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ABSTRACT: Catecholamines play a crucial role in signal trans-
duction and are also expected to act as endogeneous antioxidants, but
the mechanism of their antioxidant action is not fully understood. ‘ o _—
Here, we describe the impact of pH on the kinetics of reaction of four (o2 (% T \f\v )
catecholamines (L-DOPA, dopamine, adrenaline, and noradrenaline) — HoT T A
with model 2,2-diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazyl radical (dpph®) in meth- L E Ly I W e
anol/water. The increase in pH from 5.5 to 7.4 is followed by a 2 order — vy LOO/‘//
of magnitude increase in the rate constant, e.g, for dopamine (DA) )

kPESS = 1200 M~ 571 versus kP74 = 170,000 M~ 57!, and such rate
acceleration is attributed to a fast electron transfer from the DA anion () () )
to dpph®. We also proved that at pH 7.0 DA breaks the peroxidation R
chain of methyl linoleate in liposomes assembled from neutral and
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negatively charged phospholipids. In contrast to no inhibitory effect during peroxidation in non-ionic emulsions, in bilayers one
molecule of DA traps approximately four peroxyl radicals, with a rate constant k;,;, >10> M™' s™". Our results from a homogeneous
system and bilayers prove that catecholamines act as effective, radical trapping antioxidants with activity depending on the ionization
status of the catechol moiety, as well as microenvironment: organization of the lipid system (emulsions vs bilayers) and interactions

of catecholamines with the biomembrane.

Bl INTRODUCTION

Catecholamines (dopamine, adrenaline, noradrenaline, and
their precursor L-DOPA, see Figure 1) act as neuro-
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Figure 1. Structures and acronyms of four catecholamines.

transmitters in the mammalian nervous system' and as
hormones in blood circulation. They participate in a variety
of motor and mental functions of the organism, and even a
slight dysregulation of their activity may lead to pathological
events;? for example, the motor symptoms in Parkinson’s
disease (PD) are associated with severe depletion of dopamine
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(DA) in the striatum.” The results of in vitro experiments on
neuronal cell lines® and peripheral blood cells® suggest that
catecholamines might also act as endogenous antioxidants,
because their protective effect against cell death” is associated
with a decrease in the concentration of the intracellular
reactive oxygen species (ROS)™ and can be mimicked by
other antioxidants, e.g., analogues of ot—tocopherol,sa’b catechol
derivatives like 3,4-dihydroxymandelic acid (the product of
noradrenaline metabolism), and catechol itself.>* In contrast, L-
tyrosine (monohydroxyphenol) and normetanephrine (O-
methylated noradrenaline) do not protect neuronal lines
against cell death,* suggesting the crucial role of the catechol
moiety in neuroprotective activity of catecholamines.’ This is
not surprising because catechols are responsible for the
excellent antioxidant activity of many natural compounds,’
including flavonoids’"®® and phenylpropanoids.®

In contrast to many papers describing the impact of
catechols and catechol derivatives on the level of oxidative
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stress, and despite the crucial physiological role of catechol-
amines, their ability to scavenge free radicals has been
confirmed only in a few works, including kinetic’ and
theoretical studies.'”"" The first evidence for a direct reaction
of catecholamines with an artificial, model free radical [2,2-
diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazyl radical (dpph®)] was presented
nearly three decades ago by Liu and Mori.'> More recently,
reactions of catecholamines [abbreviated as Ar(OH),]| with
model cumyloxyl and tert-butyloxyl radicals (Y*) have been
studied by Cosa and Scaiano’ and by Ohkubo et al.”® The
latter study successfully employed EPR technique to detect an
o-semiquinone radical [Ar(OH)O®] formed after abstraction
of a hydrogen atom from the catechol moiety:

Ar(OH), + Y* — Ar(OH)O® + YH (1)

Cosa and Scaiano™ demonstrated (for Y* t+-BuO®, in
acetonitrile/acetic acid) that <5% of hydrogen abstractions are
from the sites other than the catechol moiety.

Reaction 1 may proceed via several mechanisms (including
one-step or multistep processes), and the contribution of each
mechanism depends on the intrinsic reactivities of both
reacting species and the environment [mainly the solvent
polarity and its ability to form hydrogen bonds (HBs)]. In
acetonitrile and propionitrile, the reaction of catecholamines
with alkoxyl (tert-butoxyl, galvinoxyl, and cumyloxyl)” and
cumylperoxyl” radicals proceeds via a direct one-step
abstraction of a hydrogen atom from catecholamine by the
radical, ie., via a hydrogen atom transfer (HAT) mechanism.
HAT is predominant in nonpolar solvents, with formation of
the o-semiquinone radical that is additionally stabilized by the
intramolecular HB formed between oxygen with an odd
electron and the hydrogen atom from the adjacent hydroxyl
group (OH—0")."? Such an intramolecular HB is considerably
stronger (~8 kcal/mol) than the HB in the parent molecule
(OH—OH, 4 kcal/mol).”* The presence of metal cations can
facilitate a mechanism more complex than HAT, named metal
ion-coupled electron transfer (MCET), that was reported for
DA (but not for other catecholamines) reacting with galvinoxyl
radicals in acetonitrile in the presence of magnesium salts.””

We expect that in polar, ionization-supporting solvents (like
water or short chain alcohols) and in biphasic water/lipid
systems, more complex mechanisms might occur for all
catecholamines, including sequential proton loss electron
transfer (SPLET), in which deprotonation of the hydroxyl
group is followed by a fast electron transfer from the phenolate
anion to an electron deficient radical Y* (like dpph®):"*>'*"

Ar(OH), = Ar(OH)O + H* (2)

()

The role of SPLET in radical scavenging by catecholamines has
not been determined so far, despite the preferential location of
catecholamines (as hydrophilic molecules, positively charged at
physiological pH)'® in water or at the water/membrane
interface,'” i.e., in the microenvironments that support SPLET.
Surprisingly, the only publication on the scavenging activity of
catecholamines in water and in a lipid environment (but not in
the heterogeneous system) is a computational study of DA
reactivity toward HO® and HOO® radicals,'’ indicating HAT
and radical adduct formation (RAF) mechanisms in the lipid
phase versus a two-step mechanism with separate electron and
proton transfer in water. Because this theoretical prediction
was not confirmed by any experimental study, we decided to

Ar(OH)O + Y* — Ar(OH)O® + Y~
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verify the ability of catecholamines to scavenge free radicals in
a model lipid/water system, expecting the occurrence of a two-
step mechanism, depending on the ionization status of
catecholamine. In our previous study, we determined the
antioxidant activity of DA and L-DOPA in a simplified
heterogeneous system, with lipids dispersed in Triton X-100
micelles.'® To our surprise, in this system, catecholamines
could not break the chain of lipid peroxidation by scavenging
lipid peroxyl radicals, but they showed only retarding activity,
arising from their direct reaction with initiating radicals,
massively formed in the aqueous phase via initiator
decomposition. Although this reaction is less interesting from
the physiological perspective than the expected interfacial
reaction of catecholamines with peroxyl radicals, it confirms
the ability of catecholamines to trap free radicals in water.

Herein, we present the results of our studies on the reaction
of four catecholamines [L-DOPA, DA, ADR, and NOR
(Figure 1)] with a model dpph® radical in a water/methanol
system, in which the protonation status of catecholamine was
precisely controlled by the change in pH. Afterward, we
verified the antioxidant properties of dopamine (chosen as the
most active catecholamine in kinetic studies) in the process of
peroxidation of lipid membranes. Experiments were performed
on phosphatidylcholine liposomes with the increasing negative
surface charge able to attract dopamine toward the membrane
surface. The surface charge of one of the studied systems
reflected the surface charge of the neuronal lipid membrane.
Determination of the antioxidant activity of dopamine in such
a model system is an important step toward understanding its
potential protective role in the nervous system.

B RESULTS

Determination of the Acidity Constants pK, of
Dopamine. Charges of biomolecules play an important role
in their activity and localization; thus, we analyzed the possible
protonation equilibria before performing the kinetic studies.
Catecholamines can easily undergo oxidation to quinones in a
pH-dependent manner; ° thus, we used point by point
analysis, with each scan recorded for a freshly prepared
sample, as proposed by Sanchez-Rivera et al."”* to avoid the
oxidation of DA during spectrophotometric titration. Analysis
of a series of spectra in the pH range of 1.5—-13.0 [methanol/
water 1:1 (v:v)] gave pK, values for DA of 8.37, 10.25, and
12.49, reasonably close to those reported by other authors (see
Table S1).

Kinetics of Reactions of Catecholamines with the
dpph® Radical. The method of determination of the rate
constants for reaction of catecholamines with dpph® was the
same as we used previously in our studies of reactivity and
solvent effects of some substituted phenols."* The reaction
rates were monitored by a stopped-flow technique in water/
methanol [1:1 (v:v)] at pH 5.5 and 7.4 at 296 + 2 K, and
kinetic analysis was performed for very initial rates, within
tenths of a second after mixing of the solutions of dpph® (at a
constant initial concentration) with a solution of catechol-
amine (at minimum six different initial concentrations). To
obtain pseudo-first-order conditions, dpph® always reacted
with a stoichiometric excess of catecholamine. Thus, the
experimental pseudo-first-order rate constants, k., plotted
against catecholamine concentration gave a straight line k., =
k[ catecholamine] + constant, with the slope k* representing
the bimolecular rate constant for the reaction of catecholamine

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.joc.1c02308
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with dpph®. The values of k° determined for DA, L-DOPA,
NOR, and ADR are listed in Table 1.

Table 1. Bimolecular Rate Constants, k%, for Reactions of L-
DOPA, DA, NOR, and ADR with the dpph® Radical in a
Water/Methanol System [1:1 (v:v)] at 296 + 2 K and pH

5.5 and 7.4 and Calculated Degrees of Dissociation (a)

phenol (pK,,)* pH a (%)° K (M1
L-DOPA (8.76) 5.5 0.05 440 + 30
74 4.20 59000 + 7000
DA (837) 5.5 0.13 1200 + 200
7.4 9.69 170000 + 10000
NOR (8.58) 5.5 0.08 290 + 30
7.4 6.24 46000 + 5000
ADR (8.64) 5.5 0.07 630 + 60
7.4 5.46 30000 + 3000

“pK, value for DA determined in this work; for other pK, values, see
Table S1. For L-DOPA, pK,, means deprotonation of the most acidic
noncarboxyl group. “With the assumption that pK,, is connected with
deprotonation of a first catecholic hydroxyl (see Discussion with
described controversies on the protonation order), parameter a
describes the fraction of phenolic anions. However, if the first pK, is
assigned to deprotonation of the alkylammonium cation, the degree of
ionization of phenolic hydroxyls will be at least 10 times smaller (see
Discussion).

Antioxidant Activity of Dopamine and PMHC in
Model Lipid Systems. Experiments were performed on 100
nm large unilamellar vesicles (LUVs) composed of neutral
DMPC or DMPC mixed with anionic DMPG (at molar ratios
of 3:1, 1:1, and 1:3) or LUVs composed of pure DMPG. The
liposomes were doped with methyl linoleate (MeLin) as an
active component undergoing peroxidation. The molar ratio of
MeLin to phospholipid was 1:8, which serves as a compromise
allowing a sufficient, easy-to-detect accumulation of perox-
idation products in time but minimal changes in bilayer
organization (as unsaturated lipids have a fluidifying impact on
the membrane).”” The homogeneous distribution of MeLin in
the bilayer was ensured by the method of liposome preparation
(see Experimental Section).

Peroxidation was initiated by a water-soluble azo initiator,
2,2’-azobis(2-methylpropionamidine) dihydrochloride
(ABAP), that decomposes in the aqueous phase to positively
charged,”" carbon-centered radicals “R® immediately reacting
with molecular oxygen to form peroxyl radicals "ROO®:**

A
[RN=NR** ~5 2'R® + N, (@)
*R* + 0, - *ROO"® (s)

"ROO® further diffuses to the water/lipid interface and
abstracts a H atom from MeLin (abbreviated as LH),
providing effective initiation of chain reaction of MeLin
peroxidation:****

*ROO® + LH - "ROOH + I’ rate = R, (6)

L+ 0, » LOO’ (7)
k

LOO" + LH = LOOH + I’ rate = R (8)

The rate of peroxidation, R, is limited by reaction 8 (kp < 10%
M~ s7! for linoleate),”® which is much slower than reaction 7
(kg > 10* M™' s7'), and R, can be easily measured as the rate
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of oxygen consumption (—A[O,]/At). A typical plot of
oxygen uptake for the uninhibited peroxidation of LUVs (1:6:2
MeLin/DMPC/DMPG molar ratio) is presented in Figure 2

1.6
/
/
— | ox1
= 1.2 /
= /
<« /
2 o8 ’
b / -
ON / /_/’
< 04d s . <R - — spontaneous
| /£ —— 1 uM PMHC
o0 /s —-=5uMDA
. - l ' ' ' ' '
0 20 40 60 80
time [min]

Figure 2. Plots of oxygen uptake, A[O,], recorded during the
peroxidation of 2.74 mM MeLin in LUVs composed of DMPC and
DMPG at a molar ratio of 3:1. Uninhibited peroxidation (dashed line,
described as “spontaneous” process); peroxidation inhibited by 1 uM
PMHC (solid line) or S uM DA (dash—dotted line). R, rate of
uninhibited oxidation; Ry, rate of the process during the inhibition
period (the end of this period is indicated as 7,,4); Ry, rate of the
postinhibited process (after 7,,4). The values of parameters R.,;, Ry,
T,e and Ry, are listed in Table S6. Experiments were performed at
310 K and pH 7.0 with 10 mM ABAP used to initiate the peroxidation
of MeLin.

(control experiment, dashed line), together with the plots
obtained in the presence of 1 uM 2,2,5,7,8-pentamethyl-6-
hydroxychroman (PMHC, analogue of a-tocopherol), used as
a reference chain-breaking antioxidant (solid line), and S uM
DA, used as a model catecholamine (dash-dotted line). The
results obtained in liposomes composed of DMPC and DMPG
at a molar ratio of 3:1 are especially interesting, because this
lipid system reflects the negative charge of the synaptic
membrane (where even 20 mol % lipids are anionic).”

The results obtained in liposomes composed of DMPC,
DMPC and DMPG at molar ratios of 1:1 and 1:3, and pure
DMPG are presented in Figures S5—S8. For all studied
systems, after injection of additives, the rate of peroxidation
was significantly reduced to Ry giving a clear induction
period 7,,4 (lag phase of peroxidation), as a consequence of
peroxyl radical trapping by the antioxidant (PMHC or DA):*’

k.
ArOH + LOO® -3 ArO® + LOOH )

After the antioxidant is consumed, the peroxidation rate
increases from Ry, to R, [postinhibited peroxidation (see
Figure 2)]. The lengths of induction periods, 7,4, caused by
PMHC or DA, were calculated as the integral:*®

S 1_[%] it
. (10)

where R is the rate of peroxidation after the addition of the
antioxidant (initially R = R;,, but gradually increasing to reach
R.»). The values of parameters Ry, Ry, Ting, and R, are
listed in Table S6. Values of k,,;, were calculated from the linear
expression:23

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.joc.1c02308
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Table 2. Kinetic Parameters Determined for the Peroxidation of 2.74 mM MeLin in DMPC/DMPG LUVs Inhibited by 1 uM
PMHC or § uM DA”

1 4uM PMHC S uM DA
model Tina (min) R; (x10° M s7") ki (X107 M7! s7!) Typa (min) ki (X103 M™! s7h) n

micelles” 7.3 £05 46 + 03 2.0+ 02 no antioxidant activity

LUVs® (Xpypg = 0.00) 9.6 + 0.8 35403 13 + 02 57.0 + 54 1.6 + 0.1 24 +02
LUVs® (Xpypg = 0.25) 6.0 + 04 56+ 03 19 + 0.5 $5.7 + 24 14+ 00 3.7 +£02
LUVs® (Xpyp = 0.50) 5.9 + 0.1 5.6 + 0.1 17 + 0.3 S12 + 4.1 13 + 0.1 34 +03
LUVs® (Xpppg = 0.75) 59 +02 5.6 £02 23+£03 549 + 7.7 1.3 +£02 37+0.5
LUVs® (Xpype = 1.00) 53+ 0.5 64 + 07 14 + 02 533 + 4.5 12 + 02 41403

“Length of the induction period (7;,4), rate of initiation (R;), inhibition rate constant (ky,;), and stoichiometric factor (n). Experiments were
performed at 310 K and pH 7.0 w1th ABAP as an initiator. All numbers represent the average values obtained from a series of measurements with
calculated standard deviations. “Kinetic parameters obtained for 2.74 mM MeLin peroxidation in Triton X-100 micelles were added for
comparison. “LUVs consisted of DMPC and DMPG, with Xpypg being the molar fraction of DMPG in phospholipids [npypg/(fpmpg + fovec) J-

Table 3. Kinetic Parameters™” Determined for Peroxidation of MeLin in DMPC/DMPG LUVs without Added Phenols or
Inhibited by 1 uM PMHC or 5 M DA€

no additive 1 uM PMHC S uM DA
model Vou” Vinh EI'finhb Vox” effoxz Vinh effinhb Vo ef'foxz
micelles” 92.5+73 4.6 + 0.3 202 £ 09 572 £ 34 1.6 + 0.1 no antioxidant activity

LUVs® (Xpype = 0.00) 168 + 14 3.7 + 04 43+05 183+25 09401 37+02 47+03 142+09 1201
LUVs® (Xpmpg = 0.25) 141 £ 1.1 2.1 +£02 6.6 £ 0.5 16.1 + 0.9 09 + 0.1 3.6 +£0.5 4.0 £ 0.6 142 £ 1.3 1.0 £ 0.1
LUVs® (Xpapg = 0.50)  13.6 + 03 2.5 + 0.3 67+02 163+05 09+01 40+03 36+03 122+10 1201
LUVS® (Xpypg = 0.75)  13.0+ 1.3 24 + 04 $5+09 138+16 1001 41+04 33+03 I117+13 1201
LUVs® (Xpppg = 1.00) 10.1 + 0.6 2.5+ 0.5 43 + 09 12.1 +£ 1.1 0.8 +£ 0.1 34 +£02 34+£02 6.0 + 0.5 19 +£ 0.2
“Kinetic cham lengths for uninhibited (vy), inhibited (v,,,), and postinhibited (v,y,) peroxidation (i.e., Vo = Rogt/Ry Vih = Ryn/Ry and vy =
on/ R,). PEfficiencies of suppressing peroxidation calculated for the induction period (eff,;, = R,,;/R;,,) and for the postinhibited process (eff,,, =
R.,1/R,y). “Experiments were performed at 310 K and pH 7.0 w1th ABAP as an initiator. All numbers represent the average values obtained from a
series of measurements with calculated standard deviations. “Kinetic parameters obtained for 2.74 mM MeLin peroxidation in Triton X-100
micelles were added for comparison. “LUVs consisted of DMPC and DMPG, with Xpypg being the molar fraction of DMPG in phospholipids, see
footnote ¢ in Table 2.

k compared to the rate of uninhibited peroxidation (see footnote
A[O,](t) = ——[LH] ln[l - —] b in Table 3).

inh Tind (11)
where A[O,](t) is the oxygen uptake measured at time B DISCUSSION
intervals ¢ (within the induction period, ¢ < Tind)y k, is the rate The progress of neurodegenerative diseases is associated with
constant of propagation (reaction 8); and [LH] is the oxidative stress,>’ and many attempts to develop relevant
concentration of MeLin. Values of k;,, are listed in Table 2. antioxidant therapies based on molecules originally present in
Values of the rate of initiation R; were determined by the the brain or able to diffuse through the blood-brain barrier
method proposed by Hammond et al*’ using PMHC as a (BBB) after systematic administration have been made.>

model antioxidant: Here, we evaluated the potential antioxidant activity of three

catecholamine neurotransmitters [dopamine (DA), adrenaline
(ADR), and noradrenaline (NOR)] and the activity of L-3,4-
dihydroxyphenylalanine (L-DOPA, a precursor of catechol-
amines, that effectively crosses the BBB and is already used in

R; = n[ArOH]y /7,4 (12)

where 7 is a stoichiometric factor, i.e., the number of LOO®’s
scavenged per molecule of antioxidant (n = 2.0 for PMHC). he dlinical P
Knowing the initiation rates and the values of 7;,4 caused by the clinical treatment of PD™").

DA, we determined the stoichiometric factor n for DA (values The regults fr'orAnA cell lines 1nd1Fate iantlomdant and
listed in Table 2) cytoprotective activities of catecholamines,” but the mecha-

nism of their action remains unclear. Catecholamines, like

Table 3 presents two parameters, kinetic chain length of
other mono- and polyhydroxyphenols, react with free radicals

propagation (v) and efficiency of suppression (eff), derived for

uninhibited, inhibited, and postinhibited peroxidation. The via several mechanisms, depending on the properties of the
kinetic chain length of propagation v, defined in footnote a to reactants and on the reaction microenvironment (including
Table 3, expresses the number of lipid peroxyl radicals formed solvent effects). Herein, we verified the hypothesis that
per one initiating radical (i.e., the number of propagation catecholamines react via a SPLET mechanism in an aqueous
cycles, reactions 7 and 8, triggered by one initiating radical). environment by compiling studies on catecholamine acidity
The efficiency of suppression quantifies the impact of the (and the related protonation status of their phenol groups)
antioxidant added to the system on the propagation of lipid with kinetic studies of their reaction with model dpph® in a
peroxidation indicating how many times the rate of homogeneous water/methanol system [1:1 (v:v)] at pH S.5
peroxidation is reduced in the presence of an antioxidant and 7.4. Afterward, we evaluated the ability of DA (that has the

1794 https://doi.org/10.1021/acs,joc.1c02308
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highest radical trapping activity toward dpph®) to suppress
lipid peroxidation in liposomes.

The ability of catecholamines to reduce free radicals can be
predicted on the basis of their O—H bond strength, oxidation—
reduction potentials, or relative parameters such as the
HOMO/LUMO difference and the energy of stabilization of
the radical formed after oxidation (regardless if it is a one-step
or multistep process); for the values of some of the parameters,
see Table 4. For example, analysis of BDE values indicates that

Table 4. Parameters Describing the Potential Antiradical
Ability of Catecholamines”

BDEO—Hb Dy HOMO? B 401" E® (et )j

L-DOPA  79.1 (81.3) —050  —8.61  0.308*'— 1.52
0.44%

DA 784 (80.8) —0.69  —853  0.370"%- 129
0.42%*

NOR 78.6 (81.3) 041  —876 0384 1.52

ADR 78.9 (81.0) 0 —868  0.372% 1.50

“O—H bond dissociation enthalpies (BDEy_y, in kilocalories per
mole), HOMO energies (in electronvolts), energy difference between
the phenoxyl radical and its parent catecholamine Dy (in kilocalories
per mole), two-electron reduction potentials in water [E® (o) vs

NHE, in volts)], and oxidation potentials in acetonitrile [E®’ (pcn) VS
HNE, in volts)]. ®Data calculated in benzene (and methanol, in
italics).“ All listed values represent the weakest O—H bond in the
para position, but exceptionally, for DA in benzene the O—H bond in
the para hydroxyl is stronger (+0.9 kcal/mol) than the O—H bond in
the meta position. In the same work, the BDEy_y; calculated for
unsubstituted catechol was 79.8 kcal/mol in benzene and 82.2 kcal/
mol in methanol. “With respect to adrenaline, for which Dy = 398.1
keal mol™". Data from ref 9c. “Calculated by Ohkubo et al.” for
catecholammes as ammonium cations. HOMO energies for neutral
compounds are reported by Dimi¢ et al:'' —0.290 eV (for DA),
—0.294 eV (for ADR and NOR), and —0.293 eV (L-DOPA). “For the
two-electron, two-proton (—2e/—2H") oxidation potential. All values
measured or recalculated vs NHE, unless otherwise stated. In
acetonitrile, measured vs Ag/AgNO, (0.01M)*" and recalculated for
NHE. #Calculated for two-proton, two-electron reduction of L-DOPA
to dopaquinone at pH 7.4 from the equation E°,y = E° — 0.059 X
pH, where E° is a formal redox potential (0.745 V vs NHE at pH 0).*
The same calculations for pH 5.5 gave an E°’55 of 0.42 V. " At pH 7.0,
in agreement with values of 0.405 V°* and 0.40 V.** The redox
potential for nondeprotonated DA is 0.752 V*° or 0.801 V*! at pH 0,
0.612 V*' at pH 3.2, and 0.56 V at pH 4.5.** The standard potential
value (E°) for two-electron, two-proton (—2e/—2H") reduction of
DA quinone to DA was described as*® E° = —47.93 x pH + 558.4
mV (vs Ag/AgCl, 3 M KCl) giving, after recalculation into NHE, E° =
0.75 V at pH 0, E°'s5 = 0491 V, and E°',, = 0.40 V.

the catechol moiety is crucial for the ability of catecholamines
to trap the radicals. N—H bonds in DA, ADR, and NOR are
much stronger (ABDE = 10—25 kcal/mol)"" than O—H bonds
(BDEg_y = 78.4—79.1 kcal/mol). For all catecholamines apart
from DA, the O—H bond in the para position with respect to
alkyl chain is the weakest (see footnote b in Table 4). The
dominating reactivity of catechol hydroxyl was confirmed in all
experimental and computational results accessible in the
literature.

From comparison of the values of BDE,_y, one can predict
that DA should be the most active in reducing free radicals
(due to its lowest BDEq_y;) in contrast to the least active L-
DOPA. A slightly different order can be derived from values of
the energy difference between a phenoxyl radical and its parent
catecholamine, Dy, calculated by Ohkubo;”® however, this
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parameter also shows that DA is the most reactive catechol-
amine (because the semiquinone radical formed from DA has
the lowest energy within the series of catecholamines). The
value of the third parameter, HOMO energy, also indicates
that DA is a better electron donor than three other compounds
[regardless of whether the amino group is protonated (see
footnote d in Table 4)].

Two last columns of Table 4 list the parameters that are
directly dependent on pH. The redox potentials of catechol-
amines in water at pH 7—7.4 (the third column of Table 4) are
n §ood agreement with redox potentials of catechols (~0.4
V). For catechols, electrochemically reversible voltammo-
grams follow the Nernstian shift of —0.059 (m/n) V per pH
unit (with m/n = 1 for the overall two-proton, two-electron
process). The same electrochemical behavior is observed for
catecholamines, but the process is irreversible.””*> Reduction
of DA quinone to dopamine is described by an E° of 0.75 V
corresponding to a two-proton, two-electron process [at a
strongly acidic pH (see footnote h of Table 3)],* and
thermodynamic cycles reveal the inverted order of one-
electron redox potentials (+1.08 V for DA — DA semiquinone
radical and 2-fold lower, +0.428 V, for DA semiquinone radical
— DA),* which justifies the problems with separation of both
steps.*>*° Interestingly, a Pourbaix diagram for the overall two-
proton, two-electron process is a straight line within the pH
range of 0—10 whereas the component steps (one-electron
processes) have inflections in the slopes at pH 4—6."
Although we did not find the formal redox potentials for all
four catecholamines determined within one experimental series
in water at pH ~7.0, data presented in the third column of
Table 4 demonstrate very similar values of redox potentials for
all catecholamines. However, different experimental conditions
and experimental errors do not allow us to definitely state that
one catecholamine is a better reducer than another. The results
for the whole series of catecholamines are accessible in
acetonitrile, and described by the authors as one-electron
oxidation potentials (see the last column of Table 4)”
indicating that DA is a stronger reducer than other
catecholamines, in agreement with its highest HOMO level’®
and the smallest Dy value.

From a thermodynamic point of view, the parameters such
as BDE, redox potential, and acidity are correlated within the
series of the same class of compounds.”” However, the
mechanism of the reaction depends strongly on the polarity
and solubility of a compound and on the environment;
therefore, the parameters such as BDE, which are helpful for a
fast, rough prediction of the antiradical activity of compounds
embarked in a bulk lipid or the lipid core of biomembranes
(bilayers), are less useful for prediction of the activity in a more
polar environment like water or a lipid/water interface.

Acidity Constants for Catecholamines. pK, values
obtained by us by spectrophotometric titration for DA (8.37,
10.25, and 12.49) are compared in Table S1 with the acidity
constants for catecholamines, reported by others, that were
selected as the most representative, frequently referenced, and
generally accepted in the literature. Experimental pK,, values
for DA (Table S1) range from 8.37 to 9.06. pK,, values are at
least one unit higher than pK,; values (ranging from 9.95 to
10.60), while the third deprotonation occurs at pH >12, which
is too close to the self-ionization of water pK,, to be reliably
determined by a spectrophotometric titration.** Moreover,
even traces of oxygen in such an alkaline solution can lead to
substantial DA oxidation and, consequently, to the contami-
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nation of the sample by products of DA oxidation.'”* We
suppose that a small shift in our experimentally determined
pK.: and pK,, as compared to the literature values is the effect
of a solvent (50% methanol in water, with the pH calibrated
for this system) that is slightly different from those in other
reports.

By comparing pK, values for DA determined in this study
with the values reported for catechol (9.25) and ethanolamine,
2-phenylethylamine, and ethylamine [9.52, 9.89, and 10.68,
respectively (see Table S1)], we assigned pK,; = 8.37 and pK,;
= 12.49 to deprotonation of two phenolic groups of dopamine
and pK,, = 10.25 to deprotonation of the alkylammonium
cation (see path al & a2 % a3 in Scheme 1). However, the

Scheme 1. Possible Forms of DA during Deprotonation
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pK, values for the model compounds, catechol and amines, are
too close to each other to definitely reach a conclusion about
the order of dissociation, and some works questioned the
dissociation scheme of DA and other catecholamines, with an
alternative hypothesis that the ammonium cation is more
acidic than the phenolic hydroxyl and dissociates as the first
one (see pathway a4-a$ in Scheme 1).*

We hoped that a brief survey of the accessible reports about
the acidity of catecholamines would be helpful for a correct
interpretation of this problem; however, we discovered that the
discussion initiated SO years ago is still vivid (!), with the
hypothesis of a stronger acidity of phenolic hydroxyl supported
by 'H NMR experiments>’ versus the arguments for superior
deprotonation of the ammonium group at physiolo%ical pH,
supported with '3C NMR and ab initio calculations.”’ Already
40 years ago, Kiss and Gergely™ suggested (on the basis of
earlier works by Martin>®) that pK,, and pK,, cannot be
assigned exclusively to deprotonation of the phenolic or
ammonium group of DA but rather represent the superposition
of these two processes, because there is a <10-fold difference in
the values of microconstants, calculated separately for
deprotonation of -OH and -NH;"* groups, resulting in a partial
overlapping of deprotonation of these two moieties in DA.
Thus, in the cascade of deprotonation equilibria al & a2
(zwitterion) & a3, the [zwitterion]:[anion] ratio is ~10:1. A
similar conclusion about overlapped deprotonation but with an
additional indication that that first proton comes from OH
being at a position para to the ethylammonium group was
drawn by Gerard et al>’ and confirmed by theoretical
calculations.™

Assuming that experimentally determined pK,,—pK,;
describe processes al—a3, respectively, we plotted the
dissociation diagram for DA presented in Figure S1 [diagrams
for L-DOPA, NOR, and ADR (Figures S2—S4, respectively)
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were constructed from literature pK, values]. Taking into
account the fact that the [zwitterion]:[anion] ratio will be
10:1,** the molar fraction of phenolate at pH 7.4 will be
approximately the same because the second deprotonation step
does not produce phenolate anions. However, if the order of
deprotonation is reversed (a3-a4 in Scheme 1), the amount of
phenolate anions will be ~10 times smaller and at pH 7.4 the
[zwitterion]:[neutral] ratio will be ~0.1 with the zwitterion
being the only form with a deprotonated phenol group.’'*

The problem of whether DA, NOR, or ADR is in a neutral,
monocationic, or zwitterionic form is of great importance for
their interactions with adrenergic and dopaminergic recep-
tors.'® However, in our kinetic studies in a methanol/water
solution, the most important is the ionization of the catechol
moiety, which plays a crucial role in the redox properties of
catecholamines and their reaction with dpph® (proceeding via
HAT or ET mechanisms).

Kinetics of the Reaction with dpph®. Taking into
account the pH-dependent redox properties of catecholamines,
we decided to use pH 7.4 as the standard physiological pH and
pH 5.5 as the lower limit in brain tissues with chronic disease™*
in our studies of the reaction of catecholamine with dpph®.
Both pH values are within the Nernstian behavior of the
studied catecholamines, and as one can predict, the increasing
pH should be accompanied by an improving ability to reduce
dpph®. To avoid the participation of further oxidation products
in the overall reaction kinetics, we studied the very initial rates
of reaction (the deadline for mixing was 8 ms; then, the kinetic
traces were recorded within <0.5 s). Bimolecular rate constants
determined at pH 5.5 (k"™5*) are within the range of 290—
1200 M™' s7! (see Table 1), being in reasonable agreement
(within an order of magnitude) with k° determined in neat
methanol for reactions of dpph® with unsubstituted catechol
(kM=CH = 300 M~" s™)"* and with phenols bearing a catechol
moiety and a carboxyl group (which suppresses the ionization
of phenol hydroxyls), like caffeic acid (kM*°H ~ 1200 M~ s>
or 1100 M~! s71)."%%° The presence of a carboxyl group in
caffeic acid has an effect comparable to that of a buffered
system (pH 5.5) or to the presence of 10 mM acetic acid, and
values of kP™5* listed in Table 1 are also in agreement with
bimolecular rate constants determined in methanol containing
10 mM acetic acid for the reaction of dpph® with 7,8-
dihydroxyflavone (strongly acidic catechol moietg in ring A,
pK, = 7.4, and k'®™ACH — 1500 M~! s7!),"* and for a
noncatecholic flavone, morin (pK, = 5.2, and k'® ™MA<CH = 750
M~ s71)."*" In both flavonoids, the most acidic hydroxyl
group reacts as a phenolate anion. The concentration of H* in
methanol produced by 10 mM acetic acid having a pK, of 9.63
in methanol”” is (0.01 M X K,)** = 1.§ X 10 M, giving
p[H*] 5.8, which corresponds to pH S.5 in water or a water/
methanol mixture.

For all catecholamines, an enormous acceleration of the
reaction with dpph® is observed when passing from pH 5.5 to
7.4. For NOR, the increase in k° is ~50 times, while for the
three other catecholamines, the ratios (kPH7#/kPHSS) reach
130—160 and such a 2 order of magnitude increase in k°
follows the increase in the degree of deprotonation (a in Table
1) calculated from pK, values. The general term “degree of
deprotonation” used in Table 1 was used to avoid the
speculation about whether @ represents phenolate anions (if
pK,, is assigned to the OH group) or the degree of
deprotonation of the ammonium cation to form amine. This
latter case does not exclude the possibility of formation of
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phenolate anions, but their concentration will be 10—50 times
smaller, as could be calculated from the 1—1.5 unit differences
between pK,, and pK,. If the microconstants for acidic
dissociation discussed in several papers mentioned above are
taken into account, the real contribution of phenolate anions to
the overall degree of dissociation will be at least 1/10 as stated
by Kiss and Gergely.*® Regardless of the pattern of
dissociation, the 2 order of magnitude difference in k° clearly
correlates with the 2 unit difference in pH and the 2 order of
magnitude difference in the concentration of phenolate anions.
In our opinion, this is one of the best pieces of quantitative
evidence of the participation of the SPLET mechanism for
catecholamines reacting with dpph® in a water/methanol
mixture. The question of whether this effect could be extended
to the reactions of catecholamines with peroxyl radicals arises.
The increase in the inhibition rate constants (reaction 9) with
an increase in pH has already been reported for a simple
catechol (pK,; = 9.3) reacting with 2-tetrahydrofuranyl-peroxyl
radicals in a water/THF mixture.”® The increase in pH from
2.1 to 7.4 resulted in an only 2-fold increase in k;,;,, which was
followed by a nearly 100-fold increase when the pH was
changed from 7.4 to 12. Such an enhancement of inhibition
was explained by two nonexclusive mechanisms: a fast ET from
monodeprotonated catechol (SPLET mechanism) and possi-
ble acceleration of HAT from the remaining OH group being
weaker (with smaller BDEy_;) when a strong electron-
donating phenoxide —O~ group is present at the ortho
position. Although both mechanisms can act in parallel for
peroxyl radicals, the reaction of anionic forms of catechol-
amines with dpph® should proceed mainly via ET because
dpph® are ~3 orders of magnitude less reactive than peroxyl
radicalsin the abstraction of the hydrogen atom from ArOH,”
but dpph® are much more electron deficient than LOO®.

At both examined pH values, DA proves to have the highest
reactivity toward dpph® among catecholamines, as expressed
by its largest value of k°. DA (anion) reacts with dpph® so fast
that K74 = 1.7 X 10° M™' 5! becomes comparable to k = 2.2
X 10° M™! s7! theoretically predicted by Iuga et al."’ for DA
reacting with HOO?® in an aqueous environment. However, the
authors suggested (on the basis of the assumption that pK,, is
assigned to dissociation of the ammonium cation and
neglecting the presence of any traces of phenolate in the
water system) that the initial reaction of DA with HOO® is a
two-step process with single-electron transfer (SET) followed
by deprotonation of the highly acidic radical cation.'’ Such a
mechanism would be possible in less polar solvents and in the
presence of a metal cation,”” but our results in a water/
methanol system (with a pH-dependent rate for the reaction of
catecholamine with dpph®) clearly demonstrate that the
presence of phenolate anions cannot be neglected in the
overall kinetics.

kPH74 exceeds the rate constant of 1.37 x 10* M™' s7*
determined for dpph® reacting with catechin in a methanol/
water mixture (6:4) but agrees with k = 6.1 X 10° M™" 57!
obtained after the extrapolation to neat water and interpreted
as the rate constant for ET from the catechin anion to
dpph*.°”®" With the assumption that the & parameters listed in
Table 1 represent the anionic fractions of DA (in percent), the
overall rate constant k""7* can be converted into kET & (100/
)P~ 2 x 10 M7 57!, in full agreement with the
theoretical k¥ = 3.3 X 10° M™" s™! calculated for DA anions
reacting with dpph® (in the gas phase).""
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The highest reactivity of DA among the series of four
catecholamines agrees with the thermodynamic parameters
listed in Table 4 and agrees with observations made by other
researchers. Kawashima et al.”” correlated the highest reactivity
of DA among catecholamines with its lowest oxidation
potential E,, (see Table 4) and noticed that for the reaction
with galvinoxyl radical in acetonitrile, DA was the only
neurotransmitter that enhanced the reactivity in the presence
of Mg2+ cations, indicating the MCET mechanism, whereas
other (L-DOPA, ADR, and NOR) reacted via pure HAT. Our
data confirm that DA is the most active; however, in a buffered
methanol/water mixture, all four catecholamines (their anions)
are excellent reducing agents. The highest reactivity of DA
corresponds to almost all of the parameters listed in Table 4,
and additional enhancement of reactivity is achieved due to its
stronger acidity resulting in a higher degree of dissociation
degree at a given pH than for other catecholamines.

Experiments in Model Lipid Systems. The ability of DA
and L-DOPA to inhibit peroxidation in micellar systems has
already been verified by us for MeLin/Triton X-100 micelles
over an extended pH range.'® To our surprise, neither DA nor
L-DOPA was able to sufficiently break the kinetic chain of
peroxidation to produce the inhibition period (lag phase),
although both catecholamines retarded peroxidation at acidic
and neutral pH. A similar behavior was reported for some
phenolic acids with the catechol moiety in PC liposomes.’> We
suggested that the concentration of DA and L-DOPA in the
lipid micellar phase was too low to effectively suppress the
intramicellar peroxidation. Instead, both catecholamines were
mainly localized in water and trapped some fraction of water-
soluble initiating radicals. Our explanation agrees with values
of the octanol/water partition coefficients (log P values of
—0.99 for DA and —2.38 for L-DOPA),” indicating the
preferential aqueous location for both catecholamines, and also
agrees with the early works on the ability of catecholamines to
permeate model lipid bilayers (dioleoyl-PC/cholesterol)
showing no transport of catecholamines through the
membrane in the absence of a negatively charged ionophore
or an ion pairing agent.”* However, the results of molecular
dynamics simulations suggest that catecholamines should
interact with membrane lipid headgroups via hydrogen
bonds and electrostatic interactions.'’* At physiological pH,
catecholamines occur predominantly as cations, with smaller
fractions of zwitterions (DA, ADR, and NOR), or as
zwitterions with a smaller fraction of the anionic form (L-
DOPA), all having a positive charge on the ammonium
group.”** In our microcalorimetric study,'”” we demon-
strated that positively charged ammonium groups of DA
interact superficially with anions of phospholipid headgroups,
and these interactions were stronger for zwitterionic 1,2-
dimyristoyl-sn-glycero-3-phosphocholine (DMPC) enriched
with anionic 1,2-dimyristoyl-sn-glycero-3-phosphoglycerol
(DMPG)."”" These findings were confirmed by NMR
technique® and also by fluorescent probes;*® however, there
is still a discussion about whether dopamine is adhered on the
membrane surface’’”*" or whether DA can penetrate the
hydrophobic core of the membrane.'”**>°® Thus, we decided
to check the ability of dopamine to act as a chain-breaking
antioxidant during MeLin oxidation in DMPC/DMPG lip-
osomes with an increasingly negative surface charge. We
selected DA as the catecholamine expected to have the highest
radical trapping activity among catecholamines, as predicted on
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the basis of the values of the parameters listed in Table 4 and
our results from studies with the model dpph® radical.

Uninhibited Peroxidation. Peroxidation of MeLin in
liposomes in the absence of antioxidants proceeds at a constant
rate R, which is ~§ times smaller than the R,; determined
earlier by us for MeLin peroxidation in Triton X-100 micelles
(42.2 X 107 M 57, see Table $6).'® The slowest uninhibited
peroxidation was detected for liposomes composed of pure
DMPC (60 nM s™'), while for liposomes enriched with
DMPG, R,,; slightly increased, but was independent on the
amount of DMPG, with an average value of 77 + 4 nM s
calculated for LUVs containing 25—100 mol % DMPG. The
differences in the rates of peroxidation proceeding in micelles
versus bilayers as well as in neutral versus charged bilayers can
arise either from the different susceptibilities of the studied
systems to initiation (reaction 6) or differences in propagation
of peroxidation within the lipid phase (reaction 8). In our
experiments peroxidation was initiated by ABAP, which slowly
decomposes at 310 K providing a constant radical flux,
indispensable in quantitative kinetic studies. ABAP decom-
poses to positively charged carbon-centered radicals “R°®, which
are immediately converted to peroxyl radicals *ROO°®, that
attack the membrane. R; is ~40% lower for liposomes
composed of pure DMPC than for liposomes enriched with
DMPG (independent of DMPG content) (see Table 2). It can
be explained by the electrostatic attraction of the positively
charged initiating radicals toward the membrane surface. To
extract information about differences in propagation processes
in the lipid phase, we calculated the values of kinetic chain
lengths of propagation v. Interestingly, the largest v of 17 was
obtained for liposomes composed of pure DMPC and v
decreased with membrane charge to only 10 peroxyls per
initiating radical formed in DMPG LUVs. Thus, although the
initiation is favored for negatively charged liposomes, the
propagation processes are slower and less effective, probably
because of the repulsion between negatively charged lipids and
the less ordered structure of DMPC/DMPG and DMPG
membranes as compared to pure DMPC bilayers (indicated by
the smaller area per lipid in DMPC than in DMPG).%’

The observed differences in the propagation of lipid
peroxidation in micelles versus a bilayer can arise from the
different mobility of MeLin, resulting from the different
stability of both systems (dynamic micelles with short half-lives
between monomers and aggre§ates vs membranes composed
of relatively static aggregates),”” and the high microviscosity of
membranes compared to that of micelles.”” The rate of
uninhibited peroxidation is proportional to the lipid concen-
tration in the nonpolar phase. On the basis of a comparison of
MeLin:surfactant and MeLin:PC molar ratios, we can roughly
assume that MeLin is more concentrated in Triton X-100
micelles than in the bilayer, what can also account for faster
oxidation in micelles.”’

Antioxidant Properties of PMHC in Liposomes.
PMHC behaves as a chain-breaking antioxidant in the
DMPC/DMPG system as indicated by quite pronounced
induction periods recorded for all evaluated liposomal systems
(Figure 2 and Figures SS—S8). There is no clear relationship
between the value of the bimolecular rate constant of
inhibition for the reaction of PMHC with peroxyls, k;;,, and
the negative charge of liposomes, with the average value for ki,
of (1.7 + 0.4) x 10* M™' s7'. Thus, we suggest that the
membrane surface charge does not affect the chain breaking
activity of PMHC, because, as a hydrophobic molecule,
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PMHC penetrates the membrane core and its interactions
with the membrane do not depend on electrostatics. The
obtained value of ki, in DMPC/DMPG liposomes perfectly
agrees with k,; = 1.78 X 10* M™' 57! determined for PMHC
suppressing the peroxidation of a dilinoleoylphosphatidylcho-
line (DLPC) membrane.”® Moreover, it is very close to the ki,
describing the activity of PMHC in Triton X-100 micelles (k;,,
=20 x 10* M™' s7')."® Thus, despite the much lower
sensitivity of the liposomal system to peroxidation, model
antioxidant PMHC gave coherent results in DMPC/DMPG
liposomes and Triton X-100 micelles.

However, the magnitude of suppression of lipid peroxidation
by PMHC (expressed by the parameter eff;,,) is significantly
lower in the bilayer than in micelles. Namely, PMHC causes an
~5.5-fold decrease in the rate of peroxidation in DMPC/
DMPG LUVs (again, with no clear dependence on the
liposome charge) as compared to the 20-fold decrease in
Triton X-100 micelles. After the end of 7,4, MeLin
peroxidation in LUVs proceeds at a rate comparable to that
of uninhibited peroxidation (i.e., eff,,, &~ 1.0), indicating the
total consumption of PMHC in the system. Such behavior
differs from the observations described for Triton X-100
micelles, where after the end of the induction period the
peroxidation rate was still lower than that of the uninhibited
process.

Antioxidant Properties of DA in Liposomes. In
contrast to results for the micellar system, where DA only
retarded lipid peroxidation, in DMPC/DMPG liposomes the
antioxidant action of DA is manifested by a clear induction
period (see Figures S5—S8 and Table 3 and Table S6),
indicating a direct reaction of DA with peroxyl radicals. The
induction period caused by DA (applied at a concentration S
times higher than that of PMHC) is nearly 10 times longer
than the 7,,4 determined for PMHC, but its length does not
depend on the charge of the membrane (i.e., the fraction of
DMPG), having an average value of 54.4 + 2.2 min. The rate
constant for a bimolecular reaction of DA with peroxyl radicals
is 1 order of magnitude lower than k;,;, determined for PMHC
in the bilayer system and is larger for liposomes composed of
pure DMPC (k,, = 1.6 X 10° M~ s7') than for mixed
DMPC/DMPG LUVs, where the average value of ki, is (1.3 =
0.1) X 10> M~! s, Such a low value of k;, classifies DA as a
weak chain-breaking antioxidant, with k;,,/k, ~ 10” being the
border value for suppression of a chain of lipid peroxidation.
Interestingly, both parameters, 7;,4 and ky;, do not depend on
the fraction of DMPG in the membrane, although the strength
of DA/membrane interactions increases with the membrane
negative charge due to electrostatic forces."”” Moreover, the
ki is maximal for the neutral DMPC membrane, where
electrostatic forces are negligible. Thus, it seems that a
detectable antioxidant effect of DA in the liposomal system
cannot be explained by only a simple attraction of DA to the
membrane surface, resulting in a local increase in its
concentration in the proximity of the membrane. It is rather
the proper orientation of the molecule in the membrane that is
crucial for the manifestation of the antioxidant activity. The
hydrophobic component of interactions of dopamine with the
DMPC/DMPG membrane was extracted from our micro-
calorimetric data'”" as the intrinsic partition coefficient, which
is independent of the membrane charge. For pure DMPG
liposomes, the hydrophobic effects are 10 times weaker than
the electrostatic forces, but the ratio of electrostatic to
hydrophobic interactions decreases for a decreasing fraction
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of DMPG in the DMPC/DMPG membrane, with hydrophobic
effects being entirely responsible for interactions of DA with
the neutral DMPC membrane. Thus, the hydrophobic
interactions of DA allow penetration of the lipid bilayer, as
already suggested by some researchers,'’*°>°° and the degree
of this intercalation is enough to enable DA to act as a weak
antioxidant. So far, the role of membrane interactions in
antioxidant activity has been described for some nonsteroidal
anti-inflammatory drugs from the oxicam family.”" Thus, the
lack of antioxidant activity of DA in Triton X-100 micelles
reported earlier by us can be explained by overly weak
interactions between DA and non-ionic micelles. The second
possible explanation of the different behavior of DA in
liposomes and micelles is substantially faster propagation of
lipid peroxidation in micelles than in liposomes, reaction 8
dominates over reaction 9, and the induction period is not
manifested.

The stoichiometric factor n of 2.4 + 0.2 determined for DA
in DMPC is exactly the same as that reported by Barclay’” for
reaction of catechols with alkylperoxyl radicals in chloroben-
zene and reflects the two-step oxidation of catechol to
semiquinone, and subsequently to quinone.”* Barclay noticed
a decrease of n to 1.1 in micellar systems (SDS, pH 7) and
interpreted this effect as a partial oxidation of catechol in
processes other than the chain-breaking action. Our results
indicate that DA behaved in a manner different from that of
simple catechols, and the n of 2.4 in DPMC increases to 3.7 +
0.3 in DMPC/DMPG liposomes (see Table 2). Such a high
value of n might be explained by the participation of not only
two hydroxyl groups but also the amino group in further
reactions of the oxidized quinone, with cyclization to products
with a recovered catechol moiety (leucodopaminochrome,
dopaminochrome, and dihydroxyindole)”>'”***** being the
first steps of production of polydopamine (see Figure 3). We
suppose that the negative charge of DMPG facilitates some of
these processes, and, additionally, increases the concentration
of the polymerizing species.

HOm i Om " Om
HO NH, HO NH, o NH,
1 2 3
dopamine
ortho-quinone

dopamine
semiquinone

HO o o HO
polydopamine ‘:;_ m - m -— m
HO N o N HO N
H H H
6 5 4

5,6-dihydroxyindole  dopaminochrome leukodopaminochrome

Figure 3. Oxidation of dopamine leading to polydopamine with the
first steps including recovery of the catechol moiety.”** For the sake
of simplicity, amino and hydroxyl groups are also presented in non-
ionized forms, and oxidation is visualized as abstraction of a H atom,
regardless of a one-step or multistep sequence.

Although the hypothesis that OH groups are recovered due
to nucleophilic attack of nitrogen on o-quinone and rear-
omatization (see Figure 3) seems to be the most probable and
agrees with the mechanism of oxidative polymerization of
dopamine under alkaline conditions, other mechanisms cannot
be excluded. For example, the increase in the stoichiometric
factors was also observed for cinnamic acid derivatives
inhibiting autoxidation of tetrahydrofuran in water, which
was attributed to rapid Michael type nucleophilic addition of
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water to o-quinone, and enolization (reaction 13); however,
this process was facilitated by an electron-withdrawing group

o OH OH
[e] = HO. HO.
ﬁ\ﬂ Homo? o _ (13)
= EWG 7 EWG HO EWG
OH

(EWG) present in the side chain.”*An anonymous reviewer
suggested another possible explanation for the recovery of
hydroxyl groups, the reduction of o-quinone by hydroperoxyl
radicals generated during autoxidation of the side chain of
structure 3 (in Figure 3). Reduction of o-quinone to catechol
by HOO® is well-documented,”> but we exclude this
mechanism in our lipid/water system because water-soluble
hydroperoxyl radicals would immediately escape from the
interphase into bulk water and, additionally, at neutral or
alkaline pH almost all HOO® radicals (pK, = 4.8) will undergo
a fast deprotonation to less reactive superoxide O,"".

Despite the elongated time of activity, DA is slightly less
efficient than PMHC (S uM DA causes an ~4-fold decrease in
the peroxidation rate, with the largest value of eff;,, observed
for pure DMPC liposomes, compared to an ~5.5-fold decrease
caused by 1 uM PMHC). After the induction period is
finished, both compounds have a negligible impact on the
peroxidation rate in DMPC and mixed DMPC/DMPG LUVs;
however, in DMPG LUVs, DA causes a nearly 2-fold decrease
in the rate of postinhibition peroxidation, in agreement with
the hypothesis that a negatively charged microenvironment
favors the formation of products (Figure 3) that can trap ROS.

In contrast to the peroxidation of methyl linoleate in
micellar non-ionic systems (Triton X-100),"® data presented
herein give the experimental evidence that DA can efficiently
suppress lipid peroxidation in DMPC/DMPG LUVs, as model
bilayers relevant to biological systems. This is consistent with
results of the studies showing that DA protects brain
homogenate against lipid peroxidation.'” However, the studies
on brain homogenates were performed in the presence of
metal ions, so it was difficult to evaluate whether DA acted as a
chain-breaking antioxidant or as a preventive antioxidant (that
forms complexes with metal ions). Metal binding as a main
mechanism explaining the protective effect of DA against
oxidative stress has already been suggested by some authors.”®
In contrast, our results represent the experimental proof of the
chain-breaking activity of DA in a model heterogeneous water/
lipid system.

B CONCLUSIONS

We present quantitative data on the ability of four catechol-
amines (DA, L-DOPA, ADR, and NOR) to scavenge free
radicals in an aqueous solution and in a phospholipid bilayer.
In a water/methanol solution at a precisely controlled pH,
catecholamines scavenge the model dpph® radical in a fast and
effective way. The large, 2 orders of magnitude, enhancement
of their reactivity with an increase in pH from 5.5 to 7.4
provides the clear evidence that scavenging activity is
correlated with deprotonation of hydroxyl groups, with
participation of fast electron transfer from the phenolate
anion to dpph® (as predicted by the SPLET mechanism) in
addition to much slower one-step HAT. The observed
acceleration agrees with the parameters describing the pH-
dependent redox potentials of catecholamines as well as with
the thermodynamic descriptors of the stability of radicals
formed after abstraction of a H atom from catecholamines (in
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a one- or two-step process). The experiments carried out in
model lipid membranes demonstrated that dopamine
efficiently breaks the chain of peroxidation of an unsaturated
lipid dispersed in model phospholipid membranes assembled
from zwitterionic DMPC and negatively charged DMPG (at
different molar ratios). Interactions of DA with the
phospholipid membrane and diffusion phenomena are
important factors governing the radical trapping ability of
this catecholamine, with a small increase in activity observed in
negatively charged liposomes. The value of the stoichiometric
factor, n, indicates that approximately four peroxyl radicals are
trapped per molecule of DA in anionic membranes, exceeding
the values for catechols in liposomal systems. Such a high value
of n indicates that some products of oxidative modification of
DA (such as leucoaminochrome and $,6-dihydroxyindole) can
also be responsible for trapping of peroxyl radicals.

This work clearly demonstrates the need to measure the
antioxidant activity in various model systems to obtain a more
complete picture of the potential protective activity of the
compound against the free radicals. From the point of view of
the resemblance to physiological conditions, data obtained in
the bilayer system are the most convenient. Biological
membranes are far more diverse in lipid composition,
structure, and the presence of membrane proteins, other
antioxidants, and prooxidants (including metal ions), which
can dramatically change the antioxidant properties of catechol-
amines and their further fate when undergoing enzymatic and
non-enzymatic reactions after reactions with ROS.”” Thus, the
kinetic data presented here demonstrate the potential ability of
a model catecholamine, dopamine, to trap peroxyl radicals in
the lipid membrane.

B EXPERIMENTAL SECTION

Materials. Dopamine hydrochloride (DA, 98.5%, powder, Sigma-
Aldrich), v-3,4-dihydroxyphenylalanine (L-DOPA, 97%, powder,
Sigma-Aldrich), (—)-adrenaline (ADR, >98%, powder, Sigma-
Aldrich), r-noradrenaline (NOR, >98%, powder, Fluka), 2,2,5,7,8-
pentamethyl-6-hydroxychroman (PMHC, 97%, powder, Sigma-
Aldrich), 2,2'-diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazyl radical (dpph®, 95%, powder,
Sigma-Aldrich), 2,2’-azobis(2-methylpropionamidine) dihydrochlor-
ide (ABAP, 97%, powder, Sigma-Aldrich), methyl linoleate (MeLin,
99%, liquid, Sigma-Aldrich), 1,2-dimyristoyl-sn-glycero-3-phospho-
choline (DMPC, 99%, powder, Avanti Polar Lipids), 1,2-dimyristoyl-
sn-glycero-3-phosphoglycerol (DMPG, 99%, powder, Avanti Polar
Lipids), solvents, and buffer constituents were used without further
purification.

Determination of the Acidity Constants pK, of Dopamine.
Because of the high sensitivity of dopamine (DA) to oxidation, we
modified the standard spectrophotometric titration method applied
previously by us for flavonoids and prepared each pH sample
separately, as in point by point analysis proposed by Sanchez-Rivera et
al.'” In this method, a fresh DA stock solution (concentration of 1.13
X 107 M) was prepared and kept under anaerobic conditions. For
each spectrophotometric determination, a 100 uL aliquot of stock
solution was added to a 10 mL sample of 10 mM H;PO, previously
titrated with KOH to achieve the desired pH value (the pH for each
sample was determined by a precision pH meter with a combined pH
glass electrode just before the addition of the DA stock solution). The
samples containing added DA (final concentration of 1.13 X 107* M)
were immediately transferred into a quartz cuvette, and an
ultraviolet—visible (UV—vis) spectrum within the range of 200—600
nm was recorded with a UV—vis Cary 50 spectrometer. The
experiments were performed under nitrogen to minimize the extent
of dopamine oxidation. The spectra obtained for pH values ranging
from 1.5 to 12 were processed with Datan version 3.1 (MultiD
Analyses AB) to determine acidity constants.
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Kinetic Measurements of the Rate Constant for Reactions
of Catecholamine with dpph®. The rates of reaction of dpph® with
catecholamines were monitored using the stopped-flow technique,
and the rate constants were calculated as described previously'* in a
number of neat organic solvents; however, in the work presented here,
the methodology was applied for the water/methanol system.
Solutions of dpph®, DA, L-DOPA, ADR, and NOR in a 1:1 (v:v)
water/methanol mixture at pH S.5 (acetate buffer consisting of 21.4
mM CH;COONa and 3.6 mM CH;COOH) and at pH 7.4 (Tris
buffer consisting of SO mM Tris and 42 mM HCIl) were prepared
immediately before the experiments, in deoxygenated (nitrogen-
purged) solvents, and kept under nitrogen. Experiments were carried
out at 296 + 2 K. A series of measurements were performed at a fixed
initial concentration of dpph® (30 M at pH 5.5 and 6 uM at pH 7.4)
and varied initial concentrations of catecholamines, always in
stoichiometric excess over [dpph®], up to SO0 M at pH S.5 and
up to S0 uM at pH 7.4 (see the Supporting Information). The decay
of dpph® reacting with catecholamines was followed at 517 nm on a
model RX-2000 stopped-flow rapid mixing accessory (Applied
Photophysics) coupled to a CARY 50 UV—vis spectrophotometer
(equipped with a 150 W xenon lamp). For a series of different starting
concentrations of catecholamines, [Ar(OH),],, the pseudo-first-order
experimental rate constants [kexp (inverse seconds)] for the reaction
of catecholamine and dpph® were determined and the second-order
rate constants (i.e., bimolecular rate constants) [k° (inverse molar
seconds)] were calculated from the slopes of the straight line
dependence of k., versus [Ar(OH),],. For each pH, at least two
independent series of experiments were performed.

Preparation of Liposomal Suspensions for Oxygen Uptake
Measurements. Liposomal suspensions were prepared from methyl
linoleate (MeLin), DMPC, and DMPG. Each time, the weighed
amount of DMPC was dissolved in chloroform and DMPG in a
chloroform/ethanol solution [1:1 (v:v)]. These organic stock
solutions of lipids were mixed in appropriate proportions to give
various DMPC:DMPG molar ratios, and MeLin was added with a
microliter automatic pipet to give a molar ratio of phospholipids to
MeLin of 8:1. Afterward, the lipid solution was transferred to a pear-
shaped glass flask. Organic solvents were evaporated in a vacuum
rotary evaporator, and the flask was kept overnight under vacuum to
remove traces of solvents. Subsequently, the thin lipid film was
suspended in an appropriate amount of warm 50 mM phosphate
buffer (pH 7.0) by being intensively shaken (vortexing) at a
temperature above the lipid phase transition to give multilamellar
vesicles (MLVs) with final concentrations of lipids: 2.74 mM MeLin
and 21.92 mM phospholipids (DMPC and DMPG). Suspensions of
MLVs were extruded at least 21 times through polycarbonate
membranes with a pore diameter of 100 nm in an Avanti Mini-
Extruder to afford 100 nm LUVs.

Oxygen Uptake Measurements of Antioxidant Activity of
Dopamine and PMHC. The antioxidant activities of DA and PMHC
(a reference chain-breaking antioxidant) were investigated by the
oxygen uptake method with MeLin (entrapped in LUVs composed of
DMPC and DMPG) used as a substrate for peroxidation. The
procedure was the same as described previously for a sodium dodecyl
sulfate micellar system”'” and a Triton X-100 micellar system.'® Two
milliliters of a liposomal suspension was transferred into the glass
vessel placed in a thermostated bath of a model 5300A Biological
Oxygen Monitor (Yellow Springs Instruments) with a model 5304
Micro Adapter Kit (converting the chamber volume to 2 mL). The
constant stirring of the sample was assured by a magnetic stirrer with
a stirring speed 480 rpm. After aeration for 10 min, a Clark type
polarographic oxygen probe immersed in a Teflon plunger was placed
in the vessel and the oxygen content was continuously recorded. The
electrode was calibrated for air-saturated (100%) and degassed (0%)
liposomal dispersions. In a single run, the oxygen contents in two
separate samples were measured and the third chamber was used to
control the temperature with a thermocouple. The bath assembly was
connected to a constant-temperature circulator providing a temper-
ature-controlled environment with a temperature stability 310 + 0.2
K. The access slot along one side of the plunger enabled the removal
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of gas bubbles from the sample as well as the injection of the initiator
and antioxidants to the sample. MeLin peroxidation was initiated by
ABAP added with a microliter syringe (0.5 M aqueous stock solution)
to afford a final concentration of 10 mM ABAP in the vessel. For the
control experiment, no inhibitor was added and the rate of
uninhibited peroxidation, R, was determined from the plot of
oxygen uptake, A[O,], versus time, t. For experiments on
peroxidation inhibited by DA or PMHC, after the initiator was
added and a constant rate of oxygen uptake started, 4 uL of DA (in
water) or 4 uL of PMHC (in ethanol) was injected and the rate of
inhibited peroxidation, Ry, was measured during the induction
period (lag phase of peroxidation), together with the length of the
induction period, 7;,q (determined by the method of Roginskyzs), and
the rate of uninhibited peroxidation after the end of the induction

period, R,.

B ASSOCIATED CONTENT

© Supporting Information

The Supporting Information is available free of charge at
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.joc.1c02308.

Values of pK, for catecholamines; kinetic data for the
reaction of L-DOPA, DA, NOR, and ADR with dpph®;
acid/base equilibrium equations applied for calculation
of the degree of ionization of catecholamines; dissoci-
ation diagrams of DA, L-DOPA, NOR, and ADR; and
kinetic traces for oxidation of liposomes inhibited by
PMHC or DA in liposomes (DMPC:DMPG molar ratio
of 1:1 or 1:3 or pure DMPG) (PDF)

B AUTHOR INFORMATION

Corresponding Authors
Katarzyna Jodko-Piorecka — Faculty of Chemistry, University
of Warsaw, 02-093 Warsaw, Poland; Email: kjodko@
chem.uw.edu.pl
Grzegorz Litwinienko — Faculty of Chemistry, University of
Warsaw, 02-093 Warsaw, Poland; © orcid.org/0000-0002-
5523-0888; Email: litwin@chem.uw.edu.pl

Authors

Bozena Sikora — Faculty of Chemistry, University of Warsaw,
02-093 Warsaw, Poland; Laboratory of Biological Physics,
Institute of Physics, Polish Academy of Sciences, 02-668
Warsaw, Poland; © orcid.org/0000-0001-5902-9682

Monika Kluzek — Faculty of Chemistry, University of Warsaw,
02-093 Warsaw, Poland; Department of Materials and
Interfaces, Weizmann Institute of Science, Rehovot 76100,
Israel; © orcid.org/0000-0002-2447-699X

Pawel Przybylski — Faculty of Chemistry, University of
Warsaw, 02-093 Warsaw, Poland

Complete contact information is available at:
https://pubs.acs.org/10.1021/acs.joc.1c02308

Author Contributions

G.L. conceived the project. KJ.-P. and G.L. designed the
experiments. KJ.-P., MK, B.S., and P.P. performed the
experiments and analyzed the data. KJ.-P. and G.L. wrote
the manuscript. All authors have given approval to the final
version of the manuscript.

Notes
The authors declare no competing financial interest.

1801

B ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

G.L. gratefully acknowledges the financial support from the
National Science Center of Poland (NCN Grant OPUS 18 No.
2018/31/B/ST4/02354).

B REFERENCES

(1) Iversen, S. D.; Iversen, L. L. Dopamine: SO years in perspective.
Trends Neurosci. 2007, 30, 188—193.

(2) Bjérklund, A.; Dunnett, S. B. Dopamine neuron systems in the
brain: an update. Trends Neurosci. 2007, 30, 194—202.

(3) Chinta, S. J,; Andersen, J. K. Dopaminergic neurons. Int. J.
Biochem. Cell Biol. 2005, 37, 942—946.

(4) Polymeropoulos, M. H; Lavedan, C.; Leroy, E; Ide, S. E;
Dehejia, A.; Dutra, A,; Pike, B.; Root, H.; Rubenstein, J.; Boyer, R;;
Stenroos, E. S.; Chandrasekharappa, S.; Athanassiadou, A.;
Papapetropoulos, T.; Johnson, W. G.; Lazzarini, A. M.; Duvoisin, R.
C.; Di Iorio, G.; Golbe, L. I; Nussbaum, R. L. Mutation in the a-
synuclein gene identified in families with Parkinson’s disease. Science
1997, 276, 2045—2047.

(5) (a) Troadec, J. D.; Marien, M.; Darios, F.; Hartmann, A;
Ruberg, M.; Colpaert, F.; Michel, P. P. Noradrenaline provides long-
term protection to dopaminergic neurons by reducing oxidative stress.
J. Neurochem. 2001, 79, 200—210. (b) Iacovitti, L.; Stull, N. D,;
Mishizen, A. Neurotransmitters, KCl and antioxidants rescue striatal
neurons from apoptotic cell death in culture. Brain Res. 1999, 816,
276-285. (c) Noh, J. S;; Kim, E. Y.; Kang, J. S.; Kim, H. R;; Oh, Y. J;
Gwag, B. ]. Neurotoxic and neuroprotective actions of catecholamines
in cortical neurons. Exp. Neurol. 1999, 159, 217—224. (d) Colamarti-
no, M,; Padua, L.; Meneghini, C.; Leone, S.; Cornetta, T.; Testa, A,;
Cozzi, R. Protective effects of L-dopa and carbidopa combined
treatments on human catecholaminergic cells. DNA Cell Biol. 2012,
31, 1572—1579.

(6) (a) Cornetta, T.; Palma, S.; Aprile, L; Padua, L.; Tonali, P.;
Testa, A; Cozzi, R. Levodopa therapy reduces DNA damage in
peripheral blood cells of patients with Parkinson’s disease. Cell Biol.
Toxicol. 2009, 25, 321—330. (b) Cosentino, M.; Rasini, E.; Colombo,
C.; Marino, F.; Blandini, F.; Ferrari, M.; Samuele, A.; Lecchini, S.;
Nappi, G.; Frigo, G. Dopaminergic modulation of oxidative stress and
apoptosis in human peripheral blood lymphocytes: evidence for a D1-
like receptor-dependent protective effect. Free Radical Biol. Med.
2004, 36, 1233—1240.

(7) (a) Foti, M. C.; Johnson, E. R; Vinqvist, M. R;; Wright, J. S.;
Barclay, L. R. C,; Ingold, K. U. Naphthalene diols: A new class of
antioxidants intramolecular hydrogen bonding in catechols, naph-
thalene diols, and their aryloxyl radicals. J. Org. Chem. 2002, 67,
5190—5196. (b) Barclay, L. R. C.; Edwards, C. E,; Vinqvist, M. R.
Media effects of antioxidant activities of phenols and catechols. J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 1999, 121, 6226—6231. (c) Wright, J. S.; Johnson, E. R;;
DiLabio, G. A. Predicting the activity of phenolic antioxidants:
theoretical method, analysis of substituent effects, and application to
major families of antioxidants. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2001, 123, 1173—
1183. (d) Helberg, J.; Pratt, D. A. Autoxidation vs. antioxidants-the
fight for forever. Chem. Soc. Rev. 2021, 50, 7343—7358. (e) Ingold, K.
U,; Pratt, D. A. Advances in radical-trapping antioxidant chemistry in
the 21st century: A kinetics and mechanisms perspective. Chem. Rev.
2014, 114, 9022—9046. (f) Leopoldini, M.; Russo, N.; Toscano, M.
The molecular basis of working mechanism of natural polyphenolic
antioxidants. Food Chem. 2011, 125, 288—306. (g) Galano, A;
Mazzone, G.; Alvarez-Diduk, R.; Marino, T.; Alvarez-Idaboy, J. R.;
Russo, N. Food Antioxidants: Chemical Insights at the Molecular
Level. Annu. Rev. Food Sci. Technol. 2016, 7, 335—352.

(8) Rice-Evans, C. A; Miller, N. J; Paganga, G. Antioxidant
properties of phenolic compounds. Trends Plant Sci. 1997, 2, 152—
159.

(9) (a) Cosa, G; Scaiano, J. C. Reactivity of adrenaline toward
alkoxyl radicals and carbonyl triplet states. Org. Biomol. Chem. 2008, 6,
4609—4614. (b) Kawashima, T.; Ohkubo, K.; Fukuzumi, S. Radical
scavenging reactivity of catecholamine neurotransmitters and the

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.joc.1c02308
J. Org. Chem. 2022, 87, 1791-1804


https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.joc.1c02308?goto=supporting-info
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acs.joc.1c02308/suppl_file/jo1c02308_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Katarzyna+Jodko-Pio%CC%81recka"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
mailto:kjodko@chem.uw.edu.pl
mailto:kjodko@chem.uw.edu.pl
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Grzegorz+Litwinienko"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5523-0888
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5523-0888
mailto:litwin@chem.uw.edu.pl
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Boz%CC%87ena+Sikora"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5902-9682
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Monika+Kluzek"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2447-699X
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Pawe%C5%82+Przybylski"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.joc.1c02308?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tins.2007.03.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tins.2007.03.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tins.2007.03.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocel.2004.09.009
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.276.5321.2045
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.276.5321.2045
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1471-4159.2001.00556.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1471-4159.2001.00556.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0006-8993(98)00955-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0006-8993(98)00955-X
https://doi.org/10.1006/exnr.1999.7144
https://doi.org/10.1006/exnr.1999.7144
https://doi.org/10.1089/dna.2011.1546
https://doi.org/10.1089/dna.2011.1546
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10565-008-9086-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10565-008-9086-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.freeradbiomed.2004.02.065
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.freeradbiomed.2004.02.065
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.freeradbiomed.2004.02.065
https://doi.org/10.1021/jo020184v?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/jo020184v?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/jo020184v?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja990878u?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja002455u?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja002455u?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja002455u?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1039/D1CS00265A
https://doi.org/10.1039/D1CS00265A
https://doi.org/10.1021/cr500226n?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/cr500226n?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2010.08.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2010.08.012
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-food-041715-033206
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-food-041715-033206
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1360-1385(97)01018-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1360-1385(97)01018-2
https://doi.org/10.1039/b810765c
https://doi.org/10.1039/b810765c
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp909314t?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp909314t?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
pubs.acs.org/joc?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.joc.1c02308?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as

The Journal of Organic Chemistry

pubs.acs.org/joc

inhibition effect for DNA cleavage. J. Phys. Chem. B 2010, 114, 675—
680. (c) Ohkubo, K; Moro-Oka, Y.; Fukuzumi, S. Hydrogen
abstraction from neurotransmitters by active oxygen species facilitated
by intramolecular hydrogen bonding in the radical intermediates. Org.
Biomol. Chem. 2006, 4, 999—1001.

(10) Iuga, C.; Alvarez-Idaboy, J. R; Vivier-Bunge, A. ROS initiated
oxidation of dopamine under oxidative stress conditions in aqueous
and lipidic environments. J. Phys. Chem. B 2011, 115, 12234—12246.

(11) Dimi¢, D.; Milenkovi¢, D.; Dimitric Markovic, J.; Markovic, Z.
Antiradical activity of catecholamines and metabolites of dopamine:
theoretical and experimental study. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2017, 19,
12970—-12980.

(12) Liu, J; Mori, A. Monoamine metabolism provides an
antioxidant defense in the brain against oxidant- and free radical-
induced damage. Arch. Biochem. Biophys. 1993, 302, 118—127.

(13) (a) Litwinienko, G.; Ingold, K. U. Solvent effects on the rates
and mechanisms of reaction of phenols with free radicals. Acc. Chem.
Res. 2007, 40, 222—230. (b) Amorati, R.; Valgimigli, L. Modulation of
the antioxidant activity of phenols by non-covalent interactions. Org.
Biomol. Chem. 2012, 10, 4147—4158.

(14) (a) Litwinienko, G.; Ingold, K. U. Abnormal solvent effects on
hydrogen atom abstractions. 1. The reactions of phenols with 2,2-
diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazyl (dpph®) in alcohols. J. Org. Chem. 2003, 68,
3433—3438. (b) Musialik, M.; Kuzmicz, R,; Pawlowski, T. S.;
Litwinienko, G. Acidity of hydroxyl groups: An overlooked influence
on antiradical properties of flavonoids. J. Org. Chem. 2009, 74, 2699—
2709.

(15) Foti, M. C.; Daquino, C.; Geraci, C. Electron-Transfer Reaction
of Cinnamic Acids and Their Methyl Esters with the DPPH Radical in
Alcoholic Solutions. J. Org. Chem. 2004, 69, 2309—2314.

(16) Berfield, J. L; Wang, L. C.; Reith, M. E. A. Which form of
dopamine is the substrate for the human dopamine transporter: The
cationic or the uncharged species? J. Biol. Chem. 1999, 274, 4876—
4882.

(17) (a) Orlowski, A; Grzybek, M.; Bunker, A,; Pasenkiewicz-
Gierula, M,; Vattulainen, I; Minnists, P. T.; Rog, T. Strong
preferences of dopamine and L-dopa towards lipid head group:
Importance of lipid composition and implication for neurotransmitter
metabolism. J. Neurochem. 2012, 122, 681—690. (b) Jodko-Piorecka,
K,; Litwinienko, G. First Experimental Evidence of Dopamine
Interactions with Negatively Charged Model Biomembranes. ACS
Chem. Neurosci. 2013, 4, 1114—1122.

(18) Jodko-Piorecka, K; Litwinienko, G. Antioxidant activity of
dopamine and L-DOPA in lipid micelles and their cooperation with
an analogue of alpha-tocopherol. Free Radical Biol. Med. 2015, 83, 1—
11.

(19) (a) Sanchez-Rivera, A. E.; Corona-Avendano, S.; Alarcén-
Angeles, G.; Rojas-Hernandez, A.; Ramirez-Silva, M. T.; Romero-
Romo, M. A. Spectrophotometric study on the stability of dopamine
and the determination of its acidity constants. Spectrochim. Acta, Part
A 2003, 59, 3193—3203. (b) Herlinger, E.; Jameson, R. F.; Linert, W.
Spontaneous autoxidation of dopamine. J. Chem. Soc., Perkin Trans. 2
1995, 259-263.

(20) Castelli, F.; Trombetta, D.; Tomaino, A.; Bonina, F.; Romeo,
G.; Uccella, N.; Saija, A. Dipalmitoylphosphatidylcholine/linoleic acid
mixed unilamellar vesicles as model membranes for studies on novel
free-radical scavengers. J. Pharmacol. Toxicol. Methods 1997, 37, 135—
141.

(21) (a) Ingold, K. U. Reactions of water-soluble alkylperoxyl
radicals and superoxide with DNA, lipoproteins and phospholipid
vesicles: The role played by electrostatic forces. Curr. Med. Chem.
2003, 10, 2631—2642. (b) Musialik, M.; Kita, M.; Litwinienko, G.
Initiation of lipid autoxidation by ABAP at pH 4—10 in SDS micelles.
Org. Biomol. Chem. 2008, 6, 677—681.

(22) The separate notation of + and e is used to distinguish the
radicals formed from the parent compounds bearing a positive charge
from the radical cations generated as products of electron transfer
from neutral, electron rich molecules.

1802

(23) Barclay, L. R. C. 1992 Syntex Award Lecture. Model
biomembranes: Quantitative studies of peroxidation, antioxidant
action, partitioning, and oxidative stress. Can. J. Chem. 1993, 71, 1—
16.

(24) Barclay, L. R. C.; Locke, S. J.; MacNeil, J. M.; Vankessel, J.;
Burton, G. W.; Ingold, K. U. Autoxidation of micelles and model
membranes. Quantitative kinetic measurements can be made by using
either water-soluble or lipid-soluble initiators with water-soluble or
lipid-soluble chain-breaking antioxidants. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1984, 106,
2479-2481.

(25) Literature values of ko for ~20 systems containing linoleate and
linolenate in emulsions and liposomes are collected and presented in
Table S1 of the Supporting Information of ref 70.

(26) Milutinovic, P. S,; Yang, L.; Cantor, R. S.; Eger, E. L, II; Sonner,
J. M. Anesthetic-like modulation of y-aminobutyric acid type A,
strychnine-sensitive glycine, and N-methyl-D-aspartate receptors by
coreleased neurotransmitters. Anesth. Analg. 2007, 105, 386—392.

(27) The induction period is manifested when the chain-breaking
(radical trapping) agents (abbreviated here as ArOH) competitively
deactivate LOO® (eq 9), with k;,, being at least 10* higher than k.

(28) Loshadkin, D.; Roginsky, V.; Pliss, E. Substituted p-hydro-
quinones as a chain-breaking antioxidant during the oxidation of
styrene. Int. J. Chem. Kinet. 2002, 34, 162—171.

(29) The value of k, determined for linoleic acid in 0.5 M SDS
micelles with ABAP as an initiator (kP =15 M! s7') was used for
calculation of k.

(30) Boozer, C. E.; Himmond, G. S.; Hamilton, C. E.; Sen, J. N. Air
Oxidation of Hydrocarbons. II. The stoichiometry and fate of
inhibitors in benzene and chlorobenzene. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1955, 77,
3233-3237.

(31) (a) Sayre, L. M,; Perry, G.; Smith, M. A. Oxidative stress and
neurotoxicity. Chem. Res. Toxicol. 2008, 21, 172—188. (b) Barnham,
K. J; Masters, C. L.; Bush, A. I. Neurodegenerative diseases and
oxidatives stress. Nat. Rev. Drug Discovery 2004, 3, 205—214.

(32) (a) Lles, A; Greenberg, S. M;; Growdon, J. H. Current
pharmacotherapy for Alzheimer’s disease. Annu. Rev. Med. 2006, 57,
513—533. (b) Gilgun-Sherki, Y.; Melamed, E.; Offen, D. Oxidative
stress induced-neurodegenerative diseases: The need for antioxidants
that penetrate the blood brain barrier. Neuropharmacology 2001, 40,
959-97S.

(33) (a) Olanow, C. W.; Agid, Y.; Mizuno, Y.; Albanese, A;
Bonucelli, U.; Damier, P.; De Yebenes, J.; Gershanik, O.; Guttman,
M.; Grandas, F.; Hallett, M.; Hornykiewicz, O.; Jenner, P;
Katzenschlager, R.; Langston, W. J; LeWitt, P.; Melamed, E,;
Mena, M. A; Michel, P. P.; Mytilineou, C.; Obeso, J. A.,; Poewe,
W.; Quinn, N.; Raisman-Vozari, R; Rajput, A. H.; Rascol, O;
Sampaio, C.; Stocchi, F. Levodopa in the treatment of Parkinson’s
disease: Current controversies. Mov. Disord. 2004, 19, 997—100S.
(b) Schapira, A. H. V.; Emre, M.; Jenner, P.; Poewe, W. Levodopa in
the treatment of Parkinson’s disease. Eur. ]. Neurol. 2009, 16, 982—
989.

(34) Wang, Y,; Zhang, H; Chen, M. A strategy to differentiate
dopamine and levodopa based on their cyclization reaction regulated
by pH. Anal. Chim. Acta 2021, 1157, 338379.

(35) Tse, D. C.-S.; Kuwana, T. Electrocatalysis of dihydronicotina-
mide adenosine diphosphate with quinones and modified quinone
electrodes. Anal. Chem. 1978, 50, 1315—1318.

(36) Jiang, D.; Men, L.; Wang, J.; Zhang, Y.; Chickenyen, S.; Wang,
Y.; Zhou, F. Redox Reactions of Copper Complexes Formed with
Different f-Amyloid Peptides and Their Neuropathalogical Rele-
vance. Biochemistry 2007, 46, 9270—9282.

(37) Eslami, M.; Zare, H. R; Namazian, M. Thermodynamic
parameters of electrochemical oxidation of L-DOPA: Experimental
and theoretical studies. J. Phys. Chem. B 2012, 116, 12552—12557.

(38) Enache, T. A, Oliveira-Brett, A. M. Phenol and para-
substituted phenols electrochemical oxidation pathways. J. Electroanal.
Chem. 2011, 655, 9—16.

(39) Chen, S.; Tai, K. Y.; Webster, R. D. The Effect of the Buffering
Capacity of the Supporting Electrolyte on the Electrochemical

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.joc.1c02308
J. Org. Chem. 2022, 87, 1791-1804


https://doi.org/10.1021/jp909314t?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1039/b600111d
https://doi.org/10.1039/b600111d
https://doi.org/10.1039/b600111d
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp206347u?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp206347u?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp206347u?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1039/C7CP01716B
https://doi.org/10.1039/C7CP01716B
https://doi.org/10.1006/abbi.1993.1189
https://doi.org/10.1006/abbi.1993.1189
https://doi.org/10.1006/abbi.1993.1189
https://doi.org/10.1021/ar0682029?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ar0682029?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1039/c2ob25174d
https://doi.org/10.1039/c2ob25174d
https://doi.org/10.1021/jo026917t?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/jo026917t?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/jo026917t?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/jo802716v?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/jo802716v?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/jo035758q?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/jo035758q?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/jo035758q?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.274.8.4876
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.274.8.4876
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.274.8.4876
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-4159.2012.07813.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-4159.2012.07813.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-4159.2012.07813.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-4159.2012.07813.x
https://doi.org/10.1021/cn4000633?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/cn4000633?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.freeradbiomed.2015.02.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.freeradbiomed.2015.02.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.freeradbiomed.2015.02.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1386-1425(03)00138-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1386-1425(03)00138-0
https://doi.org/10.1039/p29950000259
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1056-8719(97)00009-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1056-8719(97)00009-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1056-8719(97)00009-9
https://doi.org/10.2174/0929867033456350
https://doi.org/10.2174/0929867033456350
https://doi.org/10.2174/0929867033456350
https://doi.org/10.1039/b715089j
https://doi.org/10.1139/v93-001
https://doi.org/10.1139/v93-001
https://doi.org/10.1139/v93-001
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja00320a066?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja00320a066?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja00320a066?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja00320a066?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1213/01.ane.0000267258.17197.7d
https://doi.org/10.1213/01.ane.0000267258.17197.7d
https://doi.org/10.1213/01.ane.0000267258.17197.7d
https://doi.org/10.1002/kin.10041
https://doi.org/10.1002/kin.10041
https://doi.org/10.1002/kin.10041
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja01617a026?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja01617a026?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja01617a026?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/tx700210j?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/tx700210j?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrd1330
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrd1330
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.med.57.121304.131442
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.med.57.121304.131442
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0028-3908(01)00019-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0028-3908(01)00019-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0028-3908(01)00019-3
https://doi.org/10.1002/mds.20243
https://doi.org/10.1002/mds.20243
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-1331.2009.02697.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-1331.2009.02697.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aca.2021.338379
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aca.2021.338379
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aca.2021.338379
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac50031a030?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac50031a030?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac50031a030?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/bi700508n?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/bi700508n?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/bi700508n?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp3054229?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp3054229?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp3054229?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jelechem.2011.02.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jelechem.2011.02.022
https://doi.org/10.1002/asia.201000909
https://doi.org/10.1002/asia.201000909
pubs.acs.org/joc?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.joc.1c02308?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as

The Journal of Organic Chemistry

pubs.acs.org/joc

Oxidation of Dopamine and 4-Methylcatechol in Aqueous and
Nonaqueous Solvents. Chem. - Asian J. 2011, 6, 1492—1499.

(40) Mohammad-Shiri, H.; Ghaemi, M.; Riahi, S.; Akbari-Sehat, A.
Computational and electrochemical studies on the redox reaction of
dopamine in aqueous solution. Int. J. Electrochem. Sci. 2011, 6, 317—
336.

(41) Liu, M. M.; Han, S. M,; Zheng, X. W.; Han, L. L; Liu, T.; Yu,
Z.Y. Experimental and theoretical prediction of the redox potential of
dopamine and its supramolecular complex with glycine. Int. J.
Electrochem. Sci. 2015, 10, 235—247.

(42) Salomiki, M.; Marttila, L.; Kiveld, H.; Ouvinen, T.; Lukkari, J.
Effects of pH and Oxidants on the First Steps of Polydopamine
Formation: A Thermodynamic Approach. J. Phys. Chem. B 2018, 122,
6314—6327.

(43) Bacil, R. P; Chen, L.; Serrano, S. H. P.; Compton, R. G.
Dopamine oxidation at gold electrodes: mechanism and kinetics near
neutral pH. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2020, 22, 607—614.

(44) Monzani, E; Nicolis, S,; Dell’Acqua, S; Capucciati, A;
Bacchella, C.; Zucca, F. A.; Mosharov, E. V.; Sulzer, D.; Zecca, L,;
Casella, L. Dopamine, Oxidative Stress and Protein-Quinone
Modifications in Parkinson’s and Other Neurodegenerative Diseases.
Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. 2019, 58, 6512—6527.

(45) At pH 4.5, the one-electron redox potentials are +0.975 V for
the DA—DA semiquinone radical and +0.325 V for semiquinone —
DA quinone.*

(46) Pham, A. N.; Waite, T. D. Cu(Il)-catalyzed oxidation of
dopamine in aqueous solutions: Mechanism and kinetics. J. Inorg.
Biochem. 2014, 137, 74—84.

(47) (a) Jonsson, M.; Lind, J.; Eriksen, T. E.; Merényi, G. O-H bond
strengths and one-electron reduction potentials of multisubstituted
phenols and phenoxyl radicals. Predictions using free energy
relationships. J. Chem. Soc, Perkin Trans. 2 1993, 1567—1568.
(b) Bordwell, F. G; Ji, G. Z.; Satish, A. V.; Zhang, X,; Cheng, J. P.
Bond Dissociation Energies in DMSO Related to the Gas Phase. J.
Am. Chem. Soc. 1991, 113, 9790—9795. (c) Bordwell, F. G.; Cheng, J.
P.; Harrelson, J. A, Jr Homolytic Bond Dissociation Energies in
Solution from Equilibrium Acidity and Electrochemical Data. J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 1988, 110, 1229—1231.

(48) Kiss, T.; Gergely, A. Complexes of 3,4-dihydroxyphenyl
derivatives, III. Equilibrium study of parent and some mixed ligand
complexes of dopamine, alanine and pyrocatechol with nickel(II),
copper(II) and zinc(II) ions. Inorg. Chim. Acta 1979, 36, 31—36.

(49) (a) Jameson, R.; Neillie, W. 439. Complexes formed by
adrenaline and related compounds with transition-metal ions. Part L.
Acid dissociation constants of the ligands. J. Chem. Soc. 1965, 2391—
2395. (b) Rajan, K. S.; Davis, J. M.; Colburn, R. W. Metal chelates in
the storage and transport of neurotransmitters: interactions of metal
ions with biogenic amines. J. Neurochem. 1971, 18, 345—364.

(50) (a) Granot, J. NMR studies of catecholamines. Acid
dissociation equilibria in aqueous solutions. FEBS Lett. 1976, 67,
271-275. (b) Jameson, R. F.; Hunter, G.; Kiss, T. A 'H nuclear
magnetic resonance study of the deprotonation of L-dopa and
adrenaline. J. Chem. Soc., Perkin Trans. 2 1980, 1105—1110.

(51) (a) Nagy, P. L; Takdcs-Novék, K. Tautomeric and conforma-
tional equilibria of biologically important (hydroxyphenyl)alkylamines
in the gas phase and in aqueous solution. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys.
2004, 6, 2838—2848. (b) Corona-Avendano, S.; Alarcon-Angeles, G.;
Rosquete-Pina, G. A.; Rojas-Hernandez, A.; Gutierrez, A.; Ramirez-
Silva, M. T.; Romero-Romo, M.; Palomar-Pardave, M. New insights
on the nature of the chemical species involved during the process of
dopamine deprotonation in aqueous solution: theoretical and
experimental study. J. Phys. Chem. B 2007, 111, 1640—1647.

(52) Martin, R. B. Zwitterion formation upon deprotonation in L-
3,4-dihydroxyphenylalanine and other phenolic amines. J. Phys. Chem.
1971, 75, 2657—2661.

(53) Gerard, C.; Chehhal, H,; Hugel, R. P. Complexes of iron(III)
with ligands of biological interest: dopamine and 8-hydroxyquinoline-
S-sulphonic acid. Polyhedron 1994, 13, 541—-597.

1803

(54) Baba, T.; Matsui, T.; Kamiya, K; Nakano, M.; Shigeta, Y. A
density functional study on the pKa of small polyprotic molecules. Int.
J. Quantum Chem. 2014, 114, 1128—1134.

(55) Goupy, P.; Dufour, C.; Loonis, M.; Dangles, O. Quantitative
kinetic analysis of hydrogen transfer reactions from dietary
polyphenols to the DPPH radical. J. Agric. Food Chem. 2003, S1,
615—622.

(56) In the same publication, for phenols bearing a carboxyl group
(caffeic, coumaric, ferulic, synnapic, and dihydrocaffeic acids), a
strong dependence of the value ¥*°" on the concentration of phenol
used in the experiment was described, and for caffeic acid, the rate
constant varies from 98 M~! s™! (for a concentration of 1.19 mM) to
1100 M™! s7* (for 14.5 mM caffeic acid).

(57) Izutsu, K. Electrochemistry in nonaqueous solutions; John Wiley &
Sons, 2009.

(58) Amorati, R.; Baschieri, A.; Morroni, G.; Gambino, R;
Valgimigli, L. Peroxyl radical reactions in water solution: A gym for
proton-coupled electron-transfer theories. Chem. - Eur. J. 2016, 22,
7924—7934.

(59) The experiments carried out by Kawashima et al”® for
galvinoxyl and HOO® radicals in acetonitrile demonstrated the
enhanced scavenging activity of DA and other neurotransmitters in
the presence of Mg** (MCET mechanism).

(60) Chen, W.-L.; Li, W.-S.; Fu, P.-]; Yeh, A. Reactivity of dpph® in
the oxidation of catechol and catechin. Int. J. Chem. Kinet. 2011, 43,
147-153.

(61) In the same work,"® on the basis of the relationship of k° versus
1/[H*] with the intercept at the origin, the authors excluded SET
from the neutral molecule of catechol/catechin to the radical.

(62) Amorati, R.; Pedulli, G. F.; Cabrini, L.; Zambonin, L.; Landji, L.
Solvent and pH effects on the antioxidant activity of caffeic and other
phenolic acids. J. Agric. Food Chem. 2006, 54, 2932—2937.

(63) Mack, F.; Bénisch, H. Dissociation constants and lipophilicity
of catecholamines and related compounds. Naunyn-Schmiedeberg's
Arch. Pharmacol. 1979, 310, 1-9.

(64) Kinsel, J. F.; Melnik, E. L; Sternson, L. A.; Lindenbaum, S.;
Ovchinnikov, Y. A. The effect of amine structure on complexation
with lasalocid in model membrane systems. II. Ionophore selectivity
for amines in lipid bilayers and at oil/water interfaces. Biochim.
Biophys. Acta, Biomembr. 1982, 692, 377—383.

(65) (a) Matam, Y.; Ray, B. D.; Petrache, H. I Direct affinity of
dopamine to lipid membranes investigated by Nuclear Magnetic
Resonance spectroscopy. Neurosci. Lett. 2016, 618, 104—109.
(b) Muiioz-Garcia, J. C.; Inacio dos Reis, R;; Taylor, R. J.; Henry,
A. J.; Watts, A. Nanodisc-Targeted STD NMR Spectroscopy Reveals
Atomic Details of Ligand Binding to Lipid Environments.
ChemBioChem 2018, 19, 1022—1025.

(66) Das, S.; Purkayastha, P. A Fluorescence Lifetime Imaging
Microscopy Supported Investigation on Temperature-Dependent
Penetration of Dopamine in a I,2-Ditetradecanoyl-sn-glycero-3-
phospho-(1’-rac-glycerol) Lipid Bilayer. Langmuir 2017, 33, 7281—
7287.

(67) Broemstrup, T.; Reuter, N. Molecular dynamics simulations of
mixed acidic/zwitterionic phospholipid bilayers. Biophys. J. 2010, 99,
825—-833.

(68) Fabris, S.; Momo, F.; Ravagnan, G.; Stevanato, R. Antioxidant
properties of resveratrol and piceid on lipid peroxidation in micelles
and monolamellar liposomes. Biophys. Chem. 2008, 135, 76—83.

(69) Barclay, L. R. C.; Ingold, K. U. Autoxidation of biological
molecules. 2. The autoxidation of a model membrane. A comparison
of the autoxidation of egg lecithin phosphatidylcholine in water and in
chlorobenzene. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1981, 103, 6478—6485.

(70) Grebowski, J.; Konopko, A.; Krokosz, A.; DiLabio, G. A;
Litwinienko, G. Antioxidant activity of highly hydroxylated fullerene
Cg and its interactions with the analogue of a-tocopherol. Free
Radical Biol. Med. 2020, 160, 734—744.

(71) Lécio, M.; Ferreira, H.; Lima, J. L. F. C.; Reis, S. Use of
liposomes to evaluate the role of membrane interactions on
antioxidant activity. Anal. Chim. Acta 2007, 597, 163—170.

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.joc.1c02308
J. Org. Chem. 2022, 87, 1791-1804


https://doi.org/10.1002/asia.201000909
https://doi.org/10.1002/asia.201000909
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcb.8b02304?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcb.8b02304?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1039/C9CP05527D
https://doi.org/10.1039/C9CP05527D
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201811122
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201811122
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jinorgbio.2014.03.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jinorgbio.2014.03.018
https://doi.org/10.1039/P29930001567
https://doi.org/10.1039/P29930001567
https://doi.org/10.1039/P29930001567
https://doi.org/10.1039/P29930001567
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja00026a012?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja00212a035?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja00212a035?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0020-1693(00)89367-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0020-1693(00)89367-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0020-1693(00)89367-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0020-1693(00)89367-6
https://doi.org/10.1039/jr9650002391
https://doi.org/10.1039/jr9650002391
https://doi.org/10.1039/jr9650002391
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-4159.1971.tb11963.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-4159.1971.tb11963.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-4159.1971.tb11963.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/0014-5793(76)80545-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/0014-5793(76)80545-5
https://doi.org/10.1039/p29800001105
https://doi.org/10.1039/p29800001105
https://doi.org/10.1039/p29800001105
https://doi.org/10.1039/B314924B
https://doi.org/10.1039/B314924B
https://doi.org/10.1039/B314924B
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp0637227?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp0637227?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp0637227?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp0637227?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/j100686a021?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/j100686a021?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0277-5387(00)84736-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0277-5387(00)84736-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0277-5387(00)84736-1
https://doi.org/10.1002/qua.24631
https://doi.org/10.1002/qua.24631
https://doi.org/10.1021/jf025938l?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/jf025938l?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/jf025938l?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1002/chem.201504492
https://doi.org/10.1002/chem.201504492
https://doi.org/10.1002/kin.20542
https://doi.org/10.1002/kin.20542
https://doi.org/10.1021/jf053159+?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/jf053159+?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00499868
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00499868
https://doi.org/10.1016/0005-2736(82)90387-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0005-2736(82)90387-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0005-2736(82)90387-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neulet.2016.02.052
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neulet.2016.02.052
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neulet.2016.02.052
https://doi.org/10.1002/cbic.201800078
https://doi.org/10.1002/cbic.201800078
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.langmuir.7b01173?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.langmuir.7b01173?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.langmuir.7b01173?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.langmuir.7b01173?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpj.2010.04.064
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpj.2010.04.064
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpc.2008.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpc.2008.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpc.2008.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja00411a036?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja00411a036?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja00411a036?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja00411a036?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.freeradbiomed.2020.08.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.freeradbiomed.2020.08.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aca.2007.06.039
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aca.2007.06.039
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aca.2007.06.039
pubs.acs.org/joc?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.joc.1c02308?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as

The Journal of Organic Chemistry

pubs.acs.org/joc

(72) Xi, F; Barclay, L. R. C. Cooperative antioxidant effects of
ascorbate and thiols with di-tert-butylcatechol during inhibited
peroxidation in solution and in sodium dodecyl sulfate (SDS)
micelles. Can. J. Chem. 1998, 76, 171—182.

(73) Valgimigli, L.; Amorati, R; Fumo, M. G.; DiLabio, G. A;
Pedulli, G. F.; Ingold, K. U,; Pratt, D. A. The Unusual Reaction of
Semiquinone Radicals with Molecular Oxygen. J. Org. Chem. 2008,
73, 1830—1841.

(74) De Simone, A.; Bartolini, M.; Baschieri, A.; Apperley, K. Y.;
Chen, H. H.; Guardigni, M.; Montanari, S.; Kobrlova, T.; Soukup, O.;
Valgimigli, L.; et al. Hydroxy-substituted trans-cinnamoyl derivatives
as multifunctional tools in the context of Alzheimer’s disease. Eur. J.
Med. Chem. 2017, 139, 378—389.

(75) (a) Guo, Y.; Baschieri, A.; Amorati, R.; Valgimigli, L. Synergic
antioxidant activity of y-terpinene with phenols and polyphenols
enabled by hydroperoxyl radicals. Food Chem. 2021, 345, 128468.
(b) Guo, Y.; Baschieri, A,; Mollica, F.; Valgimigli, L.; Cedrowski, J.;
Litwinienko, G.; Amorati, R. Hydrogen Atom Transfer from HOO® to
ortho-Quinones Explains the Antioxidant Activity of Polydopamine.
Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. 2021, 60, 15220—15224.

(76) Garcia, C. R.; Angelé-Martinez, C.; Wilkes, J. A.; Wang, H. C;
Battin, E. E.; Brumaghim, J. L. Prevention of iron- and copper-
mediated DNA damage by catecholamine and amino acid neuro-
transmitters, L-DOPA, and curcumin: Metal binding as a general
antioxidant mechanism. Dalfon Trans. 2012, 41, 6458—6467.

(77) Pavlin, M.; Repi¢, M.; Vianello, R.; Mavri, J. The Chemistry of
Neurodegeneration: Kinetic Data and Their Implications. Mol
Neurobiol. 2016, 53, 3400—3415.

1804

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.joc.1c02308
J. Org. Chem. 2022, 87, 1791-1804


https://doi.org/10.1139/cjc-76-2-171
https://doi.org/10.1139/cjc-76-2-171
https://doi.org/10.1139/cjc-76-2-171
https://doi.org/10.1139/cjc-76-2-171
https://doi.org/10.1021/jo7024543?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/jo7024543?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejmech.2017.07.058
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejmech.2017.07.058
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2020.128468
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2020.128468
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2020.128468
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.202101033
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.202101033
https://doi.org/10.1039/c2dt30060e
https://doi.org/10.1039/c2dt30060e
https://doi.org/10.1039/c2dt30060e
https://doi.org/10.1039/c2dt30060e
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12035-015-9284-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12035-015-9284-1
pubs.acs.org/joc?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.joc.1c02308?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as

