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Abstract: Peroxisome proliferator-activated receptors (PPARs) play crucial roles in glucose and lipid
metabolism and inflammation. Sanguinarine is a natural product that is isolated from Sanguinaria
Canadensis, a potential therapeutic agent for intervention in chronic diseases. In this study, bio-
chemical and cell-based promoter-reporter gene assays revealed that sanguinarine activated both
PPARα and PPARγ, and enhanced their transcriptional activity; thus, sanguinarine was identified
as a dual agonist of PPARα/γ. Similar to fenofibrate, sanguinarine upregulates the expression of
PPARα-target genes in hepatocytes. Sanguinarine also modulates the expression of key PPARγ-target
genes and promotes adipocyte differentiation, but with a lower adipogenic activity compared with
rosiglitazone. We report the crystal structure of sanguinarine bound to PPARα, which reveals a
unique ligand-binding mode of sanguinarine, dissimilar to the classic Y-shaped binding pocket,
which may represent a new pharmacophore that can be optimized for selectively targeting PPARα.
Further structural and functional studies uncover the molecular basis for the selectivity of sanguinar-
ine toward PPARα/γ among all three PPARs. In summary, our study identifies a PPARα/γ dual
agonist with a unique ligand-binding mode, and provides a promising and viable novel template for
the design of dual-targeting PPARs ligands.

Keywords: dual agonist; crystal structure; pharmacophore; nuclear receptors; peroxisome proliferator-
activated receptors

1. Introduction

Peroxisome proliferator-activated receptors (PPARs) are ligand-activated transcription
factors that belong to the nuclear receptor superfamily involved in lipid and glucose
metabolism, adipogenesis, and inflammation [1]. Three different isoforms, namely PPARα,
PPARδ (also known as PPARβ), and PPARγ, share conserved structural components
comprised of the N-terminal–A/B domain that harbors ligand-independent activation
function 1 (AF-1), the DNA-binding domain (DBD), a hinge region, and the C-terminal
ligand-binding domain (LBD) that contains the ligand-dependent activation function
2 (AF2) (Figure S1A) [2,3]. Ligand-regulated physiological actions are mainly mediated
through the LBDs, which bind to ligands and then recruit nuclear receptor co-activators or
co-repressors to regulate the expression of downstream targeted genes [4,5].

PPARs have been recognized as therapeutic targets for the treatment of diabetes,
dyslipidemia, and nonalcoholic steatohepatitis, or fatty liver disease (NASH/NAFLD) [6].
While PPARα agonist fibrates are well-tolerated by most patients, some adverse effects
have been reported, such as gastrointestinal disease, sleep disorder, renal disease, and
liver dysfunction [7,8]. Thiazolidinediones (TZDs) have a high affinity and a full agonism
to PPARγ. Essentially, they improve insulin sensitivity and are used clinically for the
treatment of T2DM, which is associated with various metabolic disorders, including obesity,
hypertension, and dyslipidemia. Nevertheless, undesirable effects can occur during the
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continuous use of TZDs, such as weight gain, fluid retention, bone fractures, and an
increased rate of heart failure [9–11]. Consequently, a new drug design strategy for PPAR
ligands, distinct from fibrates and TZDs, may yield more efficacious, PPAR-targeted drugs
with fewer adverse effects.

Sanguinarine, a type of quaternary benzophenanthridine alkaloid (QBA) and regarded
as a “secondary metabolite” or “natural product”, is mainly extracted from the roots of
Sanguinaria canadensis (blood root), Chelidonium majus (greater celandine), or other
medicinal poppy fumaria species [12,13]. Due to its remarkable biological activities and
chemical structure, sanguinarine has attracted extensive attention. Previously, it has been
shown that sanguinarine plays an important role in chronic diseases, such as type 2 diabetes,
cancer, etc. [14,15]. Sanguinarine exhibits anti-cancer potential by inducing apoptosis
and/or anti-proliferative effects on tumor cells by targeting ERK1/2, caspase, Bcl-2, and
STAT3. Sanguinarine also shows anti-angiogenic and anti-invasive properties by regulating
VEGF, NF-κB, and MMP [12,16]. In addition, the therapeutic potentials of sanguinarine
regarding cardiovascular disease, including anti-platelet and positive inotropic effects,
have been reported [17]. Sanguinarine further has a promising anti-hypertensive effect,
interferes with the renin–angiotensin system and possibly other blood-pressure-regulating
pathways, and induces calcium mobilization, thromboxane, and cAMP production [14,18].
However, the molecular target of sanguinarine remains unclear.

In this study, biochemical and cell-based promoter-reporter gene assays reveal that
sanguinarine activates both PPARα and PPARγ, and enhances their transcriptional ac-
tivity as a dual PPARα/γ agonist (Figure S1B). Moreover, sanguinarine modulates the
key PPARα-target gene expression in hepatocytes and key PPARγ-target gene expres-
sion in adipocyte differentiation, but shows a lower adipogenic activity than TZDs. We
solved the crystal structure of sanguinarine-bound PPARα, which revealed a novel and
unique ligand-binding mode of sanguinarine that differs from the classic Y-shaped binding
pocket [19,20]. Through a combination of mutagenesis, biochemical binding studies, and
structural analysis, we uncovered the molecular basis for the selectivity of sanguinarine
toward PPARα/γ among all three PPARs. Consequently, our study may represent a unique
scaffold for the design of dual-targeting PPARs agonists.

2. Results
2.1. Identification of Sanguinarine as a Dual PPARα/γ Agonist

While considering the limitations of current PPAR agonists, we conducted a high-
throughput AlphaScreen™ assay to search for novel ligands with distinct properties; this
is widely used for detecting ligand-dependent interactions between nuclear receptors
and their co-activators [21,22]. We found that the natural benzophenanthridine alkaloid
sanguinarine, from the Enzo Natural Compound Library, greatly enhances the interaction
between PPARα/γ–LBD and their co-activators (Figure S2). To further probe the physio-
logical role of sanguinarine on PPAR signaling, we first characterized the transcriptional
properties of PPARs in response to sanguinarine. The 293T cells were co-transfected with
GAL4-driven plasmids, encoding three PPAR subtypes and various other nuclear recep-
tors, respectively. Interestingly, results indicated that sanguinarine had a strong agonist
activity on PPARα, and a weak activity on PPARγ, although not on PPARδ and the other
nuclear receptors that were tested (Figure 1A). While previous chemical composition-target-
pathways-disease network analysis found that FXR is a potential target for sanguinarine in
the regulation of fibrosis [23], our data suggest that sanguinarine does not directly activate
FXR. Following this, 293T cells were co-transfected with plasmids encoding full-length
PPARs and their response element, PPRE. In agreement with GAL4-driven reporter as-
say results, sanguinarine could significantly activate PPARα, but had weak activity on
PPARγ, and no impact on PPARδ (Figure 1B). Furthermore, full-dose curves revealed that
sanguinarine activated PPARα and PPARγ in a concentration-dependent manner, with
an approximate EC50 of 129 nM and 1045 nM (Figure 1C), respectively, suggesting that
sanguinarine is a potent PPARα/γ dual agonist.
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Figure 1. Identification of Sanguinarine as a dual PPAR α/γ agonist. (A) Receptor-specific transacti-
vation by sanguinarine. 293T cells were co-transfected with pG5Luc reporter plasmid, together with
the plasmids encoding various NR–LBDs fused with the Gal4–DNA-binding domain. After transfec-
tion, cells were treated with DMSO (white bars), 1 µM sanguinarine (black bars), or ligands specific to
each receptor (striped bars): PPAR α, 1 µM GW590735; PPAR δ, 1 µM GW0472; PPAR γ, 1 µM rosigli-
tazone; FXR, 0.1 µM GW4064; RXR α, 1 µM 9 cis RA; RAR α, 1 µM ATRA; LXR α,1 µM T0901317.
Luciferase activity is reported as normalized to renilla activity. For clarity, ERR, estrogen-related
receptor; AR, androgen receptor; ROR, retinoid-related orphan receptor. (B) Sanguinarine increased
the expression of PPAR α/γ native promoter luciferase reporter. 293T cells were co-transfected with
plasmids encoding full-length PPARs and their response element. After transfection, cells were
treated with DMSO (white bars), 1 µM sanguinarine (black bars), or ligands specific to each receptor
(striped bars). (C) Dose responses of sanguinarine in transactivating PPAR α/γ. 293 T cells were
co-transfected with plasmids encoding PPAR–LBDs fused with the Gal4–DNA-binding domain and
pG5Luc reporter. After transfection, cells were treated with various concentrations of sanguinarine
and specific ligands. The results equate to the average of experiments performed in triplicate, with
error bars indicating SDs; ** p < 0.01, compared with vehicle.
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PPARs regulate the activity of their targeted genes by recruiting co-activators, or by
releasing co-repressors [24]. The agonists induce various co-factors to bind to PPARs–LBD.
To unravel the biochemical mechanism of PPARα/γ that is activated by sanguinarine, we
adopted AlphaScreen assay to determine the ability of sanguinarine for modulating co-
factor motifs. This is a widely used assay to detect ligand-dependent interaction between
nuclear receptors and their co-factors. As Figure 2A demonstrates, sanguinarine enhanced
the interaction of PPARα/γ with various co-activator LXXLL motifs from SRC1-2, SRC2-
3, and SRC3-3, but not with co-repressor motifs from NCoR1 and SMRT2. In contrast,
sanguinarine had no effect on PPARδ for recruiting its co-activator motifs. Ligand binding
usually improves the thermal stability of NRs via structural and dynamic changes of the
protein fold [25,26]. The thermal shift assay (TSA) showed that sanguinarine increased
the thermal stability of PPARα and PPARγ, but the Tm of PPARδ remained unchanged
(Figure 2B,C). These results reaffirm that sanguinarine is a dual PPARα/γ agonist, and
strongly suggest a direct binding of sanguinarine with PPARα.
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co-factor LXXLL motifs in response to 1 µM sanguinarine. Sanguinarine significantly improved the
thermal stability of PPARα/γ. (B) Thermal shift assay fluorescence signals obtained for PPARs–LBD,
with and without ligands. (C) Thermal stability characterization of the interactions between PPARs–
LBD and ligands. The results equate to the average of experiments performed in triplicate, with error
bars indicating SDs; ** p < 0.01, compared with vehicle.

2.2. Sanguinarine Regulates PPARα-Target Genes in Hepatocytes and PPARγ-Target
Genes in Adipocytes

To further assess the modulation effects of sanguinarine on the targeted genes of
PPARα/γ, we examined the mRNA expression level of PPARα-target genes in hepatocytes,
and differentiation-dependent PPARγ-target genes in 3T3–L1 preadipocyte cells. Similar
to fenofibrate, sanguinarine further upregulated the expression of PPARα-target genes in
HepG2 cells and mouse primary hepatocytes, such as CPT-1α, ACOX1, CD36, ACS, and
FABP1 (Figure 3A) [27]. Moreover, compared to rosiglitazone, sanguinarine induced a
weakly adipocyte differentiation, as indicated by oil red O staining (Figure 3B). We addi-
tionally performed PPARγ-target gene analysis of 3T3–L1 cells treated with sanguinarine.
As shown, the expression of differentiation-dependent PPARγ-target genes, such as aP2,
LPL, adiponectin, C/EBPα, and FAS [28,29], was also induced by sanguinarine, but to a
lesser extent than rosiglitazone (Figure 3C). Gene expression profile analysis is consistent
with the results of oil red O staining. Thus, these results indicate that sanguinarine could
regulate the expression of PPARα/γ-target genes in cells.

2.3. Overall Structure of Sanguinarine and PPARα with Unique Binding Mode

To determine the molecular basis of the specific interaction with PPARα/γ, we solved
the crystal structure of sanguinarine complexed with PPARα and SRC1-2 LXXLL motif
(Table S1). Unfortunately, we were unable to calculate the crystal structure of sanguinarine
complexed with PPARγ due to low-resolution x-ray diffraction. The structure revealed that
the PPARα–LBD–sanguinarine complex was folded into a three-layer helical sandwich,
with the C-terminal AF-2 helix positioned in a canonical active conformation, in agreement
with the agonistic nature of the PPARα ligand (Figure 4A) [30,31]. The presence of san-
guinarine was apparent in the highly revealing electron density map shown in Figure 4B.
The binding of sanguinarine to PPARα was stabilized by a combination of hydrogen bonds,
including Cys275 from helix 3, Arg271 from helix 3, Tyr334 from the loop between the
β sheet, and hydrophobic interactions, such as Ala333 and Val255 (Figure 4C).

Surprisingly, compared with known PPARα Y-shaped ligand-binding pockets and
ligand-binding sites, sanguinarine has a unique ligand-binding site in a novel PPARα
ligand-binding pocket (Figure 4D), which may represent a new pharmacophore that can be
optimized to selectively target PPARα.

2.4. Functional Correlation of the Sanguinarine-PPARα Interactions

To further verify the role of pocket residues in sanguinarine binding and PPARα
activation, we mutated several key PPARα residues in contact with different groups
of sanguinarine based on interaction forms and distance cut-off. We then tested the
transcriptional activity of these mutated PPARα in response to sanguinarine in cell-based
reporter assays using a GAL4-driven PPARα response reporter. The Arg271 and Cys275
are PPARα pocket residues that form van der Waals interactions with the O and N atoms
of sanguinarine (Figure 5A,B). The R271L and C275A mutations decrease the activation of
PPARα by sanguinarine, but not the PPARα-selective ligand GW735 in cell-based reporter
assays using a GAL4-driven PPARα response reporter (Figure 5E). The hydrogen bond
between the ligand and Tyr334 is critical for sanguinarine-bound PPARα, while this is
not observed in the GW735-occupied receptor. As such, the Y334F mutation decreases
the activation of PPARα by sanguinarine, but not GW735 (Figure 5C,E). In addition, the
A333G and V255T mutations both decrease the activation of PPARα by sanguinarine, but
not PPARα-selective ligand GW735 in cell-based assays (Figure 5C–E), which emphasizes
the importance of these hydrophobic interactions for sanguinarine binding to PPARα.
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Collectively, these data affirm that the PPARα ligand-binding pocket has unique properties
for differential binding of various ligands.
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Figure 3. Effects of sanguinarine on PPARα/γ-target gene expression in cells. (A) Expression
of PPARα-target genes. HepG2 cells and mouse primary hepatocytes were treated with either
sanguinarine (1 µM) or fenofibrate (50 µM) for 48 h. (B) Oil red O staining of 3T3–L1 cells after
treatment with 1 µM ligands was indicated for 7 days. (C) PPARγ-target gene expression during
the adipocyte differentiation of 3T3–L1 cells induced by 1 µM ligands. The results equate to the
average of experiments performed in triplicate, with error bars indicating SDs; ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.01,
compared with vehicle.
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Figure 4. Structural analysis of the recognition of sanguinarine by PPARα. (A) The structure of
sanguinarine bound with PPARα in cartoon representation. PPARα is colored in gray, and the
SRC1-2 motif in pink. The bound sanguinarine is shown in stick representation with carbon, nitrogen,
and oxygen atoms depicted in cyan, blue, and red, respectively. (B) A simulated-annealing 2Fo-
Fc composite omit map (1.0 δ), showing the bound sanguinarine. (C) Key interactions of PPARα
with sanguinarine. Red dashes represent hydrogen bond interaction. (D) Comparison of PPARα
complexes. Superposition of reported PPARα complexes with agonists (PDB: 1I7G, 1K7L, 2NPA, 2P54,
2ZNN, 3ET1, 3FEI, 3G8I, 3KDU, 3SP6, 3VI8, 4BCR, 4CI4, 5AZT, 5HYK, 6KXX and 6L96) overlaid onto
the PPARα complex with sanguinarine. Reported agonists are shown in gold lines, and sanguinarine
is represented by cyan sticks.
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Figure 5. Functional correlation of the sanguinarine–PPARα interactions. (A–D) Molecular determi-
nants of the interactions between sanguinarine ligand with PPARα. The bound sanguinarine is shown
in stick representation, with carbon and oxygen atoms depicted in cyan and red, respectively. The
PPARα ligand, GW735, resulted from superposition and is shown in stick representation with carbon,
nitrogen, and oxygen atoms depicted in magenta, blue, and red, respectively. The hydrophobic
interactions and hydrogen bonds are shown with lines and arrows, and the potential hydrogen bonds
are indicated by dashed lines. (E) Effects of mutations of key PPARα residues on their transcriptional
activity in response to sanguinarine treatment in cell-based reporter gene assays. 293T cells were
co-transfected with plasmids encoding PPARα–LBD–WT or mutants, as indicated in the figures fused
with the GAL4–DNA-binding domain together with the pG5Luc reporter. The cells were treated
with 1 µM sanguinarine and 1 µM GW590735, respectively. The results equate to the average of
experiments performed in triplicate, with error bars indicating SDs; * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, compared
with vehicle.
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2.5. Conformational Changes of PPARα Induced by Sanguinarine Binding

The conformational changes in sanguinarine binding with PPARα can be further
clarified by the superposition of the sanguinarine–PPARα structure with the GW735–
PPARα structure, which revealed that helix 2, helix 3 and the loop between H2 and
H3, shifted outward significantly (Figure 6A), thereby increasing the affinity of PPARα
with sanguinarine. Although the two PPARα structures are similar, with an RMSD of
0.438 Å (Figure 6B), their detailed topology remains somewhat different. Compared with
the GW735–PPARα, the AF2 and helix 3 of the sanguinarine–PPARα shifted outward,
which causes SRC1 to shift inward, closer to PPARα (Figure 6C). Furthermore, the thermal
shift assay showed that SRC1 increased the thermal stability of sanguinarine–PPARα,
compared with GW735–PPARα (Figure 6D). These results indicate the unique binding of
sanguinarine to PPARα.

Molecules 2021, 26, 6012 10 of 17 
 

sanguinarine. Although the two PPARα structures are similar, with an RMSD of 0.438 Å 

(Figure 6B), their detailed topology remains somewhat different. Compared with the 

GW735–PPARα, the AF2 and helix 3 of the sanguinarine–PPARα shifted outward, which 

causes SRC1 to shift inward, closer to PPARα (Figure 6C). Furthermore, the thermal shift 

assay showed that SRC1 increased the thermal stability of sanguinarine–PPARα, com-

pared with GW735–PPARα (Figure 6D). These results indicate the unique binding of san-

guinarine to PPARα. 

 

Figure 6. Conformational changes of PPARα induced by sanguinarine. (A–C) Superposition of the 

sanguinarine–PPARα structure (colored as in Figure 3) with the GW735–PPARα structure (PDB 

ID: 2P54; blue, where GW735 is magenta). The alignment reveals shifts for helix 2, helix 3, AF2, 

and SRC1, induced by sanguinarine binding which is indicated by arrows. (D) Thermal shift assay 

fluorescence signals obtained for PPARα/γ–LBD with ligands and the co-activator peptide, SRC1. 

The results are the average of experiments performed in triplicate, with error bars indicating SDs. 

2.6. Molecular Determinants of PPAR Subtype Selectivity toward Sanguinarine 

Sanguinarine has no impact on PPARδ activation, and this raises questions about the 

molecular basis of the ligand’s binding selectivity toward PPARα/γ. Notably, all three 

PPARs have high homology in both sequence and structure, such as the three-arm and Y-

shaped ligand-binding pockets, and they have similar overall pocket size, but their de-

tailed topology is clearly different (Figure S3) [3,32]. Structural comparison revealed a 

unique characteristic of the PPARδ ligand-binding pocket: that two key residues of the 

PPARδ–LBD, Arg248 and His244, are different from PPARα/γ, which impacts sanguinar-

ine binding. It is quite evident that the side chains of residue Arg248 on helix 3 of PPARδ–

LBD extend inward to generate a strong steric hindrance, and to occupy the binding po-

sition of sanguinarine (Figure 7A). As expected, sanguinarine activated the transcriptional 

activity of PPARδ–R248A mutation, in contrast to wild-type PPARδ (Figure 7C). Another 

key residue, His244 on helix 3 of PPARδ–LBD, is predicted to interfere with the 

Figure 6. Conformational changes of PPARα induced by sanguinarine. (A–C) Superposition of the
sanguinarine–PPARα structure (colored as in Figure 3) with the GW735–PPARα structure (PDB ID:
2P54; blue, where GW735 is magenta). The alignment reveals shifts for helix 2, helix 3, AF2, and SRC1,
induced by sanguinarine binding which is indicated by arrows. (D) Thermal shift assay fluorescence
signals obtained for PPARα/γ–LBD with ligands and the co-activator peptide, SRC1. The results are
the average of experiments performed in triplicate, with error bars indicating SDs.

2.6. Molecular Determinants of PPAR Subtype Selectivity toward Sanguinarine

Sanguinarine has no impact on PPARδ activation, and this raises questions about the
molecular basis of the ligand’s binding selectivity toward PPARα/γ. Notably, all three
PPARs have high homology in both sequence and structure, such as the three-arm and
Y-shaped ligand-binding pockets, and they have similar overall pocket size, but their
detailed topology is clearly different (Figure S3) [3,32]. Structural comparison revealed a
unique characteristic of the PPARδ ligand-binding pocket: that two key residues of the
PPARδ–LBD, Arg248 and His244, are different from PPARα/γ, which impacts sanguinarine
binding. It is quite evident that the side chains of residue Arg248 on helix 3 of PPARδ–LBD
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extend inward to generate a strong steric hindrance, and to occupy the binding position of
sanguinarine (Figure 7A). As expected, sanguinarine activated the transcriptional activity of
PPARδ–R248A mutation, in contrast to wild-type PPARδ (Figure 7C). Another key residue,
His244 on helix 3 of PPARδ–LBD, is predicted to interfere with the sanguinarine binding
by reducing the pocket size (Figure 7B). In the same manner, the H244A mutation enables
PPARδ to respond to sanguinarine treatment (Figure 7C). There is also the question of why
the binding of sanguinarine to PPARγ is weaker than that of PPARα. We contemplate
that the thiol group of Cys275 is important for the binding of sanguinarine to PPARα.
As expected, sanguinarine enhanced the transcriptional activity of the PPARγ–G284C
mutation, compared to wild-type PPARγ. As such, structural and functional analysis
revealed the molecular basis for the selectivity of sanguinarine binding to PPARα/γ,
among all three PPARs.
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Figure 7. Structural basis of the sanguinarine binding specificity towards all three PPARs.
(A,B) Superposition of PPARα–LBD (gray) with PPARδ–LBD (salmon, PDB code: 3KTM), and
PPARγ–LBD (green, PDB code: 4EMA). Corresponding residues of PPARs are shown in stick repre-
sentation. The amino acid steric hindrances are shown as curved arrows. (C,D) Effects of mutations
of key PPARs residues on their transcriptional activity, in response to sanguinarine (black bars) in
cell-based reporter gene assays. 293T cells were co-transfected with plasmids encoding full-length
PPARs or PPARs mutants, as indicated together with a PPRE luciferase reporter. The cells were
treated with 1 µM sanguinarine, and 1 µM GW0472 or 1 µM rosiglitazone, respectively. The results
are the average of experiments performed in triplicate, with error bars indicating SDs; * p < 0.05,
** p < 0.01, compared with vehicle.
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3. Discussion

Sanguinarine is a quaternary benzophenanthridine alkaloid (QBA) found in many
medicinal plants. It has been shown that sanguinarine plays an important role in chronic
diseases, such as type 2 diabetes, cancer, etc. In our study, we found that sanguinarine is
a modulating ligand for PPARα/γ by high-throughput AlphaScreen. Furthermore, we
conducted a detailed analysis of the binding between sanguinarine and PPARs, via a
combination of biochemical binding assays, mutagenesis, and structural analysis. The
results from both biochemical and cell-based promoter-reporter gene assays showed that
sanguinarine functions as a selective PPARα/γ dual agonist by recruiting co-activators
and by activating the transcriptional activity of PPARα/γ.

The effort to develop PPAR agonists without any adverse effects led to the develop-
ment of dual agonists (Figure S4). Although dual PPARα/γ agonist glitazars can lower
plasma glucose and triglycerides, they have been associated with heart failure. The only
glitazar still in clinical development is Saroglitazar. It has been approved in India for
the treatment of diabetic dyslipidemia and hypertriglyceridemia with type 2 diabetes
is not controlled by statin therapy, and NASH. Moreover, Saroglitazar has never been
associated with cardiovascular complications. Previous studies have presented the high
efficiency of dual PPARα/γ agonists against hyperglycemia and hyperlipidemia [33].
Therefore, we examined the mRNA expression level of PPARα-target genes in hepatocytes
and differentiation-dependent PPARγ-target genes in 3T3–L1 preadipocyte cells. Similar to
fenofibrate, sanguinarine upregulated the expression of PPARα-target genes in hepatocytes.
Sanguinarine also modulated the expression of key PPARγ-target genes and promoted
adipocyte differentiation, but with a lower adipogenic activity compared with rosiglitazone.
Additionally, the therapeutic potential of sanguinarine in cardiovascular disease, including
hypotensive, anti-platelet, and positive inotropic effects, have been reported [17]. The
toxicity of Sanguinarine has also been reported in some studies [34], yet low and moderate
doses of sanguinarine did not show a statistically significant cytotoxicity in human and
porcine hepatocytes, and dose-dependent cytotoxicity was observed only at very high
sanguinarine doses (25–100 µM) [35]. In addition, the acute oral LD50 in rats was reported
as approximately 1658 mg/kg of sanguinarine. When provided through an intra-venous
route, the acute LD50 in rats was observed as 29 mg/kg of sanguinarine [34]. Kosina et al.
and Psotova et al. attributed the toxicity of sanguinarine to a higher dose of sanguinarine
administration via the intraperitoneal route [16]. However, more detailed assays need to
be performed on sanguinarine’s toxicity and other physiological variables.

4. Materials and Methods
4.1. Protein Preparation

The human PPARα–LBD (NM_001001928, residues 196–468) was expressed as N-
terminal 6×His fusion protein from the expression vector pET24a (Novagen, Darmstadt,
Germany). The BL21 (DE3) cells transformed by expression plasmids were grown in
LB broth at 25 ◦C to an OD600 of ~1.0, and induced with 0.1 mM isopropyl 1-thio-β-D-
galactopyranoside (IPTG) at 16 ◦C for 14–16 h. Cells were harvested and sonicated in
200 mL of extraction buffer (20 mM Tris pH 8.0, 150 mM NaCl, 10% glycerol, and 25 mM
imidazole) per 6 L of cells. The lysate was centrifuged at 20,000 rpm for 30 min, and the
supernatant was loaded on a 5 mL Ni-loaded HiTrap HP column (GE Healthcare). The
column was washed with extraction buffer, and the protein was eluted with a gradient
of 25–500 mM imidazole. The PPARα–LBD was further purified by gel filtration using
a HiLoad 26/600 Superdex 200 column (GE Healthcare, Pittsburgh, PA, USA) (elution
buffer, 25 mM Tris-HCl (pH 7.5), 100 mM NaCl, 2 mM DTT). To prepare the protein–
ligand complex, we added a five-fold molar excess of sanguinarine to the purified protein,
followed by a filter concentration to 10 mg/mL. The PPARα–LBD was complexed with
two-fold molar of a SRC1-2 peptide (RHKILHRLLQEGSP) before filter concentration.
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4.2. Coactivator Binding Assays

The binding of the various co-factor peptide motifs to the PPAR–LBDs (PPARα, PPARδ,
and PPARγ) in response to ligands was determined by AlphaScreen assays using a hexahis-
tidine detection kit from Perkins-Elmer (Norwalk, CT, USA) as described before [21,22,36].
Compounds were prepared in 96-well plates. The mixture was then added, comprised of ap-
proximately 20–40 nM PPAR LBDs and 20 nM biotinylated co-factor peptides, in the presence
of 5 µg/mL streptavidin donor and nickel chelate acceptor beads in a buffer that contained
50 mM MOPS, 50 mM NaF, 0.05 mM CHAPS, and 0.1 mg/mL bovine serum albumin, all
adjusted to a pH of 7.4. A luminescence signal was detected by Perkins-Elmer multimode
microplate reader. The peptides with an N-terminal biotinylation are listed below:

SRC1-2, SPSSHSSLTERHKILHRLLQEGSP;
SRC2-3, QEPVSPKKKENALLRYLLDKDDTKD;
SRC3-3, PDAASKHKQLSELLRGGSG;
NCoR-1, QVPRTHRLITLADHICQIITQDFAR;
SMRT-2, ASTNMGLEAIIRKALMGKYDQ.

4.3. Transient Transfection Assays

The HEK–293T cells were maintained in DMEM containing 10% fetal bovine serum,
and were transiently transfected using Lipofectamine 2000 (Invitrogen). All mutant PPARα
and PPARδ plasmids were created using the Quick-Change site-directed mutagenesis
kit (Stratagene, La Jolla, CA, USA). The resulting plasmids were confirmed by DNA
sequencing. Before 24 h of transfection, 24-well plates were plated (5 × 104 cells per
well). For the nuclear receptor luciferase reporter assay, the cells were transfected with
200 ng Gal4-LBDs of various nuclear receptors and 200 ng of pG5Luc reporter (which
contained five GAL4 binding sites) (Promega, Madison, WI, USA) [37,38]. For native
promoter-reporter assays, the cells were co-transfected with plasmids encoding full-length
PPARs and a peroxisome proliferator hormone response element (PPRE). Ligands were
added 5 h after transfection. Cells were harvested 24 h later for the luciferase assays with
the dual-luciferase reporter assay system (Promega, Madison, WI, USA). The luciferase
activities were normalized to renilla activity, co-transfected as an internal control. The dose
curves were fitted by GraphPad Prism 8.

4.4. Thermal Shift Assay

Thermal shift assay (TSA) was performed using 20 µL experimental unit containing
10 µM PPARs–LBD, two-fold molar compounds or five-fold molar co-activator peptide
SRC1, and 2.5× SYPRO Orange (Sigma) in a buffer containing 150 mM NaCl, 25 mM Tris,
and 5 mM dithiothreitol (DTT), at pH 7.5. The samples were heated from 30 to 80 ◦C at a
rate of 1 ◦C per 5 s, and the fluorescence data were obtained on a CFX96 Real-Time PCR
System (Bio-Rad, Hercules, CA, USA). Half of the maximum temperature (Tm) value of
proteins was calculated by GraphPad Prism 8 and fitted using Boltzmann sigmoid curves.

4.5. Preparation of Mouse Primary Hepatocytes

Mouse hepatocytes were prepared according to a previously described procedure [39].
C57/BL/6 male mice (6–8 weeks old, Beijing Vital River Laboratory Animal Technology
Co., Ltd., Beijing, China) were intraperitoneally anesthetized with Nembutal, and the
liver was perfused with a liver perfusion medium, followed by a liver digestion medium.
Hepatocytes were dispersed in a hepatocyte wash medium by dissection and gentle shaking.
After filtration through a 100-µm nylon mesh filter, the hepatocytes were isolated by
repeated centrifugation at 50× g for 3 min. The isolated hepatocytes were cultured in
growth media containing 10% FBS in DMEM medium, with type 1 collagen-coated 12-well
plates (Iwaki, Tokyo, Japan) at a cell density of 2 × 105 cells/well. After incubation for
12 h at 37 ◦C in a 5% CO2 atmosphere, the hepatocytes were treated with fenofibrate or
sanguinarine for 48 h.
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4.6. 3T3-L1 Cells Differentiation

The 3T3–L1 cells were maintained in growth media containing 10% FBS in a DMEM
medium. For adipocyte differentiation, two days after cells reached confluency, they
were cultured in the DMEM growth medium, supplemented by 1 µM dexamethasone
(TagerMol, Shanghai, China), 0.5 mM IBMX (TagerMol, Shanghai, China), and 10 µg/mL
insulin (TagerMol, Shanghai, China), for 48 h. Cells were maintained in the DMEM growth
medium, containing 10 µg/mL insulin, for an additional 48 h. Following this, the medium
was replaced by a growth medium, and this growth medium was replaced every 48 h. For
ligand-induced adipocyte differentiation, cells were treated with 1 µM rosiglitazone or
sanguinarine 2 days after confluence. Cells were exposed to ligands constantly for 7 days
until fat cells were observed. The cells were then stained with a filtered oil red O stock
solution (0.5 g of oil red O (Sigma, StLouis, MO, USA) in 100 mL of isopropyl alcohol) for
15 min at room temperature.

4.7. Quantitative Real-Time PCR (qPCR)

Total RNA was extracted from hepatocytes and 3T3–L1 cells with a Trizol reagent
(Sigma, StLouis, MO, USA). The RNA was reverse-transcribed using the TAKARA reverse-
transcription kit. Real-time quantitative PCR was performed with Hieff qPCR SYBR Green
Master Mix (Yeasen Biotech, Shanghai, China) using a CFX96 Real-Time PCR Detection
System (Bio-Rad, Hercules, CA, USA). The primer sequences of all genes were reported
beforehand [40,41]. The mRNA expression was normalized to GAPDH, or 36B4.

4.8. Crystallization and Structure Determination

The crystal of the PPARα–sanguinarine–SRC1-4 complex was grown at room-temperature
in hanging drops, containing 1.0 µL of the ligand-protein solutions and 1.0 µL of the well
buffer, itself containing 0.2 M ammonium formate, and 20% (w/v) polyethylene glycol 3350.
The crystals were directly flash-frozen in liquid nitrogen for data collection. Diffraction data
were collected at beamline BL17U1 of the Shanghai Synchrotron Radiation Source. The ob-
served reflections were reduced, merged, and scaled with DENZO and SCALEPACK, in the
HKL2000 package [42]. The search model for PPARα–sanguinarine was 2P54 in the Protein
Data Bank. The structure was determined by molecular replacement in the CCP4 suite [43].
Manual model building was carried out with Coot [44], followed by Refmac5 refinement in
the CCP4 suite [45]. Structural figures were made with PyMOL (version 2.3.3, Schrödinger,
New York, NY, USA). The structure of PPARα–sanguinarine was deposited in the PDB, under
the code 7C6Q.

5. Conclusions

In our study, we identified sanguinarine as a dual agonist of PPARα/γ by biochemical
and cell-based promoter-reporter gene assays. Moreover, sanguinarine modulates the key
PPARα-target gene expression in hepatocytes and the key PPARγ-target gene expression
in adipocyte differentiation, yet shows a lower adipogenic activity than TZDs. We solved
the crystal structure of sanguinarine that is bound to PPARα, which provided resolute
evidence of the direct binding of sanguinarine with PPARα. In addition, structural and
functional analysis revealed that sanguinarine specifically binds to PPARα through its
unique structural features, distinct from classic, Y-shaped binding pockets of PPARα
ligands. Our study further explains why sanguinarine selectively binds to PPARα and
PPARγ, rather than PPARδ subtypes. Overall, the molecular basis for the selectivity of
sanguinarine binding to PPARα/γ, and the unique structural mechanism of sanguinarine
binding to PPARα, collectively provide a new strategy for the design of dual-targeting
PPARs ligands.

Supplementary Materials: Figure S1: Chemical structures of dual PPARα/γ agonists. Figure S2:
The binding of the biotinylated SRC1-2 peptide to PPARs–LBD, in response to ligands from the Enzo
Natural Compound Library (502 compounds), was determined by AlphaScreen™ assays. Figure
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S3: Sequence alignment of human PPARα–LBD with human PPARδ– and PPARγ–LBDs. Figure S4:
Chemical structures of dual PPARα/γ agonists. Table S1: Data collection and refinement statistics.
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NASH nonalcoholic steatohepatitis
TZDs Thiazolidinediones
TSA thermal shift assay

References
1. Giampietro, L.; Laghezza, A.; Cerchia, C.; Florio, R.; Recinella, L.; Capone, F.; Ammazzalorso, A.; Bruno, I.; De Filippis, B.;

Fantacuzzi, M.; et al. Novel Phenyldiazenyl Fibrate Analogues as PPAR α/γ/δ Pan-Agonists for the Amelioration of Metabolic
Syndrome. ACS Med. Chem. Lett. 2019, 10, 545–551. [CrossRef]

2. Bain, D.L.; Heneghan, A.F.; Connaghan-Jones, K.D.; Miura, M.T. Nuclear receptor structure: Implications for function. Annu. Rev.
Physiol. 2007, 69, 201–220. [CrossRef]

3. Xu, H.E.; Lambert, M.H.; Montana, V.G.; Plunket, K.D.; Moore, L.B.; Collins, J.L.; Oplinger, J.A.; Kliewer, S.A.; Gampe, R.T., Jr.;
McKee, D.D.; et al. Structural determinants of ligand binding selectivity between the peroxisome proliferator-activated receptors.
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2001, 98, 13919–13924. [CrossRef]

4. Zoete, V.; Grosdidier, A.; Michielin, O. Peroxisome proliferator-activated receptor structures: Ligand specificity, molecular switch
and interactions with regulators. Biochim. Biophys. Acta 2007, 1771, 915–925. [CrossRef]

5. Yu, S.; Reddy, J.K. Transcription coactivators for peroxisome proliferator-activated receptors. Biochim. Biophys. Acta 2007, 1771,
936–951. [CrossRef]

6. Kuwabara, N.; Oyama, T.; Tomioka, D.; Ohashi, M.; Yanagisawa, J.; Shimizu, T.; Miyachi, H. Peroxisome proliferator-activated
receptors (PPARs) have multiple binding points that accommodate ligands in various conformations: Phenylpropanoic acid-type
PPAR ligands bind to PPAR in different conformations, depending on the subtype. J. Med. Chem. 2012, 55, 893–902. [CrossRef]

7. Keech, A.; Simes, R.J.; Barter, P.; Best, J.; Scott, R.; Taskinen, M.R.; Forder, P.; Pillai, A.; Davis, T.; Glasziou, P.; et al. Effects
of long-term fenofibrate therapy on cardiovascular events in 9795 people with type 2 diabetes mellitus (the FIELD study):
Randomised controlled trial. Lancet 2005, 366, 1849–1861. [CrossRef]

8. Barter, P.J.; Rye, K.A. Is there a role for fibrates in the management of dyslipidemia in the metabolic syndrome? Arterioscler.
Thromb. Vasc. Biol. 2008, 28, 39–46. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

9. Henke, B.R.; Blanchard, S.G.; Brackeen, M.F.; Brown, K.K.; Cobb, J.E.; Collins, J.L.; Harrington, W.W., Jr.; Hashim, M.A.; Hull-
Ryde, E.A.; Kaldor, I.; et al. N-(2-Benzoylphenyl)-L-tyrosine PPARgamma agonists. 1. Discovery of a novel series of potent
antihyperglycemic and antihyperlipidemic agents. J. Med. Chem. 1998, 41, 5020–5036. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

10. Guan, Y.; Hao, C.; Cha, D.R.; Rao, R.; Lu, W.; Kohan, D.E.; Magnuson, M.A.; Redha, R.; Zhang, Y.; Breyer, M.D. Thiazolidinediones
expand body fluid volume through PPARgamma stimulation of ENaC-mediated renal salt absorption. Nat. Med. 2005, 11,
861–866. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1021/acsmedchemlett.8b00574
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.physiol.69.031905.160308
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.241410198
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbalip.2007.01.007
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbalip.2007.01.008
http://doi.org/10.1021/jm2014293
http://doi.org/10.1016/S1567-5688(06)81349-8
http://doi.org/10.1161/ATVBAHA.107.148817
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17717290
http://doi.org/10.1021/jm9804127
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9836620
http://doi.org/10.1038/nm1278


Molecules 2021, 26, 6012 15 of 16

11. Wei, W.; Wang, X.; Yang, M.; Smith, L.C.; Dechow, P.C.; Sonoda, J.; Evans, R.M.; Wan, Y. PGC1beta mediates PPARgamma
activation of osteoclastogenesis and rosiglitazone-induced bone loss. Cell Metab. 2010, 11, 503–516. [CrossRef]

12. Gaziano, R.; Moroni, G.; Buè, C.; Miele, M.T.; Sinibaldi-Vallebona, P.; Pica, F. Antitumor effects of the benzophenanthridine
alkaloid sanguinarine: Evidence and perspectives. World J. Gastrointest. Oncol. 2016, 8, 30–39. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Bessi, I.; Bazzicalupi, C.; Richter, C.; Jonker, H.R.; Saxena, K.; Sissi, C.; Chioccioli, M.; Bianco, S.; Bilia, A.R.; Schwalbe, H.; et al.
Spectroscopic, molecular modeling, and NMR-spectroscopic investigation of the binding mode of the natural alkaloids berberine
and sanguinarine to human telomeric G-quadruplex DNA. ACS Chem. Biol. 2012, 7, 1109–1119. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Basu, P.; Kumar, G.S. Sanguinarine and Its Role in Chronic Diseases. Adv. Exp. Med. Biol. 2016, 928, 155–172. [PubMed]
15. Fu, C.; Guan, G.; Wang, H. The Anticancer Effect of Sanguinarine: A Review. Curr. Pharm. Des. 2018, 24, 2760–2764. [CrossRef]

[PubMed]
16. Galadari, S.; Rahman, A.; Pallichankandy, S.; Thayyullathil, F. Molecular targets and anticancer potential of sanguinarine-a

benzophenanthridine alkaloid. Phytomedicine 2017, 34, 143–153. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
17. Mackraj, I.; Govender, T.; Gathiram, P. Sanguinarine. Cardiovasc. Ther. 2008, 26, 75–83. [CrossRef]
18. Singh, R.; Mackraj, I.; Naidoo, R.; Gathiram, P. Sanguinarine downregulates AT1a gene expression in a hypertensive rat model. J.

Cardiovasc. Pharmacol. 2006, 48, 14–21. [CrossRef]
19. Sierra, M.L.; Beneton, V.; Boullay, A.B.; Boyer, T.; Brewster, A.G.; Donche, F.; Forest, M.C.; Fouchet, M.H.; Gellibert, F.J.; Grillot,

D.A.; et al. Substituted 2-[(4-aminomethyl)phenoxy]-2-methylpropionic acid PPARalpha agonists. 1. Discovery of a novel series
of potent HDLc raising agents. J. Med. Chem. 2007, 50, 685–695. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

20. Kamata, S.; Oyama, T.; Saito, K.; Honda, A.; Yamamoto, Y.; Suda, K.; Ishikawa, R.; Itoh, T.; Watanabe, Y.; Shibata, T.; et al. PPARα
Ligand-Binding Domain Structures with Endogenous Fatty Acids and Fibrates. iScience 2020, 23, 101727. [CrossRef]

21. Li, Y.; Suino, K.; Daugherty, J.; Xu, H.E. Structural and biochemical mechanisms for the specificity of hormone binding and
coactivator assembly by mineralocorticoid receptor. Mol. Cell 2005, 19, 367–380. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Zhang, Y.; Luo, X.Y.; Wu, D.H.; Xu, Y. ROR nuclear receptors: Structures, related diseases, and drug discovery. Acta Pharmacol.
Sin. 2015, 36, 71–87. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Liu, X.W.; Tang, C.L.; Zheng, H.; Wu, J.X.; Wu, F.; Mo, Y.Y.; Liu, X.; Zhu, H.J.; Yin, C.L.; Cheng, B.; et al. Investigation of the
hepatoprotective effect of Corydalis saxicola Bunting on carbon tetrachloride-induced liver fibrosis in rats by (1)H-NMR-based
metabonomics and network pharmacology approaches. J. Pharm. Biomed. Anal. 2018, 159, 252–261. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Evans, R.M.; Barish, G.D.; Wang, Y.X. PPARs and the complex journey to obesity. Nat. Med. 2004, 10, 355–361. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

25. Niesen, F.H.; Berglund, H.; Vedadi, M. The use of differential scanning fluorimetry to detect ligand interactions that promote
protein stability. Nat. Protoc. 2007, 2, 2212–2221. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. DeSantis, K.A.; Reinking, J.L. Use of Differential Scanning Fluorimetry to Identify Nuclear Receptor Ligands. Methods Mol. Biol.
2016, 1443, 21–30.

27. Rogue, A.; Renaud, M.P.; Claude, N.; Guillouzo, A.; Spire, C. Comparative gene expression profiles induced by PPARγ and
PPARα/γ agonists in rat hepatocytes. Toxicol. Appl. Pharmacol. 2011, 254, 18–31. [CrossRef]

28. Allen, T.; Zhang, F.; Moodie, S.A.; Clemens, L.E.; Smith, A.; Gregoire, F.; Bell, A.; Muscat, G.E.; Gustafson, T.A. Halofenate is a
selective peroxisome proliferator-activated receptor gamma modulator with antidiabetic activity. Diabetes 2006, 55, 2523–2533.
[CrossRef]

29. Madsen, L.; Petersen, R.K.; Sørensen, M.B.; Jørgensen, C.; Hallenborg, P.; Pridal, L.; Fleckner, J.; Amri, E.Z.; Krieg, P.; Furstenberger,
G.; et al. Adipocyte differentiation of 3T3-L1 preadipocytes is dependent on lipoxygenase activity during the initial stages of the
differentiation process. Biochem. J. 2003, 375 Pt 3, 539–549. [CrossRef]

30. Takada, I.; Makishima, M. Peroxisome proliferator-activated receptor agonists and antagonists: A patent review (2014-present).
Expert Opin. Ther. Pat. 2020, 30, 1–13. [CrossRef]

31. Lamers, C.; Schubert-Zsilavecz, M.; Merk, D. Therapeutic modulators of peroxisome proliferator-activated receptors (PPAR):
A patent review (2008-present). Expert Opin. Ther. Pat. 2012, 22, 803–841. [CrossRef]

32. Li, Y.; Lambert, M.H.; Xu, H.E. Activation of nuclear receptors: A perspective from structural genomics. Structure 2003, 11,
741–746. [CrossRef]

33. Kalliora, C.; Drosatos, K. The Glitazars Paradox: Cardiotoxicity of the Metabolically Beneficial Dual PPARα and PPARγ Activation.
J. Cardiovasc. Pharmacol. 2020, 76, 514–526. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Singh, N.; Sharma, B. Toxicological Effects of Berberine and Sanguinarine. Front. Mol. Biosci. 2018, 5, 21. [CrossRef]
35. Ulrichová, J.; Dvorák, Z.; Vicar, J.; Lata, J.; Smrzová, J.; Sedo, A.; Simánek, V. Cytotoxicity of natural compounds in hepatocyte cell

culture models. The case of quaternary benzo[c]phenanthridine alkaloids. Toxicol. Lett. 2001, 125, 125–132. [CrossRef]
36. Ullman, E.F.; Kirakossian, H.; Singh, S.; Wu, Z.P.; Irvin, B.R.; Pease, J.S.; Switchenko, A.C.; Irvine, J.D.; Dafforn, A.; Skold, C.N.;

et al. Luminescent oxygen channeling immunoassay: Measurement of particle binding kinetics by chemiluminescence. Proc. Natl.
Acad. Sci. USA 1994, 91, 5426–5430. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

37. Sadowski, I.; Ma, J.; Triezenberg, S.; Ptashne, M. GAL4-VP16 is an unusually potent transcriptional activator. Nature 1988, 335,
563–564. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

38. Fields, S.; Song, O. A novel genetic system to detect protein-protein interactions. Nature 1989, 340, 245–246. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cmet.2010.04.015
http://doi.org/10.4251/wjgo.v8.i1.30
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26798435
http://doi.org/10.1021/cb300096g
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22486369
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27671816
http://doi.org/10.2174/1381612824666180829100601
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30156147
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.phymed.2017.08.006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28899497
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1527-3466.2007.00037.x
http://doi.org/10.1097/01.fjc.0000238590.82438.64
http://doi.org/10.1021/jm058056x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17243659
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.isci.2020.101727
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2005.06.026
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16061183
http://doi.org/10.1038/aps.2014.120
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25500868
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpba.2018.06.065
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29990893
http://doi.org/10.1038/nm1025
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15057233
http://doi.org/10.1038/nprot.2007.321
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17853878
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.taap.2011.04.005
http://doi.org/10.2337/db06-0618
http://doi.org/10.1042/bj20030503
http://doi.org/10.1080/13543776.2020.1703952
http://doi.org/10.1517/13543776.2012.699042
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0969-2126(03)00133-3
http://doi.org/10.1097/FJC.0000000000000891
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33165133
http://doi.org/10.3389/fmolb.2018.00021
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-4274(01)00430-1
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.91.12.5426
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8202502
http://doi.org/10.1038/335563a0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3047590
http://doi.org/10.1038/340245a0


Molecules 2021, 26, 6012 16 of 16

39. Kim, Y.I.; Hirai, S.; Takahashi, H.; Goto, T.; Ohyane, C.; Tsugane, T.; Konishi, C.; Fujii, T.; Inai, S.; Iijima, Y.; et al. 9-oxo-10(E),12(E)-
Octadecadienoic acid derived from tomato is a potent PPAR α agonist to decrease triglyceride accumulation in mouse primary
hepatocytes. Mol. Nutr. Food Res. 2011, 55, 585–593. [CrossRef]

40. Yoon, S.; Kim, J.; Lee, H.; Lee, H.; Lim, J.; Yang, H.; Shin, S.S.; Yoon, M. The effects of herbal composition Gambigyeongsinhwan
(4) on hepatic steatosis and inflammation in Otsuka Long-Evans Tokushima fatty rats and HepG2 cells. J. Ethnopharmacol. 2017,
195, 204–213. [CrossRef]

41. Waki, H.; Park, K.W.; Mitro, N.; Pei, L.; Damoiseaux, R.; Wilpitz, D.C.; Reue, K.; Saez, E.; Tontonoz, P. The small molecule harmine
is an antidiabetic cell-type-specific regulator of PPARgamma expression. Cell Metab. 2007, 5, 357–370. [CrossRef]

42. Otwinowski, Z.; Minor, W. Processing of X-ray diffraction data collected in oscillation mode. Methods Enzymol. 1997, 276, 307–326.
[PubMed]

43. Winn, M.D.; Ballard, C.C.; Cowtan, K.D.; Dodson, E.J.; Emsley, P.; Evans, P.R.; Keegan, R.M.; Krissinel, E.B.; Leslie, A.G.; McCoy,
A.; et al. Overview of the CCP4 suite and current developments. Acta Crystallogr. D Biol. Crystallogr. 2011, 67 Pt 4, 235–242.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

44. Emsley, P.; Cowtan, K. Coot: Model-building tools for molecular graphics. Acta Crystallogr. D Biol. Crystallogr. 2004, 60, 2126–2132.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

45. Murshudov, G.N.; Skubák, P.; Lebedev, A.A.; Pannu, N.S.; Steiner, R.A.; Nicholls, R.A.; Winn, M.D.; Long, F.; Vagin, A.A.
REFMAC5 for the refinement of macromolecular crystal structures. Acta Crystallogr. D Biol. Crystallogr. 2011, 67, 355–367.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1002/mnfr.201000264
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2016.11.020
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cmet.2007.03.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27799103
http://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444910045749
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21460441
http://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444904019158
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15572765
http://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444911001314
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21460454

	Introduction 
	Results 
	Identification of Sanguinarine as a Dual PPAR/ Agonist 
	Sanguinarine Regulates PPAR-Target Genes in Hepatocytes and PPAR-Target Genes in Adipocytes 
	Overall Structure of Sanguinarine and PPAR with Unique Binding Mode 
	Functional Correlation of the Sanguinarine-PPAR Interactions 
	Conformational Changes of PPAR Induced by Sanguinarine Binding 
	Molecular Determinants of PPAR Subtype Selectivity toward Sanguinarine 

	Discussion 
	Materials and Methods 
	Protein Preparation 
	Coactivator Binding Assays 
	Transient Transfection Assays 
	Thermal Shift Assay 
	Preparation of Mouse Primary Hepatocytes 
	3T3-L1 Cells Differentiation 
	Quantitative Real-Time PCR (qPCR) 
	Crystallization and Structure Determination 

	Conclusions 
	References

