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Abstract

Colorectal cancer is a public health problem. Approximately 30-50% of colorectal tumors are
caused by mutations in the KRAS gene.These mutations induce uncontrolled proliferation.To
date,There is no approved effective treatment for the mutated KRAS
oncogene.Farnesyltransferase (FTI) inhibitors are considered a therapeutic target against the
mutated KRAS oncogene.Tipifarnib is a farnesyltransferase inhibitor that was analyzed in a
Phase Il trial.In the present study, the three-dimensional structure of farnesyltransferase
complexed with tipifarnib [1SA4] was used as a basis to exploit the characteristics of
tipifarnib.A pharmacophore model was generated based on the structure using the Asinex
(Gold & Platinum Collections) database.A total of 299 molecules were obtained after
screening.The 299 molecules were anchored to the tipifarnib binding site in the
farnesyltransferase crystal structure for docking analysis.During the molecular docking

process, the pharmacophore that was modeled, and was used as a constraint to eliminate the
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molecules that do not satisfy the pharmacophore.Finally, four Hits identified as

farnesyltransferase inhibitors for biological tests.

Keywords: colorectal cancer, structure-based pharmacophore, molecular docking, KRAS,

farnesyltransferase inhibitors, Virtual Screening.
1. Introduction

Colorectal cancer (CRC) is ranked among the most common cancers in the world and is a
major public health problem causing mortality[1][2].About 50% of colorectal adenomas are
due to mutated KRAS[3][4][5]. The KRAS gene is a member of the GTPase family[6]. The
K-Ras protein oscillates between an active state where it is bound to GTP , and an inactive
state where it is bound to GDP [7]. The active state of the K-Ras protein activates the
RAS/MAPK signaling pathway and the PI3BK/AKT pathway[8][9]. The two RAS/MAPK and
PI3K/AKT signaling pathway play a central role in the regulation of cell growth, survival and
proliferation[8][10]. Mutations in KRAS gene prevent the interaction of K-Ras with GAPs
that hydrolyze the GTP bound to K-Ras. Hence, K-Ras remains in a constitutively active state
[11]. This permanent activation of the K-Ras protein will lead to an abnormal permanent

activation of mitosis [10][11].

Structurally, the interaction between K-Ras and
theireffectorproteinsoccursbetweentwoantiparallel beta strands: 2 of Ras and 2 of RBD(Ras
Binding Domain) [12][13].Direct targeting of the Ras-effector interface was difficult due to
its relatively flat, shallow and large[14][15]. Due to the difficulty of direct targeting,
inhibition of K-Ras protein farnesylation is a therapeutic strategy against colorectal tumors
that contain a mutated KRAS gene[16].

The K-Ras protein synthesized in the ribosome immediately undergoes post-translational
modifications that facilitate their attachment to the inner surface of the plasma
membrane[16][17]. The first and most critical modification is farnesylation by a zinc
metalloenzyme protein called farnesyltransferase[16][17]. The process of farnesylation is the
transfer of a farnesyl chain from farnesyl pyrophosphate (FPP) into the cysteine residue of
certain proteins with a C-terminal CaaX motif (C, cysteine; A, aliphatic amino acid; X, serine
or methionine) [18][19][20].Ras isoforms, in general, have CAAX-like C-terminal consensus
sequences[20][21] (Figure 1). In such conditions, farnesyltransferase inhibitors (FTI) have

been searched to develop specific treatments for tumors with RAS mutations[22].
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Figure 1: Addition of a FFP on the cysteine of a CAAX motif located in the carboxy terminal
of the Ras protein[19].

FTIs are small molecules that can bind at the CAAX binding site, preventing farnesylation
and intercalation of the K-Ras protein into the plasma membrane[23][24][25]. Tipifarnib is
one of the widely used FTIs as apotentialtreatment of tumors caused by KRAS
mutations[26][27]. Therefore, there is an urgent need to identify new drugs with similar

capabilities to tipifarnib.

The aim of this study is to identify novel FTIs through a computer-aided drug discovery
approach. In our study, in silico approaches such as structure-based pharmacophore modeling,
structure-based virtual screenings and molecular docking studies were used to identify

molecules sharing the same pharmacological activity with tipifarnib.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1 Structure-Based Pharmacophore Generation

Structure-based pharmacophore modeling was used to identify the critical chemical
characteristics of the tipifarnib inhibitor. Therefore, the X-ray crystallographic structure of
farnesyl transferase in complex with Tipifarnib at high resolution was obtained from the
Protein Data Bank (PDB ID :1SA4) To construct a reliable pharmacophore model based on

the structure[28]. In this structure tipifinar is competitive with farnesyl diphosphate. A



molecular interaction diagram of tipifarnib between farnesyl transferase and FFP was
generated using Ligand Interactions application of MOE(Molecular Operating Environment)
to determine the key interaction points of the inhibitor Tipifarnib. The chemical
characteristics of Tipifarnib were therefore created using the Pharmacophore Query Editor
module of MOE . On the basis of interaction diagram a pharmacophore with aromatic ring
,hydrogen bond acceptor and hydrophobic features.

2.2 Virtual Screening of the Asinex (Gold & Platinum) Collections Database To Retrieve the Potential

Compounds

the obtained pharmacophore model was used as a 3D query to screen the Asinex (Gold &
Platinum Collections) database, which contains 261120 drug-like molecules[29].Virtual
screening was used by the Pharmacophore Search module in the MOE software. The purpose
of the Pharmacophore Search is to use a pharmacophore query to filter databases of 3D
conformations based on the positions of annotation points derived from each of the ligand
conformations.During the screening process, a conformational search was performed on the
candidate molecules before launching the search. Then, the research is applied to these
conformations. Candidate ligands that match the pharmacophore model were selected for

further molecular docking analysis.
2.3 Structure-Based Molecular Docking

In-silico molecular docking is a method that predicts the interactions and molecular
orientationsbetween ligands and receptors. The MOE Dock module was used to perform the
molecular dockingstudies. In the present work, the results of the virtual screening were
docked to the active site offarnesyl transferase using the default triangular matching
algorithm. The free energy of bindingbetween farnesyltransferase and a ligand was estimated
by The London dG docking evaluation function of MOE (lower values indicate better binding
affinity). The obtained pharmacophore is usedas a constraint to guide the docking process. All
final poses that do not satisfy the pharmacophore (inabsolute mode) will be eliminated. The

final results were selected as farnesyltransferase inhibitorsand similar with tipifarnib.
Results and Discussion

Examining the Binding Mode of tipifarnib

Tipifarnib atoms can form hydrogen bonds with solvent molecules, usually water (Figure 2).

Two possible hydrogen (H-donor) interactions between tipifarnib and farnesyl diphosphat,



results showed the initial interaction with a distance of 3.70 A and an energy of -1.1 Kcal/mol
between the tipifarnib c1 atom and the 02A atom of farnesyl diphosphat, a second interaction
was given with a distance of 3.74 A and an energy of -0.7 Kcal/mol between the tipifarnib c1
atom and the 03A atom of farnesyl diphosphate (figure 2 A,B).

Two possible pi-H interactions between tipifarnib and farnesyltransferase through water
molecules are: An interaction with a distance of 3.92 A and an energy of -2.4 Kcal/mol
between 5-ring of tipifarnib and the o-atom of H20; Other interaction with a distance of 3.95

A and an energy of -3.2 Kcal/mol between 6-ring of tipifarnib and the o-atom of H20(figure
C).

A metal interaction with a distance of 2.10 A and an energy of -4.6 Kcal/mol between the zinc
ion and the N2 atom of tipifarnib (figure 2). Based on these possible interactions a

pharmacophore was generated for virtual screening.
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Figure 2: Interaction diagram between tipifarnib and farnesyl diphosphate (A,B). Interaction

diagram between tipifarnib and farnesyltransferase (C ).

Pharmacophore Modeling

After obtaining all available chemical information on the binding of the inhibitor tipifarnib
with farnesyltransferase a structure-based pharmacophore model was constructed (Figure 3).
The model was composed of six features (Figure 3A): two hydrogen bond acceptor elements
(F3 and F5:Acc),three aromatic elements (F1,F2,F4:Aro) and two hydrophobic elements(F4
and F6:Hyd). These features represent the key interaction points for binding of the inhibitor

tipifarnib to farnesyltransferase : (i) two features Acc and Aro (F3 and F1) corresponding to



Tyr300, Asp297, zinc ion and water molecules; (ii) two characteristics Hyd|Aro and Hyd (F6
ef F4) corresponding to farnesyl diphospha (FPP440); (iii) two features Aro and Acc(F2 and
F5) corresponding to Asp359,His362,Tyr361 and water molecules (Figure 3).
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Figure 3. Generation of a pharmacophore model exploiting Tipifarnib. (A) Key features

demonstrated by Tipifarnib. (B) The distances between features.
Pharmacophore-based virtual screening & structure-Based Molecular Docking
Pharmacophore-based screening of a compound database was used to identify new inhibitors

of the protein farnesyltransferase. The different phases of this strategy are presented in Figure
4.



WORKFLOW

ASINEX (GOLD & PLATINUM) pharmacophore-
261120 based screening

docking screening
with pharmacophore
constraint

4 LIGANDS Interacjtlon
analysis

Figure 4. Different stages of database screening.

First, the 261120 molecules from the Asinex database (Gold & Platinum) were screened
against the pharmacophore model. A total of 299 molecules were selected, The 299 molecules
were anchored to the tipifarnib binding site in the farnesyltransferase crystal structure for
docking analysis. the pharmacophore that was modeled in our study is used as a constraint to
eliminate molecules that do not satisfy the pharmacophore. Consequently, four compounds,
called hits 1-4, were finally selected for further biological evaluation later (Table
1).RMSDwas used as a distance measure between the query features and the corresponding
ligand annotation points. The RMSD of the four hits had a value less than or equal to 0.757A,
which indicates a good pharmacophore mapping of 4 hits on the model. The purpose of
docking is to anticipate the possibility that any ligand may or may not lodge in a protein
pocket with good affinity[30]. From Table 1,The free energy of binding of the four hits with
the active site of the farnesyltransferase protein ranged from -6.68 kcal/mol to -7.93 kcal/mol
indicate a better binding affinity of the four hits. Figure5 shows that the 4 hits share the same

chemical characteristics of the pharmacophore model.

The table represent the chemical structures of different compounds selected from asinex

database, wich can have a like effect of Tipifarnib (Table 1).



Table 1: Compounds selected from the Asinex database (Gold & Platinum). RMSD: The root
of the mean square distance between the pharmacophore points of the molecule and the
pharmacophore points of the model. Docking Score: free energy of binding between the
protein farnesyltransferase and a PubChem CID: molecule identifier in the PubChem
chemical molecules database.

Hits Chemical structure RMSD(A) Docking ID PubChem
Score
(kcal'-mol—-1)
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Figure 5 : Pharmacophore mapping of four hits and tipifarnib on model. F3 and F5 are H-

bond acceptor features colored with cyan color,F4 is aromatic or hydrophobic feature colored

a yellow color,F1 and F2 are aromatic features colored colored with a brown color,F6 is

ahydrophobic feature feature colored with a green color.The hits are overlapping with

tipifarnib which colored in black.protein backbone shown in line form.

Molecular Docking Study

The different interaction of the four selected compounds with farnesyltransferase are provided

in Table 2.




Table 2: key interactions between the hits and farnesyltransferase.

Hits Hydrogen Bond van der Waals ion interaction
type
Hitl Cys299(H-acceptor) | Asp352, Asp297, Tyr300, His201, Asnl65, _
Tyr361(n-n) Arg202, phe360, Lys164, Tyrl66, His362,
Asp359, Trpl06, Tyr93, Leu96, Leul03
Hit2 Cys299(H-donor) Tyr300, Asp297, Asp352, Tyrl66, Trpl06, zinc

Cys299(H-acceptor) | Leu96, Tyr93, Tyr359, Asp359, His362

Hit3 Cys299(H-acceptor) | Asp297, Phe360, His362, Tyr361, Lysl164, zinc
Tyr166(H-pi) Asp359, Leu96, Tyr93, Trpl02, Trpl06,
Arg202
Hit4 | Tyr361 (n-n) Lys164, Tyr166, Arg202, Trpl06, His362, -

Cys299(H-acceptor) | Asp359, Tyr93, Leu96, Tyr300,
Asp297,His201

All the 2D interaction diagram presentation of the four hits are displayed in figure 5.




Figure 5: Binding interaction of compounds (A) Hitl, (B) Hit2, (C) Hit3, (D) Hit4 in the
active site of the protein human farnesyltransferase.

Figure 5 shows different interactions were found between farnesyltransferase and the four
hits, such as hydrogen interactions and van der wals interactions. According to the result of
molecular docking, The four hits interact with the residues of the active site of
fransyltransferase. Furthermore, hitl and hit2 were interacted with zinc ion like tipifarnib.
Furthermore, the four hits identified have different scaffolds and represent the main features
of the pharmacophore model. These four hits may outperform tipifarnib in pharmacokinetic
and pharmacodynamic tests. According to the results obtained, these four compounds may be

new drugs against colorectal cancer.
Conclusions

On the basis of our results of the virtual pharmacophore-based screening, we can conclude
that the four obtained and identified compounds may act as a potential agentsagainst

colorectaltumurs induced by KRAS mutation, involving farnesyltransferase.
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