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Introduction 

One of the most significant global health issues, type 2 diabetes 

mellitus (T2DM), affects more than 500 million people and leads to 

substantial healthcare costs and mortality. T2DM is a metabolic 

disease characterized by continual hyperglycemia and impaired 

metabolic processes of fats, carbohydrates and proteins (1). T2DM 

growth is associated with serious health issues, such as retinopathy, 

nephropathy, neuropathy and heart disease (2). 

 The pharmacological treatments utilized for the 

management of diabetes mellitus include primarily oral anti-

diabetic medicines or insulin therapy (3). Therefore, there is growing 

interest in the investigation of medicinal herbs, traditionally used as 

therapeutic agents to manage diabetes mellitus (4). These issues 

highlight an urgent demand for safer, more effective and low-cost 

therapeutic alternatives, especially those obtained from natural 

medicinal origins (5).  

 This research investigates the type 2 anti-diabetes mellitus 

potential of phytochemical compounds derived from Pergularia 

tomentosa L., an evergreen annual shrub belonging to the family 

Apocynaceae, characterized by a distinctive odor (6). It is a hairy 

plant and green in colour and widely dispersed in the outgrowth of 

Africa (Niger, Egypt, Ethiopia, Algeria, Jordan, North Sudan and 

Kenya) and the Middle East (Saudi Arabia, Iran, Oman, Pakistan and 

Afghanistan). The presence of bioactive phytochemical compounds, 

including cardenolide, glycosides, flavone glycosides, which exhibit 

antioxidant properties (7).  P. tomentosa plays an important role in 

reducing blood glucose levels and demonstrates antihyperglycemic, 

hypolipidemic, antioxidant and triglyceride-lowering effects in 

diabetic models (8).  

 Ethnobotanically, P. tomentosa has been used in traditional 

medicine for treating different types of diseases, such as 

gastrointestinal problems, inflammation, fever, wounds, respiratory 

disorders and parasitic infections (9). According to in vivo studies, 

phytochemical compounds of P. tomentosa have been identified as 

diverse bioactive secondary metabolites, such as cardenolides (e.g., 

pergularosides), which are best known for their potent biological 

action; flavonoids and flavone glycosides, which exhibit antioxidant 

and metabolic regulatory characteristics (10). Steroidal glycosides, 

phenolic compounds, alkaloids, saponins and triterpenoids, which 

contribute to its antioxidant, enzyme-modulating potential and anti-

inflammatory properties, encouraging the plant’s traditional 

utilization and giving a biochemical rational for evaluating its 

components in antidiabetic drug discovery (11).  

 Through an in silico computational method, we screened the 

phytochemical for drug-likeness and their binding affinities with the 

target protein. PTP1B, a regulatory enzyme implicated in impaired 

insulin signaling, plays a critical inhibitory role in T2DM (12). The 

essential function of the PTP1B serves as a central antagonistic 

PLANT SCIENCE TODAY 

Vol 13(1): 1-13 

https://doi.org/10.14719/pst.12116 

eISSN 2348-1900  

RESEARCH ARTICLE 

In silico ADMET profiling and PTP1B molecular docking of 
phytochemicals from the desert medicinal plant Pergularia 

tomentosa L.   
 

Sabiha Naaz1, Arminder Kaur1* & Mohd Saeed2     

 
1Department of Biotechnology, Sanskriti University, Mathura 281 401, Uttar Pradesh, India 

2Department of Biology, Saudi Arab, University of Hail, P.O. Box 2440   

 

*Correspondence email -  arminder.smas@sanskriti.edu.in  

  

Received: 31 October 2025; Accepted: 02 December 2025 ; Available online: Version 1.0: 02 January 2026; Version 2.0: 19 January 2026 

 

Cite this article: Sabiha N, Arminder K, Mohd S. In silico ADMET profiling and PTP1B molecular docking of phytochemicals from the desert medicinal 
plant Pergularia tomentosa L. Plant Science Today. 2026; 13(1): 1-13. https://doi.org/10.14719/pst.12116 

 

Abstract  

This study presents an in silico profiling of phytochemical compounds derived from Pergularia tomentosa L. against the protein tyrosine 

phosphatase 1B (PTP1B), a key regulator in type 2 diabetes mellitus (T2DM). With the aid of computational assessment, the phytochemicals 
were examined for their drug-likeness, absorption, distribution, metabolism, excretion and toxicity (ADMET) properties and molecular 

interactions with the target protein PTP1B. A total of 40 phytochemical compounds derived from P. tomentosa were evaluated using ADMET 

tools and molecular docking against PTP1B, a central enzyme involved in the negative regulation of insulin signalling and thus a critical target 

in T2DM. Molecular docking analysis identified six top phytochemical compounds from P. tomentosa with binding affinities ranging from -6.8 
to -7.9 kcal/mol relative to the reference inhibitor and exhibiting satisfactory ADMET profiles with no major toxicity. These findings suggest 

that phytochemicals from P. tomentosa possess promising antidiabetic potential by potentially inhibiting PTP1B, as indicated by in silico 

studies.    
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control of the tyrosine phosphorylation cascade intrinsic to the 

signalling pathway of insulin (13). The development of PTP1B 

function as an "insulin sensitiser" in T2DM (14).  Extensive molecular, 

genetic and pharmacological work has validated PTP1B as alterative 

target in metabolic disorders and its hyperactivity contributes 

immediately to insulin opposition and broken glucose homeostasis 

(15).  

 ADMETlab 2.0 is an integrated platform for the identification 

of pharmacokinetics and toxicity constants of bioactive 

phytochemical compounds with the help of ADMET-related 

endpoints (16). ProTox-II is a web server to identify toxicity and 

multiple toxicological endpoints for different bioactive 

phytochemical compounds and has four models, like the oral acute 

toxicity prediction model, the organ toxicity model and the 

carcinogenicity model endpoint, among others (17). The present 

work aimed to measure the T2DM potential of P. tomentosa 

phytochemicals through with an in silico investigation combining 

ADMETlab 2.0 screening and molecular docking against the 

validated insulin-signaling regulator PTP1B. We hypothesised that 

the reported phytochemicals of P. tomentosa would display 

favourable pharmacokinetic (ADMET) properties and significant 

binding affinity toward PTP1B, comparable to or better than the 

reference inhibitor trodusquemine.  

 

Materials and Methods 

Identification of bioactive phytochemicals of P. tomentosa 

As this was an entirely in silico investigation, no physical plant 

material was collected. We identified 40 phytochemicals, selecting 

only well-characterized, structurally defined compounds with 

available 3D canonical SMILES structures were reported 

antidiabetic activity, with the help of peer-reviewed literature and 

databases such as PubChem (https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov), 

Scopus, Google Scholar and phytochemical/ethnobotanical 

databases (18). 

Pharmacokinetic categorization (ADMET studies) 

To evaluate toxicity and pharmacokinetic profiles of the selected 

phytochemicals, we utilized ADMETlab 2.0 (version 2020; accessed 

on 12 March 2024) (https://admetmesh.scbdd.com). ADMETlab 2.0 

provide several key predictive parameters, including: 

Human intestinal absorption (HIA) 

compounds with predicted HIA ≥ 70 % were considered well 

absorbed.   

Metabolism (CYP450 inhibition) 

compounds were flagged if identified to inhibit CYP3A4, CYP2D6 

or CYP2C9, major isoforms involved in drug metabolism. 

Distribution like blood-brain barrier permeability (logBB) 

values between -1.0 and +0.3 reasoned satisfactory for non-CNS 

drugs, indicating controlled but not excessive penetration. 

Toxicity alerts 

hepatotoxicity (0 = non-toxic, 1 = toxic), hERG inhibition, AMES 
mutagenicity and acute oral toxicity were evaluated according to 

thresholds outlined in the ADMETlab documentation (19). 

 

 

 

Prediction of target proteins of bioactive phytochemicals P. 

tomentosa  

Swiss Target Prediction was utilized for the prediction of human 

target protein of P. tomentosa. The tool was executed using 3-

dimensional canonical SMILES as input and restricted to the 

“Homo sapiens” species filter. Predicted targets with a probability 

score ≥ 0.10 were considered for further study (20). Therefore, the 

occurrence of predictions toward PTP1B-combined with strong 

biological credibility was utilized to confirm the selection of PTP1B 

as the essential molecular target for resultant molecular docking 

and ADMET evaluation.  

 After identifying the target protein, we utilized the PDB 

database to obtain its 3-D structure and downloaded. 

Subsequently, Biovia Discovery Studio Visualizer [Dassault 

Systems, BIOVIA Corp USA, v21.1] was used to view the 3-D 

structures of the target protein (21). 

Target protein preparation 

The three-dimensional structure of target Protein Tyrosine 

Phosphatase 1B (PTP1B) (PDB ID: 4IN8), was obtained from the 

Protein Data Bank, Research Collaboratory for Structural 

Bioinformatics (RCSB). The 4IN8 structure was resolved by X-ray 

crystallography at 1.65 Å resolution and selected for molecular 

docking. The resulting structure was prepared by eliminating 

water molecules, cofactors and ligands.  Afterwards, polar 

hydrogen atoms were added and AutoDock Vina v1.2.3 (http://

vina.scripps.edu/) was utilized to execute molecular docking 

study and evaluate possible interactions (22).  

Phytochemical compound preparation 

The phytochemical compounds derived from P. tomentosa were 

obtained from PubChem in 3-dimensional canonical SMILES 

format. This procedure was refined by converting SMILES to 3D 

structures using OpenBabel v3.1.1. Energy minimization was 

performed using the MMFF94 force field until the gradient 

reached < 0.0001 kcal/mol·Å, followed by setting rotatable bonds 

and generating a single optimized low-energy conformation. 

Final PDBQT files were prepared. All phytochemical compounds 

were standardised at pH 7.4 and processed with characteristics 

that are accurate for molecular docking studies (23).  

Molecular docking study 

Binding site selection 

The 4IN8 protein binding pocket was selected to obtain 
biologically important outcomes. This investigation focused on 

the docking pocket because trodusquemine (MSI-1436) is a well-

characterized synthetic aminosterol derivative modelled after 

the squalamine inhibitor of PTP1B (24). The docking grid was 

centred on the trodusquemine-binding region using the 

following coordinates: x = -9.14, y = 46.22, z = 48.38, with a sphere 

of 12.13 Å.  Molecular docking was carried out using AutoDock 

Vina v1.2.3, with the following parameters: exhaustiveness = 8, 

number of modes = 9 and energy range = 3 kcal/mol. All ligands 

were prepared as described above and docked into the PTP1B 

binding site to identify binding affinity and intermolecular 

interactions. The resulting protein-ligand complexes were 

visualized and analyzed using BIOVIA Discovery Studio Visualizer 

to evaluate π-stacking, hydrophobic interactions and hydrogen 

bonding (25). 
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Docking analysis 

Docking analysis was carried out using a single Vina run per 

ligand with the default nine generated poses, from which the 

best-scoring position was chosen for analyzing the interaction 

between phytochemical compounds derived from P. tomentosa 

and target PTP1B (PDB ID: 4IN8). This process involved 

evaluating parameters such as conformational changes, 

intermolecular interactions and binding energies. The resulting 

ligand-protein complexes were analyzed to determine 

phytochemical compounds with strong binding energy and 

favorable interactions with target PTP1B protein. Therefore, no 

statistical significance testing was applied in this research (26).  

 

Results 

Pharmacokinetics and bioavailability of phytochemical 

compounds 

ADMET analysis revealed that the bio-active phytochemical 

compound derived from P. tomentosa fell within acceptable 

ADMET evaluation ranges, supporting their possible suitability as 

promising drug candidates (27). The bioactivity values for each 

phytochemical compound obtained from P. tomentosa, as 

predicted using the Molinspiration tool (Table 1; Fig. 1). These 

values were calculated for different target categories, such 

as kinase inhibitor (KI), nuclear receptor ligand (NRL), protease 

inhibitor (PI), G protein-coupled receptor (GPCR) ligand, ion 

channel modulator (ICM) and enzyme inhibitor (EI). These values 

represent the ability of each phytochemical compound to 

modulate action of particular biological targets (28).  

 Phytochemical compounds with values greater than zero 

are considered to exhibit significant biological activity, while 

values between -0.5 to 0 indicate moderate activity. 

Phytochemical compounds with values below -0.5 are 

considered inactive (28). Particularly CIDs 73170, 12302399, 

162876281, 155554459 and 163106525 showed strong 

interactions with nuclear receptors (scores ranging from 0.35 to 

0.45) and demonstrated balanced engagement with enzymes    

(≥ 0.23) and nuclear receptors (≥ 0.33), indicating their potential 

to modulate enzymatic targets such as PTP1B, an antagonistic 

controller of insulin signaling (29). Their predicted activity on 

nuclear receptors, GPCRs and metabolic enzymes highlights 

their potential to control pathways in glucose homeostasis, 

insulin sensation and lipid metabolism.  

 Out of the 40 phytochemicals screened from                                  
P. tomentosa, 16 compounds were found to violate two or more 

factor of Lipinski’s rule of five (Table 2). These violations included 

excessive molecular weight (> 500 g/mol), high lipophilicity  

(LogP > 5) or an excessive number of hydrogen bond acceptors/

donors. The remaining 24 compounds complied with Lipinski 

criteria, indicating drug-likeness potential. The compounds 

(PubChem IDs: 73170, 5280450, 6324619, 162909502, 162918230, 

162971157 and 162988003) exhibit LogP values greater than 5, 

indicating excessive lipophilicity, which is negatively associated 

with solubility and oral bioavailability. High LogP values can 

Table 1. Bioactivity scores of phytochemical compound  

PubChem CID GPCR Ion channel Kinase Nuclear receptor Protease Enzyme 
73170 0.38 0.1 -0.18 0.45 0.12 0.38 
92760 0.05 -0.05 -0.02 0.1 0.08 0.2 

148124 -0.12 -0.09 -0.25 0.3 0.05 0.21 
159559 0.02 -0.12 -0.03 0.2 0.11 0.28 
441849 0.12 -0.1 -0.05 0.12 0.02 0.14 

5280450 0.25 0.08 -0.15 0.1 0.01 0.28 
5343381 0.28 0.1 -0.15 0.15 0.01 0.28 
6324619 0.32 -0.05 -0.18 0.42 0.12 0.35 

11876182 0.38 -0.05 -0.18 0.42 0.12 0.35 
12302399 0.38 -0.12 -0.25 0.38 0.08 0.24 
14859018 0.15 -0.1 -0.18 0.35 0.02 0.2 
15558779 0.1 -0.08 -0.12 0.31 0.01 0.18 
16086565 0.28 -0.05 -0.1 0.28 0.01 0.22 
16086566 0.25 -0.05 -0.1 0.26 0.01 0.2 
16086567 0.25 -0.05 -0.1 0.28 0.01 0.2 
42601447 0.18 -0.05 -0.12 0.35 0.01 0.2 
44179785 0.32 -0.1 -0.25 0.35 0.01 0.25 
44179786 0.38 -0.12 -0.25 0.38 0.08 0.24 
44559134 0.15 -0.05 -0.18 0.28 0.02 0.2 
44573470 0.12 -0.1 -0.2 0.25 0.01 0.18 
45267296 0.25 -0.08 -0.18 0.3 0.01 0.22 
45269892 0.28 -0.1 -0.2 0.3 0.01 0.22 
45270717 0.25 -0.08 -0.15 0.32 0.01 0.22 
56677566 0.3 -0.1 -0.18 0.32 0.02 0.24 

155537105 0.3 -0.08 -0.2 0.36 0.02 0.22 
155541548 0.28 -0.1 -0.12 0.35 0.01 0.24 
155546078 0.25 -0.09 -0.18 0.33 0.01 0.2 
155554341 0.27 -0.07 -0.15 0.32 0.02 0.21 
155554459 0.32 -0.12 -0.22 0.38 0.03 0.25 
162817524 0.2 -0.06 -0.17 0.3 0 0.18 
162817558 0.22 -0.05 -0.16 0.28 0.01 0.19 
162876281 0.35 -0.11 -0.14 0.37 0.02 0.26 
162878840 0.18 -0.09 -0.19 0.31 0.01 0.2 
162895926 0.24 -0.08 -0.13 0.33 0.02 0.22 
162909502 0.26 -0.1 -0.21 0.34 0 0.21 
162918230 0.23 -0.07 -0.2 0.32 0.01 0.2 
162971157 0.29 -0.11 -0.19 0.36 0.02 0.23 
162988003 0.19 -0.06 -0.12 0.29 0 0.18 
163106525 0.33 -0.09 -0.17 0.35 0.03 0.24 

5280343 0.31 -0.08 -0.16 0.34 0.01 0.23 
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Fig. 1. Selection of optimal compounds: balancing bioactivity and ADMET. 

PubChem id 
Molecular weight  

(g/mol) 
LogP 

nHA  
(H-bond acceptors) 

nHD  
(H-bond donors) 

nRot  
(rotatable bonds) 

PSA (Å²) 

73170 426.39 7.35 1 1 0 20.23 
92760 374.25 2.71 4 2 1 66.76 

148124 807.35 3.19 15 5 14 224.45 
159559 566.27 -0.42 11 6 3 175.37 
441849 532.27 1.26 9 3 2 131.75 

5280450 280.24 6.65 2 1 14 37.3 
5343381 425.09 4.83 5 2 4 78.61 
6324619 352.25 6.13 3 2 14 48.65 

11876182 406.24 0.49 6 4 2 107.22 
12302399 390.24 1.49 5 3 2 86.99 
14859018 552.29 -0.63 10 6 5 166.14 
15558779 536.3 0.59 9 5 4 145.91 
16086565 694.32 -0.44 14 6 5 210.9 
16086566 550.28 0.73 10 5 2 155.14 
16086567 550.28 0.57 10 5 3 155.14 
42601447 548.26 0.52 10 4 2 151.98 
44179785 606.27 0.2 12 4 5 178.28 
44179786 548.26 0.34 10 4 3 151.98 
44559134 566.27 -0.43 11 6 3 175.37 
44573470 712.35 2.97 12 5 9 181.44 
45267296 548.26 0.52 10 4 2 151.98 
45269892 694.32 -0.44 14 6 5 210.9 
45270717 548.26 0.62 10 4 2 151.98 
56677566 694.32 -0.44 14 6 5 210.9 

155537105 564.26 -0.39 11 5 3 172.21 
155541548 606.27 0.42 12 4 4 178.28 
155546078 548.26 0.34 10 4 3 151.98 
155554341 564.26 -0.39 11 5 3 172.21 
155554459 564.26 -0.17 11 5 2 172.21 
162817524 710.31 -0.52 15 7 5 231.13 
162817558 458.29 3.42 8 5 18 136.68 
162876281 426.35 4.95 2 2 0 40.46 
162878840 566.27 -0.43 11 6 3 175.37 
162895926 308.13 1.76 6 3 2 96.22 
162909502 470.38 6.11 3 1 2 46.53 
162918230 522.44 8.34 2 0 4 26.3 
162971157 468.4 7.43 2 0 2 26.3 
162988003 426.39 7.12 1 1 0 20.23 
163106525 550.28 1.02 10 5 3 155.14 

5280343 302.04 2.15 7 5 1 131.36 

Table 2. Physicochemical properties and bioavailability properties of phytochemical compounds  

nHA = number of hydrogen bond acceptors; nHD = number of hydrogen bond donors; nRot = number of rotatable bonds; PSA = polar surface 
area (specifically, TPSA: total polar surface area. 
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result in poor absorption and enhanced metabolic instability due 

to increased affinity for plasma proteins and lipophilic tissues 

(30). These results supports further experimental validation and 

structural optimization for T2D therapy development. 

ADMET properties of compounds 

A total of forty phytochemicals were screened using ADMET 

profiling via the ADMET tool with key thresholds: human intestinal 

absorption (HIA > 70 %), blood-brain barrier penetration (logBB < -

1.0), plasma protein binding (PPB < 90 %) and non-carcinogenicity 

(31).  A summary of the most promising candidates is given here, 

while detailed results are given in Table 2, 3. The phytochemical 

compounds CIDs 162895926, 14859018, 16086565, 6324619, 

15558779, 16086567, 155554459, 16086566, 162817524 and 

159559 demonstrated good solubility.  Most compounds showed 

high predicted intestinal absorption, with values of ‘1’ indicating 

favorable bioavailability. For example, compounds like PubChem 

ID 92760, 5343381 and 15558779 exhibited high absorption (1), 

whereas compounds like 73170 and 6324619 showed poor 

absorption (0), potentially limiting their oral bioavailability.  

 Several compounds, CID 441849 (0.99), CID 12302399 (0.96) 

and CID 92760 (0.96), demonstrated high BBB permeability, 

showing potential for central nervous system (CNS) exposure. 

Compounds like CID 5343381 (0.02) and CID 148124 (0.04) exhibit 

negligible permeability, suggesting limited CNS penetration (32). 

The implications of BBB permeability are critical for both 

therapeutic targeting and the prediction of off-target CNS-related 

side effects (33).  

 A total of 8 compounds have CYP2D6-substrate scores ≥ 

0.5, raising concerns for drug-drug interactions and metabolic 

instability.  Most of these compounds also show PPB > 95 %, 

indicating limited free drug availability and potential displacement 

effects shown in Table 2. High plasma protein binding reflects 

more affinity for plasma proteins, which can restrict the free active 

fraction of the compound in systemic circulation (34). The LogS 

values reportable in Table 2 for some compounds, including CID 

73170 (-6.35) and CID 162918230 (-7.31), fall well below the 

acceptable threshold for drug-like molecules (typically LogS > -5) 

and indicate very poor aqueous solubility, which could significantly 

hinder oral bioavailability and systemic absorption.  

 The compounds that evaluated by ADMET showed a lower 

level of toxicity (Table 2, 3; Fig. 2).  Almost all phytochemical 

compounds exhibited some toxicity factors, like the Ames test 

(mutagenicity) and hERG inhibition (35). However, several 

compounds demonstrated acceptable safety margins, enhancing 

their potential for advancement in drug development.  

 Investigation of the ADMET profiles for phytochemical 

compounds derived from P. tomentosa showed that many 

phytochemical compounds fall inside marked ADMET range, 

indicating its possible usage as drug (36). These results suggest 

that phytochemical compounds derived from P. tomentosa have 

the potential to be used in the development of new medicines. 

Table 3. ADMET Properties of compounds 

PubChem id Solubility 
BBB  

(blood-brain barrier) 
CYP2D6-sub 

PPB 
(plasma protein binding) 

Absorption Hepatotoxicity 

73170 -6.35 0.76 0.50 98.7 0 Inactive 
92760 -4.5 0.96 0.39 95.03 1 Inactive 

148124 -4.02 0.04 0.11 94.7 0 Inactive 
159559 -2.94 0.53 0.12 19.38 0 Inactive 
441849 -3.79 0.99 0.14 67.27 0 Inactive 

5280450 -5.23 0.19 0.08 98.39 1 Inactive 
5343381 -6.05 0.02 0.50 97.8 1 Inactive 
6324619 -2.70 0.26 0.02 100.4 0 Inactive 

11876182 -3.13 0.97 0.13 17.68 1 Inactive 
12302399 -3.81 0.96 0.17 91.06 1 Inactive 
14859018 -1.98 0.15 0.12 83.97 0 Inactive 
15558779 -2.73 0.34 0.19 91.28 0 Inactive 
16086565 -2.71 0.86 0.10 48.92 0 Inactive 
16086566 -3.34 0.87 0.16 22.64 0 Inactive 
16086567 -3.15 0.91 0.15 86.57 0 Inactive 
42601447 -3.40 0.99 0.11 24.15 0 Inactive 
44179785 -3.11 0.98 0.09 34.86 0 Inactive 
44179786 -3.23 0.99 0.11 59.56 0 Inactive 
44559134 -2.93 0.53 0.12 19.39 0 Inactive 
44573470 -4.07 0.67 0.40 99.87 0 Inactive 
45267296 -3.40 0.99 0.11 24.15 0 Inactive 
45269892 -2.71 0.86 0.10 48.92 0 Inactive 
45270717 -3.28 0.99 0.10 40.8 0 Inactive 
56677566 -2.71 0.86 0.10 48.92 0 Inactive 

155537105 -3.03 0.97 0.09 21.94 0 Inactive 
155541548 -3.29 0.95 0.09 23.8 0 Inactive 
155546078 -3.23 0.99 0.11 59.56 0 Inactive 
155554341 -3.03 0.97 0.09 21.94 0 Inactive 
155554459 -3.09 0.92 0.09 22.16 0 Inactive 
162817524 -2.27 0.93 0.09 46.2 0 Inactive 
162817558 -3.14 0.25 0.07 95.27 0 Inactive 
162876281 -5.09 0.88 0.6 90.59 1 Inactive 
162878840 -2.93 0.53 0.12 19.39 0 Inactive 
162895926 -1.96 0.27 0.34 69.32 0 Inactive 
162909502 -6.22 0.94 0.53 97.59 0 Inactive 
162918230 -7.31 0.24 0.54 95.6 0 Inactive 
162971157 -6.93 0.6 0.75 99.93 0 Inactive 
162988003 -6.06 0.79 0.51 99.22 0 Inactive 
163106525 -3.47 0.78 0.13 80.15 0 Inactive 

5280343 -3.67 0 0.64 95.49 1 Inactive 
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Target protein prediction 

Swiss target prediction tool was used to predict the potential target 

protein of phytochemical compounds (37). Compound CID 73170 

was found to interact with PTP1B, T-cell protein-tyrosine 

phosphatase (TCPTP) and phosphodiesterase 4D (PDE4D) (Table 4). 

Compound CID 92760 showed interactions with PTP1B, potassium 

transporting ATPase and protein kinase C alpha (PKCα). Compound 

CID 148124 exhibited binding affinity toward growth hormone-

releasing hormone receptor (GHRHR), PTP1B and 11β-

Hydroxysteroid dehydrogenase type 1 (11β-HSD1).  

 Compounds with PubChem CIDs 159559, 16086565, 

16086567, 42601447, 44179786, 44559134, 45269892, 45270717, 

56677566, 155537105, 155554459, 162817524 and 162878840 

showed interactions with key target proteins, sodium/potassium-

transporting ATPase alpha-1 chain (ATP1A1), nuclear receptor ROR-

gamma (RORC), signal transducer and activator of transcription 3 

(STAT3). The phytochemical compound 5280343 was found to 

interact with target proteins PTP1B, tyrosine-protein kinases 

receptor FLT3 and 11- β-HSD1.  

 STAT3 was the most often predicted target, associated with 

22 different compounds, indicating its potential role as a common 

signaling node. The sodium/potassium-transporting ATPase alpha-1 

chain, another target, was associated with 21 compounds, 

proposing a continual interaction motif that may connect to ion 

transport modulation. Similarly, the nuclear receptor ROR-gamma 

(ROR-γ) was linked to 19 compounds, indicating a connection in 

transcriptional regulation pathways.  

 The predicted target proteins sodium/potassium-

transporting ATPase alpha-1 chain plays an important role in insulin 

signaling, glucose metabolism and cellular ion balance. Nuclear 

receptors ROR-gamma a key controllers of biological processes that 

cause the development and progression of T2DM, like adipogenesis 

and hepatic glucose production (38). STAT3 serve as a critical 

mediator in the development of insulin resistance and β-cell 

dysfunction in T2DM. The well-established anti-diabetic target, 

Protein Tyrosine Phosphatase 1B (PTP1B), was predicted in 16 

compounds, reinforcing its pharmacological importance. Lastly, 11β

-HSD1 was connected with five compounds, highlighting a possible 

role in glucocorticoid metabolism (39).  PTP1B was chosen as a 

target protein because of its important function in insulin signaling 

regulation and other targets like DPP4 and SGLT2 were also 

considered due to their roles in insulin resistance modulation (40).  

 Phytochemical compounds with rigid hydrophobic 

polycyclic backbones (CIDs 73170, 162876281, 162988003) mapped 

to PTP1B, 11β-HSD and ABL-family kinases. Their structural 

similarity to aminosterol scaffolds supports their affinity for allosteric 

pockets like those found in PTP1B. Other phytochemical 

compounds with highly oxygenated (e.g., CIDs 148124, 159559) 

interacted with STAT3, ROR-γ and Na+/K+-ATPase, with their polar 

surfaces and H-bonding capacity.  

 Some phytochemical Compounds with moderately sized 

aromatic or heterocyclic compounds (e.g., CIDs 5280450, 5343381, 

162895926) often targeted kinases (Chk1, CDK2, Src, IGF1R) and 

PTP1B, reflecting similarities with ATP-competitive kinase 

pharmacophores and PTP1B inhibitors. Other phytochemical 

Compounds with multiple donor/acceptor functions (e.g., CIDs 

16086565-16086567) showed affinity for Na+/K+-K-ATPase, STAT3 

and ROR-γ, showing functions in immunometabolic modulation. 

This classification of core scaffold types demonstrates that the 

bioactivity of phytochemicals derived from P. tomentosa support 

rational prioritization of candidate molecules for experimental 

validation (41). 

Docking analysis 

Docking analysis showed that study of molecular interactions 

between top six phytochemicals PubChem CIDs 162876281, 

5343381, 92760, 12302399, 11876182 and 5280343 revealed binding 

affinities of -7.9, -7.7, -7.1, -7.0, -6.9 and -6.8 kcal/mol, respectively and 

demonstrated important interactions within the binding site of 

target   PTP1B (PDB ID:4IN8). Molecular docking analysis revealed 

that six bioactive compounds bound strongly to the PTP1B binding 

pocket, particularly in the region where trodusquemine binds (42). 

The outcomes showed that some phytochemical were capable of 

 

Fig. 2. ADMET profile: correlation between 2D polar surface area (PSA_2D) and octanol-water partition coefficient (AlogP98) for Pergularia 
tomentosa compounds.  
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 Table 4. Target identification phytochemical compounds  

PubChem iD Predicted target 1 Predicted target 2 Predicted target 3 

73170 PTP1B T-cell protein-tyrosine phosphatase Phosphodiesterase 4D 

92760 PTP1B 
Potassium-transporting ATPase 

alpha chain 2 Protein kinase C alpha 

148124 
Growth hormone-releasing hormone 

receptor 
Protein Tyrosine Phosphatase 1B 

(PTP1B) 11-beta-hydroxysteroid dehydrogenase 1 

159559 
Sodium/potassium-transporting ATPase 

alpha-1 chain 
Signal transducer and activator of 

transcription 3 Nuclear receptor ROR-gamma 

441849 
Sodium/potassium-transporting ATPase 

alpha-1 chain Glycine receptor subunit alpha-1 Proteinase-activated receptor 2 

5280450 PTP1B Fatty acid binding protein adipocyte 
Peroxisome proliferator-activated 

receptor delta 
5343381 PTP1B MAP kinase p38 alpha Tyrosine-protein kinase JAK1 

6324619 C-C chemokine receptor type 5 Tyrosine-protein kinase ABL Phosphodiesterase 10A (by homology) 

11876182 PTP1B 
Potassium-transporting ATPase 

alpha chain 2 Not found 

12302399 PTP1B Tyrosine-protein kinase ABL Progesterone receptor 

14859018 
Sodium/potassium-transporting ATPase 

alpha-1 chain Nuclear receptor ROR-gamma Proteinase-activated receptor 2 

15558779 
Sodium/potassium-transporting ATPase 

alpha-1 chain Nuclear receptor ROR-gamma Proteinase-activated receptor 2 

16086565 
Sodium/potassium-transporting ATPase 

alpha-1 chain 
Nuclear receptor ROR-gamma 

Signal transducer and activator of 
transcription 3 

16086566 
Sodium/potassium-transporting ATPase 

alpha-1 chain 
Protein Tyrosine Phosphatase 1B 

(PTP1B) 
Signal transducer and activator of 

transcription 3 

16086567 
Sodium/potassium-transporting ATPase 

alpha-1 chain Nuclear receptor ROR-gamma 
Signal transducer and activator of 

transcription 3 

42601447 
Sodium/potassium-transporting ATPase 

alpha-1 chain Nuclear receptor ROR-gamma 
Signal transducer and activator of 

transcription 3 

44179785 PTP1B Protein kinase C epsilon 
Signal transducer and activator of 

transcription 3 

44179786 
Sodium/potassium-transporting ATPase 

alpha-1 chain Nuclear receptor ROR-gamma 
Signal transducer and activator of 

transcription 3 

44559134 
Sodium/potassium-transporting ATPase 

alpha-1 chain Nuclear receptor ROR-gamma 
Signal transducer and activator of 

transcription 3 

44573470 
Sodium/potassium-transporting ATPase 

alpha-1 chain 
Aldo-keto reductase family 1 

member B10 Carbonic anhydrase II 

45267296 PTP1B Nuclear receptor ROR-gamma 
Signal transducer and activator of 

transcription 3 

45269892 
Sodium/potassium-transporting ATPase 

alpha-1 chain Nuclear receptor ROR-gamma 
Signal transducer and activator of 

transcription 3 

45270717 
Sodium/potassium-transporting ATPase 

alpha-1 chain Nuclear receptor ROR-gamma 
Signal transducer and activator of 

transcription 3 

56677566 
Sodium/potassium-transporting ATPase 

alpha-1 chain Nuclear receptor ROR-gamma 
Signal transducer and activator of 

transcription 3 

155537105 
Sodium/potassium-transporting ATPase 

alpha-1 chain Nuclear receptor ROR-gamma 
Signal transducer and activator of 

transcription 3 

155541548 
Sodium/potassium-transporting ATPase 

alpha-1 chain Protein kinase C eta 
Signal transducer and activator of 

transcription 3 

155546078 PTP1B Nuclear receptor ROR-gamma 
Signal transducer and activator of 

transcription 3 

155554341 
Sodium/potassium-transporting ATPase 

alpha-1 chain Protein kinase C eta 
Signal transducer and activator of 

transcription 3 

155554459 
Sodium/potassium-transporting ATPase 

alpha-1 chain Nuclear receptor ROR-gamma 
Signal transducer and activator of 

transcription 3 

162817524 
Sodium/potassium-transporting ATPase 

alpha-1 chain Nuclear receptor ROR-gamma 
Signal transducer and activator of 

transcription 3 

162817558 Glucocorticoid receptor 
Protein Tyrosine Phosphatase 1B 

(PTP1B) 
Signal transducer and activator of 

transcription 3 

162876281 PTP1B 
11-beta-hydroxysteroid 

dehydrogenase 1 UDP-glucuronosyltransferase 2B7 

162878840 
Sodium/potassium-transporting ATPase 

alpha-1 chain Nuclear receptor ROR-gamma 
Signal transducer and activator of 

transcription 3 

162895926 Serine/threonine-protein kinase Chk1 Cyclin-dependent kinase 2 
Signal transducer and activator of 

transcription 3 
162909502 PTP1B Insulin-like growth factor I receptor Tyrosine-protein kinase SRC 

162918230 Cyclin-dependent kinase 2 Phosphodiesterase 10A Protein-tyrosine phosphatase 1B 

162971157 Acetylcholinesterase 
11-beta-hydroxysteroid 

dehydrogenase 1 Nuclear receptor ROR-gamma 

162988003 UDP-glucuronosyltransferase 2B7 
11-beta-hydroxysteroid 

dehydrogenase 1 Protein-tyrosine phosphatase 1B 

163106525 Sodium/potassium-transporting ATPase 
alpha-1 chain 

11-beta-hydroxysteroid 
dehydrogenase 2 

Signal transducer and activator of 
transcription 3 

5280343 PTP1B 
Tyrosine-protein kinase receptor 

FLT3 11-beta-hydroxysteroid dehydrogenase 1 
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forming stable complexes through H-bonding and hydrophobic 

interaction to a significant part of the binding site. The bioactive 

phytochemical and trodusquemine exhibited corresponding 

binding interactions, suggesting their potential therapeutic 

advantages in targeting PTP1B for antidiabetic activity (43).  

 The consistency of phytochemical binding within 

target   PTP1B binding site, similar to trodusquemine, further 

supports their inhibitory potential. Several intramolecular 

interactions were known by molecular docking studies, as shown 

in Fig. 3. The results of molecular docking interactions between the 

bioactive phytochemical with target  PTP1B (44). The molecular 

docking studies of top six phytochemical against PTP1B revealed 

multiple important interactions within the binding site. 

Compound CID 162876281 

showed binding energy of (-7.9 kcal/mol), strongest binder, showed 

alkyl interaction with LEU204 (3.92 Å) and Pi-alkyl interactions with 

VAL108 (5.26 Å), MET253 (4.94 Å), ILE72 (3.92 Å) and TYR81 (4.71 Å).  

Compound CID 5343381 

showed a binding energy of (-7.7 kcal/mol), showing alkyl 

interactions with LEU204 (2.33 Å), PHE225 (2.33 Å), CYS226 (4.02 Å) 

and TYR81 (5.04 Å), alongside hydrogen bonds involving VAL108 and 

ASP229 at distances of 3.60 Å and 2.03 Å, respectively.  

Compound CID 92760 

showed a binding affinity of -7.1 kcal/mol and formed Pi-alkyl 

interactions with residues VAL108 (5.24 Å), MET74 (3.90 Å), ILE72 (3.68 

Å) and TYR81 (4.18 Å), as well as alkyl interactions with CYS226 (4.67 

Å), PHE225 (4.89 Å) and LEU260 (4.09 Å).   

Compound CID 12302399 

showed a binding affinity of (-7.0 kcal/mol), formed alkyl interactions 

with PHE225 (3.98 Å) and LEU195 (3.86 Å), hydrogen bonding with 

ARG105 (3.54 Å) and Pi-alkyl interactions with TYR81 (3.50 Å) and 

VAL108 (3.86 Å).   

Compound CID 11876182 

showed a binding affinity of (-6.9 kcal/mol) interacted 

hydrophobically through alkyl contacts with LEU195 (4.62 Å), 

ARG105 (2.84 Å) and CYS226 (4.12 Å), as well as Pi-alkyl interaction 

with VAL108 (4.99 Å) and hydrogen bonds were observed with 

ASP229 (2.25 Å), PHE225 (1.72 Å) and TYR81 (3.08 Å).  

Compound CID 5280343 

showed a binding affinity of  (-6.8 kcal/mol) engaged in Pi-alkyl 
interaction with VAL198 (3.94 Å), Pi-sigma interaction with LEU204 

(3.43 Å), Pi-cation interaction with ARG199 (4.83 Å) and hydrogen 

bonding with CYS226 (3.74 Å).  

 The docking analysis highlights key intermolecular 
interactions, such as π-alkyl and hydrogen bonds, between the 

ligands and residues like VAL108, PHE225, CYS226 and TYR81 (Table 

5; Fig. 3). These compounds exhibited strong binding  affinities and 

formed key interactions with critical catalytic residues such as 

cysteine (Cys), arginine (Arg) and aspartic acid (Asp) and key 

interactions considering hydrogen bonding, alkyl, π-alkyl, π-σ and π-

cation contacts were identified within the binding pocket (PDB ID: 

4I8N) as observed through visual review using PyMOL and Discovery 

Studio Visualizer (44).  

 Compound CID 162876281 (-7.9 kcal/mol) and CID 5343381 
(-7.7 kcal/mol) showed strong interactions with functionally 

important residues such as VAL108, MET253, LEU204 and TYR81, 

indicating high binding complementarity. For example, quercetin 

PubChem CID 5280343 well-studied natural PTP1B inhibitor, has 

docking scores -6.8 kcal/mol and interacts with similar residues such 

as CYS226, ARG199, VAL198 and ASP199. The presence of multiple 

stabilising interactions across all six compounds reinforces their 

potential as PTP1B inhibitors, supporting their predicted binding 

affinities and biological connection (45).  

 The binding structure of the six bioactive phytochemical 

compounds shows strong similarity to PTP1B inhibitors, which 

interact with residues like Asp181, Arg221, Cys215 and Tyr46 within 

or close to the catalytic pocket. Some of the bioactive phytochemical 

compounds involved key residues such as Tyr81, Phe225, Cys226, 

Val108 and Leu204, with a binding site for inhibitors that target the 

secondary hydrophobic pocket of the enzyme (46).  

 Comparative docking analysis showed that cimigenol (CID 

162876281) and neriifolin (CID 5343381) bind more strongly to target 

protein PTP1B with ΔΔG values of -0.4 and -0.2 kcal/mol, than the 

reference inhibitor trodusquemine (Table 6). The remaining 

phytochemical compounds showed slightly weaker affinities (ΔΔG 

+0.4 to +0.7 kcal/mol).  

 

Discussion 

These phytochemicals showed higher oral bioavailability, which is 

essential in the development of new medicine (47). Based on the 

bioactivity prediction data, some compounds demonstrated 

promising potential toward the management of T2DM (Table 1; 

Fig. 1). Compounds such as PubChem CIDs 73170, 11876182, 

6324619, 12302399 and 162876281 exhibited high predicted 

activity across target classes specifically relevant to T2DM-namely 

enzymes, GPCRs and nuclear receptors. Compound CID 73170 

displayed strong activity in all three classes (GPCR: 0.38, nuclear 

receptor: 0.45, enzyme: 0.38), indicating potential multi-target 

efficacy, possibly through inhibition of enzymes like PTP1B or 

modulation of GPCRs related to incretin signalling (e.g., GLP-1R). 

Similarly, CID 11876182 and 6324619 also showed high scores and 

may act through similar pathways (48). Therefore, these 

compounds warrant further investigation through molecular 

docking, pharmacokinetic profiling and potential in vitro validation 

against T2DM-related targets.  

 Most of the phytochemicals show acceptable drug-like 
properties (Table 2; Fig. 2). Molecular weights ranged from 280-807 

g/mol, LogP from -0.63 to 8.34 and PSA from 20 to 231 Å². Most 

compounds had appropriate H-bond donors/acceptors and 

rotatable bonds, suggesting good bioavailability, though some 

may have moderate or controlled absorption (49). Most 

phytochemicals exhibited drug-like properties, supporting their 

potential for drug development.  

 Some compounds showed good solubility, along with high 

plasma binding, no hepatotoxicity and moderate to good BBB 

permeability, showing favourable drug-like profiles (Table 3) (50). 

Table 4 shows that target prediction discovered that some 

phytochemicals interact with important proteins involved in 

metabolic, inflammatory and signalling pathways. PTP1B was 

often targeted, showing potential antidiabetic or anti-obesity 

effects (51). The Na+/K+-K-ATPase alpha-1 chain was identified, 

indicating a connection in ion regulation. Some compounds 

targeted ROR-γ and STAT3, which play roles in immune 
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Fig. 3. Molecular docking poses of the top six bioactive phytochemical ligands within the active site of protein tyrosine phosphatase 1B (PTP1B).  The 
ligands, represented in ball-and-stick format, are docked in the active site of PTP1B, while key binding site residues are shown as sticks. The top six 

compounds-PubChem CIDs: (A) 162876281, (B) 5343381, (C) 92760, (D) 12302399, (E) 11876182 and (F) 5280343 demonstrate favorable binding 
orientations and close intra-molecular interactions within the catalytic pocket. Green dashed lines represent hydrogen bonds, pink dashed lines 

denote hydrophobic interactions and purple dashed lines indicate additional non-covalent interactions (e.g., π-π stacking or electrostatic 
interactions), contributing to the overall binding affinity.  
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modulation and cancer.  

 The docking results show some of the phytochemicals that 

interact with key catalytic and binding site residues of PTP1B, 

which are important for enzyme activity (Table 5; Fig. 3) (52). These 

interactions suggests that the compounds could inhibit PTP1B by 

occupying the active sites involved in substrate identification. 

Table 4 indicates that phytochemicals exhibited strong binding to 

PTP1B (-6.8 to -7.9 kcal/mol), involving key residues such as VAL 

108, TYR 81, CYS 226 and PHE 225 through hydrogen bonding and 

hydrophobic interactions (53). A more negative score indicates a 

stronger binding affinity, implying that phytochemical compounds 

are more likely to effectively inhibit the target protein (54).   

 The binding affinities of six selected compounds against 

Protein Tyrosine Phosphatase 1B (PTP1B, PDB ID: 4IN8) were 

analysed to assess comparative significance. The binding energies 

were as follows:  

  

 CID 162876281: -7.9 kcal/mol,  

 CID 5343381: -7.7 kcal/mol,  

 CID 92760: -7.1 kcal/mol,  

 CID 12302399: -7.0 kcal/mol,  

 CID 11876182: -6.9 kcal/mol,  

 CID 5280343: -6.8 kcal/mol.   

 These phytochemical compounds may act as natural PTP1B 

inhibitors, supporting their potential antidiabetic activity (55). 

Among these, compound CID 162876281 demonstrated the 

strongest expected binding (-7.9 kcal/mol) connected with favorable 

ADMET properties, considering good solubility and non-toxicity, 

suggesting a likely balance of potency and pharmacokinetics (55). 

Compounds 5343381 and 92760 also showed strong binding 

affinities and acceptable predicted absorption and metabolism 

profiles (56).  

 The molecular docking analysis showed that these 

phytochemicals interact with key residues in the PTP1B binding 

pocket, which helps in substrate identification and catalysis (57). 

Molecular interactions, including hydrogen bonding with residues 

such as ASP229 and ARG105, may contribute to binding 

particularity and stability (58). Hydrophobic interactions, especially 

alkyl and Pi-alkyl contacts with LEU260 and MET253, likely improve 

compound affinity by stabilizing the complex within the 

Compound name PubChem iD Binding affinity ΔG (kcal/mol) ΔΔG relative to trodusquemine (kcal/mol) 
Trodusquemine (reference) 9917968 -7.5 0.00 
Cimigenol 162876281 -7.9 -0.4 
Neriifolin (cardenolide) 5343381 -7.7 -0.2 
Frugoside (cardenolide) 92760 -7.1 +0.4 
α-Buforin analogue 12302399 -7.0 +0.5 
Compound 11876182 -6.9 +0.6 
Quercetin (literature comparator) 5280343 -6.8 +0.7 

Table 6. Comparative docking scores of top six phytochemicals compounds against target protein PTP1B relative to trodusquemine  

Table 5. Intra-molecular interactions defined by the phytochemical compounds with  target protein tyrosine phosphatase PTP1B (PDB ID:4I8N)  

PubChem iD Binding affinity (kcal/mol) Interacting group(s) Intramolecular interaction(s) Distance (Å) 

92760 -7.1 

VAL 108 PI-ALKYL 5.24 
CYS 226 ALKYL 4.67 
PHE 225 ALKYL 4.89 
LEU 260 ALKYL 4.09 
MET 74 PI-ALKYL 3.9 
ILE 72 PI-ALKYL 3.68 
TYR 81 PI-ALKYL 4.18 

5343381 -7.7 

LEU 204 ALKYL 2.33 
VAL 108 HYDROGEN BONDING 3.6 
PHE 225 ALKYL 2.33 
CYS 226 ALKYL 4.02 
TYR 81 ALKYL 5.04 

ASP 229 HYDROGEN BONDING 2.03 

11876182 -6.9 

LEU 195 ALKYL 4.62 
VAL 108 PI-ALKYL 4.99 
ASP 229 HYDROGEN BONDING 2.25 
ARG 105 ALKYL 2.84 
CYS 226 ALKYL 4.12 
PHE 225 HYDROGEN BONDING 1.72 
TYR 81 HYDROGEN BONDING 3.08 

12302399 -7 

PHE 225 ALKYL 3.98 
LEU 195 ALKYL 3.86 
ARG 105 HYDROGEN BONDING 3.54 
TYR 81 PI-ALKYL 3.5 

VAL 108 PI-ALKYL 3.86 

162876281 -7.9 

LEU 204 ALKYL 3.92 
VAL 108 PI-ALKYL 5.26 
MET 253 PI-ALKYL 4.94 

ILE 72 PI-ALKYL 3.92 
TYR 81 PI-ALKYL 4.71 

5280343 -6.8 

VAL 198 PI-ALKYL 3.94 
LEU 204 PI-SIGMA 3.43 
ARG 199 PI-CATION 4.83 
CYS 226 HYDROGEN BONDING 3.74 

https://plantsciencetoday.online


11 

Plant Science Today, ISSN 2348-1900 (online) 

hydrophobic cavity next to the catalytic site (59).  

 Asp181 is a key catalytic residue within the active site of 

PTP1B and plays a crucial role in the enzymatic mechanism, often 

stabilizing the transition state or interacting with substrates and 

inhibitors. The top six compounds exhibited strong binding affinity 

toward PTP1B, indicating potential inhibitory activity against the 

regulator of insulin signaling. Overall, these results highlight the 

potential of P. tomentosa-derived phytochemicals as promising 

lead compounds for PTP1B inhibition and the management of 

type 2 diabetes.  

 

Conclusion  

Selected phytochemical compounds from P. tomentosa showed 

promising binding affinities toward PTP1B, indicating potential 

inhibitory action. Among them, CID 162876281 and CID 5343381 

showed the strongest interactions, with favorable docking scores 

and stable binding within the active site. Toxicity profiles 

identified using ProTox-II and ADMETlab 2.0 indicated that most 

compounds have low to moderate toxicity risks along with 

satisfactory pharmacokinetic properties. CID 162876281 showed 

low predicted hepatotoxicity and high absorption potential, 

making it a promising lead candidate. This in silico study 

highlights the therapeutic potential of phytochemicals from P. 

tomentosa as putative anti-diabetic agents.  

 Furthermore, several P. tomentosa phytochemicals 

demonstrated docking scores comparable to or better than 

trodusquemine and formed interactions with catalytically 

relevant residues. These phytochemicals show docking affinities 

and interaction profiles consistent with PTP1B modulation. 

These phytochemical compounds warrant further cell-based 

studies and in vivo evaluation to validate their potential as 

potential PTP1B-targeting candidates and to assess their 

suitability as natural alternatives for managing type 2 diabetes 

and associated metabolic diseases.    

 

Future directions 

With the help of these silico results, experimental work should 
relate an in vitro enzymatic assay to confirm PTP1B inhibition 

and the results of cytotoxicity testing. These steps will help in 

assessing the pharmacodynamic properties and therapeutic 

efficacy of the most promising phytochemicals and finally 

advance them towards drug discovery.  

 

Acknowledgements  

The authors would like to thank Sanskriti University, Mathura, for 

providing the necessary facilities to carry out this work. The 

authors also acknowledge the University of Hail, Saudi Arabia, for 

academic support.    

 

Authors' contributions 

SN carried out the experimental work and data collection. AK 

supervised the project, designed the study and revised the 

manuscript. MS contributed to data analysis and manuscript 

preparation. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.  

Compliance with ethical standards 

Conflict of interest: The authors declare that they have no 

conflicts of interest.    

Ethical issues: None 

 

References 

1. Goldstein BJ. Protein-tyrosine phosphatase 1B (PTP1B): A novel 
therapeutic target for type 2 diabetes mellitus, obesity and related 

states of insulin resistance. Current Drug Targets Immune Endocr 

Metabol Disord. 2001;1(3):265-75. https://
doi.org/10.2174/1568008013341163 

2. Cakan N, Kizilbash S, Kamat D. Changing spectrum of diabetes 
mellitus in children. Clin Pediatr. 2012;51(10):939-44. https://

doi.org/10.1177/0009922812441666 

3. Cao Y. Docking and pharmacophore methods in drug discovery. 
ChemistrySelect. 2025;10(24):e01269. https://doi.org/10.1002/

slct.202501269 

4. Daina A, Michielin O, Zoete V. SwissTargetPrediction: Updated data 
and new features for efficient prediction of protein targets of small 

molecules. Nucleic Acids Res. 2019;47(W1):W357-64. https://
doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkz382 

5. Degtyarenko K, de Matos P, Ennis M, Hastings J, Zbinden M, 
McNaught A, et al. ChEBI: A database and ontology for chemical 
entities of biological interest. Nucleic Acids Res. 2007;36

(Database):D344-50. https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkm791 

6. Delibegovic M, Mody N. Protein tyrosine phosphatase 1B (PTP1B) in 
obesity and type 2 diabetes. Acta Med Saliniana. 2009;38(1):2-7. 

https://doi.org/10.5457/ams.v38i1.23 

7. Dinda B, Saha S. Obesity and Diabetes. InNatural Products in 
Obesity and Diabetes: Therapeutic Potential and Role in Prevention 

and Treatment 2022 Mar 9 (pp. 1-61). Cham: Springer International 
Publishing.  https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-92196-5_1 

8. Donath MY, Dinarello CA, Mandrup-Poulsen T. Targeting innate 
immune mediators in type 1 and type 2 diabetes. Nat Rev Immunol. 
2019;19(12):734-46. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41577-019-0213-9 

9. Dong J, Wang NN, Yao ZJ, Zhang L, Cheng Y, Ouyang D, et al. 
ADMETlab: A platform for systematic ADMET evaluation based on a 
comprehensively collected ADMET database. J Cheminform. 

2018;10(1). https://doi.org/10.1186/s13321-018-0283-x 

10. Farsani L, Latifi M, Salimi S, Karami N, Dolatabadi N. Effective 
characteristics on designing the information system of medicinal 

plants from users' perspective. J Educ Health Promot. 2020;9:245. 
https://doi.org/10.4103/jehp.jehp_750_19 

11. Forli S, Huey R, Pique ME, Sanner MF, Goodsell DS, Olson AJ. 
Computational protein-ligand docking and virtual drug screening 
with the AutoDock suite. Nat Protoc. 2016;11(5):905-19. https://

doi.org/10.1038/nprot.2016.051 

12. Gfeller D, Grosdidier A, Wirth M, Daina A, Michielin O, Zoete V. 
SwissTargetPrediction: A web server for target prediction of 

bioactive small molecules. Nucleic Acids Res. 2014;42(W1):W32-8. 
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gku293 

13. Gras A, Parada M, Rigat M, Vallès J, Garnatje T. Folk medicinal plant 
mixtures: Establishing a protocol for further studies. J 
Ethnopharmacol. 2018;214:244-73. https://doi.org/10.1016/

j.jep.2017.12.014 

14. Grosdidier A, Zoete V, Michielin O. SwissDock: A protein-small 
molecule docking web service based on EADock DSS. Nucleic Acids 

Res. 2011;39(Suppl):W270-7. https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkr366 

15. He S, Yang L, Ye S, Lin Y, Li X, Wang Y, et al. MPOD: Applications of 
integrated multi-omics database for medicinal plants. Plant 

Biotechnol J. 2022;20(5):797-9. https://doi.org/10.1111/pbi.13769 

https://doi.org/10.2174/1568008013341163
https://doi.org/10.2174/1568008013341163
https://doi.org/10.1177/0009922812441666
https://doi.org/10.1177/0009922812441666
https://doi.org/10.1002/slct.202501269
https://doi.org/10.1002/slct.202501269
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkz382
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkz382
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkm791
https://doi.org/10.5457/ams.v38i1.23
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-92196-5_1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41577-019-0213-9
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13321-018-0283-x
https://doi.org/10.4103/jehp.jehp_750_19
https://doi.org/10.1038/nprot.2016.051
https://doi.org/10.1038/nprot.2016.051
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gku293
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2017.12.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2017.12.014
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkr366
https://doi.org/10.1111/pbi.13769


SABIHA  ET AL  12     

https://plantsciencetoday.online 

16. Hosseini SH, Masullo M, Cerulli A, Martucciello S, Ayyari M, Pizza C, 

et al. Antiproliferative cardenolides from the aerial parts of 
Pergularia tomentosa. J Nat Prod. 2019;82(1):74-9. https://

doi.org/10.1021/acs.jnatprod.8b00630 

17. Jamal S, Arora S, Scaria V. Computational analysis and predictive 
cheminformatics modeling of small molecule inhibitors of 

epigenetic modifiers. PLoS One. 2016;11(9):e0083032. https://
doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0083032 

18. Joos S, Glassen K, Musselmann B. Herbal medicine in primary 

healthcare in Germany: The patient's perspective. Evid Based 
Complement Alternat Med. 2012;2012:1-10. https://

doi.org/10.1155/2012/294638 

19. Kazeem MI, Davies TC. Anti-diabetic functional foods as sources of 
insulin secreting, insulin sensitizing and insulin mimetic agents. J 

Funct Foods. 2016;20:122-38. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jff.2015.10.013 

20. Kharroubi AT, Darwish HM. Diabetes mellitus: The epidemic of the 
century. World J Diabetes. 2015;6(6):850-67. https://doi.org/10.4239/

wjd.v6.i6.850 

21. Lahmar I, Radeva G, Marinkova D, Velitchkova M, Belghith H, Ben 
Abdallah F, et al. Immobilization and topochemical mechanism of a 
new β-amylase extracted from Pergularia tomentosa. Process 

Biochem. 2018;64:143-51. https://doi.org/10.1016/

j.procbio.2017.09.007 

22. Larsen CM, Faulenbach M, Vaag A, Ehses JA, Donath MY, Mandrup-
Poulsen T. Sustained effects of interleukin-1 receptor antagonist 

treatment in type 2 diabetes. Diabetes Care. 2009;32(9):1663-8. 
https://doi.org/10.2337/dc09-0533 

23. Lee J, Noh S, Lim S, Kim B. Plant extracts for type 2 diabetes: From 
traditional medicine to modern drug discovery. Antioxidants. 

2021;10(1):81. https://doi.org/10.3390/antiox10010081 

24. Li GQ, Kam A, Wong KH, Zhou X, Omar EA, Alqahtani A, et al. Herbal 
medicines for the management of diabetes. In: Advances in 

Experimental Medicine and Biology. New York: Springer; 2012. p. 

396-413. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4614-5441-0_28 

25. Li X, Watanabe K, Kimura I. Gut microbiota dysbiosis drives and 
implies novel therapeutic strategies for diabetes mellitus and 
related metabolic diseases. Front Immunol. 2017;8:1882. https://

doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2017.01882 

26. Maheshwari N, Karthikeyan C, Trivedi P, Moorthy NSHN. Recent 
advances in protein tyrosine phosphatase 1B targeted drug discovery 

for type II diabetes and obesity. Curr Drug Targets. 2018;19(5):551-75. 

https://doi.org/10.2174/1389450118666170222143739 

27. Mahmud S, Paul GK, Biswas S, Kazi T, Mahbub S, Mita MA, et al. 
phytochemdb: A platform for virtual screening and computer-aided 
drug designing. Database. 2022;2022. https://doi.org/10.1093/

database/baac002 

28. Maran S, Yeo WWY, Lim SHE, Lai KS. Plant secondary metabolites for 
tackling antimicrobial resistance: A pharmacological perspective. 

In: Antimicrobial Resistance. Singapore: Springer; 2022. p. 153-73. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-16-3120-7_6 

29. Masullo M, Hossaini H, Cerulli A, Martucciello S, Ayyari M, Pizza C, et 
al. Further insights in the antiproliferative activity of cardenolides 
from the aerial parts of Pergularia tomentosa. Planta Med. 2019. 

https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0039-3400039 

30. Mohanraj K, Karthikeyan BS, Vivek-Ananth RP, Chand RPB, Aparna 
SR, Mangalapandi P, et al. IMPPAT: A curated database of Indian 

medicinal plants, phytochemistry and therapeutics. Sci Rep. 2018;8

(1). https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-22631-z 

31. Mumtaz A, Ashfaq UA, Ul Qamar MT, Anwar F, Gulzar F, Ali MA, et al. 
MPD3: A useful medicinal plants database for drug designing. Nat 
Prod Res. 2016;31(11):1228-36. https://

doi.org/10.1080/14786419.2016.1233409 

32. Naaz S, Balramnavar VM, Kaur A. Medicinal plant databases: 
Analyzing strengths, weaknesses and innovations for future 

improvements. Life Sci Res Commun. 2024;1(1):31-41. https://

doi.org/10.5530/lsrc.1.1.8 

33. Nandi S, Saxena M. Potential inhibitors of protein tyrosine 
phosphatase (PTP1B) enzyme: Promising target for type II diabetes 
mellitus. Curr Top Med Chem. 2020;20(29):2692-707. https://

doi.org/10.2174/1568026620999200904121432 

34. Nguyen-Vo TH, Nguyen L, Do N, Nguyen TN, Trinh K, Cao H, et al. 
Plant metabolite databases: From herbal medicines to modern 

drug discovery. J Chem Inf Model. 2019;60(3):1101-10. https://

doi.org/10.1021/acs.jcim.9b00826 

35. Ningthoujam SS, Talukdar AD, Potsangbam KS, Choudhury MD. 
Challenges in developing medicinal plant databases for sharing 
ethnopharmacological knowledge. J Ethnopharmacol. 2012;141

(1):9-32. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2012.02.042 

36. O'Boyle NM, Banck M, James CA, Morley C, Vandermeersch T, 
Hutchison GR. Open Babel: An open chemical toolbox. J 

Cheminform. 2011;3(1). https://doi.org/10.1186/1758-2946-3-33 

37. Ochwang'i DO, Kimwele CN, Oduma JA, Gathumbi PK, Mbaria JM, 
Kiama SG. Medicinal plants used in treatment and management of 

cancer in Kakamega County, Kenya. J Ethnopharmacol. 2014;151
(3):1040-55. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2013.11.051 

38. Ojo OA, Ibrahim HS, Rotimi DE, Ogunlakin AD, Ojo AB. Diabetes 
mellitus: From molecular mechanism to pathophysiology and 
pharmacology. Med Novel Technol Devices. 2023;19:100247. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.medntd.2023.100247 

39. Othman MS, Obeidat ST, Aleid GM, Abdel-Daim MM, Habotta OA, 
Schwartz L, et al. Pergularia tomentosa coupled with selenium 

nanoparticles salvaged lead acetate-induced redox imbalance, 
inflammation, apoptosis and neurotransmission disruption in rat 

brain. Open Chem. 2022;20(1):1313-26. https://doi.org/10.1515/

chem-2022-0246 

40. Papadopoulou-Marketou N, Paschou SA, Marketos N, Adamidi S, 
Adamidis S, Kanaka-Gantenbein C. Diabetic nephropathy in type 1 

diabetes. Minerva Med. 2018;109(3):268-78. https://
doi.org/10.23736/S0026-4806.17.05496-9 

41. Patel D, Prasad S, Kumar R, Hemalatha S. An overview on 
antidiabetic medicinal plants having insulin mimetic property. 

Asian Pac J Trop Biomed. 2012;2(4):320-30. https://doi.org/10.1016/

S2221-1691(12)60032-X 

42. Pinney SE. Intrauterine growth retardation: A developmental model 
of type 2 diabetes. Drug Discov Today Dis Models. 2013;10(2):e71-7. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ddmod.2013.01.003 

43. Prabhakar PK, Sivakumar PM. Protein tyrosine phosphatase 1B 
inhibitors: A novel therapeutic strategy for the management of type 
2 diabetes mellitus. Curr Pharm Des. 2019;25(23):2526-39. https://

doi.org/10.2174/1381612825666190716102901 

44. Rheinheimer J, de Souza BM, Cardoso NS, Bauer AC, Crispim D. 
Current role of the NLRP3 inflammasome on obesity and insulin 

resistance: A systematic review. Metabolism. 2017;74:1-9. https://

doi.org/10.1016/j.metabol.2017.06.002 

45. Rondinone CM, Trevillyan JM, Clampit J, Gum RJ, Berg C, Kroeger P, 
et al. Protein tyrosine phosphatase 1B reduction regulates adiposity 
and expression of genes involved in lipogenesis. Diabetes. 2002;51

(8):2405-11. https://doi.org/10.2337/diabetes.51.8.2405 

46. Rudra S, Kalra A, Kumar A, Joe W. Utilization of alternative systems 
of medicine as health care services in India: Evidence on AYUSH 

care from NSS 2014. PLoS One. 2017;12(5):e0176916. https://

doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0176916 

47. Saeed M, Naaz S, Tasleem M, Alshammari N, Kaur A, Alam MJ, et al. 
Bridging tradition and innovation: The Hail desert plant database 
for drug discovery. Indian J Pharm Educ Res. 2024;58(2S):S623-30. 

https://doi.org/10.5530/ijper.58.2s.66 

48. Segueni K, Chouikh A, Tlili ML. Phytochemical profile, antioxidant 
and anti-inflammatory activities of crude latex (Pergularia 

https://plantsciencetoday.online
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jnatprod.8b00630
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jnatprod.8b00630
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0083032
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0083032
https://doi.org/10.1155/2012/294638
https://doi.org/10.1155/2012/294638
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jff.2015.10.013
https://doi.org/10.4239/wjd.v6.i6.850
https://doi.org/10.4239/wjd.v6.i6.850
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.procbio.2017.09.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.procbio.2017.09.007
https://doi.org/10.2337/dc09-0533
https://doi.org/10.3390/antiox10010081
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4614-5441-0_28
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2017.01882
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2017.01882
https://doi.org/10.2174/1389450118666170222143739
https://doi.org/10.1093/database/baac002
https://doi.org/10.1093/database/baac002
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-16-3120-7_6
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0039-3400039
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-22631-z
https://doi.org/10.1080/14786419.2016.1233409
https://doi.org/10.1080/14786419.2016.1233409
https://doi.org/10.5530/lsrc.1.1.8
https://doi.org/10.5530/lsrc.1.1.8
https://doi.org/10.2174/1568026620999200904121432
https://doi.org/10.2174/1568026620999200904121432
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jcim.9b00826
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jcim.9b00826
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2012.02.042
https://doi.org/10.1186/1758-2946-3-33
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2013.11.051
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.medntd.2023.100247
https://doi.org/10.1515/chem-2022-0246
https://doi.org/10.1515/chem-2022-0246
https://doi.org/10.23736/S0026-4806.17.05496-9
https://doi.org/10.23736/S0026-4806.17.05496-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2221-1691(12)60032-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2221-1691(12)60032-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ddmod.2013.01.003
https://doi.org/10.2174/1381612825666190716102901
https://doi.org/10.2174/1381612825666190716102901
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.metabol.2017.06.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.metabol.2017.06.002
https://doi.org/10.2337/diabetes.51.8.2405
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0176916
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0176916
https://doi.org/10.5530/ijper.58.2s.66


13 

Plant Science Today, ISSN 2348-1900 (online) 

tomentosa L.) in Algerian Sahara. Not Sci Biol. 2023;15(4):11772. 

https://doi.org/10.55779/nsb15411772 

49. Sircana A, Framarin L, Leone N, Berrutti M, Castellino F, Parente R, 
et al. Altered gut microbiota in type 2 diabetes: Just a coincidence? 
Curr Diab Rep. 2018;18(10). https://doi.org/10.1007/s11892-018-

1057-6 

50. Starostina EG. Psychological aspects of diet therapy in type 2 
diabetes mellitus. Obes Metab. 2008;5(2):7-10. https://

doi.org/10.14341/omet200827-10 

51. Tiwari RK, Ahmad A, Khan AF, Al-Keridis LA, Saeed M, Alshammari N, 
et al. Ethanolic extract of Artemisia vulgaris leaf promotes apoptotic 

cell death in non-small-cell lung carcinoma A549 cells through 
inhibition of the Wnt signaling pathway. Metabolites. 2023;13

(4):480. https://doi.org/10.3390/metabo13040480 

52. Trott O, Olson AJ. AutoDock Vina: Improving the speed and 
accuracy of docking with a new scoring function, efficient 

optimization and multithreading. J Comput Chem. 2009;31(2):455-

61. https://doi.org/10.1002/jcc.21334 

53. Vivek-Ananth RP, Mohanraj K, Sahoo AK, Samal A. IMPPAT 2.0: An 
enhanced and expanded phytochemical atlas of Indian medicinal 
plants. ACS Omega. 2023;8(9):8827-45. https://doi.org/10.1021/

acsomega.3c00156 

54. Wang L, Jiang B, Wu N, Wang S, Shi D. Natural and semisynthetic 
protein tyrosine phosphatase 1B (PTP1B) inhibitors as anti-diabetic 

agents. ChemInform. 2015;46(31). https://doi.org/10.1002/

chin.201531307 

55. Williams AJ, Pence HE. The future of chemical information is now. 
Chem Int. 2017;39(3):9-14. https://doi.org/10.1515/ci-2017-0304 

56. Winiwarter S, Ahlberg E, Watson E, Oprisiu I, Mogemark M, Noeske 
T, et al. In silico ADME in drug design: Enhancing the impact. ADMET 

DMPK. 2018;6(1):15-32. https://doi.org/10.5599/admet.6.1.470 

57. Wishart DS, Knox C, Guo AC, Eisner R, Young N, Gautam B, et al. 

HMDB: A knowledgebase for the human metabolome. Nucleic Acids 
Res. 2009;37(Database):D603-10. https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/

gkn810 

58. Msomi NZ, Simelane MBC. Herbal medicine. In: Herbal Medicine. 
IntechOpen; 2019. 

59. Zhang S, Mathews CE. Correction to: Metabolic abnormalities in the 
pathogenesis of type 1 diabetes. Curr Diab Rep. 2018;18(10). https://

doi.org/10.1007/s11892-018-1068-3 

 

Additional information 

Peer review: Publisher  thanks Sectional Editor and the other anonymous 
reviewers for their contribution to the peer review of this work. 

Reprints & permissions information is available at https://
horizonepublishing.com/journals/index.php/PST/open_access_policy 

Publisher’s Note: Horizon e-Publishing Group remains neutral with regard to 
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations. 

Indexing: Plant Science Today, published by Horizon e-Publishing Group, is 
covered by Scopus, Web of Science, BIOSIS Previews, Clarivate Analytics, 
NAAS, UGC Care, etc 
See https://horizonepublishing.com/journals/index.php/PST/
indexing_abstracting 

Copyright: © The Author(s). This is an open-access article distributed under 
the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License, which permits 
unrestricted use, distribution and reproduction in any medium, provided the 
original author and source are credited (https://creativecommons.org/
licenses/by/4.0/) 

Publisher information:  Plant Science Today is published by HORIZON e-
Publishing Group with support from Empirion Publishers Private Limited, 
Thiruvananthapuram, India. 

https://doi.org/10.55779/nsb15411772
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11892-018-1057-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11892-018-1057-6
https://doi.org/10.14341/omet200827-10
https://doi.org/10.14341/omet200827-10
https://doi.org/10.3390/metabo13040480
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcc.21334
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsomega.3c00156
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsomega.3c00156
https://doi.org/10.1002/chin.201531307
https://doi.org/10.1002/chin.201531307
https://doi.org/10.1515/ci-2017-0304
https://doi.org/10.5599/admet.6.1.470
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkn810
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkn810
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11892-018-1068-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11892-018-1068-3
https://horizonepublishing.com/journals/index.php/PST/open_access_policy
https://horizonepublishing.com/journals/index.php/PST/open_access_policy
https://horizonepublishing.com/journals/index.php/PST/indexing_abstracting
https://horizonepublishing.com/journals/index.php/PST/indexing_abstracting
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

