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WE:A T kﬁ)@i\#/\ﬁxiéﬁiﬁkﬂiﬂa }7 B (pancreatic lipase, PL) #p %1 %l , ¥ & K A o F 34 .0 AR &
;imiitfﬁ%&%h%'ﬁ‘ﬂiﬁxﬂﬁ%?%‘i* ARG EEG M F ER A Fh ) FRIRR L 0 H R
Z B EER ., REW, A &é’JBIﬁﬂkAﬁhq’ﬁQSﬁﬁPLé’Ja‘fP% FATT 50%, £ F 114 F 4
#7#%) i = & & (the half maximal inhibitory concentration, ICs)) 1& F 100 pg/mL, & 7 R (-)-&k X & FILE E &
£ F 8 B85 (EGCG) #= ## 55 Q9(coenzyme Q9,CoQ9) , ¥ K W # i T R EK T R A a)te, MEH X T 8 E S
RAOLETAREER Hted MEAE . FHEF ML EF, SR ERAN0.5mg/mL, L& H 560K A
701506117 58, L H F K B T (98.79£2.46)%, M RA T H—mp. BRATHSHHRET O RESHS
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Virtual Screening and Activity Validation of Natural Pancreatic Lipase Inhibitors

ZHENG Xiaodan WANG Shan FAN Xiaoyuan JING Huijuan KAN Qifan
WANG Hongxin LOU Zaixiang

(School of Food Science and Technology, Jiangnan University, Wuxi 214122, China)

Abstract: To rapidly identify safe and effective natural inhibitor of pancreatic lipase (PL), the author utilized
molecular docking, spectrophotometry, the orthogonal ¢-value method, and fluorescence quenching
experiments to investigate the interaction between PL and the inhibitors by analyzing PL’s conformation,
activity, kinetics, and thermodynamics. Results showed that of the 31 screened compounds, 28 exhibited
more than 50% inhibition of PL activity, with 11 compounds demonstrating half-maximal inhibitory
concentrations (ICs,) below 100 pg/mL. Notably, (=) -epigallocatechin gallate (EGCG) and coenzyme Q9
(CoQY) displayed ICs, values lower than that of orlistat. The author designed compound formula, comprising
luteolin, myricetin, quercetin, isoquercetin, and naringin, achieved an inhibition rate of (98.79+2.46)% at a
concentration of 0.5 mg/mL and a volume ratio of 15 6. 17: 5, surpassing the efficacy of individual
components. The five substances in the formulation spontaneously bind to PL, leading to the quenching of its
intrinsic  fluorescence through static quenching. Non-covalent interactions, including hydrophobic
interactions, hydrogen bonds, ionic bonds, and n—=n stacking, are observed between these substances and PL.
This study provides multiple promising candidates for PL inhibitors.
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BN 15 i v R AR = 38 B 1 AN T
35 B R TURY 8 PR 995 - 09 RS 4 A i B = I
DL K e Ath o0y I A 9 975 1) R 8 B i 3 nt . BN
J 07 3 2 © B — K R B BB, 9 R s T S ek /b
FEBAR SRR AR AR A 1 S 4 . PL £ E
W BN IR G 7 (32 202 9 =T8O /K AR AU AR
PR TG 3 A5 A 5, K e ) 5 B S B N AR R R
B AT, 3E 1T S BON AR B . g ) PLOE
A5 1 107 AS 4B BOK AR S T A2 DL 7K g 10 T Bt 36
5 HE W AR A T B AIC R AR R R B XU o BRI ]
fiby 5 % G A0 f PL & 1, 2 R E H A — 1 b
e e T IR i 25t AR, LR E A B A £
FhEIER W B KSR CE S A A A
JE iR 26 o DR T R 22 A sk ) # PL Y B i 24
YR AR o E N,

V2 A6 b 25 B 25 & [RUR 00 RR v AT
S RO S A R e A AR R I IR R A0S
kLN RAES MR IR R T E
PL 0] 77 , 4 £K &% 2% 71 1 2% B8 (1C5, 4 0.03~1.02
ng/mLDO™ | Sk [ J A [ B 254 Jit Morachalcone A
(ICs5 M 6.2 pmol/LO™ ol S H BAR rfv (1) 35 Jot 28 i
(R HBERIC, N 7.3 pmol/L.3,3",4,4" -] ¥
FE-2-FAH I & B 1Cs0 M 35.5 pmol/L H FEAF 1C,
N 14.9 umol/L. 57 H B 4 1C5, 8 37.6 umol/L)M,
AN, I R B O S R 2 T, i R R R
LA R % & F R I8 (epicatechin gallate, ECG) .
EGCG %, #5%F PL A 1R s ey 4 il 4 A1

& 45 A0 A W T 8 AR R K B
VB8R, HE DL 2 4t BIE 7 R 0 B AR 2 18] FE A
ML o 2 1 0 B2 4R 68 48 8 5 A I8 97 I8 J1 10
G, 1E 5> T /K P b T e 4 - 52 A A0 AR A,
IR R R KUY Bk — 25 g R b 2 ek e
FTYR B HL IS . Nguyen 28U 4+ Xt $2 F0
gy F B 75 7 R BRI R AR 4-7F L A H
fTAEME e NEBEEKPLME R, Lhtb&Y
C82 TEAIK ¥k B~k % PL 2 A 5 # il /E H , B 1C,,
9 (1.01£0.86) pmol/L. i ik & i & B A i ik H
K R R P I, T A A R ARG A Re £ B hT
g ]I R A [F) R AR PR TR — AF X %
f B 5 4% DU A B — B2 B 7T MO AR, IE A2 eV
WECEGN AL EAERN FRIEE =P
A, AT LUK 7 Ab g5, 0 T RO B 5 R i

FROHFFE KA IR B B B H0 1 5 64 5 0007 1% B2 0F 14 36 E

FEU @ R R L, A A 2 S AR A ) B R
FE RT3 —H o, BUE A BRI BRI
ROBR

N T PR G ik PLOA ) AE R T —
TG A 53 T R 2 0 G 0L 0RO U7 vk . AR 4
¥ 53 2, o 43 43 B v W ) O3 33 AT i IR ) R 3 7
SO, R IE A i ikt 2 A o B 7 AT RS
RAF I AETC 7, IRk — 2B 5 SEAL 43 F PL I 9% 6 4%
KA A EAE 7
1 MES5J)ik
1.1 #R5EF

. F 3 W K (dimethyl sulfoxide, DMSO) .
KEBER AT KEHERE 8 N,N-=
2L HY 5t 1% (p-NPP) X i i 2K 1) (p-nitrophenol,
p-NP) : [H 24 £ F A 5 K500 A BR 2 W] 5 41 5 2R Jk
T & lig (4-nitrophenyl butyrate , p-NPB) : I 32 7
MAELB A RA A B (GC & 5=
90%) « ff & i (2l FE 98%)  3E M i I (4l E =
98%) il lif QO (4l i =99%) + I i Y5 I A= ) Bl $2
AR A A A E A 4l B 98%) (B B (4f
97%) HEA K ECAEFE 97%) B &R (4l F 97%) .
2 M W R T (A 98% ) £ Ji B (41 B 98% )+ (4)-
JLZE 2 (A E 97%) R L% % (46 97%) \EGCG
(4 98%) « 1 T (4 & 98%)  #fif fZ %= (4l )&
97%) « A R & (4l fE =>98%) « K 3 & (4l
90% ) ~ S #it Bz HF (4l & 95% ) b Jz HF (4l 95%) .
A AT CAEE 95%) il T HiE A TR (20 BE 98%) 1
HE 2R (2l E 97%) S 3-8 18 BURE (21 FE 95%) & b
Ty 4l B2 ==98%) 4= 35 1 1 (4l £ 98%) « Ll 45 Iy
(4l FE 97%) « 6- % Iy (26 B 98%) « AN & &2 1F Re
oy et p-tHE b2 (A =>98%) T FEHE H (4l
JE2=>98%) ¥ %1 (4 95% ) MR 3 IE (40 FF 95%)
& Ll E AR AR AR .
12 NFE5EE

BT 70 #r R OF : AR224CN AL, B 22 Wi fy 2% 4
MR &) s pH it : DELTA320 B, M5 45 38 5 F1) 22 13 %%
R AT 96 e - F-7000 &L, H A H 32 A F] 5
i b A : M5 AU, 2% [ Molecular Devices A 7] ; & 1%
7% B 0 ML : SCILOGEX D3024 Y, b g R 2%
HIR AT ; AR F2F :DRP-9162 B, |- i K% 1 52
BAERARAFA .
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1.3 HRFG*®
1.3.1 JEisit

M A ] 1 X A PubMed Hh A% 2% 5 PL 4101 i) 771 4 2
M SCHR , B 20k 4% 7 37 PR . IRAESRZ TR
i i TCMSP K % Chttp ://temspw. com/tcmsp. php) '
BT XBEYMRS T —ANEE
3 286 Bl Ak A W 1A R AR 1 B B . LA ) AL A
ZIEFEVERED %S G E KL T & A
BB VH B S ] Ll 2 2 IR A
WA MR L B BT R AR E
FULAMER G AP RIEE M hZ.
A JEAME VST S T AR IE EE
Z M RTE T AR AN IS K
SRy I N S I

{4 F§ Chem3D i 3X &4k, & ) 1 3D 45 ¥4 3k 47 6
B/ EL, s RS W ir g AT .
M RCSB # [ it # 4 % Chttp : //www.rcsb.org/pdb) ™"
HR 8k PL I X 2R A MR 45 H (TLPBD , JF 25 B it 4
SER K T A LR X ENLE T (bR 5E
BRI IR INAE 7o e RN 82 80, % 1LPB
HH ) JE 46 S A4 (MUP90 1) 42 B H Sk , 2538 6 85 31 &2
B DA R IR T O B A R R AR
A 55 ¥y 5 2 75 AR I 25 (root-mean-square deviation,
RMSD) . RMSD AJ LA ) 0] 4 34 T il 25 & 455 =X
MIHE 775 24 RMSD<C2A B, AR R B AF B Zh T T 1%
i PR B &5 A RPY . ff ] Autodock Vina (it A
1.5.6, Molecular Graphics Lab, USA) ¥R & Bt 14l &
F R 2 18] B 25 A 56 R0 052, 78 TR 4R e AR A A AR iR
— AN 4% £ (26.556A%26.556A%26.556A) . AN [ 45
20 2% b9 i 3 4T o HE 48 S AT I Ak, £
St Louis, MO, USA) Hi
Surflex-Dock Screen & 5 #f 417 #& #E Xt #% , & #4047
Cscore B o Xf e 45 R 1T X XH P, ik B 1E
Autodock Vina 1 Sybyl-X i ¥R I K 4 H B4 CAS
5T SE AL S P HEAT PR AN B S 7000 E
1.3.2  BEpH) F R B3 /) 50 2

LA p-NPP A A, 2K FH 43 6 't 3 W 5 41 ] 771
X PLF 0 3R kG IR &R 45 500 uL A PBS
(50 mmol/L, pH 7) ¥ fift ) Jii & ¥ % 24 2 mg/mL (1)
PL F11 000 pL 41 i) 71 (44 52 73 % 10% DMSO) , £
HOEPRNRE AT CTIHE 1 he K50
A 200 pL p-NPP I IF 48 5], QR 4E4E 37 °C T B

Sybyl-X (Tripos Inc.,

BE293H 12024 E8 A | RAE5EMHAZR
20 min. [N 45 5 AE 405 nm M 5E L IE VRO
JE o # A COTHE S PL 01 3 .

Al_Ao
Y={1- %1009 (D
( B]_Bo) /o

AV
Y—PL ] %, %;
A— #7575 PL 2 B )5 JiE % p-NPP 1) W

IR

A,— 0 #1775 PBS K & ¥ p-NPP ) W
R

By—JC il 55 1 AR AR 43 5 10% DMSO ¥ i
5 PL K JEY) p-NPP (1) W% 56 5

B, — A7 1E & B 7 % 10% DMSO ¥ ) K&
PBS I JE ¥ p-NPP [ % i .

PL [ # l 3l 71 % 2 % Wilcox %7 (1 J7 ¥ I
5E o #4500 pL ) PBS(50 mmol/L,pH 7)1 000 pL
P FL 73 $ 10% 1 DMSO ¥ 7 Fl1 200 uL A [8] ¥k &
) p-NP iR & )51, £ 37 °C F % & 20 min J5 I &
TR A YIALE 405 nm AL IR G E o DA p-NP ik B2 #
AR W BE R N AA b 5 25 i) p-NP—WI i FiE b o i
2% . 8 %€ XY p-NPP 13K &£ (6 mmol/L) . 84 PL
JR B (0.5.1.0.2.0.4.0.6.0 mg/mL) ; 5% i & PL
() J5 Bk E (2.0 mg/mL) « B¢ 48 JEE ¥ p-NPP [ 9K &
(2.4.6.8.10 mmol/L) , I 52 7 7 41 ] 751 (i & ¥
F£ 0.5 mg/mL) 5 AN A7 75 1 1) 75 %k 2 s B ) 4 T
R . LR R R VO AL bR, PL 5 & K JE
[CIARE AL bR & B2k . SR 2R vl & o 2k 5 i
JE A 049 ] 90 2 B A T 3 A A5 D) g AN R A
570 BL p-NPP ¥ ¥ 40 9K P 1) 481 30 1/0S T B
L A e <R TN O VA S I N L v
Lineweaver-Burk XU {2 £ il 28 , iR 95 B 2% 5 A2 b5 Fl
HI A2 AL B M Michaelis—Menten 75 F2 1) 7 470 1) 751
X PL 36 S 4 282, L (2O A K (3D s

1K 11 o)
V Vmax [S] Vmax
1 K, (7] 1 1 [71]
—= l+=——)—+ 1+
V Vmax ( Kis ) [ ] Vmax ( Kii ) <3)
X

V—— N & % ,mmol/(L-min) ;

K, — B AR S 3 B A f K S 7 T8 FE — 2 I
1 &Y FE , mmol/L;

Vi B 58 4 4% JEC 4 10 A0 B 1 e B T
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mmol/(L-min) ;

L7]—— 4 5 o7 &k , mg/mL

[ S]——p-NPP V& R A & , mmol/L ;

K—Bg 5 0 ) 7 0 = o R &,
mmol/(L'min);

Ki— MY 5 & W5 0 7)1 il 2s -
4, mmol/(L-min) .

4 K=ooltf, B X B8 5 ) S50 ] ) 2 — &5

B RN TE G I s 24 K=ol , B 5 IR 45 &

Ja 7 R SN EI g5 A BRON e G s 24 KGR
K AN Mool , g Ak 75 4 v ) 20
133 &7kt

1) 3 25 4 #1 « AR 4% PL #0011 771 1 1Cs, HE 42 &5
T 5 & 0 A1) 570 0 4 ] 2R 02 5 AT A R B RO Ry
E, e 5 10 Fl R K 45 EGCG M J &l 2 3 .35
TAH KRB R B FHNER ST R
KILFEZR R, IF 0l a4 8 B~K. BPNHEER
W2 AT K L REIN, K 2 AR Esn . [ 52
A3 o 00 ) R0 ) 5 R AR AR O 0.5 mg/mL, AR 1Cs,
M HESHT PR EBRE. K% KHL,
(2")IEZE B 3% , DL PL 01 il 26 8 4y i )97 AH o

DA HARE R DUE 2 35 1 = R R O Jk
fith, EFEA R E NIRRT E 58 . BLPL
) 224 Sy el N AE o 5l 25 ELAE MR B 3R (OO WA B
(D) T (H) MR 3 (D, 3R F Ly (2D K4 bt
4 IS PR 2 TR A EAE R &R

DA B LT R, FAHNRREER
FH Mg 25, 48 24 9 W B 3%l R RN e A R B, AR
P 1C B AR 3K AW T B IR N
0.5 mg/mL K A [ 751 & Fd bk 6k PL 400 il 2R i 52,
JFi%k W AL L
1.3.4 %%k

S AR AR S0 = 7 VR RS s .
JR RN 0.5 mg/mL 1) PL AR5 A [F) i & K 5
POM R 2 Al B R BB R VR iR
(¥ 77y DMSO) R & , 7 #£ 37 °C T % & 30 min.
2B (RN oA 1B o RN N e s N R === 974
FE 2 (0.06~0.10 mg/mL) A Jii & & f&F 41 (0.01~
0.05 mg/mL) . fE 1 mm K 4% £ J¢ [0l 4 B 280 nm
() R K e S R I K Y L 290~450 nm (1)
PO R B, ORI R IR B YN 5 nme i A
DMSO fE N 2= [ % &, [ Bl & TG PL A7 76 B %

FROHFFE KA IR B B B H0 1 5 64 5 0007 1% B2 0F 14 36 E

001 75 1 5 o6 9E B . i B Stern-Volmer /7 2 (4)
RGN DAY D E R
Fy

7:1+quo[g] (4)
X
Fo—— N AEAE R KRB PL A 5% 6 58 B
F—— {716 A [ 57 & 34 B2 4% K50 I PL I %€ 06

R
K,— %K 20 3, L/mol s
PL RS R ST FH A (L110° ) ;
LO]—¥¢ KF# % ,mol/L .
2t i 5, 5 R K A PL R K AE R
TS K BFKFE PL Z 8 R M 454 5 5
(KD RN &5 & A7 s 30 G 8 3 8 S B K 7 12 (5)

Ty

L
lg[FOI;F}=nga+nlg[Q] (5
e
Fy ANAFAERE KIS PL 206 98 5
F—— A7 16 A [A) Jo1 5 2 48 K A0 I PL A 2% O

5
K,— 44 %%, L/mol;
gE G R AR
[Q]— B KFIHJE ,mol/L.
AFERE TR SIS AG AHAS T HR 5
WA N R C6O)~(8) 5,

n

AG=-RTIn K (6)
A (-
1n(K2)_T‘ T €2
K, R
AH-AG
5= (8)

Ao

AG— H H A7, kI/mol;
R—HAH M4 4,8.314 J/(mol-K) 5
T—RE K

AH— 575 ,kJ/mol;

K—— 254 % %, L/mol;

T,—298 K;

T,—310K;

K,——298 K T 145 & H %, L/mol;
K,——310 K F 1454 % %2, L/mol;
AS—J# 7 , J/mol.
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135 T
{55 F Pymol A4 43 3l A= Bt 2 26 A R VR
BRER EWE T AMBRSPLIE G,
FIH LIGPLOT #k 47 £ &, f v B % JE R Bk 5% () 4
55 WA 2 18] B B B K A B AR R 3 A AR
HAEH 71, DLk — B Hk 5 4 458 PL 5 /N4 1
A5 W) 2 TR AT B8 AR B0 R S M A B4 RS
13.6 %it B #7

Fr A W5 35 347 3 IR E B, 4§ A Origin 2018
FI Microsoft Excel 2019 #F 17 4t it 2% 4r #7 , 1 H]
lg-Probit T+ 5 1Cy, 45 R K 75 - Y 1H 5 4 % .
% F] IBM SPSS Statistics 21 %4 i # 95 3k 47 . A
E 72 (ANOVA) , P<0.05 N2 5F B3 .
2 #iRS5vw
2.1 [ERLTFIE

ILPB K 5 it & (MUP901) {f ] Autodock
Vina fl Sybyl-X # X} # J5 , RMSD 43 5l v 1.889 4A
AT 1518 7A, U BH 3 1 Fft 3 A #45 R 852 4 by ¥ 1%
P A4 5 ot A 1 &6 A 1

s R LA B FSFC-6 20 v 7 /> R
7, B K TR 2 L A TR S L VRRT G BR R
KRG FE CEBR, KA i K& LK &Y
B &5 b it K . Autodock Vina #] fiii F1 Sybyl-X &
7 0 J5 RO 3T o BOUE WK 1. BB SR AL A b ot B
R B UF ) g Al R T, L 7E Autodock Vina H Y
B AK 45 A BE N -41.84 kJ/mol, 7E Sybyl-X H & 4y
N 8.51(Cscore Ny 5) . i IAb A W AE P Bl K AF
)R ILA BT 2 %, Autodock Vina X} % Bl i I
[ A& 4 B 15 2 7 X VII (Autodock Vina H ¢ i€ 45
4 B8N -41.42 kI/moD) , 1fil 7E Sybyl-X H (1] & 4 Ky
6.18(Cscore A 3) . B rfv 1) 32 1 5 B A 75 +E B
T 22 WL AH ML, 7E Autodock Vina 77 [ B 1K 45 & fE
4y H N -38.91 kJ/mol A1-35.56 kJ/mol, 7E Sybyl-
X Y 4 4 AN 6.65 Al 6.42 (Cscore #B N 4) .
TEX R RUBI, ERE XM EDEA
TEAE [ PL 0I5 M, D8 b A Rk R IX 31 Al Ak &
W HEAT A A B )R
22 MAMGIEREHE

TEMNAR 6 5T B9 T 5 31 Ak A 4 1 S o e e
PL B A #HI/ER , W& 2. B CoQ9 Ml s A -18 18 4L
A1, oA Ak A Pt PL (0 1) 50 SR 1 52 751 o 4K

BEE293H1 2024 £ 8 A | RREEYBARFER

PE(P<0.05). Hit ¢ 2% .EGCG. SRR « 7 Hi 2 ¢ . Y
FERE T AR R AT T P R L e A
UK R X PLA A 2 25 KT 90%, 1M 6-32 ) L J&
R 1Lt 2% 1 1R 40 1) 26 35 /N T 50% . 6-Z2 B AE 43 T
Xof B2 AR AR50 o ¥ RILAAE . 1l A3y T g 2 A
N3 6 BV B2 R il 7 PR ) 5 B0 T I 2
Ll 2% Py o & R S AE 100 pg/mL I RE VA VR
T 17 FAL A P 1C5/h T 1000 pg/mL, 11 Fi ik &
PIHIICsfE 1 000~5 000 pg/mL, 1] 6-32 /) (K 1C5, N
(7046.13+322.59) pg/mL, /5 FM < 1l 22 1) () 1C, K
T 10 mg/mL. 1E A PH M %5 1 i B ] =] 4, %5 PL 1
B K 4 2 N (99.93+0.21)% , 1Cs, A (33.92+
1.22) pg/mL. &7 CoQI9MEGCG AL, H Atk &4
F10) 00 1) 2850 SRR B B 2 B R m A 55 . B BE Q 2
— RN TR E Y, 2 TR R AR AR
() BE ¥ M K 4y . 25 A A B B T R B
CoQOXT NI P Bz 40 M S8 AL i 1 B Tip Al iz 5
PE R, T i o8 47 47 2 S B RIS S O U
CoQO i -2 F TR 77 O M i 1 — Rl 245 ik
I 45 IR, CoQO 7E A IR N 100 pg/mL B, Xf
PL ) 400 &l 2 ik B T (86.26+£3.030% , F & T
CoQO M1 i&H P I B8 . Martinez-Gonzalez 5% LL #5¢
T BN 4 Fh By S5 Ak A P Qo R R X A TR A
Fe = RO X PL 1 41 18 FH , R B Y & 2
B 5 B0 ), H1Cs, N (6.1£2.4) pmol/L.
4b, Kawaguchi 20 % 91 5 I At 3 Fh A A 25 35 i
B TG, B R R B A R PLOAI IR, 3 1C,
N 32 pg/mL.

p-NP [P b5 il 26 75 224 y=5.831 7x +0.043 4,
R=0.999 8. fEA [A 5T & ET 31 ML &Y AF
T I i J57 52 AR 5 AR I T 6 (1) 400 A oty e o i R
R EATET S . M Lineweaver-Burk Kl 15 £
THExIE Py 75 26 = RBR A EE = RPRAHAS
(1 B 2R 2L, AT LUIE IS Vs Ko Koo K 1 38 980K 21 17
A W %t Bl A0 A 278 . 31 R Ak & P PL R A0 1
B FEALHE  Sa G I AR A L R S
G GRE P -AEE P EAH GRS AT S
PE - 58 G P, UL AR 2. 7E B A AR
W, PL Y K, N (2.9340.17) mmol/L, Vi N (9.48+
0.27) pmol/(L-min) . %% J5 B2 « BAL 2 08 B 1 .
FILA Z 1L Z Wy MR 2 L T R PLOR A A
& T 58 S VA, Vi A2 K 38 K, SR 1
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Table I Molecular docking ranking scoring data
A/ ES| & 4 7 Autodock Vina 25 & fg/(kJ/mol) Sybyl-X i 4> Sybyl-X Cscore
il B -41.84 8.51 5
UNZE S -40.58 4.05 4
EGCG -40.58 6.13 4
T B A -40.17 6.81 5
w25, -37.66 5.19 5
(H-JLFEER -37.24 5.68 2
EAGES Wi % -36.82 4.39 4
WA -35.98 5.08 4
T -35.56 7.77 5
FILER -35.56 4.47 3
it e % -35.15 5.06 5
57 Wi R -33.47 4.55 4
6- 2219 -30.54 7.02 4
L IR B X VI ~41.42 6.18 3
ANZ 1 Re -37.66 5.32 4
i T A -33.47 4.36 5
RIS -30.96 5.49 4
(e
s A N T -30.96 3.65 4
iR -30.12 8.10 5
S -P AL B -27.20 6.07 3
el -25.10 7.23 3
S 5 B -38.91 6.65 4
£ )
VG FE -35.56 6.42 4
- NS -39.33 5.38 5
CoQY -29.29 10.30 4
AT -35.98 8.04 5
VNIEES
JE Kb Ty -35.56 6.12 3
LA TE I WA AT -35.56 6.54 3
T 12 R IR -33.05 4.11 4
A= e -32.22 6.00 3
JEERE -31.80 8.89 4
Mk 2
B =] At -28.03 7.80 4
il 77 2 AR ¥ p-NPP 5 PL W0 P A7 ki 45 &, AT iR 5 B e 3 400 ot 591) 1 0 0K 2, HL 386 e ) ik

BEL 1b il 8 A0 IR o s G 1 A0 ) 2 5 2 B R IR
FEE ) 8 W), v 9K FE R IR 2 B AR A A, =
TR EIER . p-A% PR FETFH AR
B VB V4EA R BRI TR GE G I Ve
B AIG L Ko, BEAR, M 75 224 5 Wl 5] I A A2, 490 o
T 5 B - IR 2 A4S T RS - I A - 0 )
RIS A, T ARG 10 9E 1% . EGCG & i i 2
TR AN B TR R A R T AR S A
BT Vi B S Ko A7 AE 55 5 00 1) 5500 T 8 ) 400

JEE S £ T AR 4000 1) 750 0F il 1) 000 1) 2 2R EGCG A2
— b g B 1 R 55 G PL SR, BT 5 PLA RS
PEAL 45 A, A 248 PL X W) p-NPP [ 35 Al 77 .
K A K B0 i B g 5 400 1) 77 25 5 15 B .
23 EXER.

HIEAZ IR I A5 £ 25 B B2 EH YR
RN R EE MR (P<0.05), (E A H 0 Fike
B AER N EGCG. 7 A - 1 L i F Al 3 R A1
FILF R (P<0.05), T 2570 8 2 16 A 1 B2 =
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F2 PLFHEIRE R &AME R ME s HF 5T

Table 2 Half maximal inhibitory concentration, maximum inhibition rate, and inhibition kinetics statistics of compounds in

inhibiting PL

o - ICy,/ PN Vinax! K./ K/ K/
(ug/mL) M /%  [umol/(L-mind)]  (mmol/L)  [mmol/(L-min)] [mmol/(L-min)]
T 9.48+0.027 2.93+0.17 — —
SR R 570.34+8.02 99.36+0.87 9.48+0.11 3.87+0.06 4.38+0.19
BRI 3103.11£167.71 62.64+2.36 9.490.36 4.82+0.27 2.65+0.08
e Y 1 785.24+£26.91 83.34+2.16 9.52+0.37 5.23+0.14 1.04+0.03
SE MRSl RILER 156.17£13.65 72.29+1.69 9.59+0.16 5.84+0.13 1.74+0.07 %
1l 2T 1 800 884.69£90.49 29.42+1.30 9.44+0.23 6.78+0.23 1.33+0.11
Hik i 2 34.24+0.51 99.60+0.46 9.58+0.12 7.99+0.07 0.96+0.09
T 75.73+3.77 95.60+0.96 9.59+0.13 23.06+0.16 0.12+0.01
B-HE N E 3545.92+121.40  53.34+2.20 2.48+0.24 0.76+0.08 0.33+0.02
T T 3724.57£143.67  57.45+2.00 4.17+0.23 1.30+0.09 0.74+0.02
S5 G
A NS 66.96+6.37 97.60+1.99 6.41+0.19 1.98+0.11 o 3.65+0.26
i 3939.29+104.10  55.00+1.33 8.10+0.17 2.51+0.08 9.93+0.34
YERE 1 483.02+18.52 67.64+1.59 8.19+0.15 2.53+0.09 7.40+0.33
EGCG 18.53+0.86 99.60+0.67 3.86+0.16 2.88+0.04 0.75+0.08 0.75+0.08
LT W A 2 655.04+27.48 61.48+0.92 6.72+0.11 2.93+0.11 1.58+0.21 1.58+0.21
Ak 38 4
061 E A 16 925.62+1 696.47  36.45+1.46 5.66+0.26 2.89+0.46 2.79+0.24 2.79+0.24
il 1 P iR 80.51+1.62 92.88+1.89 8.80+0.23 3.08+0.27 30.30+1.64 30.30+1.64
btk R 2 453.12+25.10 65.97+0.58 9.30+0.10 2.98+0.22 63.79+2.93 63.79+2.93
R 37.57+3.52 60.17+1.02 3.27+0.26 3.28+0.06 1.00+0.31 1.19+0.26
S i £ 70.53+1.40 79.56+2.16 2.14+0.027 3.51+0.19 0.29:+0.01 0.36+0.02
Wit 2 166.81+4.67 76.86+2.93 7.37£0.25 3.62+0.21 2.66+0.37 5.51+0.34
%T‘_%%@ 75 45 B 45 1 363.96+14.81 98.40+1.83  4.99+0.19 3.96+0.09 0.55+0.09 0.97£0.07
i NS 189.60+2.53 86.79+1.04 4.70+0.018 4.68+0.06 0.83+0.13 1.82+0.21
(=LA E 915.33+12.16 77.62+2.29 6.76+0.31 5.04+0.14 1.15+0.32 4.03+0.47
BT 1 065.39+12.10 69.37+1.93 3.41£0.27 13.29+0.16 0.10+0.27 0.63+0.06
[y 3 465.97+249.51 55.53+1.89 3.32+0.26 1.43+0.21 4.45+0.37 0.94+0.05
6-Z: T 7046.13£322.59  47.86+0.45 1.13+0.11 1.45+0.18 0.57+0.07 0.24+0.06
Tl 3 50.73+1.64 87.41+1.96 4.91+0.23 1.98+0.11 2.82+0.23 0.93+0.19
{iﬁ%jpﬁ 4 CoQ9 0.53+0.36 86.26+3.03 5.45+0.32 2.24+0.23 1.92+0.21 0.85+0.19
M NSRBI Re 185.75+8.37 83.22+2.67 1.23+0.29 2.37+0.31 0.10+0.06 0.08+0.07
WA AT 58.11+6.30 86.72+1.81 5.58+0.26 2.52+0.19 2.38+0.21 1.56+0.24
i e H 89.13+2.68 98.67+2.28 5.3240.32 2.54+0.14 1.98+0.09 1.38+0.06

b B2 FE TR S M B A (P>0.05) % TG B E E
FH B 3X 4 Fp 32 25 0] DL R8K AR N 25 F,
3. A ARG 45 B LR 4,48 5 & A
S MR A R E R EEE T (P<0.05), M T B R
& FUE FH (P<0.05) , H 5 5 it Bz e 15 B /E H (P<
0.05), 7 T FlAth Je # ol Re 3 #5 HUAE A (H 45 A .

#(P>0.05)

7l & A A R B 45 R L SR 5~6, Hoh F1K1C313
D3 %F PL A 4 ) 26 f i, (R 38 R W b 4
GoFmEd AR, YA P AR K
ENN 7SN NS R I Sl
FE 3525 0.5 mg/mL, H % 4 5 BI4R By 70 15:
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Table 3  Analysis table of main drugs by the orthogonal f-value method
P 7l A YI%
B C D E F G H 1 J K

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 14.81
2 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 41.44
3 1 1 2 2 2 1 1 1 2 2 2 57.46
4 1 2 1 2 2 1 2 2 1 1 2 42.75
5 1 2 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 2 1 57.61
6 1 2 2 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 1 31.29
7 2 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 2 1 75.46
8 2 1 2 1 2 2 2 1 1 1 2 18.68
9 2 1 1 2 2 2 1 2 2 1 1 40.82
10 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 2 2 1 2 26.43
11 2 2 1 2 1 2 1 1 1 2 2 50.03
12 2 2 1 1 2 1 2 1 2 2 1 93.72
ml 40.89%  41.44% 47.26% 42.12% 3991% 51.77% 41.19% 44.33%  43.22% 29.13% 52.29%

m2 50.85% 50.31% 44.49% 49.63% 51.84% 39.98% 50.56% 47.42%  48.53%  62.62% 39.46%

R -0.60 -0.53 0.17 -0.45 -0.72 0.71 -0.56 -0.18 -0.32 -2.01 0.77

P * 0.479 0.063 * * * 0.431 0.182 * *

FEm L AKE A VI Y BUE AR BL 6 sm2 RoK-F o 2 0, YEAE (K R ER LL 6 R A 22 5 # 3R 0 P<0. 05 K AT B 2% 25 5

R4 EXMEEBALHEEMERE
Table 4 Adjuvant interaction table by orthogonal 7-value method
o= Y/%
C D HI H DI DH 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 54.89

2 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 78.77

3 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 44.39

4 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 89.40

5 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 13.33

6 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 71.54

7 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 6.13

8 2 2 1 2 1 1 2 31.55

ml 66.86% 54.63% 42.84% 29.68% 50.59% 47.29% 55.49%

m2 30.64% 42.87% 54.66% 67.82% 46.91% 50.21% 42.01%

R 0.36 0.12 -0.12 -0.38 0.04 -0.03 0.13

P wk * * *k 0.427 0.528 wE

W am 1 R AKSE N VB, YU AR BL65m2 R K-F o 2 B, YA I A BR DL 65 R Ml 2 s * R IR P<0. 05 /KF LA &35 % 57 s %+ 3R IR P<0. 01

KBRS

6:17:5 I, X PL {1 41 fil] #3X 3] (98.79+2.46) % «
T 24 4 5 R R E N 0.5 mg/mL i, BLR) =] A
X PL M #00 1 3R N (94.33£1.92)% , #it I & AN
(94.66+1.61)% , 5 it J H 2~ (93.85+1.62)% , K JE
TR N (94.5242.18) % , Hill J H 4 (83.94+1.44)%,
Wit & N (76.86£2.93)% . WRIGIEW , B A/ )5

A RE A7 AE P 5] RLRE, A8 525 T J7 % PL I 0 1) 2%
RRTEMEY .
2.4 RASE

PL i1 T &4 (0% B2 (Trp) % 28R (Tyr) A1 2 7
Z TR (Phe) , K b B WIEPER 6. Horr, Trp XJ 2%
o 8 5T ik B K H AR Tyr, 1M Phe 1 24 6 % 55, Tyr
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Table 5 Factor and level table of dose optimization
S
K
F K C 1 D
1 70 147 30 84 45
2 94 196 40 112 59
3 141 293 60 168 89

A1 Trp B %€ 06 0 32 24 b £ 313 nm A1 350 nm fff
PP TR AN [ T 5 R R (MR R 3R A R A R
i E AR AER T PLI R I RO
PRI G, W 1. Bl X S b & P i &K 1) 1
I, PL AR %€ ' i B 328 8 6k 555, 3R W 3K 5 P Ak & )
5 PLAS & SR T HAER S, B M s g 7 PL 1 H
GRS g5 2.0 Pl A AR A5 L 4
i 790 5 Wl 45 A 5 2 5 BUR A RO AR AL A

BEE293H1 2024 £ 8 A | RREEYBARFER

(1) 45 F4 A8 45K 1, AT BEAR T B VS 77 . AR Stern-—
Volmer 75 F& , 7£ 298 K #1310 K %4~ , 5 ik &4
(1) Fo/F 5[ Q17 I & [l & 2 26 X R, H K i
KF2.00x10" L/(mol-s) , & B EA15 PL 145 & #8
BT AR, LET. £310K F,K & KF
1.00x10° L/mol. [RIIF, B 35 i B2 () b T K 3800, Ui
S EGMEPLMG GHRNER HHEDH
— NG AR

AR R IR T,AG N GE R 5 Mtk &9
REEH KM PLE & AH N IEE B EAIN S & 2
— AR R I T R A R TX SR &
HPLME G, X5 KB NES —SLHAHS ASTH
IEAH R A B KAME 7R IX 2 4b 59 5 PL &S & bl 32
SAEHRY . BiAKAE 2 BT K K 2 A Rl A
2%, T BB K FE AR R M AR ) RE B 0N R Ak
BB B TR P S PR K AE LA R G L 45 R R R

Fo EXHEEFEMUR

Table 6 Dose optimization table by the orthogonal #-value method

. 5N
ETRS) el L]l Y/%
Fl1 K1 3 3 D3

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 87.67
2 1 1 2 2 3 3 2 97.40
3 1 2 1 3 3 2 3 98.44
4 1 2 3 1 2 3 4 0.68
5 1 3 2 3 2 1 5 56.91
6 1 3 3 2 1 2 6 98.06
7 2 1 1 3 2 3 6 96.61
8 2 1 3 1 3 2 5 0.34
9 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 74.17
10 2 2 3 3 1 1 2 92.46
11 2 3 1 2 3 1 4 56.99
12 2 3 2 1 1 3 3 0.69
13 3 1 2 3 1 2 4 94.35
14 3 1 3 2 2 1 3 84.49
15 3 2 1 2 1 3 5 0.81
16 3 2 2 1 3 1 6 29.73
17 3 3 1 1 2 2 2 0.68
18 3 3 3 3 3 3 1 88.09
ml 73.19% 76.81% 56.87% 19.97% 62.34% 68.04% 41.66%

m2 53.54% 49.38% 58.88% 68.65% 52.26% 61.01% 31.76%

m3 49.69% 50.24% 60.69% 87.81% 61.83% 47.38% 30.60%

R 0.24 0.27 0.04 0.68 0.10 0.21 0.11

P * * 0.821 * 0.360

VE :m 1 AT 9 VI YEUE AR BL 65 m2 oK1 2 16, Y B BORTBR BA 65m3 K7y 31 Y BB AT ER LA 65 R i 22 ; *3&R P<0. 057K

FERREER.
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3000 - 3000 - 3000 - 3000 - 3000 -
0 mg/mL 0 mg/mL 0 mg/mL 0 mg/mL
| 0.01 mg/mL | 0.06 mg/mL | ! / | 0.01 mg/mL | 0 mg/mL
2500 0.02 mg/mL 2500 0.07 mg/mL 2500 gg; ::E/i:t 2500 0.02 mg/mL 2500 0.01 mg/mL,
0.03 mg/mL 0.08 mg/mL 0.03 mg/mL 0.03 mg/mL 0.02 mg/mL
2000 0.04 mg/mL 2000 b 0.09 mg/mL 2000 b 0.04 mg/mL 2000 b 0.04 mg/mL 2000 b 0.03 mg/mL
0.05 mg/mL 0.10 mg/mL 0.05 mg/mL 0.05 mg/mL 0.04 mg/mL,
B it ¢ = Bt = N ] S = 0.08 miml.
£ 1500 £ 1500 £ 1500 £ 1500 £ 1500 paties
#® ® ® ® £
1000 1000 1000 1000 1000
500 500 500 500 500
e W S
P e e R | 0 P e e e = P S e e |
29()3]()12()15()17()2‘)(14]()42()45() 290310330350370390410430450 290310330350370390410430450 290310330350370390410430450 290310330350370390410430450
WA/nm /)x {&/nm WK mm WA/nm
(b) 298 KIM, Al 4 R i) NS S RN (d) 298 KM, S HE AR R (¢) 298 KIM, Wt 21 R 1)
PLIEE G PLISE G PLAEE
2500 2500 2500 2500 2500 =
0 mg/mL 0 mg/mL " 0 mg/mL
2000 |- 0.01 mg/mL 2000 0.06 mg/mL 2000 ::;:]lbl/::;l/‘lnL 2000 - 0.01 mg/ml 2000 :: ::]g/ml'
0.02 mg/mL 0.07 mg/mL 0.02 mg/mL 0.02 mg/mL .01 mg/mL
0.03 mg/mL 0.08 mg/mL 0,03 mg/mL 0.03 mg/mL 0.02 mg/mL
0.04 mg/mL 0.09 mg/mL 0.04 mg/mL 0.04 mg/mL 0.03 mg/mL
w1500 005 mgmL & 1500 0.10mgmL g 1500 005 mgmr, 2 1O F 005 mgmL s 1500 0.4 1"1.4;1“::
! %3 = Y¥ # g 3 L o5 .05 mg/m!
= il i % " i o KRR B St 1 " s
® 1 000 i 1000 i) 1000 ® 1 000 i 1000
500 500 500 500 500
0 L1 1 0 ey 1 P R T s | Y A= = T T e e |
290310330350370 390410430450 290310330350370390410430450 290110mzsm7m9<14104w4so 290310330350370 390410430450 290310330350370390410430450
Pete/mm P /nm Pete/mm Ve Ke/mm
() 310 KA, HiH % ZAE TR I (2) 310 KIN, fill S 47 R 1 (h) 310 KN, AJRHZFEAEH T (i) 310 K, S HFE AR () 310 KN, BotE /e R i
PLE 61 PLIE G PLIE G PLYIG PLIEN G
¢ JE S U 4 Ay 4 1 R A B 7O B
B 1 PL5 B R Z R E &7 A A 06y 58 8 ki
Fig. 1 Fluorescence spectra of PL in the presence of different mass concentrations of inhibitors
#z7 PLEWEZ MEE ABERZ BWEE MERE298KMIIOK T K K. nMHRTZESH
Table 7 K, K,, n, and thermodynamic parameters for interactions between PL and quercetin, naringin, luteolin, isoquercitrin, and
myricetin at 298 K and 310 K
R REK  KJ/(x10”L/(mol-s)) n K,/(x10° L/mol) AH/(kJ/moD) AG/(kJ/mol) AS/(J/Cmol-K))
q a
298 4.90+0.10 1.16+0.09 1.69+0.16 -29.82+1.85 560.39+1.73
Hit B 2 137.17+7.25
310 3.80+0.07 1.44+0.09 14.40+0.15 -36.55+2.05 560.40+1.71
298 0.63+0.04 1.14+0.07 0.01+0.07 -17.13+1.71 1 642.64+2.01
il B ¥ 472.37£11.05
310 1.00£0.05 1.61£0.08 16.20+0.09 -36.84+1.96 1 642.66+2.09
298 4.40+0.12 1.17+0.15 1.73+0.25 -29.88+1.04 449.26+1.93
N S 104.00+2.52
310 4.10+0.08 1.37+0.03 8.78+0.05 -35.27+2.11 449.27+£1.91
298 2.20+0.09 1.01£0.07 0.007 0+0.000 2 -16.38+0.95 1 808.33+£0.90
M B 522.50+4.67
310 1.40+0.08 1.53+0.40 26.10+0.95 -38.08+1.17 1 808.35+0.83
298 2.70+0.13 1.08+0.06 0.45+0.02 -26.56+0.92 385.47+0.41
LSS 88.31+2.81
310 1.30+0.07 1.30+0.14 1.80+0.12 -31.19+1.04 385.49+0.42

'f@:%?‘%%%,%éﬁﬁﬁﬂi’fl‘ﬂ%*@ﬁ%%%%
X A LS 7 1o e 45 R AT L BRI .
25 SFMNEHEEER

4R 18 , PL 55 H A I 7 g 5<% B A [R] £/ B
T 22 5 R (Ser) 152- 41 2 B2 (His) 263- K & & &
(Asp) 176 FIMEAL = e ARDY . BRI =] fib J@ 1t 5
B [F] ) Bk AH TR Bon 1 5 PL SR &5 &
77 BRI F] Ath 1) N TR A R S R N B A S ik

A& R (Phe) 77 His151.Ser152. fifi & iz (Pro) 180.
R &R (Arg) 256 FE BRSNS ke o< B /E ™.
B B Atk i o 5 05 D5 B s R AL AU Ser152 LA 45
A B RE V2 % B 5 PL 1 AR & PR AL S
JE I 4 A SR A0 B T o MR A R VR R
T ML M R S PL R R A RUAE AR
LB 2, Phe77 1 Phe215 % B 54 B 28 Ml B2 K
B R M R AR B K A ELAE A, Asp79.His151

A

WO HNT
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I Ser152 FEHX SHLEVIE A H, ML
VI $2 S AR 5 PL g AL s R I A
His263 F 2@ i 54L& 1) 05 &= 4 n-n 3
I, I 5 20 43 7 AR H e A LR LR AR R R A

o o %):‘::wm
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BE23 82024 £ 8 B | RMEEVEARER

GEk . BLAL AR R SRR B L e 5 His263 TE K
BT . Sk o, BR AL = X AR Ah , Phe77.
Asp79.Phe215. Tyr114 Fll His151 t 7€ 1k & 9 41
PL T R 3%E T EEAEH .
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Fig.2

3 i

gE AT ELE LI IE 5 R A58, O I H 31
Fiib &9, Hod A 28 Mot PL B 40 i % KT 50%,
Hor 17 A IC, ik F 1 000 pg/mL, 11 Fh 1Cs, 1K T
100 pg/mL. ICs &% /M I 46 & 9 /2 4 B Q9 M
(0.53+£0.36) pg/mL. 7EJf &K N 100 pg/mL B,
X PLFA 40 1) 26 7T 3k (86.26+3.03)% . J 2B A
AU A AT SR S R B T M P R R 1C 5 7
/NTF 100 pg/mL, H ¢ T &A1 %7 PL (1 4E F i 98 8%
ARG 45 RO KSR PL I 7 $E AL T KB R AT
LY i . BN Bh J) 2 BoR e AT S Fha]
S ANGI R, B EAR (R E AT,
RN R B R AR A M R R
B AU B . M ERE N 0.5 mg/mL, H %4

Interaction between PL and different compounds in 2D

SRR L N 70150601705 I, H Ak Rk B T
(98.79+2.46)% , R T —H 3. BT
SHik &Y B RS RS K PL B [ A 5%
), 5 PL G VEAL 5 (1) Phe77 A Phe215 7= 2E i
KA HAE . 5 Asp79. His151 #1 Serl152 7= 4 4
5 His263 24 il 18, UL 5 His263 il =
R G . 58T, VF 2 KRR & W B R K
fiie, A L 5 I e R AR B 2 TR AR B A
Rk — DA 9.
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