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Abstract: Until now, there has been no direct evidence of the effectiveness of repurposed FDA-
approved drugs against Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) infections.
Although curcumin, hesperidin, and quercetin have broad spectra of pharmacological properties,
their antiviral activities against SARS-CoV-2 remain unclear. Our study aimed to assess the in vitro
antiviral activities of curcumin, hesperidin, and quercetin against SARS-CoV-2 compared to hydrox-
ychloroquine and determine their mode of action. In Vero E6 cells, these compounds significantly
inhibited virus replication, mainly as virucidal agents primarily indicating their potential activity at
the early stage of viral infection. To investigate the mechanism of action of the tested compounds,
molecular docking studies were carried out against both SARS-CoV-2 spike (S) and main protease
(Mpro) receptors. Collectively, the obtained in silico and in vitro findings suggest that the com-
pounds could be promising SARS-CoV-2 Mpro inhibitors. We recommend further preclinical and
clinical studies on the studied compounds to find a potential therapeutic targeting COVID-19 in the
near future.

Keywords: SARS-CoV-2; COVID-19; antiviral; curcumin; hesperidin; quercetin; molecular docking

1. Introduction

Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus-2 (SARS-CoV-2), a positive-sense
single-stranded RNA virus, was first identified at the end of 2019 and has been declared by
the World Health Organization (WHO) as a pandemic virus threatening global public health.
The SARS-CoV-2 causes coronavirus disease (COVID-19), a respiratory illness ranging
from asymptomatic to fatal disease. As of 17 March, 2021, COVID-19 was responsible
for approximately 120 million confirmed human cases with more than 2.6 million human
deaths [1]. Screening for effective antiviral agents for SARS-COV-2 based on natural or
synthetic sources is desirable. Several research groups including ours screened several FDA-
approved drugs as well as synthetic and natural compounds in a SARS-CoV-2 infection
cell-based assay [2–5].
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Based upon previous studies, curcumin, hesperidin, and quercetin have multi-biological
activities and have been extensively used in traditional medicine (Figure 1). Curcumin
is a bright yellow polyphenol compound produced as a major active ingredient in the
rhizome of Curcuma longa [6]. It exists in an enolic form in organic solvents and in a keto
form in water (Manolova et al., 2014). Curcumin exhibits varieties of therapeutic properties
including antioxidant, anti-inflammatory, antiseptic, antitumor, analgesic, antimicrobial
and antiviral activities [7,8]. Previous studies showed the antiviral efficacy of curcumin
against RNA and DNA viruses via virucidal effects or via targeting critical steps of the
virus replication cycle [9–13].

Figure 1. Chemical structures of the tested compounds (curcumin, quercetin, and hesperidin).

Quercetin is one of the most pervasive flavonoids found in plants, mostly in vegetables
and fruits [14]. Quercetin has several therapeutic properties including antioxidant [15],
antibacterial [16], anticancer [17], and antiviral effects [18,19]. Additionally, previous
studies showed virucidal and virus replication blockade and viral entry-inhibitory activity
for quercetin against influenza viruses [20–22]

Hesperidin belongs to a class of flavonoids called flavanones, abundantly found in
citrus fruits. Its aglycone form is called hesperetin. Hesperidin has multiple pharmaceutical
activities against hyperlipidemia, diabetes, inflammation, and viruses [23]. A previous
study showed that hesperidin affects the replication of the influenza viruses [24].

Molecular docking studies are widely used and easily applicable methods for the
design of new drug candidates or the proposal of new mechanisms of action for the new or
already existing drugs [25,26]. These methods are very promising to predict the binding
mode and affinity of a molecule towards the binding site of a specific receptor pocket.
Molecular docking achieves three important goals: binding prediction, virtual screening,
and binding affinity estimation as well [27,28].

Several virtual and review articles discussed the potential antiviral activities of hes-
peridin [29], curcumin [2], and quercetin [29,30] against SARS-CoV-2. Based on the previ-
ously mentioned facts and in continuation of our research to find a potential drug candidate
targeting SARS-CoV-2 [5,31–37], we decided to examine the three polyphenolic compounds
in detail as promising anti-SARS-CoV-2 antivirals using in vitro and in silico approaches
against both the spike (S) and main protease (Mpro) pockets of SARS-CoV-2.

2. Results
2.1. Cytotoxicity of Tested Compounds

The cytotoxicity levels of curcumin, hesperidin, quercetin, and hydroxychloroquine in
Vero E6 cells were measured by MTT assay and the result showed that the 50% cytotoxic
concentration (CC50) values of curcumin, hesperidin, quercetin, and hydroxychloroquine
were 268.7, 3157, 301.5, and 561.6 µM, respectively (Figure 2).
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Figure 2. Cytotoxicity assay of the tested compounds in Vero E6 cells. The cytotoxicity of curcumin, hesperidin, quercetin,
and hydroxychloroquine based on the dose–response was determined using MTT. The 50% cytotoxic concentration (CC50)
was calculated for each compound using nonlinear regression analysis of GraphPad Prism software (version 5.01).

2.2. Antiviral Activity of Tested Compounds

The antiviral activities of curcumin, hesperidin, and quercetin versus hydroxychloro-
quine based on the dose–response were determined using a plaque reduction assay. The
result showed that the 50% inhibitory concentration (IC50) values of curcumin, hesperidin,
quercetin, and hydroxychloroquine were 0.44, 13.25, 18.2, and 1.72 µM, respectively. Un-
treated infected cells showed virus-induced plaques (Figure 3).

Consequently, the selectivity indexes (SI = CC50/IC50) of curcumin, hesperidin,
quercetin, and hydroxychloroquine compounds showed 600, 238, 17, and 326, respec-
tively (Figure 4).
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Figure 3. Antiviral activity of curcumin, hesperidin, quercetin, and hydroxychloroquine using a plaque reduction assay
against SARS-CoV-2 virus in Vero E6 cells. Inhibitory concentration 50% (IC50) values were calculated using nonlinear
regression analysis of GraphPad Prism software (version 5.01) by plotting log inhibitor versus normalized response
(variable slope).

Figure 4. The selectivity indexes (CC50/IC50) of curcumin, hesperidin, and quercetin compared with
hydroxychloroquine.
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2.3. Time Course Analysis

In comparison to the mock-treated and virus-infected cells at different multiplicities
of infection (MOIs), the supernatants of treated and infected cells with different concen-
trations of tested compounds were subjected to viral quantification by plaque infectivity
assay (Figure 5) and RT-qPCR (Figure 6). Viral titers were significantly reduced in the
case of the addition of hydroxychloroquine at different concentrations of infected cells
(Figures 5 and 6). Curcumin and quercetin had strong inhibitory effects on virus replica-
tion at different MOIs and showed more than 90% reduction in plaque counts and viral
RNA copy numbers. No significant difference was observed between viral inhibitory
percentage at 24 h and 48 h post-treatment using curcumin and quercetin, thus indicating
their stability. Different concentrations of curcumin and quercetin significantly affected
the virus titers tested by plaque titration assay and real-time RT-PCR in a dose-dependent
profile (Figures 4 and 5). Hesperidin showed the lowest antiviral activity using several
concentrations at different MOIs compared to curcumin and quercetin (Figures 5 and 6).

Figure 5. Time course analysis of antiviral effects of curcumin, hesperidin, and quercetin compared
with hydroxychloroquine, calculated based on the plaque titration assay. Vero E6 cells were infected
at a multiplicity of infection (MOI) of 0.05 and 0.001 of SARS-CoV-2 then treated with curcumin
(7.8, 3.9, and 1.93 µM), hesperidin (250, 125, and 62.5 µM), quercetin (250, 125, and 62.5 µM), and
hydroxychloroquine (31.23, 15.6, and 7.8 µM). The cells were incubated for 24 h and 48 h post-
infection followed by titration using plaque infectivity assay. The viral inhibition % was calculated
based on the reduction in viral count in treated and untreated virus for each compound.
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Figure 6. Time course analysis of antiviral effects of curcumin, hesperidin, and quercetin comparing
with hydroxychloroquine based on viral RNA copy number. Vero E6 cells were infected at MOI of
0.05 and 0.001 of SARS-CoV-2 then treated with curcumin (7.8, 3.9, and 1.93 µM), hesperidin (250, 125,
and 62.5 µM), quercetin (250, 125, and 62.5 µM), and hydroxychloroquine (31.23, 15.6, and 7.8 µM).
The cells were incubated for 24 h and 48 h post-infection followed by detecting the viral RNA for
treated/infected and untreated/infected samples using real-time RT-PCR. The relative copy number
of viral RNA inhibition (%) was normalized to the virus-untreated control.

2.4. Mode of Action

Percent inhibition for various mode of actions are shown in Figure 7. Interestingly,
curcumin had a combination of viral inhibitory effect on SARS-CoV-2 at different viral
stages. Curcumin has >99% virucidal effect indicating that it possibly acts directly on
the virion causing inactivation. Additionally, it showed 76% and 45% inhibitory effect
at 7.8 µM concentration during viral replication and adsorption stages, respectively. At
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a lower dose, curcumin’s virucidal effect had the most effective action compared with
replication and adsorption mechanisms. Hesperidin exhibited the virucidal effect with
more than a 90% viral inhibitory effect as well as an approximately 65% inhibitory effect
on virus replication. A negligible reduction in viral inhibition was detected during the
application of a viral adsorption mechanism. Quercetin showed virucidal effects on the
virus as well as effects on viral replication.

Figure 7. Modes of action of curcumin, hesperidin, and quercetin. Virucidal, viral replication, and
viral adsorption mechanism were studied for each compound at different concentrations using a
plaque reduction assay. The three tested compounds could mainly act via virucidal activity against
SARS-CoV-2. The untreated virus was included in each mode of action as a virus control and viral
inhibition % for each mechanism of tested compound was calculated based on the percentage of
virus reduction %.

2.5. Docking Studies

The active site of SARS-CoV-2 Mpro was observed to be branched in shape with the
presence of its co-crystallized native inhibitor (N3) inside it in an asymmetric manner.
Analyzing the docking results of the examined three polyphenolic compounds (curcumin
1, hesperidin 2, and quercetin 3) was considered in the presence of one reference standard
(hydroxychloroquine 4) in the case of S docking process or two reference standards (hy-
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droxychloroquine 4 and the co-crystallized native inhibitor (N3) 5) in the case of Mpro
docking process. For S docking, the binding scores of curcumin 1 and hesperidin 2 (−7.02
and −7.92 kcal/mol, respectively) were found to be better than that of hydroxychloro-
quine 4 (−6.60 kcal/mol). On the other hand, quercetin 3 showed the least score value
(−6.48 kcal/mol). However, for Mpro docking the binding scores of curcumin 1 and
hesperidin 2 (−7.28 and −8.37 kcal/mol, respectively) were found to be higher than that of
hydroxychloroquine 4 (−7.05 kcal/mol), and at the same time, very close to the docked
co-crystallized reference inhibitor (N3) with a binding score of −9.51 kcal/mol. Moreover,
quercetin 3 got the least score value (−6.23 kcal/mol) which seems to be very close to the
aforementioned values as well. Their interactions with the amino acids of the S and Mpro
receptors of SARS-CoV-2 are depicted in Table 1.

Table 1. The binding scores and amino acid interactions of the tested three polyphenolic compounds (1–3) compared to
hydroxychloroquine (4) and the docked N3 inhibitor (5) inside the binding pocket of SARS-CoV-2 Mpro.

No. Polyphenolics and
Controls R a S b RMSD_Refine c Amino Acid

Interactions
Bond Distance

(A)

1 Curcumin

S −7.02 0.68 − −

Mpro −7.28 1.16
Thr26/ H-donor

His41/H-pi
Gln189/pi-H

2.82
3.70
4.50

2 Hesperidin

S −7.92 1.99 Arg514/H-acceptor 3.13

Mpro −8.37 2.00
Gly143/H-acceptor

Glu166/H-donor
His163/H-acceptor

2.91
3.06
3.29

3 Quercetin
S −6.48 1.69 Thr445/H-donor

Ile446/pi-H
3.19
4.27

Mpro −6.23 1.17 Thr26/H-donor 3.07

4 Hydroxychloroquine

S −6.60 1.98
His345/H-acceptor

Arg518/pi-H
Arg518/pi-H

3.10
3.48
4.74

Mpro −7.05 1.91 His163/H-acceptor
His41/H-pi

3.51
3.90

5 N3 (docked) Mpro −9.51 1.65
His164/H-donor
Cys145/H-donor
Thr26/H-donor

3.11
3.37
3.63

a R: The receptor pockets of SARS-CoV-2 (Spike (S) and main protease (Mpro)). b S: The score of a ligand inside the binding pocket
(Kcal/mol), c RMSD_refine: The root mean squared deviation between the predicted pose and the crystal structure.

Concerning the S docking, curcumin 1 did not form any H-bonds at the receptor
pocket. However, hesperidin 2 formed only one H-bond with Arg514 amino acid. More-
over, quercetin 3 achieved one H-bond with Thr445 and one pi-H interaction with Ile446
amino acids.

Regarding the Mpro docking process, the docked co-crystallized inhibitor (N3) formed
three H-bonds with His164, Cys145, and Thr26 amino acids of the receptor. However,
curcumin 1 bound three amino acids (Thr26, His41, and Gln189) by hydrogen, H-pi, and
pi-H bonds, respectively. On the other hand, hesperidin 2 showed the formation of three
H-bonds with Gly143, Glu166, and His163 amino acids. Furthermore, quercetin 3 was
stabilized inside the Mpro pocket through the formation of only one H-bond with Thr26
amino acid (Table 2 and Figures S1 and S2).
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Table 2. 3D receptor binding pictures showing the interactions and positioning of the tested three polyphenolic compounds
(1–3) compared to the docked N3 inhibitor (5) inside the binding pocket of SARS-CoV-2 Mpro.

Tested Comp. R 3D Interactions 3D Positioning

Curcumin
(1)

S

Mpro

Hesperidin
(2)

S

Mpro
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Table 2. Cont.

Tested Comp. R 3D Interactions 3D Positioning

Quercetin
(3)

S

Mpro

Docked N3
(5) Mpro

Red dash represents H-bonds and black dash represents H–pi interactions.

Analyzing the two previously mentioned docking processes, it is obvious that the
docking results of the tested polyphenolics (1–3) on SARS-CoV-2 Mpro were found to be
superior to its S docking results. This indicates their promising antiviral inhibitory effects
on SARS-CoV-2 replication rather than its adsorption (penetration).

3. Discussion

COVID-19 is a major global public health issue. Efforts for the screening of effective
antiviral agents against SARS-CoV-2 are of major importance. Polyphenolic compounds
extracted from some plants act as the main source for the development and discovery
of antiviral drugs [38,39]. In the present study, we investigated the potential in vitro
antiviral effects of curcumin, hesperidin, and quercetin against the newly emerging SARS-
CoV-2 in Vero E6 cells. The current study showed several novel findings; our results
demonstrated that curcumin, hesperidin, and quercetin have antiviral effects against SARS-
CoV-2 with IC50 values 0.44, 13.25, and 18.2 µM, respectively. Interestingly, curcumin
showed a relatively high selectivity index (SI = 600), while quercetin represented the lowest
selectivity index (SI = 10).

Previous studies have suggested that curcumin has antiviral activity through several
modes of action based on the tested virus. For example, curcumin inhibited HCV, Zika, and
chikungunya replication during binding and fusion stages [40,41]. Additionally, curcumin
has an effect on virus replication machinery by reducing the activity of integrase of HIV-
1 [42]. In line with previous studies which speculated about the direct effects of curcumin
on the membrane of enveloped viruses [43], our results suggest that curcumin has virucidal
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effects on infectious SARS-CoV-2 in a dose-dependent fashion. We also showed that
curcumin has effects on viral replication as well as adsorption mechanisms.

Hesperidin is an old herbal medicine widely used for several pharmaceutical pur-
poses. Haggag et al., suggested the possibility of using hesperidin for prophylaxis and
the treatment of SARS-CoV-2 based on their observations in previous findings [29]. Con-
sistent with their hypothesis, our finding showed that hesperidin has a virucidal effect
as well as the effect on the viral replication mechanism. The virus-inhibitory effect of
hesperidin was lower at 24 h post-treatment but well-improved at 48 h post-treatment.
This is consistent with the known information about the low cellular uptake of hesperidin
(0.023 ± 0.008 nmol/min/mg protein) [44], which may delay the impact of hesperidin on
replication as one of the main modes of action, and hence impairing the anti-SARS-CoV-2
activity of hesperidin at early time points (24 h post-treatment, Figure 4). A previous
study showed that hesperidin improves cell-autonomous immunity, which directly affects
viral replication as demonstrated by our finding [24]. In a recent study assessing the
anti-Hepatitis B virus (HBV) activity, quercetin and hesperidin had promising inhibitory
effects on HBsAg and HBeAg expressions. Interestingly, quercetin showed high anti-HBV
activity whereas hesperidin had moderate effects [45].

In accordance with Rojas and his colleagues who showed that quercetin appears to
have direct and host-mediated antiviral effects against Hepatitis C virus [46], our results
showed that quercetin does affect SARS-CoV-2 directly prior to infection. A previous
study indicated that quercetin had inhibitory effects against influenza virus when the
virus was pre-treated with it before infection [21]. The same study indicated that quercetin
might exhibit antiviral activity via interaction with the hemagglutinin of influenza and
subsequently interfere with virus infectivity.

The aforementioned docking results largely confirmed the very promising binding
affinities of the tested polyphenolic compounds (1, 2, and 3) towards the Mpro pocket
of SARS-CoV-2 and therefore the consequently expected intrinsic activities as well. This
explains the previously mentioned in vitro results concerning these very promising com-
pounds (1, 2, and 3) as SARS-CoV-2 maturation inhibitors rather than penetration. Ac-
cording to these findings, we propose the tested polyphenolic compounds (curcumin 1,
hesperidin 2, and quercetin 3) as potential SARS-CoV-2 Mpro inhibitors. However, the
mode of action should be further confirmed using other in silico and in vitro assays. In
addition, other modes of action not tested in this study may exist.

According to our findings, the tested compounds against SARS-CoV-2 could effec-
tively act as novel antiviral agents through their virucidal effects. This needs to be validated
through in vivo experiments and clinical trials. In this study, the three tested compounds
were tested individually and were not evaluated for synergistic actions, thus we recom-
mend further investigation of combinations of the three effective compounds. This may
provide several advantages over using a single compound including enhancing antiviral
potency, reducing drug toxicity, overcoming viral resistance, and reducing drug dose.

4. Materials and Methods
4.1. In Vitro Virological Studies
4.1.1. Virus, Cells, and Compounds

Vero E6 cells were cultured in Dulbecco’s modified Eagle’s medium (Lonza, Verviers,
Belgium) supplemented with 10% fetal bovine serum (Gibco, New York, NY, USA), and 1%
antibiotic–antimycotic mixture (Lonza). The cells were incubated at 37 ◦C in a humidified
atmosphere of 5% CO2. An hCoV-19/Egypt/NRC-3/2020 SARS-CoV-2 virus (Accession
Number on GSAID: EPI_ISL_430820) was propagated in Vero E6 cells and harvested after
cytopathic effects (CPE) appearance. Viral stock was titred titrated using plaque infectivity
assay and stored at −80 ◦C.

Curcumin (Bio Basic, Canada INC.), hesperidin (Carl Roth, Karlsruhe, Germany), and
quercetin (Molekula, Molekula, United Kingdom) compounds were evaluated for their
potential antiviral activity against SARS-CoV-2 virus. Hydroxychloroquine (Sanofi, Paris,
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France) was used as a positive control antiviral drug throughout our study. Dimethyl
sulfoxide (DMSO) (Sigma-Aldrich) was used at 10% in water as a proper solvent of the
three tested compounds as well as hydroxychloroquine. The prepared stock solutions were
sterilized by syringe filter with 0.2 micron pore size (Millipore, Billerica, MA, USA) and
stored at −20 ◦C.

4.1.2. In Vitro Cytotoxicity Assay

Cytotoxicity assays in Vero E6 cells of curcumin, hesperidin, quercetin, and hy-
droxychloroquine were evaluated in vitro using the 3-(4, 5-dimethylthiazol -2-yl)-2, 5-
diphenyltetrazolium bromide (MTT) method [47] with minor modification. Briefly, Vero E6
cells were cultivated in 96-well plates with cell density ≈ 1 × 104 /well and incubated for
24 hrs at 37 ◦C in 5% CO2.

On the next day, the cells were washed using 1X PBS and treated with different con-
centrations (15 mM–1 µM) of curcumin, hesperidin, and quercetin in triplicates. Untreated
control cells were included in each plate.

After incubating for 24 h, MTT solution (20 µL of 5 mg/ml stock solution) was added
to each well and further incubated at 37 ◦C for 4 h followed by dissolving the formed
formazan crystals using a volume of 200 µL DMSO. Absorbance of formazan solutions
were measured at λmax 540 nm with 620 nm as a reference wavelength using a multi-well
plate reader. Cytotoxicity percentage was determined based on the untreated cells.

The % cytotoxicity curve of each tested compound was plotted using Graph Pad Prism
5 (Graph Pad Software Inc., San Diego, CA, USA) and the toxic concentration for 50% of
the cells (CC50) was determined from the linear equation.

4.1.3. Plaque Reduction Assay

Vero E6 cells were seeded in six-well culture plates (105 cells/ml) and incubated for
24 h at 37 ◦C in 5% CO2. Previously titrated hCoV-19/Egypt/NRC-03/2020 SARS-CoV-
2 virus was diluted to optimal virus dilution (10-2), which allowed countable plaques,
and mixed with the safe concentration of each tested compound (<CC50). The tested
compound/virus mixture was incubated for 1 h at 37 ◦C before being added to the cells.
Growth medium was removed from the 6-well cell culture plates and virus-compound
mixtures were inoculated in duplicate. Each plate included uninfected control cells (as
indicator of cell viability) and untreated infected cells (as negative control). After 1 h
contact time for virus adsorption, 3 mL of DMEM supplemented with 2% agarose (Lonza),
1% antibiotic–antimycotic mixture (Lonza), and 2% FBS (Lonza) were added to the cell
monolayer. The plates were left to solidify and incubated at 37 ◦C for four days. A volume
of 1 ml of 10% formalin was added to each well for 2 h for cell fixation and virus inactivation,
then the over layer was removed by water. For the visualization of plaques, fixed cells were
stained using 1 ml of the staining solution (1% crystal violet dissolved in 20% methanol
and 80% distilled water) for 10 min, dye was discarded, plate wells were rinsed with water
and dried. Untreated virus was included in each plate as a control. The percentage of
viral inhibition curve of each tested compound against SARS-CoV-2 was plotted using
Graph Pad Prism 5 and the 50% inhibitory concentration (IC50) was determined from the
nonlinear regression curve-fit analysis.

4.1.4. Time Course Analysis

Vero E6 cells were infected at MOIs of 0.05 and 0.001 of the virus then treated with
curcumin (7.8, 3.9, and 1.93 µM), hesperidin (250, 125, and 62.5 µM), quercetin (250, 125,
and 62.5 µM), and hydroxychloroquine (31.23, 15.6, and 7.8 µM), respectively. The cells
were incubated for 24 and 48 h post-infection at 37 ◦C in 5% CO2 in infection medium.
Mock-infected cells without treatment in the same plate were used as control. Cell culture
supernatants were collected at each point of the time course infection in order to perform
viral quantification by plaque infectivity assay and RT-qPCR [48]. Percentage of viral
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reduction in plaques counts and viral RNA copy numbers in comparison to control wells
was recorded as follows:

% Inhibition =
Viral count (untreated) − Viral count (treated)

Viral count (untreated)
× 100 (1)

4.1.5. Study of the Mode of Action
Adsorption Mechanism

The viral adsorption mode of action was tested according to Zhang et al. [49], with
minor modifications. Briefly, Vero E6 cells were cultivated in a six-well plate and incubated
at 37 ◦C for 24 h. The cells were washed using 1X PBS then curcumin (7.8, 3.9, 1.9, 0.96,
0 µM), hesperidin (250, 125, 62.5, 31.3, 0 µM), and quercetin (250, 125, 62.5, 31.3, 0 µM) were
directly applied to cells and incubated for 1 h. Non-absorbed materials were removed by
washing cells using 1X PBS. The virus was added to the pretreated cells then incubated for
1 h, and then 3 ml DMEM supplemented with 2% agarose and 1% antibiotic–antimycotic
mixture was added. Uninfected control cells were included in each plate to determine cell
viability. Plates were left to solidify and were then incubated at 37 ◦C for 4 days to allow
for the formation of viral plaques. The plaques were fixed and stained as described above
to calculate the percentage reduction in plaque formation compared to control virus wells.

Replication Mechanism

The effect of each compound on the viral replication mechanism was studied according
to a published protocol [50] with minor modifications. Briefly, Vero E6 cells were cultivated
in a six-well plate and incubated at 37 ◦C for 24 h. The cells were infected with the virus
then incubated for 1 h at 37 ◦C for virus infection. The cells were washed using 1X PBS to
remove non-adsorbed virus. Curcumin (7.8, 3.9, 1.9, 0.96, 0 µM), hesperidin (250, 125, 62.5,
31.3, 0 µM), and quercetin (250, 125, 62.5, 31.3, 0 µM) were added to each well of infected
cells, and after 1 h contact time, 3 ml of over layer medium of DMEM supplemented
with 2% agarose and 1% antibiotic–antimycotic mixture was added to the cell monolayer.
Uninfected control cells were included in each plate. Plates were incubated for three days
then were fixed using 10% formalin solution for 1 h and stained with crystal violet. The
percentages of viral inhibition were calculated based on untreated virus control wells.

Virucidal Mechanism

The virucidal mode of action was tested as previously shown [51]. In a six-well plate,
Vero E6 cells were cultured a day before infection and incubated at 37 ◦C. On the next day,
120 µL of serum-free DMEM containing diluted virus was added to curcumin (7.8, 3.9, 1.93,
0 µM), hesperidin (250, 125, 62.5, 31.3, 0 µM), and quercetin (250, 125, 62.5, 31.3, 0 µM), and
incubated for 1 h at room temperature. Uninfected control cells were included in each plate.
After incubation, the mixture was added to the Vero E6 cell monolayer. After 1 h contact
time, a DMEM overlayer medium was added to the cell monolayer and then incubated for
three days. The viral inhibition of each concentration of each compound was calculated as
previously described.

4.2. Docking Studies

The aforementioned three polyphenolic compounds were examined against both
the S and Mpro receptors of SARS-CoV-2 in two different docking processes to confirm
the proposed mechanism of action as Mpro inhibitors based on their promising in vitro
findings towards viral replication rather than adsorption through molecular docking
studies using the MOE 2019.012 suite [52]. They were examined in comparison to both
hydroxychloroquine (4)—used as a standard reference during the in vitro studies—and also
the protein co-crystallized native inhibitor (N3, 5) to investigate the binding interactions
and modes.
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4.2.1. Preparation of the Polyphenolic Compounds (1–3) and the References (4 and 5)

The 3D chemical structures of curcumin 1, hesperidin 2, quercetin 3, and hydroxy-
chloroquine 4 were downloaded from the Drug Bank database website. They were prepared
for the docking process according to the previously described steps [53]. Furthermore,
the co-crystallized native inhibitor (N3, 5) was extracted from the downloaded protein
(6LU7) [54] and saved together with the aforementioned compounds (1, 2, 3, and 4) in one
database file to be uploaded during the corresponding docking process.

4.2.2. Preparation of the S and Mpro Target Receptors of SARS-CoV-2

Both S and Mpro receptors of SARS-CoV-2 were downloaded from the Protein Data
Bank website (PDB code: 6VW1 [55] and 6LU7 [54], respectively). Then, the downloaded
X-ray protein structures were subjected to the full preparation steps described earlier [56].
Moreover, the Site Finder tool was applied to choose and isolate the largest pocket in
case of S and Mpro proteins—which was found to be the same binding pocket of the
native co-crystallized N3 inhibitor in case of the later—as dummy atoms for the docking
processes [57,58].

4.2.3. Docking of the Polyphenolics to the S and Mpro Receptors of SARS-CoV-2

A general docking process for each one of the previously prepared databases contain-
ing the tested polyphenolic compounds (1, 2, and 3) together with one reference standard
(4) in S docking and two reference standards (4 and 5) in Mpro docking was applied. The
largest pocket was selected to be the docking site and the default docking methodology
following the previously described program specifications was performed for each docking
process [59]. After completion of the two docking processes, the obtained poses were
studied well and one pose for each tested compound was selected based on its better
binding score inside the receptor pocket and RMSD_refine value as well for each process.

5. Conclusions

In conclusion, three polyphenolic compounds (curcumin 1, hesperidin 2, and quercetin
3) were examined in vitro against SARS-CoV-2 and showed very promising inhibitory
results compared to hydroxychloroquine as a reference standard. Additionally, their MOA
study revealed their potential activity targeting the viral maturation cycle rather than its
penetration. Therefore, two different molecular docking processes for the aforementioned
compounds (1–3) were carried out against both the S and Mpro pockets of SARS-CoV-2
to examine their recommended possible MOA. It is worth mentioning that their docking
results on the Mpro receptor of SARS-CoV-2 were very promising and a little bit superior
to the corresponding S docking results. Therefore, this indicates their potential inhibitory
activity on the viral replication process rather than its penetration (adsorption). These
findings appeared to be very interesting for further examining these compounds through
preclinical and clinical studies either alone or in combination with each other to obtain a
therapeutic combating SARS-CoV-2 effectively in the near future.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at https://www.mdpi.com/article/
10.3390/pathogens10060758/s1, Figure S1: 2D pictures representing the binding interactions of the
tested three polyphenolic compounds (1–3) compared to hydroxychloroquine (4) and the docked N3
inhibitor (5) inside the binding pocket of SARS-CoV-2 Mpro, Figure S2: 3D receptor binding pictures
showing the interactions and positioning of hydroxychloroquine (4) inside the binding pocket of
SARS-CoV-2 Mpro.

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/pathogens10060758/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/pathogens10060758/s1


Pathogens 2021, 10, 758 15 of 17

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, A.K., A.M., G.K. and M.A.A.; methodology, A.K., A.M.,
A.A.A.-K. and M.A.A.; formal analysis, A.K., A.M., A.A.A.-K., G.K. and M.A.A.; investigation, A.K.,
A.M., O.K., Y.M., A.A.R., A.E.K. (Ahmed E. Kayed), A.E.K. (Azza E. Kayed) and R.E.-S.; resources,
A.E.K. (Azza E. Kayed); data curation, A.K. and A.M.; writing—original draft preparation, A.K.,
A.M., A.A.A.-K. and G.K.; writing—review and editing, A.K., A.M., G.K. and M.A.A.; supervision,
G.K. and M.A.A.; funding acquisition, A.M., G.K. and M.A.A. All authors have read and agreed to
the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This work was funded by the Egyptian Academy of Scientific Research & Technology
(ASRT) within “Apply your idea” program “project ID: 7303”. This work was funded in part by the
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases, National Institutes of Health, US Department
of Health and Human Services (under contract HHSN272201400006C). The funders had no role in
study design, data collection and analysis, decision to publish, or preparation of the manuscript.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: The data presented in this study are available within the article and
Supplementary Materials.

Acknowledgments: The authors gratefully acknowledge Rebecca Badra for her assistance in review-
ing the manuscript.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. WHO. World Health Organization COVID-19 Dashboard. 2021. Available online: https://covid19.who.int/ (accessed on 17

March 2021).
2. Roshdy, W.H.; Rashed, H.A.; Kandeil, A.; Mostafa, A.; Moatasim, Y.; Kutkat, O.; Abo Shama, N.M.; Gomaa, M.R.; El-Sayed, I.H.;

El Guindy, N.M.; et al. EGYVIR: An immunomodulatory herbal extract with potent antiviral activity against SARS-CoV-2. PLoS
ONE 2020, 15, e0241739. [CrossRef]

3. Orfali, R.; Rateb, M.; Hassan, H.; Alonazi, M.; Gomaa, M.; Mahrous, N.; GabAllah, M.; Kandeil, A.; Perveen, S.; Abdelmohsen, U.;
et al. Sinapic Acid Suppresses SARS CoV-2 Replication by Targeting Its Envelope Protein. Antibiotics 2021, 10, 420. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

4. Mostafa, A.; Kandeil, A.; Elshaier, Y.A.M.M.; Kutkat, O.; Moatasim, Y.; Rashad, A.A.; Shehata, M.; Gomaa, M.R.; Mahrous, N.;
Mahmoud, S.H.; et al. FDA-Approved Drugs with Potent In Vitro Antiviral Activity against Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome
Coronavirus 2. Pharmaceuticals 2020, 13, 443. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Alnajjar, R.; Mostafa, A.; Kandeil, A.; Al-Karmalawy, A.A. Molecular docking, molecular dynamics, and in vitro studies reveal the
potential of angiotensin II receptor blockers to inhibit the COVID-19 main protease. Heliyon 2020, 6, e05641. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

6. Prasad, S.; Gupta, S.C.; Tyagi, A.K.; Aggarwal, B.B. Curcumin, a component of golden spice: From bedside to bench and back.
Biotechnol. Adv. 2014, 32, 1053–1064. [CrossRef]

7. Moghadamtousi, S.Z.; Kadir, H.A.; Hassandarvish, P.; Tajik, H.; Abubakar, S.; Zandi, K. A Review on Antibacterial, Antiviral, and
Antifungal Activity of Curcumin. BioMed Res. Int. 2014, 2014, 186864. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

8. Maheshwari, R.K.; Singh, A.K.; Gaddipati, J.; Srimal, R.C. Multiple biological activities of curcumin: A short review. Life Sci. 2006,
78, 2081–2087. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

9. Wu, J.; Hou, W.; Cao, B.; Zuo, T.; Xue, C.; Leung, A.W.; Xu, C.; Tang, Q.-J. Virucidal efficacy of treatment with photodynamically
activated curcumin on murine norovirus bio-accumulated in oysters. Photodiagn. Photodyn. Ther. 2015, 12, 385–392. [CrossRef]

10. Yang, M.; Lee, G.; Si, J.; Lee, S.-J.; You, H.J.; Ko, G. Curcumin Shows Antiviral Properties against Norovirus. Molecules 2016,
21, 1401. [CrossRef]

11. Swatson, W.S.; Katoh-Kurasawa, M.; Shaulsky, G.; Alexander, S. Curcumin affects gene expression and reactive oxygen species
via a PKA dependent mechanism in Dictyostelium discoideum. PLoS ONE 2017, 12, e0187562. [CrossRef]

12. Yang, X.X.; Li, C.M.; Li, Y.F.; Wang, J.; Huang, C.Z. Synergistic antiviral effect of curcumin functionalized graphene oxide against
respiratory syncytial virus infection. Nanoscale 2017, 9, 16086–16092. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Nabila, N.; Suada, N.K.; Denis, D.; Yohan, B.; Adi, A.C.; Veterini, A.S.; Anindya, A.L.; Sasmono, R.T.; Rachmawati, H. Antiviral
Action of Curcumin Encapsulated in Nanoemulsion against Four Serotypes of Dengue Virus. Pharm. Nanotechnol. 2020, 8, 54–62.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Harwood, M.; Danielewska-Nikiel, B.; Borzelleca, J.; Flamm, G.; Williams, G.; Lines, T. A critical review of the data related to
the safety of quercetin and lack of evidence of in vivo toxicity, including lack of genotoxic/carcinogenic properties. Food Chem.
Toxicol. 2007, 45, 2179–2205. [CrossRef]

15. Robaszkiewicz, A.; Balcerczyk, A.; Bartosz, G. Antioxidative and prooxidative effects of quercetin on A549 cells. Cell Biol. Int.
2007, 31, 1245–1250. [CrossRef]

https://covid19.who.int/
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0241739
http://doi.org/10.3390/antibiotics10040420
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33920366
http://doi.org/10.3390/ph13120443
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33291642
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2020.e05641
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33294721
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biotechadv.2014.04.004
http://doi.org/10.1155/2014/186864
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24877064
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.lfs.2005.12.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16413584
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.pdpdt.2015.06.005
http://doi.org/10.3390/molecules21101401
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0187562
http://doi.org/10.1039/C7NR06520E
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29034936
http://doi.org/10.2174/2211738507666191210163408
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31858909
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.2007.05.015
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cellbi.2007.04.009


Pathogens 2021, 10, 758 16 of 17

16. Li, M.; Xu, Z. Quercetin in a lotus leaves extract may be responsible for antibacterial activity. Arch. Pharmacal Res. 2008,
31, 640–644. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

17. Gao, X.; Wang, B.; Wei, X.; Men, K.; Zheng, F.; Zhou, Y.; Zheng, Y.; Gou, M.; Huang, M.; Guo, G.; et al. Anticancer effect and
mechanism of polymer micelle-encapsulated quercetin on ovarian cancer. Nanoscale 2012, 4, 7021–7030. [CrossRef]

18. Johari, J.; Kianmehr, A.; Mustafa, M.R.; Abubakar, S.; Zandi, K. Antiviral activity of baicalein and quercetin against the Japanese
encephalitis virus. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2012, 13, 16785–16795. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

19. Kim, C.H.; Kim, J.-E.; Song, Y.-J. Antiviral Activities of Quercetin and Isoquercitrin Against Human Herpesviruses. Molecules
2020, 25, 2379. [CrossRef]

20. Choi, H.J.; Song, J.H.; Park, K.S.; Kwon, D.H. Inhibitory effects of quercetin 3-rhamnoside on influenza A virus replication. Eur. J.
Pharm. Sci. 2009, 37, 329–333. [CrossRef]

21. Wu, W.; Li, R.; Li, X.; He, J.; Jiang, S.; Liu, S.; Yang, J. Quercetin as an Antiviral Agent Inhibits Influenza A Virus (IAV) Entry.
Viruses 2015, 8, 6. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. AbouAitah, K.; Swiderska-Sroda, A.; Kandeil, A.; Salman, A.M.; Wojnarowicz, J.; Ali, M.A.; Opalinska, A.; Gierlotka, S.; Ciach,
T.; Lojkowski, W. Virucidal Action Against Avian Influenza H5N1 Virus and Immunomodulatory Effects of Nanoformulations
Consisting of Mesoporous Silica Nanoparticles Loaded with Natural Prodrugs. Int. J. Nanomed. 2020, 15, 5181–5202. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

23. Hajialyani, M.; Farzaei, M.H.; Echeverría, J.; Nabavi, S.M.; Uriarte, E.; Sobarzo-Sánchez, E. Hesperidin as a Neuroprotective
Agent: A Review of Animal and Clinical Evidence. Molecules 2019, 24, 648. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Dong, W.; Wei, X.; Zhang, F.; Hao, J.; Huang, F.; Zhang, C.; Liang, W. A dual character of flavonoids in influenza A virus
replication and spread through modulating cell-autonomous immunity by MAPK signaling pathways. Sci. Rep. 2014, 4, 7237.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Brogi, S. Computational Approaches for Drug Discovery. Molecules 2019, 24, 3061. [CrossRef]
26. Khattab, M.; Al-Karmalawy, A.A. Revisiting Activity of Some Nocodazole Analogues as a Potential Anticancer Drugs Using

Molecular Docking and DFT Calculations. Front. Chem. 2021, 9, 92. [CrossRef]
27. Guedes, I.A.; de Magalhães, C.S.; Dardenne, L.E. Receptor–ligand molecular docking. Biophys. Rev. 2014, 6, 75–87. [CrossRef]

[PubMed]
28. Sarhan, A.A.; Ashour, N.A.; Al-Karmalawy, A.A. The journey of antimalarial drugs against SARS-CoV-2: Review article. Inform.

Med. Unlocked 2021, 24, 100604. [CrossRef]
29. Haggag, Y.A.; El-Ashmawy, N.E.; Okasha, K.M. Is hesperidin essential for prophylaxis and treatment of COVID-19 Infection?

Med. Hypotheses 2020, 144, 109957. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
30. Wu, C.; Liu, Y.; Yang, Y.; Zhang, P.; Zhong, W.; Wang, Y.; Wang, Q.; Xu, Y.; Li, M.; Li, X.; et al. Analysis of therapeutic targets for

SARS-CoV-2 and discovery of potential drugs by computational methods. Acta Pharm. Sin. B 2020, 10, 766–788. [CrossRef]
31. Al-Karmalawy, A.A.; Eissa, I.H.J.P.S. Molecular docking and dynamics simulations reveal the potential of anti-HCV drugs to

inhibit COVID-19 main protease. Pharm. Sci. 2021. [CrossRef]
32. Zaki, A.A.; Al-Karmalawy, A.A.; El-Amier, Y.A.; Ashour, A. Molecular docking reveals the potential of Cleome amblyocarpa

isolated compounds to inhibit COVID-19 virus main protease. New J. Chem. 2020, 44, 16752–16758. [CrossRef]
33. Zaki, A.A.; Ashour, A.; Elhady, S.S.; Darwish, K.M.; Al-Karmalawy, A.A. Calendulaglycoside A Showing Potential Activity

Against SARS-CoV-2 Main Protease: Molecular Docking, Molecular Dynamics, and SAR Studies. J. Tradit. Complement. Med. 2021.
[CrossRef]

34. Soltane, R.; Chrouda, A.; Mostafa, A.; Al-Karmalawy, A.; Chouaïb, K.; Dhahri, A.; Pashameah, R.; Alasiri, A.; Kutkat, O.; Shehata,
M.; et al. Strong Inhibitory Activity and Action Modes of Synthetic Maslinic Acid Derivative on Highly Pathogenic Coronaviruses:
COVID-19 Drug Candidate. Pathogens 2021, 10, 623. [CrossRef]

35. Elmaaty, A.A.; Darwish, K.M.; Khattab, M.; Elhady, S.S.; Salah, M.; Hamed, M.I.A.; Al-Karmalawy, A.A.; Saleh, M.M. In a
search for potential drug candidates for combating COVID-19: Computational study revealed salvianolic acid B as a potential
therapeutic targeting 3CLpro and spike proteins. J. Biomol. Struct. Dyn. 2021, 1–28. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

36. Elmaaty, A.A.; Alnajjar, R.; Hamed, M.I.; Khattab, M.; Khalifa, M.M.; Al-Karmalawy, A.A. Revisiting activity of some glucocorti-
coids as a potential inhibitor of SARS-CoV-2 main protease: Theoretical study. RSC Adv. 2021, 11, 10027–10042. [CrossRef]

37. Al-Karmalawy, A.A.; Dahab, M.A.; Metwaly, A.M.; Elhady, S.S.; Elkaeed, E.B.; Eissa, I.H.; Darwish, K.M. Molecular Docking and
Dynamics Simulation Revealed the Potential Inhibitory Activity of ACEIs Against SARS-CoV-2 Targeting the hACE2 Receptor.
Front. Chem. 2021, 9. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

38. Vázquez-Calvo, Á.; de Oya, N.J.; Martín-Acebes, M.A.; Garcia-Moruno, E.; Saiz, J.-C. Antiviral Properties of the Natural
Polyphenols Delphinidin and Epigallocatechin Gallate against the Flaviviruses West Nile Virus, Zika Virus, and Dengue Virus.
Front. Microbiol. 2017, 8, 1314. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

39. Annunziata, G.; Zamparelli, M.S.; Santoro, C.; Ciampaglia, R.; Stornaiuolo, M.; Tenore, G.C.; Sanduzzi, A.; Novellino, E. May
Polyphenols Have a Role Against Coronavirus Infection? An Overview of in vitro Evidence. Front. Med. 2020, 7. [CrossRef]

40. Colpitts, C.C.; Schang, L.M.; Rachmawati, H.; Frentzen, A.; Pfaender, S.; Behrendt, P.; Brown, R.J.; Bankwitz, D.; Steinmann, J.;
Ott, M.; et al. Turmeric curcumin inhibits entry of all hepatitis C virus genotypes into human liver cells. Gut 2014, 63, 1137–1149.

41. Mounce, B.; Cesaro, T.; Carrau, L.; Vallet, T.; Vignuzzi, M. Curcumin inhibits Zika and chikungunya virus infection by inhibiting
cell binding. Antivir. Res. 2017, 142, 148–157. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1007/s12272-001-1206-5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18481022
http://doi.org/10.1039/c2nr32181e
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijms131216785
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23222683
http://doi.org/10.3390/molecules25102379
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejps.2009.03.002
http://doi.org/10.3390/v8010006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26712783
http://doi.org/10.2147/IJN.S247692
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32801685
http://doi.org/10.3390/molecules24030648
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30759833
http://doi.org/10.1038/srep07237
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25429875
http://doi.org/10.3390/molecules24173061
http://doi.org/10.3389/fchem.2021.628398
http://doi.org/10.1007/s12551-013-0130-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28509958
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.imu.2021.100604
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.mehy.2020.109957
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32531538
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsb.2020.02.008
http://doi.org/10.34172/PS.2021.3
http://doi.org/10.1039/D0NJ03611K
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jtcme.2021.05.001
http://doi.org/10.3390/pathogens10050623
http://doi.org/10.1080/07391102.2021.1918256
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33928870
http://doi.org/10.1039/D0RA10674G
http://doi.org/10.3389/fchem.2021.661230
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34017819
http://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2017.01314
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28744282
http://doi.org/10.3389/fmed.2020.00240
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.antiviral.2017.03.014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28343845


Pathogens 2021, 10, 758 17 of 17

42. Mazumder, A.; Raghavan, K.; Weinstein, J.; Kohn, K.W.; Pommier, Y. Inhibition of human immunodeficiency virus type-1
integrase by curcumin. Biochem. Pharmacol. 1995, 49, 1165–1170. [CrossRef]

43. Chen, T.-Y.; Chen, D.-Y.; Wen, H.-W.; Ou, J.-L.; Chiou, S.-S.; Chen, J.-M.; Wong, M.-L.; Hsu, W.-L. Inhibition of Enveloped Viruses
Infectivity by Curcumin. PLoS ONE 2013, 8, e62482. [CrossRef]

44. Kobayashi, S.; Tanabe, S.; Sugiyama, M.; Konishi, Y. Transepithelial transport of hesperetin and hesperidin in intestinal Caco-2
cell monolayers. Biochim. Biophys. Acta (BBA) Biomembr. 2008, 1778, 33–41. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

45. Parvez, M.K.; Rehman, T.; Alam, P.; Al-Dosari, M.S.; Alqasoumi, S.I.; Alajmi, M.F. Plant-derived antiviral drugs as novel hepatitis
B virus inhibitors: Cell culture and molecular docking study. Saudi Pharm. J. 2019, 27, 389–400. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

46. Rojas, Á.; Del Campo, J.A.; Clement, S.; Lemasson, M.; García-Valdecasas, M.; Gil-Gómez, A.; Ranchal, I.; Bartosch, B.; Bautista,
J.D.; Rosenberg, A.R.; et al. Effect of Quercetin on Hepatitis C Virus Life Cycle: From Viral to Host Targets. Sci. Rep. 2016, 6, 31777.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

47. Mosmann, T. Rapid colorimetric assay for cellular growth and survival: Application to proliferation and cytotoxicity assays.
J. Immunol. Methods 1983, 65, 55–63. [CrossRef]

48. Chu, D.K.W.; Pan, Y.; Cheng, S.M.S.; Hui, K.P.Y.; Krishnan, P.; Liu, Y.; Ng, D.Y.M.; Wan, C.K.C.; Yang, P.; Wang, Q.; et al. Molecular
Diagnosis of a Novel Coronavirus (2019-nCoV) Causing an Outbreak of Pneumonia. Clin. Chem. 2020, 66, 549–555. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

49. Zhang, J.; Zhan, B.; Yao, X.; Gao, Y.; Shong, J. Antiviral activity of tannin from the pericarp of Punica granatum L. against genital
Herpes virus in vitro. China J. Chin. Mater. Med. 1995, 20, 556–558.

50. Kuo, Y.-C.; Lin, L.-C.; Tsai, W.-J.; Chou, C.-J.; Kung, S.-H.; Ho, Y.-H. Samarangenin B from Limonium sinense Suppresses Herpes
Simplex Virus Type 1 Replication in Vero Cells by Regulation of Viral Macromolecular Synthesis. Antimicrob. Agents Chemother.
2002, 46, 2854–2864. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

51. Schuhmacher, A.; Reichling, J.; Schnitzler, P. Virucidal effect of peppermint oil on the enveloped viruses herpes simplex virus
type 1 and type 2 in vitro. Phytomedicine 2003, 10, 504–510. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

52. Molecular Operating Environment (MOE), 2008.10; Chemical Computing Group Inc.: Montreal, QC, Canada, 2016.
53. Al-Karmalawy, A.A.; Khattab, M. Molecular modelling of mebendazole polymorphs as a potential colchicine binding site inhibitor.

New J. Chem. 2020, 44, 13990–13996. [CrossRef]
54. Jin, Z.; Du, X.; Xu, Y.; Deng, Y.; Liu, M.; Zhao, Y.; Zhang, B.; Li, X.; Zhang, L.; Peng, C.; et al. Structure of M pro from SARS-CoV-2

and discovery of its inhibitors. Nature 2020, 582, 289–293. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
55. Shang, J.; Ye, G.; Shi, K.; Wan, Y.; Luo, C.; Aihara, H.; Geng, Q.; Auerbach, A.; Li, F. Structural basis of receptor recognition by

SARS-CoV-2. Nature 2020, 581, 221–224. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
56. El shal, M.F.; Eid, N.M.; El-Sayed, I.; El-Sayed, W.; Al-Karmalawy, A.A. Concanavalin-A shows synergistic cytotoxicity with

tamoxifen via inducing apoptosis in estrogen receptor-positive breast cancer: In vitro and molecular docking studies. Pharm. Sci.
2021. [CrossRef]

57. Samra, R.M.; Soliman, A.F.; Zaki, A.A.; Ashour, A.; Al-Karmalawy, A.A.; Hassan, M.A.; Zaghloul, A.M. Bioassay-guided isolation
of a new cytotoxic ceramide from Cyperus rotundus L. S. Afr. J. Bot. 2021, 139, 210–216. [CrossRef]

58. Eliaa, S.G.; Al-Karmalawy, A.A.; Saleh, R.M.; ElShal, M.F. Empagliflozin and Doxorubicin Synergistically Inhibit the Survival of
Triple-Negative Breast Cancer Cells via Interfering with the mTOR Pathway and Inhibition of Calmodulin: In Vitro and Molecular
Docking Studies. ACS Pharmacol. Transl. Sci. 2020, 3, 1330–1338. [CrossRef]

59. Ghanem, A.A.; Emara, H.A.; Muawia, S.; El Maksoud, A.I.A.; Al-Karmalawy, A.A.; Elshal, M.F. Tanshinone IIA synergistically en-
hances the antitumor activity of doxorubicin by interfering with the PI3K/AKT/mTOR pathway and inhibition of topoisomerase
II: In vitro and molecular docking studies. New J. Chem. 2020, 44, 17374–17381. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/0006-2952(95)98514-A
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0062482
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbamem.2007.08.020
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18021752
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsps.2018.12.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30976183
http://doi.org/10.1038/srep31777
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27546480
http://doi.org/10.1016/0022-1759(83)90303-4
http://doi.org/10.1093/clinchem/hvaa029
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32031583
http://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.46.9.2854-2864.2002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12183238
http://doi.org/10.1078/094471103322331467
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/13678235
http://doi.org/10.1039/D0NJ02844D
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2223-y
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32272481
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2179-y
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32225175
http://doi.org/10.34172/PS.2021.22
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.sajb.2021.02.007
http://doi.org/10.1021/acsptsci.0c00144
http://doi.org/10.1039/D0NJ04088F

	Introduction 
	Results 
	Cytotoxicity of Tested Compounds 
	Antiviral Activity of Tested Compounds 
	Time Course Analysis 
	Mode of Action 
	Docking Studies 

	Discussion 
	Materials and Methods 
	In Vitro Virological Studies 
	Virus, Cells, and Compounds 
	In Vitro Cytotoxicity Assay 
	Plaque Reduction Assay 
	Time Course Analysis 
	Study of the Mode of Action 

	Docking Studies 
	Preparation of the Polyphenolic Compounds (1–3) and the References (4 and 5) 
	Preparation of the S and Mpro Target Receptors of SARS-CoV-2 
	Docking of the Polyphenolics to the S and Mpro Receptors of SARS-CoV-2 


	Conclusions 
	References

