00 
Lamellarin K 6.437 100.00 11.146 100.00 
Lamellarin M 10.000 99.41 16.902 100.00 
Lamellarin L 5.469 92.71 8.634 91.64 
Lamellarin N 7.738 99.47 11.812 99.30 
Lamellarin T 10.231 97.73 25.018 99.73 
Lamellarin W 19.877 95.71 48.479 98.52 
Lamellarin U 7.755 96.61 16.540 99.49 
Lamellarin α 13.292 99.63 28.289 100.00 
Lamellarin Y 5.144 93.56 9.708 97.92 
Dehydrolam Y 7.447 94.52 13.884 94.46 
Dihydrolam η[e] 9.253 92.03 24.200 97.58 
Lamellarin η[e] 16.075 90.58 41.919 93.38 

[a] Analysis were done using a C18 column and two solvent systems at a flow rate of 1 mL/min. 
[b] Solvent system 1: 75% of methanol and 25% of water. 
[c] Solvent system 2: 45% of acetonitrile (with 0.045% TFA) and 55% of water (with 0.045% TFA). 
[d] The solvent system was changed to 65% of acetonitrile (with 0.045% TFA) and 45% of water (with 

0.045% TFA) due to the very high lipophilicity of the compounds. 
[e] Not tested for cytotoxicity due to the insolubility in DMSO. 
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Table S2. Culture medium used for each cell line. 
Cell line Culture medium 

A549 (ATCC No. CCL-185) RPMI 1640 supplemented with 10% fetal bovine serum (FBS), 100 U/mL 
penicillin, 100 µg/mL streptomycin, and 125 ng/mL amphotericin B   

H69AR (ATCC No. CRL-11351) RPMI 1640 supplemented with 20% FBS, 2 mM L-glutamine, 4.5 g/L 
glucose, and 1 mM sodium pyruvate 

HeLA (ATCC No. CCL-2) DMEM supplemented with 10% FBS and 2 mM L-glutamine 
HepG2 (ATCC No. HB-8065) DMEM supplemented with 10% FBS, 100 U/mL penicillin, 100 µg/mL 

streptomycin, and 125 ng/mL amphotericin B   
HL-60 RPMI 1640 supplemented with 10% FBS and 2 mM L-glutamine 
HuCCA-1 Ham’s F-12 medium supplemented with 10% FBS 
KB (NEC) DMEM supplemented with 10% FBS 
MDA-MB-231 DMEM supplemented with 10% FBS, 2 mM L-glutamine, and 1% non-

essential amino acid 
MRC-5 DMEM supplemented with 10% FBS, 100 U/mL penicillin, 100 µg/mL 

streptomycin, and 125 ng/mL amphotericin B   
P388 RPMI 1640 supplemented with 10% FBS and 2 mM L-glutamine 
S102 RPMI 1640 supplemented with 10% FBS, 100 U/mL penicillin, 100 

µg/mL streptomycin, and 125 ng/mL amphotericin B   
T47D (ATCC No. HTB-133) RPMI 1640 supplemented with 10% FBS, 2mM L-glutamine, 4.5 g/L 

glucose, 1 mM sodium pyruvate, and 0.2 U/mL bovine insulin (80 µL/100 
mL) 
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Natural products currently represent an underutilized source of leads for the pharmaceutical industry,
especially when one considers that almost 50% of all drugs were either derived from such sources or are
very closely related. Lamellarins are a class of natural products with diverse biological activities and have
entered into preclinical development for the treatment of multidrug-resistant tumors. Although these
compounds demonstrated good cell penetration, as observed by their low mM activity in whole cell
models, they have not been extensively profiled from a physicochemical point of view, and this is the
goal of this study.

For this study, we have determined the experimental logP values of a set of 25 lamellarins, given it is
the single most important parameter in determining multiple ADMET parameters. We also discuss the
relationship between this natural product class, natural product derivatives in development and on the
market, oral marketed drugs, as well as drug molecules in development, using a range of physico-
chemical parameters in conjunction with principal components analysis (PCA). The impact of this
systematic analysis on our ongoing medicinal chemistry strategy is also discussed.

� 2010 Elsevier Masson SAS. All rights reserved.
1. Introduction

Natural products currently represent an underutilized source of
leads for the pharmaceutical industry due to the current domi-
nance of high throughput screening (HTS) lead generation
processes. Even if identified from alternative cell based models,
their often unknown mode of action makes biological character-
ization and structure-activity relationship (SAR) expansion difficult
using the favored in vitro assays. Coupled with their often low
abundance in nature, or complex structures posing synthetic
challenges, mean the progression of natural products in a modern
development cascade is limited. Despite these hurdles, natural
products, or molecules derived from natural products, represent
w50% of all drugs coming to market over the last 2 decades [1],
which appears to add weight to arguments that naturally derived
molecules are inherently better tolerated in the body than
synthetically derived molecules [2–4].
inal Chemistry, Chulabhorn
hway, Laksi, Bangkok 10210,

g).

on SAS. All rights reserved.
Lamellarins are a class of marine-derived natural products iso-
lated from mollusks [5], ascidians [6–13], and marine sponges
[14,15]. The majority of naturally-occurring lamellarins contain the
same pentacyclic 2-pyrrolo(dihydro)isoquinoline lactone core, and
only differ in the nature of the C5–C6 bond in the D-ring, as well as
the substitution pattern on each ring (Table 1). Lamellarins have
been the focus of considerable scientific research due to their
diverse biological activities [16,17], demonstrating cytotoxic activ-
ities and multidrug resistance (MDR) reversal in a number of cancer
cell lines [18–25], as well as being confirmed inhibitors of HIV-1
integrase [19,21], a number of kinases [26], and topoisomerase I
[22–24]. Recognition of the biological potential of this compound
class can be found in recent reports of lamellarins entering into
preclinical development for the treatment of multidrug-resistant
tumors [27–32].

Key to the success of any clinical candidate is their absorption,
distribution, metabolism, excretion, and toxicity (ADMET) charac-
teristics, and these are known to depend heavily on their overall
molecular properties, in particular lipophilicity (logP), molecular
weight (MWT), ionization state, as well as the number of H-bond
donors and acceptors [33–35]. However, as with most natural
products, lamellarins are not particularly drug-like in the conven-
tional sense (although these compounds demonstrated good cell

mailto:montakarn@cri.or.th
www.sciencedirect.com/science/journal/02235234
http://www.elsevier.com/locate/ejmech


Table 1
Structures of lamellarins in group 1 and group 2.
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Group 1
(with a C5–C6)

Group 2
(with a C5¼C6)

Substituents

OR1 OR2 Z OR3 OR4 OR5 OR6 X Y

Lamellarin Aa – OH OMe H OH OMe OMe OMe OMe OH
Lamellarin C Lamellarin B OH OMe H OH OMe OMe OMe OMe H
Lamellarin c Lamellarin D OH OMe H OH OMe OMe OH H H
Lamellarin E Lamellarin X OH OMe H OMe OH OMe OMe OH H
Lamellarin F Lamellarin 3 OH OMe H OMe OMe OMe OMe OH H
Lamellarin G – OMe OH H OMe OH OMe OH H H
– Lamellarin Ha OH OH H OH OH OH OH H H
Lamellarin I Lamellarin z OH OMe H OMe OMe OMe OMe OMe H
Lamellarin J Dehydrolam Jb OH OMe H OMe OMe OMe OH H H
Lamellarin K Lamellarin M OH OMe H OH OMe OMe OMe OH H
Lamellarin L Lamellarin N OH OMe H OMe OH OMe OH H H
Lamellarin Sa – OH OH H OH OH OMe OH H H
Lamellarin T Lamellarin W OH OMe H OMe OH OMe OMe OMe H
Lamellarin U Lamellarin a OH OMe H OMe OH OMe OMe H H
Lamellarin Va – OH OMe H OMe OH OMe OMe OMe OH
Lamellarin Y Dehydrolam Yb OH OMe H OMe OH OH OMe H H
Lamellarin Za – OMe OH H OH OH OMe OH H H
Lamellarin ba – OH OH H OMe OH OH OH H H
Lamellarin ga – OH OMe OMe H OMe OMe OMe OH H
– Lamellarin fa OH OMe H OH OMe OH OMe OMe H
Dihydrolam hb Lamellarin h OH OMe H OMe OMe OMe OMe H H

a Synthesis in progress.
b Unnatural lamellarins.
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penetration, as observed by their low mM activity in whole cell
models [25], but a number of them showed poor solubility under
assay conditions). As a class, they have not been extensively
profiled from a physicochemical point of view, and this is the goal of
this study.

In this study, we experimentally determined logP values of 25
lamellarins synthesized in our laboratory since it is the single most
important parameter affecting multiple ADMET parameters [35].
It is also one of the most difficult molecular properties to predict
in silico. Given the importance of maintaining logP values in the
range of oral drugs (w2.5) [36–38], we also investigated the
structure-logP relationships of lamellarins and the validity of
in silico methods. We subsequently assessed the relationship
between this natural product class, natural product derivatives in
development and on the market, oral marketed drugs, as well as
drug molecules in development. Principal components analysis
(PCA), in conjunction with computed and experimental molecular
properties, was used for this purpose.

2. Results and discussion

2.1. Measured and predicted logP values of lamellarins

The results obtained from our experimental and theoretical
efforts are given in Table 2. In Table 3, we summarize the results
further, listing the mean, standard deviation, minimum, and
maximum obtained for 25 synthesized lamellarins from each logP
method. We also report the root mean square error (RMSE) and
a number of line of best fit statistics (r2, slope, intercept, and
standard error (SE)) to allow for a meaningful inter-comparison of
the values, both in terms of their absolute predictions and corre-
lation with experimental data. See the Supplementary Material and
reference [39] for more details regarding the statistics used here.

The mean experimental logP value for the 25 lamellarins tested
here was 3.66. The standard deviation of data set was 0.71 log unit,
with only one compound having a logP value > 5 putting the set in
a reasonable area of logP space. However, not all calculation
methods predicted the lamellarins as a class to have moderate
lipophilicity. The most popular lipophilicity calculators, AlogP, ACD
LogP, and ClogP, performed worst, predicting mean logP values of
5.11, 4.99, and 4.65, respectively. Their root mean square errors
were therefore found to be large at 1.64, 1.57, and 1.15 log units,
respectively. The best prediction was obtained from the OpenEye
implementation of xlogP, displaying a mean value for the set of only
0.09 log unit from the experimental mean and the smallest RMSE of
0.44. Surprisingly, the three xlogP based methods used here,
OE-xlogP, MI-xlogP, FAF-xlogP, showed predictions that varied
considerably, displaying mean logP values of the set at 3.75, 4.16,
and 4.23, respectively, with RMSEs of 0.44, 0.62, and 0.85, respec-
tively. These variations arise from the subtle difference in the way



Table 2
Experimentally determined and calculated logP values of lamellarins.

Lamellarin Experimental logP
values (HPLC Method)

Calculated logP Values

MI-xlogP OE-xlogP FAF-xlogP ACD LogP ClogP CSlogP AlogP

Lamellarin Aa – 3.40 3.14 3.33 4.02 3.17 3.66 4.78
Lamellarin C 4.02 � 0.001 4.06 3.69 3.80 5.32 4.39 3.91 5.38
Lamellarin B 4.93 � 0.001 4.64 4.25 4.57 4.61 4.72 3.93 4.94
Lamellarin c 2.78 � 0.003 3.57 2.87 3.96 4.85 4.28 3.77 5.17
Lamellarin D 3.45 � 0.001 4.15 3.43 4.74 4.14 4.76 3.79 4.73
Lamellarin E 3.14 � 0.002 3.78 2.95 3.61 4.87 3.96 3.65 5.15
Lamellarin X 3.75 � 0.001 4.36 3.51 4.38 4.16 4.38 3.67 4.71
Lamellarin F 3.49 � 0.002 4.09 3.69 3.66 5.49 4.43 3.91 5.38
Lamellarin 3 4.10 � 0.001 4.67 4.25 4.44 4.78 4.85 3.93 4.94
Lamellarin G 2.63 � 0.002 3.57 2.87 3.96 4.84 4.28 3.77 5.17
Lamellarin Ha – 3.22 1.20 5.06 3.07 3.88 3.00 4.05
Lamellarin I 4.33 � 0.002 4.36 4.43 3.85 6.02 4.87 4.17 5.60
Lamellarin z 5.19 � 0.003 4.94 4.99 4.62 5.32 5.19 4.19 5.16
Lamellarin J 3.07 � 0.002 3.87 3.61 4.01 5.55 4.75 4.04 5.39
Dehydrolam J 3.69 � 0.004 4.45 4.17 4.79 4.85 5.24 4.06 4.95
Lamellarin K 3.15 � 0.005 3.78 2.95 3.61 4.79 3.96 3.65 5.15
Lamellarin M 3.79 � 0.004 4.36 3.51 4.38 4.08 4.38 3.67 4.71
Lamellarin L 2.74 � 0.001 3.57 2.87 3.96 4.93 4.28 3.77 5.17
Lamellarin N 3.37 � 0.007 4.15 3.43 4.74 4.22 4.76 3.79 4.73
Lamellarin Sa – 2.95 1.39 4.18 4.08 3.70 3.25 4.72
Lamellarin T 3.99 � 0.005 4.06 3.69 3.80 5.40 4.39 3.91 5.38
Lamellarin W 4.83 � 0.006 4.64 4.25 4.57 4.69 4.72 3.93 4.94
Lamellarin U 3.31 � 0.007 3.87 3.61 4.01 5.69 4.75 4.04 5.39
Lamellarin a 3.98 � 0.004 4.45 4.17 4.79 4.99 5.12 4.06 4.95
Lamellarin Va – 3.40 3.14 3.33 4.10 3.17 3.66 4.78
Lamellarin Y 2.59 � 0.005 3.57 2.87 3.96 4.93 4.28 3.77 5.17
Dehydrolam Y 3.21 � 0.002 4.15 4.74 3.43 4.22 4.76 3.79 4.73
Lamellarin Za – 3.26 2.13 4.07 4.59 3.85 3.51 4.94
Lamellarin ba – 2.95 1.38 4.18 4.02 3.70 3.25 4.72
Lamellarin ga – 4.48 3.47 3.93 5.42 4.78 3.91 5.38
Lamellarin fa – 4.33 3.51 4.38 4.08 4.38 3.67 4.71
Dihydrolam h 3.65 � 0.001 4.18 4.35 4.07 6.32 5.22 4.30 5.62
Lamellarin h 4.33 � 0.004 4.76 4.91 4.84 5.61 5.59 4.32 5.18

a Synthesis in progress. Used in the in silico profiling exercises only.
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each method is implemented in practice. For example, the OpenEye
has implemented a variant of xlogP, which utilizes a 2D approach
rather than 3D, neglects the internal hydrogen bond term, and
corrects subtle atom-type inconsistencies, with performance
comparable to the original version [40]. The logP method imple-
mented in ChemBioDraw Ultra, CSlogP, performed moderately well,
with a mean predicted logP of 3.91 and an RMSE of 0.66.

While it is important to be able to accurately benchmark the
lipophilicity of a given chemotype, it may be acceptable if
a prediction method correlates well with the experimental
parameter, even if the absolute values are not well predicted,
potentially proving useful for SAR rationalization. Should a partic-
ular series be consistently under or over predicted, it may also be
Table 3
Summary of the experimental and theoretical logP results. Reported are the mean,
minimum (Min) and maximum (Max) logP values for 25 synthesized lamellarins
obtained from each method, as well as the standard deviation (SD) and the root
mean square error (RMSE). Also given is the correlation coefficient obtained from
the line of best fit between the experimental and theoretical logP measures, along
with the corresponding slope, intercept, and standard error (SE).

ID Mean Min Max SD RMSE r2 (slope/intercept/SE)

Experimental logP 3.66 2.59 5.19 0.71 – –
MI-xlogP 4.16 3.57 4.94 0.40 0.62 0.83 (1.61/–3.02/0.30)
OE-xlogP 3.75 2.87 4.99 0.65 0.44 0.62 (0.86/0.44/0.44)
FAF-xlogP 4.23 3.61 4.84 0.42 0.85 0.19 (0.73/0.57/0.65)
ACD LogP 4.99 4.08 6.32 0.59 1.57 0.02 (0.16/2.85/0.71)
ClogP 4.65 3.96 5.59 0.41 1.15 0.29 (0.93/–0.68/0.61)
CSlogP 3.91 3.65 4.32 0.20 0.66 0.27 (1.89/–3.74/0.61)
AlogP 5.11 4.71 5.62 0.27 1.64 0.00 (�0.13/4.30/0.72)
possible to correct the absolute value to give results closer to the
expected value. This we can assess using linear regression (Table 3).
The line of best fit results showed that MI-xlogP (r2 ¼ 0.83), rather
than OE-xlogP (r2¼ 0.62), correlated better with experimental logP
values. The lower prediction error of the latter method is due to the
fact that the un-regressed slope and intercept (Table 3) are closer to
the line of unity than the former, but correcting all methods to
remove any prediction bias, revealed that MI-xlogP would perform
better than OE-xlogP. The line of best fit standard error, which can
be considered as being analogous to the RMSE associated with the
Y¼ X line (see Supplementary Material Table S1), was 0.30 log unit,
compared to 0.44 for OE-xlogP. The lower prediction error was
because MI-xlogP was intrinsically better correlated with the
experimental logP of the lamellarins. However, it was predicted
with a greater bias than OE-xlogP, as can be seen from the slope and
intercept in Table 3. Note while correcting the ACD LogP, ClogP, and
AlogP values dramatically lowered their overall error, it was almost
comparable to the standard deviation of the data, indicating they
are still of limited utility.

To assess the value of corrected logP predictions further, we
performed a leave-one out (LOO) cross-validation exercise for the
two best performing methods: MI-xlogP and OE-xlogP. In this
procedure, each compound was left out in turn and subsequently
predicted using the line of best fit equation obtained from the other
compounds. From the LOO results, we found that MI-xlogP
displayed an r2 of 0.80 and an SE of 0.32, compared to an r2 of
0.54 and an SE of 0.49 for OE-xlogP, respectively, suggesting such an
approach could have predictive potential. However, while correct-
ing a prediction for a given series may be advantageous in the short
term, care should be taken since such relationships have a tendency
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to break down as more compounds in the series are synthesized,
with markedly different functional groups or dramatic changes to
the scaffold, leading them away from the so called model space
[41,42].

2.2. Effects of structural modifications on logP

Apart from the correction factors for intramolecular interac-
tions, the logP increments assigned for various atoms or fragments
form the fundamental basis of most currently available calculation
methods. As a result, the deviations between the calculated and
measured logP values are partly governed by the reliability of those
atomic and fragmental values which, in turn, depends on the
methods and the classes of compounds from which these values
have been derived. Additionally, a key problem with most logP
software packages is that they typically assume almost constant
logP increments associated with related substituent changes, even
though equivalent substitutions at different positions can have
dramatically different effects [43–46].

Since at least five of the currently available logP calculators did
not appear applicable to lamellarins, a possible source of disparities
between the calculated and experimental logP values of these
compounds was investigated. The systematically diversified
substitution patterns of the lamellarins used in this study enabled
us to determine the logP increments resulting from various struc-
tural modifications around the lamellarin core. Those determina-
tions were performed using the matched molecular pairs analysis
[47] by comparing the logP values of any two lamellarin struc-
tures that differ only in each structural component being consid-
ered. The results are reported as the D logP values in Table 4.

The first structural modification considered was the conversion
of the C5–C6 bond to a double bond. Interestingly, our HPLC
determinations demonstrated that the introduction of a C5–C6
double bond into the D-ring of a lamellarin molecule consistently
increased the logP value by an average ofþ0.70 log unit (Table 4). In
contrast, the logP increments applied by various calculators for
changing the C5–C6 bond to an olefin moiety widely ranged from
only þ0.02 log unit in CSlogP to �0.71 and þ0.78 log unit in ACD
LogP and FAF-xlogP, respectively.

Such a significant increase in the chromatographic logP values
upon the introduction of the C5–C6 olefin is not likely to solely
result from the modification of a particular bond which, theoreti-
cally, induces minimal changes in molecular weight, molecular
volume, and polar surface area. However, the geometry of
Table 4
Effects of structural modifications on the logP values for the key lamellarin substitution

Transformation Pairs D logP (log unit)

Experimental
logP

MI-xLogP

C5–C6 / C5¼C6 12 þ0.70 � 0.11 þ0.58
5-H / 5-OH 2 a �0.66
7-H / 7-OH 4 �0.20 � 0.04 �0.09
7-H / 7-OMe 4 þ0.77 � 0.10 þ0.19
7-OH / 7-OMe 6 þ0.98 � 0.14 þ0.28
8-OH / 8-OMe 4 þ0.60 � 0.03 þ0.31
9-OH / 9-OMe 2 þ0.75 � 0.04 þ0.30
13-OH / 13-OMe 8 þ0.34 � 0.01 þ0.31
14-OH / 14-OMe 6 þ0.29 � 0.04 þ0.30
20-OH / 20-OMe 1 a þ0.31
8-OMe, 9-OH / 8-OH, 9-OMe 2 þ0.16 � 0.01 0.00
13-OMe, 14-OH / 13-OH, 14-OMe 6 �0.05 � 0.03 0.00
14-OMe, 15-H / 14-H, 15-OMe 1 a þ0.39
20-OH, 21-OMe / 20-OMe, 21-OH 1 �0.11b 0.00

a Pair(s) not available for experimental determination.
b SD not determined as only one matched pair of lamellarins were available for comp
lamellarin molecules is constrained to be more planar in the
presence of the C5–C6 double bond [22,25]. This molecular
planarity enhances intermolecular stacking interactions, which has
been demonstrated to significantly increase lipophilicity of some
compounds [48].

In contrast, all but two software programs consistently pre-
dicted a decrease in the logP values, albeit to different extents, of
these compounds upon hydroxylation at either C5 or C7, as well as
methoxylation at C7. Such predictions are conceivable since these
oxygen-containing functional groups are capable of hydrogen
bonding with water molecules. However, HPLC determinations
demonstrated a relatively small decrease in the experimental logP
values by �0.20 log unit upon hydroxylation at the C7 position
(Table 4). On the contrary, substitution of the hydrogen atom at the
C7 position with a methoxy group actually led to a substantial
increase (by þ0.77 log unit) in the experimental logP values.

These observations suggest that, when attached to the penta-
cyclic core structure of lamellarins, the oxygen atom in either
a hydroxy group or a methoxy group becomes less accessible to
interact with water molecules than when present in smaller
compounds. Nonetheless, when C7 is hydroxylated, the H-bond
donor property of the resulting aromatic OH group still remains to
interact with water, leading to a small decrease in the logP values of
lamellarins upon C7-hydroxylation. In contrast, methoxylation at
the C7 position results in an aromatic ether, which is considered as
an exceptionally poor H-bond acceptor [47,49]. As a result, the
overall increase in the logP values experimentally observed upon
C7-methoxylation was probably due to the hydrophobic interac-
tions between the methyl component and the chromatographic
stationary phase.

Another series of structural modifications investigated in this
study involve methylation of various hydroxy groups around the
lamellarin core. An increase in the logP values was observed for this
transformation, as expected from both the removal of an H-bond
donor and the increased hydrophobic interactions through the
methyl group. Most of the logP calculators used in this study tend to
predict very similar logP increments for this type of modifications
at various positions (Table 4). Interestingly, our experimental
results clearly indicated that the logP values of lamellarins were
remarkably increased upon methylation of the hydroxy groups at
C7, C8, or C9 positions on the pentacyclic lactone core. In contrast,
a smaller effect was observed in the case of the same modification
at either C13 or C14 residing on the aromatic ring orthogonal to the
core structure.
positions.

OE-xlogP FAF-xlogP ACD LogP ClogP CSlogP AlogP

þ0.56 þ0.78 �0.71 þ0.41 þ0.02 �0.44
�0.55 �0.47 �1.30 �1.23 �0.25 �0.60
�0.66 �0.41 �0.83 �0.77 �0.39 �0.24
þ0.08 �0.22 �0.30 �0.38 �0.13 �0.01
þ0.74 þ0.19 þ0.53 þ0.39 þ0.26 þ0.23
þ0.74 þ0.05 þ0.77 þ0.41 þ0.27 þ0.23
þ0.74 þ0.05 þ0.77 þ0.42 þ0.27 þ0.22
þ0.74 þ0.05 þ0.62 þ0.47 þ0.26 þ0.23
þ0.74 þ0.05 þ0.70 þ0.47 þ0.26 þ0.22
þ0.74 �0.11 þ0.51 þ0.15 þ0.26 þ0.22

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 þ0.08 0.00 0.00 0.00
�0.22 þ0.27 �0.07 þ0.35 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 �0.09 0.00 0.00 0.00

arison.
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These findings suggest that similar substituents located on the
orthogonal ring of lamellarins exhibit different physicochemical
properties from those on the pentacyclic core. However, this is not
unexpected given their distinctly different degrees of flexibility. In
contrast, the two substituents located at C13 and C14 are more
comparable in their physicochemical nature, considering that
switching the hydroxy and methoxy groups between these two
positions causes minimal changes in both the calculated and
experimentally determined logP values (Table 4). All these findings
demonstrate that not only the chemical nature, but also the posi-
tion, of substituents could affect the lipophilicity of the molecules,
as previously reported for smaller compounds [43–46].

In addition to the positional dependency, the experimental logP
increments upon each modification were examined separately for
the two groups of lamellarins (see Table 1), and then compared
using t-test with unequal variances. Interestingly, no statistically
significant (p > 0.05) differences were observed for any particular
modifications in these two series of compounds, except for C7
substituent modifications. The logP increments for lamellarins in
groups 1 and 2 were as follows: (a) �0.17 � 0.01 vs. �0.23 � 0.00
(p ¼ 0.049) upon C7-hydroxylation, (b) þ0.68 � 0.00 vs.
þ0.86� 0.01 (p¼ 0.018) for C7-methoxylation, and (c)þ0.85� 0.02
vs. þ1.10 � 0.03 (p ¼ 0.002) for C7-OH methylation. These results
provide additional evidence that the C7 substituents in these two
series of compounds must be oriented differently, as predicted by
our previously reported molecular modeling studies [25].

In summary, even though some of the logP increments used by
certain software programs coincide with the values experimentally
obtained for lamellarins in this study, most of them significantly
deviate. This could be one of the reasons for the discrepancies
between the calculated and experimental logP values of these
compounds. Additional analogs with more diverse substitution
patterns would be required to allow for the reliable estimation of
the logP values of lamellarins. Nevertheless, the D logP values
determined for each structural modification around the lamellarin
core can be used to predict the lipophilicity of certain lamellarin
analogs from the experimental logP values of their parent
compounds.

2.3. Lamellarins vs. drugs, natural products, and compounds in
development

The importance of benchmarking compounds to known areas of
chemical space is evident from many publications in the area,
including: Proudfoot et al. [50], who assessed the evolution of oral
drugs over time; Oprea et al. [51], who compared drugs, candidates,
lead-like and pub-like compounds; Wenlock et al. [52], who
assessed the relationship between drugs and candidates in
different stages of development; Ritchie et al. [53], who compared
the relationship between inhaled, intranasal, and oral drugs; as
well as O’Shea et al. [54], who assessed the overlap between anti-
bacterials and a literature derived data set.

In this section, we compared the lamellarin chemotype to a set
of relevant drug data sets from literature in order to understand the
differences and devise the most effective way of developing this
chemotype into one with more drug-like properties. To this end, we
have compared the lamellarin molecules to other natural product
derivatives in development and on the market, to oral marketed
drugs, as well as to molecules in drug development. The compar-
ison was performed using a range of fundamental physicochemical
parameters, in conjunction with multivariate PCA (Fig. 1) and
univariate statistical methods (Table 5).

The PCA based model of chemical space described 80% of the
total variation in the data set analyzed, with component 1
describing the largest portion of information at 49%, followed by
14% by component 2, 10% by component 3, and 7% by component 4.
This means that the descriptors used here have a high degree of
correlation. To aid comprehension, we briefly explain how to
interpret Fig. 1. Components 1 and 2 collectively described 63% of
the total variation, and the molecular significance of the location of
compounds on the scores plot (Fig. 1a) can be understood by
considering the corresponding loadings plot (Fig. 1b). Descriptors
with a large positive loading on the X-axis of Fig. 1b, such as MWT,
have larger values for compounds with positive loadings on the
scores plot (Fig. 1a), such as lamellarins, and smaller values for
compounds with negative loadings. In contrast to MWT, the values
of ABS have a negative loading on Fig. 1b so are thus inversely
correlated with MWT (i.e., decrease as MWT increases). This means
lamellarins have lower ABS scores than oral drugs, but higher
molecular weight. Finally, descriptors, such as MWT, PSA, and
LIPINSKI, have comparable loadings on the X-axis of Fig. 1b,
meaning they are highly correlated with each other.

Thus, we can relate the PCA components in a relatively crude
way to aid interpretation: component 1 primarily separates large
molecules (those withþve coefficients on the X-axis of Fig. 1a) from
smaller ones (�ve coeff.), component 2 separates basic molecules
(þve coeff.) from acidic molecules (�ve coeff.), component 3
separates lipophilic (�ve coeff.) from hydrophilic molecules
(þve coeff), and component 4 separates chiral (�ve coeff.) from
achiral molecules (þve coeff.). Analysis of Fig. 1 shows that lamel-
larins as a class occupy a position towards the edge of drug-like
chemical space, as defined by the two most important compo-
nents (Fig. 1a). While lamellarins occupy a central position on
component 2 due to their lack of ionizable functionality, their size
related characteristics result in them being located at the edge of
component 1, and thus, oral drug space. On the components 3 and 4
(Fig. 1c), lamellarins occupy a more central position due in part to
their reasonable lipophilicity and due to the lack of a chiral center,
respectively.

However, lamellarins as a class do not have particularly extreme
properties when compared to natural product treatments, either on
the market or in development (note that 26% of these compounds
are not shown in Fig. 1 as they have a loading > 9 on component 1),
which suggests they still represent a good starting point for a lead
optimization campaign, given their diverse oncological activities.
For example, while the mean MWT of lamellarins at 522 Da is above
the Lipinski cut-off, that of natural products in development is
712 Da, and 568 Da for those compounds on the market (Table 5).
In addition, the mean logP for lamellarins is 3.4 log units, almost 1
log unit higher than oral drugs, and 2 log units higher than natural
product drugs. However, the mean number of H-bond donors and
acceptors are low, 2.7 and 1.1, respectively, suggesting there is
considerable scope to increase the polarity of the molecules and
reduce the logP further.

In recent years, a number of modifications by others have been
made to the lamellarin skeleton, aiming to increase the polarity of
these compounds. Most recently, the conjugation of lamellarin D
with poly(ethylene) glycol (PEG) has been undertaken to address
the physicochemical properties of lamellarins [55,56]. However,
such conjugations, while potentially providing groups which
increase aqueous solubility, inevitably increase molecular weight,
molecular volume, and the number of H-bond donors/acceptors of
the PEG-lamellarin adducts, pushing the molecules further from
drug-like chemical space. From our physicochemical profiling
exercise, we believe an approach is required to move the lamel-
larins towards a more optimal area of physicochemical parameter
space that in conjunction will allow us to explore wider SAR space.
To this end, we are virtually assessing synthetic derivatives of
lamellarins that incorporate additional functionality in the form of
alternative HBD, HBA, and ionizable groups at the various positions
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Fig. 1. PCA scores plot (top) and loadings plot (bottom) showing the relationship between the 3 natural product and 2 small molecule drug data sets using a range of computed
molecular descriptors. Components 1 to 4 cumulatively described 49%, 63%, 73%, and 80% of the total variance, respectively. Lamellarin A is an outlier on component 1 due to its
dramatically higher MWT and PSA, with lower ABS and Solubility scores. Note that 26% of NP drugs (12) and NP Development (9) compounds are excluded as they lie beyond 9 on
component 1.
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of substitution, as well as subtle changes to the lamellarin core. By
virtually synthesizing and screening these molecules for both
structural diversity and optimal physicochemical properties, we
hope to efficiently explore the SAR of these compounds, while
simultaneously making more developable molecules.

3. Conclusion

We have reported experimental and theoretical studies that
help to increase our overall understanding of the physicochemical
characteristics of lamellarins and how they compare to oral drugs,
natural product drugs currently on the market, and new drugs in
Table 5
Mean and standard deviation of the molecular properties used in the profiling exercises

ID Oral drugs NP drugs D

MWT 333.10 � 121.09 568.20 � 318.98 5
OE-xlogP 2.48 � 2.20 1.39 � 3.51 2
PSA 70.55 � 45.22 176.07 � 128.62 1
CHARGE 0.26 � 0.85 �0.30 � 1.05 0
NEG 0.21 � 0.41 0.48 � 0.51 0
POS 0.48 � 0.50 0.28 � 0.46 0
HBA 2.77 � 2.23 8.17 � 5.00 4
HBD 1.90 � 1.68 4.57 � 5.19 3
Chiral centers 1.61 � 2.73 7.39 � 5.30 2
ROT 5.48 � 3.82 9.96 � 7.28 1
RINGS 1.84 � 0.94 2.11 � 1.14 2
N 1791 46 2
development. We have put particular focus on lipophilicity, given it
has widespread implications for multiple ADMET parameters, and
because it is a difficult parameter to predict in silico. Thus, the
experimental logP values of 25 lamellarins were determined using
an industry standard HPLC method and correlated with the values
calculated by different prediction methods. While most software
assumes constant increments associated with related substituent
changes, we show that this is not the case for these molecules, and
that an equivalent substitution at different positions can have
dramatically different effects. The discrepancies observed with
theoretical methods emphasize the necessity of early experimental
assessments to determine the lipophilicity characteristics of a given
.

rugs in development NP in development Lamellarins

02.53 � 485.41 711.87 � 454.03 521.68 � 27.02
.40 � 3.78 3.50 � 3.07 3.40 � 0.91
31.49 � 209.37 178.88 � 152.85 124.67 � 12.56
.17 � 1.26 0.34 � 1.04 –
.28 � 0.45 0.22 � 0.42 –
.46 � 0.50 0.53 � 0.51 –
.9 � 7.49 7.22 � 5.96 1.06 � 0.24
.87 � 8.51 5.09 � 6.15 2.67 � 1.14
.85 � 5.65 7.44 � 6.55 0.06 � 0.24
1.03 � 20.35 10.88 � 12.18 4.88 � 1.41
.44 � 1.32 2.47 � 1.29 2.00 � 0.00
125 32 33



Table 6
Molecular descriptors computed in the study.

ID Description Ref.

HEAVY No. of heavy atom count [62]
CHIRAL No. of chiral centers [62]
HBA No. of H-bond acceptors [62]
HBD No. of H-bond donors [62]
MWT Molecular weight [62]
CHARGE Net charge [62]
NEG No. of negative charges [62]
POS No. of positive charges [62]
RINGS No. of rings [62]
ROT No. of rotatable bonds [62]
PSA Polar surface area [62]
LIPINSKI No. of Lipinski failures [33,62]
ABS Absorption score [34,62]
Solubility Solubility score [62]
OE-xlogP logP prediction [62]
MI-xlogP logP prediction [64]
FAF-xlogP logP prediction [65,66]
ACD LogP logP prediction [67]
ClogP logP prediction [68]
CSlogP a logP prediction [69]
AlogP logP prediction [70]

a Crippen’s fragmentation scheme used.
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lead series. Having profiled a number of matched molecular pairs
here, we have determined a set of more reliable logP increments
(Table 4) which, if combined with logP increments determined for
the core template or new templates, may be used to more reliably
predict the lipophilicity of new lamellarin analogs. Our strategy
moving forward is to use the corrected in silico logP estimates to
help rationalize SAR, only benchmarking compounds that differ in
terms of the template or introduce new functionality, saving
material, operator time, and expense.

Lamellarins as a class lie towards the edge of drug-like chemical
space. However, lamellarins do not have particularly extreme
properties when compared to natural product treatments, either on
the market or in development, which suggests they still represent
a good starting point for a lead optimization campaign, given their
diverse oncological activities. Considering their high MWT,
moderate logP, along with low HBD and HBA counts, our strategy to
move to more optimal area of chemical space involves the incor-
poration of additional polar functionality in the form of alternative
HBD, HBA, and ionizable groups at the various positions of substi-
tution, as well as larger changes to the lamellarin core to reduce
their overall size.

In summary, the research work discussed herein is being used to
more effectively direct our medicinal chemistry effort, with
additional virtual studies being instigated to assess synthetic
derivatives of lamellarins, to enable us to more efficiently explore
the SAR of these compounds, while simultaneously making more
developable, drug-like molecules.
4. Experimental protocol

4.1. Data sets

Natural sources of lamellarins are not sufficient to supply the
quantities of compound required for comprehensive analytical or
biological studies. Thus, all compounds which underwent experi-
mental characterization in this study have been synthesized in our
laboratory (Table 1). The details of the individual syntheses have
been reported elsewhere [57].

The structures of oral marketed drugs [50] and compounds in
development [51] were obtained from original quoted sources. The
IDs of natural product drugs [4] and natural product compounds in
development [3] were taken from the literature references they
were reported in. The natural product structures were sourced from
PubChem [58]. Compounds were excluded if they failed to calculate
molecular descriptors. The full list of compounds used here can be
found in the Supplementary Material.
4.2. Experimental methods

Twenty-two naturally-occurring and three unnatural lamella-
rins, in groups 1 and 2 (Table 1), have been profiled in this study.
Their logP values were experimentally determined using an
industry standard reversed-phase HPLC method [59,60]. Briefly, the
HPLC method entails analyzing each compound on an Agilent 1200
Series LC System (Agilent Technologies, Inc., Santa Clara, CA, USA)
installed with a C18 column, using an isocratic elution (75%
methanol/25% water) for up to 30 min.

The system was calibrated daily by determining the retention
times (tR) of 7 reference compounds with known logP values. Their
retention factors (k) were then calculated, and the log k values were
regressed against their corresponding literature logP values to
generate a calibration curve. Subsequently, the retention factor of
each lamellarin was determined using the same chromatographic
conditions, and their logP value was then assessed from the
calibration curve constructed on the same day. Please refer to the
Supplementary Material for further details.

4.3. Theoretical methods

Twenty-one commonly used molecular descriptors were
computed for this study, consisting of 7 different logP predictions
and 14 other molecular properties known to be important in
defining drug-like property space (Table 6). These descriptors
govern the key bulk property characteristics of molecules, and thus,
are frequently used in compound profiling exercises [33,35,38,50].

The correlation between experimental and theoretical logP
methods was investigated using linear regression in Microsoft
Excel 2007 and SPSS 16.0 [61]. The relationship between lamel-
larins, oral drugs, natural product drugs, and compounds in
development was assessed using PCA and OpenEye descriptors [62]
only. The PCA model was also generated on oral drugs in SIMCA-P
10.0 [63], using standard settings (i.e., mean centered and scaled
descriptors, with the auto-fitting of components).
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1. Experimental procedures 

 Twenty-five lamellarins were synthesized and fully characterized using our 

established methodologies [1].  All compounds were purified by crystallization, and their 

structural identity was confirmed by 1H NMR and 13C NMR techniques, as well as mass 

spectrometry.  The purity of compounds was estimated based on their HPLC traces, the 

cleanliness of both 1H NMR and 13C NMR spectra, as well as their melting point ranges.  

Only trace amount of impurities, if any, could be detected by HPLC-UV analyses.  The 

purified lamellarins were stored refrigerated at 4°C until use. 

 Formamide and benzonitrile were obtained from Merck (Darmstadt, Germany).  On 

the other hand, benzyl alcohol, methyl benzoate, benzophenone, naphthalene, and diphenyl 

ether were obtained from Fluka Chemie (Buchs, Switzerland), whereas benzyl benzoate was 

acquired from BDH Chemical (Poole, England).  Additionally, methanol (HPLC grade) was 

obtained from Scharlau Chemie S.A. (Barcelona, Spain).  All chemicals were at least 98% 

pure and used as received. 

 The water used to prepare samples and mobile phase for HPLC analyses was purified 

to achieve a resistivity of 18.2 MΩ·cm using a Milli-Q® Nanopure Water Purification System 

(Millipore Corporation, Billerica, MA, USA). 
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1.1. Experimental determination of logP 

 Chromatographic logP values of 25 synthesized lamellarins were experimentally 

determined using reversed-phase HPLC commonly used by pharmaceutical industry [2].  The 

method employed in this study follows the OECD Test Guideline 117 entitled “Partition 

Coefficient (n-octanol/water), High Performance Liquid Chromatography (HPLC) Method” 

[3].  Briefly, the logP value of each test compound was determined from its retention time, in 

relation to the calibration curve generated using a set of reference substances with known 

logP values.  In this study, 7 unionized compounds were selected from the list of 

recommended reference substances in the OECD Guideline to cover a range of logP values 

between 1.1 and 4.2, including benzyl alcohol, benzonitrile, methyl benzoate, benzophenone, 

naphthalene, benzyl benzoate, and diphenyl ether. 

Each lamellarin sample, as well as a mixture of formamide and 7 reference 

compounds, were freshly prepared at a concentration of either 0.25 mg·mL-1 (for lamellarins) 

or 1 mg·mL-1 (for formamide and all the reference compounds) in the mobile phase, 

containing methanol (75%) and water (25%).  Tetrahydrofuran (THF; 25% v/v) was used at a 

final concentration of 25% v/v as a cosolvent for lamellarins due to their very low solubility 

in the mixture of methanol and water.   

HPLC analyses were performed using an Agilent 1200 Series LC System (Agilent 

Technologies, Inc., Santa Clara, CA, USA), consisting of a quaternary pump, a vacuum 

degasser, a thermostatted autosampler, a thermostatted column compartment, and a diode 

array detector.  All samples (10 μL each) were separately injected, using an autosampler 

maintained at 25°C, into a ZORBAX Eclipse Plus C18 column (Agilent Technologies, Santa 

Clara, CA, USA), which was also maintained at 25°C.  The particle size of the stationary 

phase was 5 μm, and the column dimensions were 4.6 mm I.D. x 250 mm.  All compounds 

were eluted isocratically with a mixture of methanol and water (75:25) at a flow rate of 1 
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mL·min-1 for up to 30 min.  UV detections were performed at 210 nm for formamide, 254 nm 

for the reference compounds, and 276 nm for lamellarins. 

To study the reproducibility of the method, another series of HPLC analyses were 

performed at ambient temperature using a Waters® 600E Multisolvent Delivery System 

(Waters Corporation, Milford, MA, USA), consisting of a quaternary pump, a vacuum 

degasser, a controller, and a photodiode array detector.  In this case, the samples (10 μL each) 

were manually injected, through a Rheodyne 7725i analytical injector valve fitted with a 100 

μL loop, into a C18 column obtained from Hichrom (Berkshire, England).  The stationary 

phase was Exsil 100-5ODS with a particle size of 5 μm, and the column dimensions were 4.6 

mm I.D. x 250 mm.  Compound elution and detections were performed as mentioned above. 

In both cases, the retention time was determined in duplicate for each compound, and 

the capacity factor (also called retention factor), k , was then calculated using Equation 1. 

 
0

0

t
tt

k R −=  Eq. (1) 

where Rt  is the retention time of the test substance, and 0t  is the dead time (i.e., the average 

time a solvent molecule needs to pass through the column, which was determined using an 

unretained compound, formamide). 

Calibration curves were established once daily by plotting the published logP values 

of the selected reference compounds as a function of their experimental log k  values.  The 

chromatographic logP values of lamellarins were then determined by substituting their 

experimental log k  values into the calibration equation obtained on the same day. 

 

1.2. Experimental reproducibility 

As shown in Table 3 of the main manuscript, the chromatographic logP values of 

lamellarins could be successfully obtained with very small standard deviations.  The 
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repeatability of the HPLC method used in this study was also confirmed by comparing the 

logP values obtained using the same HPLC system on five different days.  The values of each 

lamellarin fell within a range of ± 0.03 log unit.  This is well below the limit of ± 0.1 log unit, 

as suggested in the OECD Test Guideline 117 [3] for the logP values derived from repeated 

HPLC measurements, giving us confidence in our implementation. 

To further explore the reproducibility of this method, HPLC analyses of a different 

batch of twenty-five lamellarins were performed by another analyst using a totally different 

HPLC system (see Section 1.1 for details).  The logP values of fourteen lamellarins showed a 

variation within ± 0.10 log unit, seven within ± 0.16 log unit, and four within ± 0.26 log unit.  

These deviations are comparable to those displayed by other in vitro determinations. 
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List of Tables 
 

Table S1 Basic statistics were computed in Microsoft Excel 2007 using the following functions or equations.  

Statistic EXCEL Function 
Line of best fit slope =SLOPE(…  ) 
Line of best fit intercept =INTERCEPT(…  ) 
Minimum value (Min) =MIN(…  ) 
Maximum value (Max) =MAX(…  ) 
Standard deviation (SD) =STDEV(…  ) 
Correlation coefficient squared associated 
with the line of best fit (r2) =RSQ(…  ) 

Standard error associated with the line of 
best fit (SE) 

=STEYX(… ) 
 

Root mean square error (RMSE) 

Non-standard function 

 
 
 
 

Table S2 PCA model results.  Assessing the relationship between 5 different data sets using a range of 
computed molecular descriptors (Table 6 of the main manuscript). 

Model 2 R²X Q² 
Component 1 0.49 0.45 
Component 2 0.63 0.51 
Component 3 0.73 0.56 
Component 4 0.80 0.60 

 
 
 

Table S3 Correlation matrix (r2 given) for the logP methods investigated here. 

Method Expt. logP MI-
xlogP 

OE-
xlogP 

FAF-
xlogP ACD LogP ClogP CSlogP AlogP 

Expt. logP 1.00 - - - - - - - 
MI-xlogP 0.83 1.00 - - - - - - 
OE-xlogP 0.62 0.75 1.00 - - - - - 
FAF-xlogP 0.19 0.46 0.36 1.00 - - - - 
ACD LogP 0.02 0.00 0.06 0.17 1.00 - - - 
ClogP 0.29 0.51 0.67 0.50 0.11 1.00 - - 
CSlogP 0.27 0.28 0.52 0.08 0.57 0.74 1.00 - 
AlogP 0.00 0.07 0.00 0.45 0.89 0.00 0.26 1.00 

 





 

Synthetic development and cytotoxic evaluations of natural and unnatural 
lamellarins 
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Our research group has been involved with the 
synthetic development of lamellarins, a group 
of marine-derived natural products.  Syntheses 
of the fused pentacyclic lamellarins have been 
successfully developed.  The key features of 
our convergent synthesis are (1) the highly 
efficient Michael addition-ring closure (Mi-RC) 
Grob-type condensation between the 
benzyldihydroisoquinoline derivatives and the 
α-nitrocinnamates, (2) the DDQ-mediated 
benzylic oxidation of the saturated D-rings to 
the corresponding unsaturated ones, and (3) the 
minimal use of protecting groups (only the 
benzyl and acetate).  Lamellarins with the 
saturated D-rings were prepared in good 
overall yields (45%-71%) over 3 steps from the 
α-nitrocinnamates, while those with the 
unsaturated D-rings were obtained in good to 
excellent overall yields (54%-95%) over 3 

steps from their corresponding precursors with 
the saturated D-rings. 
Twenty-two natural and three unnatural 
lamellarins were chosen for the cytotoxic 
evaluations against a panel of cancer cell lines, 
as well as for the toxicity against a normal cell 
line.  In general, lamellarins with the 
unsaturated D-rings are more cytotoxic than 
those with the saturated D-rings.  Certain 
substituents on the aromatic rings of the 
lamellarin skeleton contribute significantly 
toward the cytotoxicity.  Interestingly, while 
some lamellarins are broadly cytotoxic against 
the cancer cell lines under current investigation, 
some exhibit selective cytoxicity.  In addition, 
when evaluated against a normal cell line, 
some of these cytotoxic lamellarins showed 
only minimal toxicity. 
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Synthetic Development and Cytotoxic Evaluations of Synthetic Development and Cytotoxic Evaluations of 
Natural and Unnatural LamellarinsNatural and Unnatural Lamellarins
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Synthetic DevelopmentSynthetic Development

The synthetic strategy primarily relied on the Grob-type reaction between 
benzyldihydroisoquinoline and α-nitrocinnamate to furnish the pyrrole core.  
Hydrogenolysis followed by NaH-mediated lactonization provided the group 1 
lamellarins.  Acetylation, DDQ oxidation, followed by KOH-mediated deacetyla-
tion of the group 1 gave group 2 lamellarins with an unsaturated D-ring.2

IntroductionIntroduction

Lamellarins are a group of over 35 marine natural products isolated from 
mollusks, ascidians, and sponges.  These compounds have been shown to exhibit 
promising biological activities, especially their cytotoxicity and multidrug-
resistance reversing capability in some cancer cell lines.1

Due to their low natural abundance, total synthesis of the lamellarins is a 
pivotal alternative for providing sufficient quantities for further detailed biological 
evaluation.  Our research group has been involved with designing and executing 
efficient convergent synthetic routes that generate the first group of lamellarins 
with a saturated D-ring (Figure 1), which can be subsequently converted to their 
corresponding analogs with an unsaturated D-ring. 

The resulting natural and unnatural lamellarins were then tested for their 
cytotoxic activities against various types of cancers commonly occurring in major 
tissues and organs to identify potential candidates for further development.

Figure 2:  Important structural elements in the lamellarin skeleton

ConclusionConclusion

A general synthetic route for both group1 and group 2 lamellarins has been 
successfully developed.  In addition, the results from our SAR studies helped 
verify the important structural elements in the lamellarin skeleton, and could be 
employed for the structure optimization of these compounds.
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Cytotoxicity StudiesCytotoxicity Studies

The synthesized lamellarins containing either a saturated or an unsaturated D-
ring were tested for their cytotoxicities against 11 cancerous and 1 normal cell 
lines using standard techniques.  The IC50 values obtained were then utilized to 
perform SAR studies by comparing the cytotoxic activities of several pairs of 
lamellarin structures that differ only in each structural component being explored.

Our studies indicated that a few lamellarins with an unsaturated D-ring are 
potential candidates for anticancer agents, in terms of their cytotoxic potency, 
selectivity, and relatively low toxicity towards normal cells (MRC-5).

The results from our SAR studies indicated that there appear to be four 
important structural elements that determine the cytotoxic activity of lamellarins 
to cancer cells (Figure 2).  Interestingly, the less cytotoxic group of lamellarins 
with an unsaturated D-ring all contain only a C5–C6 double bond and a C20 
hydroxyl group.  On the other hand, the more potent compounds also contain 
another hydroxyl group at either C7 or C8 towards the other end of the molecule.

Molecular ModelingMolecular Modeling

Hyperchem 7.5 was employed and showed that C5—C6 double bond is 
important for ensuring the planarity of the molecule and aligning substituents
around the periphery of the lamellarin skeleton, especially those on the E-ring.  
The group 1 lamellarins are twisted, while those in group 2 are planar.  The 
planarity was inferred from the dihedral angle θ about C6a-C10a-C4a-C1.

Lamellarin L; θ = 164.8°

Lamellarin J; θ = 164.7° Dehydrolam J; θ = 179.9°

Lamellarin N; θ = 179.8°

Figure 3:  Energy-minimized structures of selected lamellarins with dihedral angle (θ)

Scheme 1:  Synthetic route for group 1 and group 2 lamellarins
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Lamellarins are marine natural products with
diverse biological activities.  Our group has
previously synthesized a series of natural and
unnatural lamellarins1, and evaluated their
cytotoxic activity against a panel of cancer cell
lines.2  The contribution of various substituents on
the lamellarin skeleton to the overall anticancer
activity was also determined by structure-activity
relationship (SAR) studies.2

A major drawback of lamellarins is their poor
aqueous solubility and high lipophilicity.
Therefore, while optimizing the cytotoxicity of
these compounds, we also evaluated the effect of
structural modification on their physico-chemical
properties, by chromatographically determining
their octanol/water partition coefficient (log P),
which is one of the key molecular descriptors in

drug development.  The correlation between the
experimental log P data and the values predicted
in silico was also evaluated.

Our results indicate that the structural
complexity of lamellarins makes it rather difficult
to reliably predict their log P values using most
currently available calculators, and thus,
necessitate experimental assessments of the
lipophilicity characteristic of these compounds.
Additionally, structural modifi-cation of the
substituents around the pentacyclic core has a larger
effect on the log P values, when compared the same
modification on the orthogonal ring.  The log P
increments determined for each modification can
be used along with the experimental log P values
of the parent compounds to design lamellarin
analogs with more drug-like properties.

1. Ploypradith, P.; Petchmanee, T.; Sahakitpichan, P.; Litvinas, N. D.; Ruchirawat, S.  J. Org. Chem. 2006,
71, 9440-9448.
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IntroductionIntroduction
Lamellarins are marine natural products with diverse biological activities. Our

group has previously synthesized a series of natural and unnatural lamellarins (Figure 1
& Table 1),1 and evaluated their cytotoxic activity against a panel of cancer cell lines.2

AssessmentAssessment ofof DrugDrug--likenesslikeness
Principal components analysis (PCA) was also used in conjunction with the

computed physicochemical parameters to evaluate the relationship between lamellarin
natural products with the other four product classes. As illustrated in Figure 2,), y y g p

The contribution of various substituents on the lamellarin skeleton to the overall
anticancer activity was also determined by structure-activity relationship studies.2

Major drawbacks of lamellarins are their poor aqueous solubility and high
lipophilicity. Therefore, while optimizing the cytotoxicity of these compounds, it is also
important to assess their drug-like properties. We particularly focused on their
octanol/water partition coefficient (logP) as it is one of the key molecular descriptors in
drug development. Chromatographic logP values of lamellarins were determined and
correlated with the values predicted in silico. Additionally, the effects of structural
modifications on their logP values were also evaluated.

p p g ,
lamellarins as a class occupy a position towards the edge of drug-like chemical space,
as defined by the two most important components.
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Figure 1:  Structures of lamellarins
(excluding lamellarins O-R)

R1-R6 = H or Me
X, Y, Z = H or OH or OMe
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Figure 2: PCA scores plot (top) and loadings plot (bottom)
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Table 1:  Substituents around the lamellarin core 

Group 1
(with a C5–C6)

Group 2
(with a C5=C6)

Substituents
OR1 OR2 Z OR3 OR4 OR5 OR6 X Y

Lamellarin A a - OH OMe H OH OMe OMe OMe OMe OH

Lamellarin C Lamellarin B OH OMe H OH OMe OMe OMe OMe H

Lamellarin χ Lamellarin D OH OMe H OH OMe OMe OH H H

Lamellarin E Lamellarin X OH OMe H OMe OH OMe OMe OH H
Lamellarin F Lamellarin ε OH OMe H OMe OMe OMe OMe OH H
Lamellarin G - OMe OH H OMe OH OMe OH H H

- Lamellarin H a OH OH H OH OH OH OH H H
Lamellarin I Lamellarin ζ OH OMe H OMe OMe OMe OMe OMe H
Lamellarin J Dehydrolam J b OH OMe H OMe OMe OMe OH H H

DeterminationDetermination ofof logPlogP ValuesValues
The logP value is one of the molecular properties that are most difficult to predict

in silico, especially for compounds with complicated structure. Therefore, we
experimentally determined the logP values of 25 lamellarins using an industry standard
HPLC method, and subsequently evaluated their correlation with the values predicted by
7 different logP calculators. The results are listed in Table 3. In addition, the effects of
structural modifications on the logP values were also evaluated, as shown in Table 4.

Figure 2: PCA scores plot (top) and loadings plot (bottom)

Lamellarin K Lamellarin M OH OMe H OH OMe OMe OMe OH H
Lamellarin L Lamellarin N OH OMe H OMe OH OMe OH H H
Lamellarin S a - OH OH H OH OH OMe OH H H

Lamellarin T Lamellarin W OH OMe H OMe OH OMe OMe OMe H

Lamellarin U Lamellarin α OH OMe H OMe OH OMe OMe H H

Lamellarin V a - OH OMe H OMe OH OMe OMe OMe OH

Lamellarin Y Dehydrolam Y b OH OMe H OMe OH OH OMe H H
Lamellarin Z a - OMe OH H OH OH OMe OH H H
Lamellarin β a - OH OH H OMe OH OH OH H H

Lamellarin γ a - OH OMe OMe - OMe OMe OMe OH H

- Lamellarin φ a OH OMe H OH OMe OH OMe OMe H

Table 3:  Summary of the experimental and calculated logP values of 25 lamellarins

ID Mean Min Max SD RMSE r2 (slope/intercept/SE)

Experimental logP 3.66 2.59 5.19 0.71 - -

MI-xlogP 4.16 3.57 4.94 0.40 0.62 0.83 (1.61/–3.02/0.30)

OE-xlogP 3.75 2.87 4.99 0.65 0.44 0.62 (0.86/0.44/0.44)

FAF-xlogP 4.23 3.61 4.84 0.42 0.85 0.19 (0.73/0.57/0.65)

ACD LogP 4.99 4.08 6.32 0.59 1.57 0.02 (0.16/2.85/0.71)
ClogP 4.65 3.96 5.59 0.41 1.15 0.29 (0.93/–0.68/0.61)

CSlogP 3.91 3.65 4.32 0.20 0.66 0.27 (1.89/–3.74/0.61)

AlogP 5.11 4.71 5.62 0.27 1.64 0.00 (–0.13/4.30/0.72)

DeterminationDetermination ofof MolecularMolecular PropertiesProperties
A range of commonly used molecular descriptors were first computed. These

molecular properties govern the key bulk property characteristics of molecules, and
thus, are known to be important in defining drug-like property space. The results
indicated that lamellarins do not have particularly extreme molecular properties so
these compounds still represent a good starting point for further optimization towards

Dihydrolam η b Lamellarin η OH OMe H OMe OMe OMe OMe H H

a Synthesis in progress;  b Unnatural lamellarins

Table 4:  Effects of key structural modifications on the logP values of lamellarins

Modification
# of 
cpds

(pairs)

∆ logP (log unit)

Experimental 
logP

MI-
xLogP

OE-
xlogP

FAF-
xlogP

ACD  
LogP ClogP CSlogP AlogP

C5–C6 → C5=C6 12 +0.70 ± 0.11 +0.58 +0.56 +0.78 –0.71 +0.41 +0.02 –0.44

5-H → 5-OH 2 N/A –0.66 –0.55 –0.47 –1.30 –1.23 –0.25 –0.60

7-H → 7-OH 4 –0.20 ± 0.04 –0.09 –0.66 –0.41 –0.83 –0.77 –0.39 –0.24

7-H → 7-OMe 4 +0.77 ± 0.10 +0.19 +0.08 –0.22 –0.30 –0.38 –0.13 –0.01

7-OH → 7-OMe 6 +0.98 ± 0.14 +0.28 +0.74 +0.19 +0.53 +0.39 +0.26 +0.23

8-OH → 8-OMe 4 +0.60 ± 0.03 +0.31 +0.74 +0.05 +0.77 +0.41 +0.27 +0.23

ConclusionConclusion
In this study, we assessed drug-likeness, with particular focus on lipophilicity, of

lamellarins. The results can be used as a guide for structural optimization of these
compounds, aiming for more potent, developable, and drug-like molecules.

a more optimal area of physicochemical parameter space.

Table 2:  Selected molecular properties of lamellarins and other product classes 

Properties Lamellarins Oral Drugs Natural Product 
Drugs

Drugs in 
Development

Natural Products 
in Development

MWT 521.68 ± 27.02 333.10 ± 121.09 568.20 ± 318.98 502.53 ± 485.41 711.87 ± 454.03

OE-xlogP 3.40 ± 0.91 2.48 ± 2.20 1.39 ± 3.51 2.40 ± 3.78 3.50 ± 3.07

PSA 124.67 ± 12.56 70.55 ± 45.22 176.07 ± 128.62 131.49 ± 209.37 178.88 ± 152.85

CHARGE 0.00 ± 0.00 0.26 ± 0.85 –0.30 ± 1.05 0.17 ± 1.26 0.34 ± 1.04

NEG 0 00 ± 0 00 0 21 ± 0 41 0 48 ± 0 51 0 28 ± 0 45 0 22 ± 0 42

9-OH → 9-OMe 2 +0.75 ± 0.04 +0.30 +0.74 +0.05 +0.77 +0.42 +0.27 +0.22

13-OH → 13-OMe 8 +0.34 ± 0.01 +0.31 +0.74 +0.05 +0.62 +0.47 +0.26 +0.23

14-OH → 14-OMe 6 +0.29 ± 0.04 +0.30 +0.74 +0.05 +0.70 +0.47 +0.26 +0.22

20-OH → 20-OMe 1 N/A +0.31 +0.74 –0.11 +0.51 +0.15 +0.26 +0.22
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NEG 0.00 ± 0.00 0.21 ± 0.41 0.48 ± 0.51 0.28 ± 0.45 0.22 ± 0.42

POS 0.00 ± 0.00 0.48 ± 0.50 0.28 ± 0.46 0.46 ± 0.50 0.53 ± 0.51

HBA 1.06 ± 0.24 2.77 ± 2.23 8.17 ± 5.00 4.90 ± 7.49 7.22 ± 5.96

HBD 2.67 ± 1.14 1.90 ± 1.68 4.57 ± 5.19 3.87 ± 8.51 5.09 ± 6.15

Chiral Centers 0.06 ± 0.24 1.61 ± 2.73 7.39 ± 5.30 2.85 ± 5.65 7.44 ± 6.55

ROT 4.88 ± 1.41 5.48 ± 3.82 9.96 ± 7.28 11.03 ± 20.35 10.88 ± 12.18

RINGS 2.00 ± 0.00 1.84 ± 0.94 2.11 ± 1.14 2.44 ± 1.32 2.47 ± 1.29

N 33 1791 46 2125 32
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