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Abstract: The cutaneous delivery route currently accounts for almost 10% of all administered drugs
and it is becoming more common. Chemical penetration enhancers (CPEs) increase the transport
of drugs across skin layers by different mechanisms that depend on the chemical nature of the
penetration enhancers. In our work, we created a chemical penetration enhancer database (CPE-DB)
that is, to the best of our knowledge, the first CPE database. We collected information about known
enhancers and their derivatives in a single database, and classified and characterized their molecular
diversity in terms of scaffold content, key chemical moieties, molecular descriptors, etc. CPE-DB
can be used for virtual screening and similarity search to identify new potent and safe enhancers,
building quantitative structure–activity relationship (QSAR) and quantitative structure–property
relationship (QSPR) models, and other machine-learning (ML) applications for the prediction of
biological activity.

Keywords: chemical penetration enhancers; database; stratum corneum; transdermal drug delivery;
skin penetration

1. Introduction

In the last few years, the number of curated open chemical databases has increased [1].
Computer-aided approaches for drug discovery are productively used for searching for
novel potent compounds with biological activity. Additionally, there are databases that
include formulations and additional components in pharmaceutical and cosmetics prod-
ucts, e.g., Formulus® by CAS [2]. The cutaneous delivery route currently accounts for
8.70% of active compounds and it is becoming more common [3]. There exist several
possible pathways for the skin permeation of active compounds, including intracellular
penetration across the corneocytes of the stratum corneum (SC), permeation through the
SC intercellular space, and incidental permeation through hair follicles, sebaceous, and/or
sweat glands [4]. In this paper, we focus on the systematization of substances used for
transdermal drug delivery (TDD), the method of drug delivery based on applying drug
formulations onto intact and healthy skin [4]. There are different approaches that are used
in TDD to penetrate the skin barrier: physical (e.g., iontophoresis, sonophoresis, electropo-
ration, microfabricated microneedles), chemical (use of penetration enhancers), and the
use of carriers (vesicles and micro/nanoparticles) [5]. Only a small part of compounds
with particular physicochemical characteristics can sufficiently cut across the epidermal
barriers and, in the case of medications spreading with the bloodstream, eventually reach
subdermal tissue [6]. Chemical penetration enhancers (CPE) improve the transportation of
other compounds across the skin layers. They achieve their effect by a number of mech-
anisms that depend on the chemical nature of a particular CPE [5–10]. Recently, it was
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demonstrated that combinations of CPEs can be designed with the desired enhancement
value and cause less irritation to the skin [11]. Experimentally searching for such peculiar
combinations is time-consuming, and benefits from high-throughput screening [11] and/or
theoretical models.

The objective of this work is to create a chemical penetration enhancer database
(CPE-DB), the first compound database of CPEs. We collected information about known
enhancers and their derivatives in a single database, and classified and characterized their
molecular diversity in terms of scaffold content, key chemical moieties, and molecular
descriptors. The compound database is available at http://intbio.org/cpedb/.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. CPE Database Collection

The database was manually assembled on the basis of an extensive literature search
(Figure 1). For searching, we used the following sources:

• PubMed (https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/) for articles, books, and other
literature sources;

• PubChem (https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/) for structural information and triv-
ial names;

• CAS (https://www.cas.org/) for CAS ID;
• DrugBank (https://go.drugbank.com) for compound status as a drug; and
• DrugInfo database (https://druginfo.nlm.nih.gov/drugportal/) for substances used

as surface-active agents.
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The main used publication was [12], and several papers describing different CPEs and
their derivatives [13–26]. The full list of literature sources for each compound is available
at http://intbio.org/cpedb/.

2.2. Scaffold Content and Classification

We identified the most frequent scaffolds in the compound database with scaffold-
content analysis; this approach also helps to find new potent scaffolds [27]. The most
frequent core molecular scaffolds were calculated as described by Bemis and Murcko [28]
using the tools available in RDKit [29]. In this approach, the core scaffold was obtained by
successively removing the side chains of molecules. We also used DataWarrior software [30]
to classify substances by the number of functional groups in the molecules: aromatic
rings, sp3 atoms, amides, amines, alkyl amines, aromatic amines, aromatic nitrogens,
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basic nitrogens, and acidic oxygens. In order to generate a visual representation of the
chemical space of CPE-DB, principal-component analysis (PCA) was applied to the Morgan
fingerprint representation of compounds in the database generated using RDKit [31,32].

2.3. Molecular Properties and Descriptors

All compounds included in CPE-DB were characterized by calculating the physico-
chemical properties: molecular weight (MW), octanol/water partition coefficient (logP),
topological surface area (TPSA), number of rotatable bonds (RB), number of H-bond donor
atoms (HBD) and H-bond acceptor atoms (HBA), number of aromatic rings, and the total
number of ring systems. Analysis was performed using RDKit [29]. The OCHEM service
was used [33] to evaluate an additional set of 499 descriptors by ChemAxon [27], which
can be downloaded directly from Supplementary Materials for further analysis (Table S2).

3. Results and Discussion

The motivation behind the creation of a CPE database was to provide an open re-
source for researchers who are interested in quick access to the results of experiments and
information about enhancers. As a result, a platform of known CPEs and their physico-
chemical properties was developed. The website contains a comprehensive profile of each
compound, including its skin permeability coefficient logKp (if available), its molecular
descriptors, and its current drug status. Figure 1 represents a visual overview of their
content, data sources, and user-directed exploration within CPE-DB.

3.1. CPE-DB Structure and Content

The CPE-DB was manually established from the literature search as described in
Section 2 (Figure 1). The total number of compounds currently included in the database
is 649.

As the measure of human skin permeability coefficients, skin permeability coefficient
logKp was provided in CPE-DB, where Kp defines the rate of penetration across the stratum
corneum (usually measured in cm/h). This value is commonly used to quantitatively describe
the transport of chemical compounds in the most external epidermal layer and it indicates
the degree of skin absorption. The values of Kp and logKp were taken from the EDETOX
database [34] and additional papers comprising lists of tested compounds [22,35,36]. For
some substances, there were different Kp values available in the EDETOX database. In
this case, data obtained for human samples were prioritized over other organisms. When
several alternative values were present for human samples, we provided the average value
in the database. When no data for human samples were available, we provided data for
other organisms. In each case, the original data could be tracked down by the provided
literature references.

Taken together, the fraction of compounds in CPE-DB annotated with logKp ex-
ceeded 170 CPEs (about 25% of the total number of compounds in the database). This
makes CPE-DB the largest dataset of CPE permeability coefficients to date for building
quantitative structure–activity relationship (QSAR) models and other machine learning
(ML) applications.

3.2. CPEs: Mechanisms of Action and Chemical Diversity

CPEs are a chemically diverse group of compounds [4,37–40]. Their mechanisms of
action are different and depend on the nature of the compound. According to [38], there are
four main types of enhancers that can interact with the SC: (1) CPEs that cause swelling and
increase the hydration of SC by denaturing or modifying the conformation of SC keratin
(e.g., water, DMSO); (2) CPEs that affect desmosomes, specialized protein complexes
responsible for cohesion between corneocytes (e.g., amino acid-based transdermal CPEs);
(3) CPEs that lower the barrier resistance of lipid bilayers by affecting lipid domains (e.g.,
oleic acid and Azone®); (4) CPEs that alter the solvent nature of the SC by affecting the
partitioning of active compounds or of a cosolvent into the tissue (e.g., pyrrolidones). The
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main criteria for CPEs [38,41] can be formulated as follows: (1) they should lack toxicity,
should not cause irritations and/or allergic effects, and have no pharmacological activity;
(2) their activity and the duration of action should be predictable and reproducible at
the same time; (3) CPEs should promote permeability only in one direction, i.e., they
should promote the transport of therapeutic agents into the body but prevent the loss of
endogenous materials; (4) upon the withdrawal of CPEs from skin, its barrier properties
should restore quickly and utterly; (5) they should be cosmetically appliable with a proper
skin feel. The classification of CPE substances can differ depending on their mechanism of
action, chemical structure, or both. We divided all enhancers in our database by chemical
class combined further into groups that are typically used for the CPE classification and
can be found elsewhere [12,40,42]. Thus, there are 6 groups of compounds in CPE-DB, and
each group includes up to 10 classes of CPEs (Table 1, Figure 2).

Table 1. Structure and classification of molecules in CPE-DB.

Group Name Total Number of
Compounds Classes and Number of Compounds

Alcohols and polyols 62 Alcohol (37), polyol (25)
data

Lactams and their analogs 278
Azepane (21), azone other (34), caprolactam (57), morpholine (44),
piperazine (25), piperidine (12), piperidone (19), pyrrolidine (7),

pyrrolidone (49), succinimide (10)

Esters and ethers 53 Ester (31), ether (22)

Surfactants 39 Surfactant (39)

Fatty acids, terpenes, steroids 112 Fatty acid (31), terpene (67), steroid (14)

Miscellaneous 105 Amino acid (8), aliphatic misc. (41), aromatic misc. (54), inorganic
misc. (2)

Here, the division of CPEs by chemical class has some empirical aspects. Most of
the compounds have several functional groups, and, on this basis, can belong to multiple
classes; however, we focus on traditional and literature-based classification. In order to
ameliorate this limitation, several tags were added for each compound allowing for a quick
search: amides, amines, alkyl amines, aromatic amines, aromatic nitrogens, basic nitrogens,
acidic oxygens. Additionally, one can search for a specific ring scaffold using its SMILES
representation/trivial name.

Chemical-diversity analysis of CPEs was performed with PCA on the basis of molecu-
lar topological fingerprints. All compounds from the database were projected onto the first
three principal components, accounting cumulatively for ~25% of total variance in data
(see Figure 3 for the 3D visualization and Figure S1 for the pairwise 2D projections).

PCA visualization confirmed that most well-defined classes of CPEs grouped together,
forming distinct clusters at the PCA plot. A notable exception is a chemically diverse group
of various lactams and their analogs, which occupied a broad region of the chemical space.
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3.2.1. Alcohols and Polyols

The alcohols group comprises compounds of lower and higher, saturated and unsatu-
rated alcohols, while the polyols group includes noncyclic and cyclic alcohols (including
sugars) with more than one hydroxyl group. Ethanol is the most used and studied enhancer
and cosolvent for skin drug delivery and cosmetics. The mechanisms of action of alcohols
as CPEs involve increasing the permeant concentration and affecting the lipid domains in
the SC membranes [43–45]. Fatty alcohols also demonstrated penetration-enhancing activ-
ity [46–48]. In experiments with melatonin permeation [48] and saturated fatty alcohols
and unsaturated fatty alcohols, a parabolic relationship between the hydrocarbon chain
length (CL) of saturated fatty alcohols and the permeation enhancement of melatonin was
observed for both tissue types, with the maximal permeation of melatonin observed for the
fatty alcohol hydrocarbon CL of 10. Glycols can easily penetrate the skin and were assessed
as a CPE in several in vitro assays [49–52]. Cyclic polyols (sugar alcohols) are also part of
the group of alcohols and polyols. They are widely used as chemical enhancers [53–55].
Besides the modification of drug dissolution, sugars can interact with biological barriers
and work as CPEs. The mechanism of action of glycols is similar to that of ethanol, but
still not fully understood [45]. Propylene glycols (PGs) are often used as cosolvents. PGs
increase drug permeation by improving their partition properties and reducing drug-tissue
binding by the solvation of α-keratin [56,57]. Moreover, PGs affect lipids in the SC; they
interact with the aqueous domains of lipid bilayers, changing the solubility of skin and
increasing the drug partitioning into it [58].

3.2.2. Lactams and Their Analogs

Lactams and their analogs form the largest group of CPEs in the database. Lac-
tams are classified by scaffold, and include compounds with the azepane, caprolactam,
morpholine, piperazine, piperidine, piperidone, pyrrolidine, pyrrolidone, succinimide
scaffolds. The “azone other” group has modified scaffolds of Azone® molecules, e.g.,
1-dodecylpiperidine-2-thione or 1-dodecyl-2,7-dihydro-1H-azepin-2-one (see Figure 4 for
more details). Laurocapram is the first compound that was designed as a penetration
enhancer [59]. It reduces the diffusional resistance of a drug into the stratum corneum
and inserts into the lipid bilayer region. Laurocapram can disrupt the highly ordered lipid
patches of the bilayer [60,61]. Thus, azone molecules may exist dispersed within the barrier
lipids or partition into specific membrane domains. Laurocaprams enhance the perme-
ation of hydrophilic and hydrophobic compounds, and some peptides [62]. Pyrrolidones
increase permeability by incorporation into the lipid bilayer, and amplify its fluidity by
reducing resistance against the flow of substances across it [63,64]. Some pyrrolidones were
already approved by the Food and Drug Administration (FDA); however, skin toxicity
to N-methyl-2-pyrrolidone was reported, which implies that these compounds are not so
promising for further development as CPEs [65].

3.2.3. Esters and Ethers

Esters and ethers mostly include molecules with long fatty chains. Of those, 20% have
a benzene scaffold, and almost half of the substances within this group were approved as
drugs. Isopropyl myristate is the most common and commercially available ester used as a
penetration enhancer [45]. It can penetrate the biomembrane, increasing its fluidity, which
facilitates the drug flux and increases drug solubility in the SC [58,66,67]. Other examples
of fatty acid esters that can be found in commercial products are glyceryl derivatives
(glyceryl monolaurate and monooleate) and sorbitan monooleate [45]. Transcutol® is an
example of a CPE belonging to the hydrophilic ether group. The main mechanism of this
CPE is to increase the partition parameter of the drug into the skin. Transcutol® induces
the swelling of the membrane region as it is inserted between the polar head groups of
lipids, but it does not destroy the membrane structure, resulting in the increased solubility
of a drug in SC [68]. The influence of Transcutol® on the lipid membrane structure is still
under investigation [45].
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3.2.4. Surfactants

Surfactants are a chemically diverse group. A typical surfactant usually consists of a
nonpolar hydrophobic moiety that is a hydrocarbon chain (8–18 carbon atoms) attached to
a hydrophilic part [69]. Surfactants can act differently, such as by binding to or denaturing
the proteins of the skin, by solubilizing or disorganizing the intercellular lipids of the skin,
by penetrating through SC, or by interacting with corneocytes [25]. In our database, surfac-
tants are mostly represented by species with charged polar heads and with hydrophobic
chains consisting of more than five carbon atoms. Neutral surfactants (e.g., amine oxides,
alkanolamides, esters, and stearyl alcohol) are widely used in cosmetics, and were assigned
to other classes in the CPE-DB for the reasons discussed above. Negatively charged sur-
factants, e.g., sodium lauryl sulfate (SLS), affect intra- and intercellular pathways in skin
penetration, which can cause irritation and skin damage [45]. Additionally, SLS swells the
SC, unfolds the α-keratin, interacts with and incorporates into the lipid bilayer, resulting in
the formation of lamellar structures [39]. Positively charged surfactants include amines,
alkylimidazolines, alkoxylated amines, and quaternary ammonium compounds. Since the
SC is negatively charged, cationic surfactants can cause more defects in lipid organiza-
tion than anionic and noncharged surfactants can. This makes cationic surfactants more
effective, but their action causes skin irritation [45].

3.2.5. Terpenes, Steroids, and Fatty Acids

Terpenes, steroids, and fatty acids are in one group because most of them are natural
compounds. Terpenes and many fatty acids are found in essential oils. Steroids, which are
used as chemical enhancers, are derivatives of bile acids. This makes them normally safe
for topical applications [70]. The lipophilicity of both drug and terpenes is the key factor
for the enhancement effect [71,72]. The mechanism of action of terpenes is to disrupt the
lipid structure of SC and to increase drug diffusivity in the case of hydrophilic drugs, and
to increase drug diffusivity and drug partitioning into SC for lipophilic drugs [73,74]. The
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higher solubility of a lipophilic drug in the enhancer also results in its higher permeability
to the SC [73].

Fatty acids are one of the most used enhancers in commercial products [45]. The
higher the degree of unsaturation is, the more pronounced the enhancing effect of the fatty
acid is. The cisconformation of unsaturated fatty acids leads to a higher level of disruption
of SC lipids than transconformation does. A larger distance between the carboxylic group
and the double bond also leads to a higher drug flux [75]. Fatty acids are often used with
cosolvents as they act synergistically to enhance the penetration of a drug [16].

Steroids, which were included in the CPE-DB, are mainly bile acids [76]. Bile acids
increase the fluidity of biomembranes and solubility of drugs, and promote the chemical
and enzymatic stability of drug molecules [15].

3.2.6. Miscellaneous

The group of miscellaneous compounds includes amino acids, aliphatic, aromatic, and
inorganic compounds with molecular weight less than 250 Da, except for cyclodextrin and
L-alanyl-L-tryptophan. Small aliphatic molecules include DMSO and similar molecules,
urea and its derivatives, oxolanes, and amino acids. Small aromatic molecules include
different derivatives of benzene. Inorganic enhancers are water and boric acid. The
mechanisms of action on SC are different and depend on the nature of the functional
group. Here, we give just a few examples. DMSO is one of the most used cosolvents
in cosmetics and pharmacology, as it improves the partitioning of the active compounds
into the skin [40]. DMSO enhances drug penetration by different mechanisms, including
interaction with the skin lipids, keratin, and also modulating the water environment
in the SC [38,45]. High concentrations of DMSO are required for effective penetration
enhancement, and this leads to skin irritation [77]. Salicylaldehyde is an example of a small
aromatic nontoxic enhancer [78]. Lipid-soluble and low-molecular-weight compounds such
as benzene-based derivatives can pass SC with the intracellular route, which makes them
perfect candidates as enhancers; however, most of them are toxic and cause irritation [19].
Water is the most natural and wildly used CPE for transdermal drug delivery. The water
permeability mechanism remains unclear; the most probable explanation is suggested
in [79]. This relates it to the water pools existing inside lipid bilayers leading to the
lipid–water phase separation.

Cyclodextrins are cyclic sugars that are not able to penetrate the skin by themselves.
However, they still are widely used in drug-delivery systems as they improve the solubility
of hydrophobic drugs [4].

3.3. Scaffold Analysis

Scaffold analysis allows for us to classify compounds in the database and observe
trends in terms of the most representable molecular scaffolds. Here, we used standard
Murcko-type decomposition in order to assign chemical scaffolds to CPEs. Figure 4 shows
the 20 most frequent molecular scaffolds in the CPE-DB.

Overall, the total number of identified unique scaffolds is 97 out of 465 compounds
with rings (Figure S2). The top five most represented scaffolds are benzene (15.3% out
of the total number of compounds containing rings), caprolactam (9.9%), 2-pyrrolidone
(9.5%), morpholine (9.0%), and azepane (4.5%). The full list of scaffolds was included in the
CPE-DB. SMILES and trivial names of the scaffolds were used as tags, allowing for easy
access to compounds with the same scaffold.

3.4. Molecular Properties and Descriptors

For all molecules, a set of descriptors was calculated that describes their physico-
chemical properties, as shown in Section 2. Figure 5 shows the distribution of molecules
by 10 different parameters commonly used for the characterization of biologically active
compounds. Data are presented as violin plots for continuous values (Figure 5a–e). This
includes molecular weight, TPSA, logP, predicted solubility (logS), and the fraction of
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sp3-hybridized C atoms. For discrete values, histograms were built (Figure 5f–j). This
includes numbers of HBA, HBD, rotatable bonds, rings, and aromatic rings. Mean, S.D.,
and median values of chemical descriptors and properties for CPEs are shown in Table 2.
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of carbon atoms in sp3 hybridization; (f) number of hydrogen bond acceptors; (g) number of hydrogen bond donors;
(h) number of rotatable bonds; (i) total number of ring systems; (j) number of aromatic rings.

Table 2. Average values of chemical descriptors and properties for compounds present in CPE-DB.

Property Mean S.D. Median

Molecular weight, Da 251.24 139.55 239.4
TPSA, Å2 43.43 42.07 37.3

logP 3.15 2.69 2.95
logS −2.75 1.48 −2.59

Fraction of carbon atoms in the sp3 hybridization 78% 27% 88%
Number of H-bond acceptor atoms (HBA) 3.02 2.78 2.0

Number of number of H-bond donor atoms (HBD) 0.88 1.55 1.0

We also provided the mean value and standard deviation of available logKp for
different CPE classes (Figure 6, Table S2). Caprolactam, steroid, and surfactant groups had
only one known value of LogKp, so S.D. is not shown for them.



Pharmaceutics 2021, 13, 66 10 of 14Pharmaceutics 2021, 13, x 10 of 14 
 

 

 
Figure 6. Mean value and S.D. of logKp calculated for different CPE classes. 

3.5. Using CPE-DB to Predict Skin Permeability of Chemical Compounds 
Currently, there exist a number of computational approaches for the estimation of 

skin permeability of individual chemical compounds [80–82] that largely rely on the avail-
ability and quality of logKp data, making the CPE-DB a convenient tool for developing 
novel methods and for benchmarking existing ones. On the other hand, the primary aim 
of CPE components in topical and transdermal formulations is to modify the skin pene-
tration of a drug achieved by a number of mechanisms, as discussed above. Therefore, the 
penetration of a specific drug depends on its own chemical nature, and on the chemical 
nature and physicochemical properties of vehicle ingredients. However, only a few at-
tempts were made [83–86] towards a comprehensive experimental investigation of the 
effects of chemical mixtures on skin permeability, since such studies require extensive 
testing of various drug/CPE combinations. As a result, several QSAR models were pro-
posed for the prediction of skin permeation of complex formulations [87,88], resulting in 
simple equations relating the logKp values of a penetrant in formulation and chemical 
descriptors of penetrant/vehicle [34,88,89] readily available in CPE-DB. 

4. Conclusions 
To date, CPE-DB is the first compound database of CPEs that was constructed and 

manually curated. The current version of CPE-DB includes 649 compounds. The com-
pound database contains the chemical name and structure, references, chemical classifi-
cation, and permeability coefficients across the skin for some of CPEs. Chemoinformatic 
analysis of the diversity of CPE-DB indicates that there are compounds with approved 
FDA status; searching for analogs might be interesting for pharmaceutical research. Sim-
ilar to other chemical databases with known activities of compounds, the CPE-DB can be 
used for virtual screening and similarity search to identify new potent and safe enhancers, 
building QSAR and QSPR models, and other machine-learning (ML) applications for the 
prediction of chemical activity. The database is freely accessible through 
http://intbio.org/cpedb/. 

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at www.mdpi.com/xxx/s1, Figure S1: 
Visual representation of the chemical diversity of CPE. Pairwise 2D projections of CPE compounds 
onto the first three principal components obtained using PCA and colored according to their CPE 
classes, Figure S2: Frequency of the Murcko scaffolds found among CPE compounds in the CPE-

Figure 6. Mean value and S.D. of logKp calculated for different CPE classes.

3.5. Using CPE-DB to Predict Skin Permeability of Chemical Compounds

Currently, there exist a number of computational approaches for the estimation of skin
permeability of individual chemical compounds [80–82] that largely rely on the availability
and quality of logKp data, making the CPE-DB a convenient tool for developing novel
methods and for benchmarking existing ones. On the other hand, the primary aim of CPE
components in topical and transdermal formulations is to modify the skin penetration of a
drug achieved by a number of mechanisms, as discussed above. Therefore, the penetra-
tion of a specific drug depends on its own chemical nature, and on the chemical nature
and physicochemical properties of vehicle ingredients. However, only a few attempts
were made [83–86] towards a comprehensive experimental investigation of the effects of
chemical mixtures on skin permeability, since such studies require extensive testing of
various drug/CPE combinations. As a result, several QSAR models were proposed for
the prediction of skin permeation of complex formulations [87,88], resulting in simple
equations relating the logKp values of a penetrant in formulation and chemical descriptors
of penetrant/vehicle [34,88,89] readily available in CPE-DB.

4. Conclusions

To date, CPE-DB is the first compound database of CPEs that was constructed and
manually curated. The current version of CPE-DB includes 649 compounds. The compound
database contains the chemical name and structure, references, chemical classification, and
permeability coefficients across the skin for some of CPEs. Chemoinformatic analysis of
the diversity of CPE-DB indicates that there are compounds with approved FDA status;
searching for analogs might be interesting for pharmaceutical research. Similar to other
chemical databases with known activities of compounds, the CPE-DB can be used for
virtual screening and similarity search to identify new potent and safe enhancers, building
QSAR and QSPR models, and other machine-learning (ML) applications for the prediction
of chemical activity. The database is freely accessible through http://intbio.org/cpedb/.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at https://www.mdpi.com/1999-4
923/13/1/66/s1, Figure S1: Visual representation of the chemical diversity of CPE. Pairwise 2D
projections of CPE compounds onto the first three principal components obtained using PCA and
colored according to their CPE classes, Figure S2: Frequency of the Murcko scaffolds found among
CPE compounds in the CPE-DB. Table S1: Mean value and S.D. of logKp calculated for different CPE
classes, Table S2: Set of 499 descriptors for compounds of CPE-DB.

http://intbio.org/cpedb/
https://www.mdpi.com/1999-4923/13/1/66/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/1999-4923/13/1/66/s1
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21. Coufalová, L.; Mrózek, L.; Rárová, L.; Plaček, L.; Opatřilová, R.; Dohnal, J.; Král’ová, K.; Paleta, O.; Král, V.; Drašar, P.; et al. New

propanoyloxy derivatives of 5β-cholan-24-oic acid as drug absorption modifiers. Steroids 2013, 78, 435–453. [CrossRef]
22. Lifeng, K. Skin Permeation Enhancement by Terpenes for Transdermal Drug Delivery. Ph.D. Thesis, National University of

Singapore, Singapore, 2006.

http://intbio.org/cpedb/
https://formulus.cas.org
http://doi.org/10.3390/pharmaceutics10040263
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30563197
http://doi.org/10.1159/000091978
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16685150
http://doi.org/10.22270/jddt.v4i3.824
http://doi.org/10.22270/jddt.v8i5-s.1952
http://doi.org/10.2174/1566523217666170510151540
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpj.2009.12.2368
http://doi.org/10.2174/1389450115666140113100338
http://doi.org/10.1038/nbt.1504
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.2042-7158.1977.tb11434.x
http://doi.org/10.1006/taap.2002.9494
http://doi.org/10.3390/molecules200814451
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26266402
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11095-009-9985-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19911256
http://doi.org/10.1038/jid.1967.184
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6075991
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.2042-7158.1985.tb05050.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2860219
http://doi.org/10.1111/1523-1747.ep12263302
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6470515
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.steroids.2013.02.001


Pharmaceutics 2021, 13, 66 12 of 14

23. Nava-Arzaluz, M.G.; Piñón-Segundo, E.; Ganem-Rondero, A. Sucrose Esters as Transdermal Permeation Enhancers. In Per-
cutaneous Penetration Enhancers Chemical Methods in Penetration Enhancement; Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2015;
pp. 273–290.

24. Scheuplein, R.J.; Blank, I.H. Permeability of the skin. Physiol. Rev. 1971, 51, 702–747. [CrossRef]
25. Yasir, M.; Som, I.; Bhatia, K. Status of surfactants as penetration enhancers in transdermal drug delivery. J. Pharm. Bioallied Sci.

2012, 4, 2. [CrossRef]
26. Williams, A.C. Urea and Derivatives as Penetration Enhancers. In Percutaneous Penetration Enhancers Chemical Methods in

Penetration Enhancement; Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2015; pp. 301–308.
27. Bode, J.W. Reactor ChemAxon Ltd., Maramaros koz 2/a, Budapest, 1037 Hungary. www.chemaxon.com. Contact ChemAxon for

pricing information. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2004, 126, 15317. [CrossRef]
28. Bemis, G.W.; Murcko, M.A. The Properties of Known Drugs. 1. Molecular Frameworks. J. Med. Chem. 1996, 39, 2887–2893.

[CrossRef]
29. Landrum, G. RDKit. Available online: http://www.rdkit.org (accessed on 11 November 2020).
30. López-López, E.; Naveja, J.J.; Medina-Franco, J.L. DataWarrior: An evaluation of the open-source drug discovery tool. Expert

Opin. Drug Discov. 2019, 14, 335–341. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
31. Rogers, D.; Hahn, M. Extended-connectivity fingerprints. J. Chem. Inf. Model. 2010, 50, 742–754. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
32. Osolodkin, D.I.; Radchenko, E.V.; Orlov, A.A.; Voronkov, A.E.; Palyulin, V.A.; Zefirov, N.S. Progress in visual representations of

chemical space. Expert Opin. Drug Discov. 2015, 10, 959–973. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
33. Sushko, I.; Novotarskyi, S.; Körner, R.; Pandey, A.K.; Rupp, M.; Teetz, W.; Brandmaier, S.; Abdelaziz, A.; Prokopenko, V.V.;

Tanchuk, V.Y.; et al. Online chemical modeling environment (OCHEM): Web platform for data storage, model development and
publishing of chemical information. J. Comput. Aided Mol. Des. 2011, 25, 533–554. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Samaras, E.G.; Riviere, J.E.; Ghafourian, T. The effect of formulations and experimental conditions on in vitro human skin
permeation-Data from updated EDETOX database. Int. J. Pharm. 2012, 434, 280–291. [CrossRef]

35. Wilschut, A.; Berge, W.F.T.; Robinson, P.J.; McKone, T.E. Estimating skin permeation. The validation of five mathematical skin
permeation models. Chemosphere 1995, 30, 1275–1296. [CrossRef]

36. Scheler, S.; Fahr, A.; Liu, X. Linear combination methods for prediction and interpretation of drug skin permeation. ADMET
DMPK 2014, 2, 199–220. [CrossRef]

37. Chantasart, D.; Li, S.K. Structure Enhancement Relationship of Chemical Penetration Enhancers in Drug Transport across the
Stratum Corneum. Pharmaceutics 2012, 4, 71–92. [CrossRef]

38. Williams, A.C.; Barry, B.W. Penetration enhancers. Adv. Drug Deliv. Rev. 2012, 64, 128–137. [CrossRef]
39. Haque, T.; Talukder, M.M.U. Chemical Enhancer: A Simplistic Way to Modulate Barrier Function of the Stratum Corneum. Adv.

Pharm. Bull. 2018, 8, 169–179. [CrossRef]
40. Karande, P.; Mitragotri, S. Enhancement of transdermal drug delivery via synergistic action of chemicals. Biochim. Biophys. Acta

2009, 1788, 2362–2373. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
41. Barry, B.W. Dermatological Formulations: Percutaneous Absorption; Informa Health Care: New York, NY, USA, 1983; ISBN

9780824717292.
42. Maibach, H. Dermatological formulations: Percutaneous absorption. By Brian W. Barry. Marcel Dekker, 270 Madison Avenue,

New York, NY 10016. 1983. 479pp. 16 × 23.5 cm. Price $55.00 (2070 higher outside the US. and Canada). J. Pharm. Sci. 1984, 73,
573. [CrossRef]

43. Gupta, R.; Badhe, Y.; Rai, B.; Mitragotri, S. Molecular mechanism of the skin permeation enhancing effect of ethanol: A molecular
dynamics study. RSC Adv. 2020, 10, 12234–12248. [CrossRef]

44. Panchagnula, R.; Salve, P.S.; Thomas, N.S.; Jain, A.K.; Ramarao, P. Transdermal delivery of naloxone: Effect of water, propylene
glycol, ethanol and their binary combinations on permeation through rat skin. Int. J. Pharm. 2001, 219, 95–105. [CrossRef]

45. Lane, M.E. Skin penetration enhancers. Int. J. Pharm. 2013, 447, 12–21. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
46. Kanikkannan, N.; Singh, M. Skin permeation enhancement effect and skin irritation of saturated fatty alcohols. Int. J. Pharm. 2002,

248, 219–228. [CrossRef]
47. Lee, C.K.; Uchida, T.; Noguchi, E.; Kim, N.-S.; Goto, S. Skin Permeation Enhancement of Tegafur by Ethanol/Panasate 800

or Ethanol/Water Binary Vehicle and Combined Effect of Fatty Acids and Fatty Alcohols. J. Pharm. Sci. 1993, 82, 1155–1159.
[CrossRef]

48. Andega, S.; Kanikkannan, N.; Singh, M. Comparison of the effect of fatty alcohols on the permeation of melatonin between
porcine and human skin. J. Control. Release 2001, 77, 17–25. [CrossRef]

49. Atef, E.; Altuwaijri, N. Using Raman Spectroscopy in Studying the Effect of Propylene Glycol, Oleic Acid, and Their Combination
on the Rat Skin. AAPS PharmSciTech 2018, 19, 114–122. [CrossRef]

50. Bouwstra, J.A.; de Vries, M.A.; Gooris, G.S.; Bras, W.; Brussee, J.; Ponec, M. Thermodynamic and structural aspects of the skin
barrier. J. Control. Release 1991, 15, 209–219. [CrossRef]

51. Moghadam, S.H.; Saliaj, E.; Wettig, S.D.; Dong, C.; Ivanova, M.V.; Huzil, J.T.; Foldvari, M. Effect of chemical permeation enhancers
on stratum corneum barrier lipid organizational structure and interferon alpha permeability. Mol. Pharm. 2013, 10, 2248–2260.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1152/physrev.1971.51.4.702
http://doi.org/10.4103/0975-7406.92724
www.chemaxon.com
http://doi.org/10.1021/ja040968l
http://doi.org/10.1021/jm9602928
http://www.rdkit.org
http://doi.org/10.1080/17460441.2019.1581170
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30806519
http://doi.org/10.1021/ci100050t
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20426451
http://doi.org/10.1517/17460441.2015.1060216
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26094796
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10822-011-9440-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21660515
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpharm.2012.05.012
http://doi.org/10.1016/0045-6535(95)00023-2
http://doi.org/10.5599/admet.2.4.147
http://doi.org/10.3390/pharmaceutics4010071
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.addr.2012.09.032
http://doi.org/10.15171/apb.2018.021
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbamem.2009.08.015
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19733150
http://doi.org/10.1002/jps.2600730442
http://doi.org/10.1039/D0RA01692F
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-5173(01)00634-2
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpharm.2013.02.040
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23462366
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-5173(02)00454-4
http://doi.org/10.1002/jps.2600821118
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-3659(01)00439-4
http://doi.org/10.1208/s12249-017-0800-7
http://doi.org/10.1016/0168-3659(91)90112-Q
http://doi.org/10.1021/mp300441c
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23587061


Pharmaceutics 2021, 13, 66 13 of 14

52. Haque, T.; Rahman, K.M.; Thurston, D.E.; Hadgraft, J.; Lane, M.E. Topical delivery of anthramycin I. Influence of neat solvents.
Eur. J. Pharm. Sci. 2017, 104, 188–195. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
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