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Abstract A QSAR model to predict the antioxidant activity
of flavonoid compounds was developed. New electronic
structure descriptors which are Fukui indices are correlated
to the radical scavenging of flavonoids. These indices are
obtained at DFT/B3LYP level of chemical quantum theory.
The logICs, experimental values of antioxidant activity are
taken from the literature. The model is based on the
multilinear regression method. Both experimental and calcu-
lated data of 36 flavonoids compounds were analyzed. A good
correlation coefficient (R*=0.8159) is obtained and the anti-
oxidant activities of test compounds are well predicted.
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Introduction

Flavonoids represent a highly diverse class of polyphenolic
secondary metabolites which are abundant in plants. These
natural products are easily extracted from many different
plants [1]. They may be further divided into several sub-
classes, i.e., flavones, flavanones, flavonols, flavanols (also
called catechins), and anthocyanidins. Flavonoids show ex-
tensive biological activities with low toxicity. Their use as
potential therapeutic compounds against a variety of diseases
is of great interest [2]. Some flavonoids possess significant
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anti-hepatotoxic [3], anti-HIV-1 [4, 5], antitumor [6], and anti-
inflammatory activities [7-9].

One of the most interesting biological properties of flavo-
noids is their antioxidant activity [10, 11]. The antioxidant
properties of flavonoids are often claimed to be responsible for
the protective effects of these compounds against cardiovas-
cular disease, certain forms of cancer, photosensitivity dis-
eases, and inflammations [12, 13]. They can also inhibit a
wide range of enzymes involved in oxidation reactions, such
as 5-lipoxygenase, cyclooxygenase, monooxygenase, or xan-
thine oxidase [14—16]. These biological activities include the
formation of reactive-oxygen suppressing species, either by
inhibition of enzymes or by chelating trace elements involved
in free-radical production, scavenging reactive species, and
regulating or protecting antioxidant defenses [17]. At least
two mechanisms involved in the antioxidant processes are
known: a direct hydrogen atom transfer process or an electron
transfer process [18, 19].

FIOOH + RO — F17O + ROH

So this activity depends mainly on the substitution pattern
of the hydroxyl groups, that is to say, on the availability of
phenolic hydrogens and on the possibility of stabilizing the
resulting flavonoid phenoxyl radicals. Figure 1 presents the
general structure of flavonoids, our ring notation and our atom
numbering. The structural requirements considered essential
for effective radical scavenging by flavonoids are the presence
of 3°, 4-dihydroxy group (catechol) in the B ring and/or the
presence of the 3-OH group in the C ring. In addition, the 5-
OH group in combination with a 4-oxo moiety (1, 4-pyrone
moiety) and C2=C3 double bond may increase the radical
scavenging activity [20-22].

Numerous authors have investigated the antioxidant activ-
ity of flavonoids, and many attempts have been made to
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Fig.1 General structure of flavonoid, ring notation, and atom numbering

establish the relationship between flavonoid structure and
their radical scavenging activity [20, 23].

Quantitative structure-activity relationships (QSAR)
models have been extensively developed in order to estimate
and predict antioxidant activity of flavonoids using descriptors
derived from chemical structure and various physicochemical
parameters [24-27]. In order to establish an excellent QSAR
equation, it is very important to select pertinent descriptors
which are strongly related to the activity under study. The
descriptors have to be carefully evaluated. In the literature, the
quantum ones are calculated using semi-empirical methods
such as AMI1 [28] and PM3 [29]. However, some recent
QSAR studies have revealed that the use of the density func-
tional theory (DFT), instead of semi-empirical methods shows
a better correlation between calculated results and experimen-
tal data [30-32]. It is well known that the DFT methods are
more accurate then semi-empirical ones. Furthermore, con-
ceptual DFT leads to some reactivity indexes not accessible
with other quantum methods. The Fukui functions are some of
these indexes. They represent a local reactivity of the studied
compounds. They are given by [33]:

0 = (280 m

where p(r) is the electronic density, N is the number of
electrons and v(r) is a constant external potential. The reactiv-
ity of an atom k in a molecule can be described, by a con-
densed Fukui function f;. As p(r) is a discontinuous function
of N, Yang and Parr [34, 35] have proposed approximated
atomic indices f; by applying the finite difference approxima-
tion to the condensed electronic population on any atom.
Three indices were defined to describe nucleophilic, electro-
philic, and radical attack. These can be written respectively as:

fi = [a(N+ 1)=q(N)]
fic = [q(N)=q(N-1)] (2)
£ = [q(N+ 1)—q (N-1)]/2

qi(N): electronic population of k atom in neutral molecule.
qi(N+1): electronic population of k atom in anionic molecule.
qi(N—1): electronic population of k atom in cationic molecule.
In this approximation, the indices depend widely on the
used population analysis approach. The electronic population
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around an atom k can be evaluated using Mulliken [36],
Hirshfield [37], or natural orbital [38] approximations. These
indices are some of the widely used local density functional
descriptors to model chemical reactivity and site selectivity
[34, 39]. The atom with the highest Fukui indices is the most
reactive compared to the other atoms in the molecule.

As shown before the flavonoids compounds act by chem-
ical reactions in their antioxidant activity, so this property can
be related to reactivity indices as Fukui functions.

The aim of our study is the comprehension and develop-
ment of a QSAR model of the relationship between some
Fukui indices, which are electronic descriptors, and antioxi-
dant activity of flavonoids. DFT based molecular descriptors
such as hardness, group-philicity, ionization potential etc.
have been used previously in QSAR models [40—43]. In the
present paper we present a QSAR model where we introduce a
new descriptor, namely the Fukui indices. These quantum
chemical descriptors are employed to make a better predictive
model of antioxidant activity. We have used the experimental
results obtained through the DPPH test of antioxidant proper-
ties of flavonoids and derivatives compounds [44]. The clas-
ses of flavonoids considered in this work are: flavones (de-
noted as A, 17 compounds), flavon-3-ol (denoted as B, 15
compounds), flavanols (denoted as C, 3 compounds), and
flavan-3-ol (denoted as D, 1 compound), for a total of 36
compounds. The choice of atoms whose Fukui indices are
calculated was based on a study conducted by Anouar et al.
[45]. The most probable nucleophilic, electrophilic or radical
sites obtained by Anouar et al. [45] are shown by arrows in
Fig. 2. The C ring is the most reactive part for all molecules. In
the case of quercetin and morin the radical reactions should
occur preferentially in B ring.

In our work we choose to study the Fukui indices of C(4)
and O(4) atoms. This carbonyl group may have an important
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Fig. 2 Different reactive sites for kaempferol, quercetin, morin, and
myricetin [45]
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effect on the antioxidant activity, especially by dispossessing
the charge by means of the resonance effect. This effect
depends widely on the carbonyl molecular environment.

Calculation details
Experimental data

The antioxidants activities are expressed in terms of ICsq
which is defined as the molar concentration of compound
necessary to cause 50 % cell growth inhibition. All original
ICsq values are usually converted to logarithm of I1Csq (log-
ICs0) in QSAR study. Table 1 lists the individual studied
compounds and their corresponding antioxidant activity. The-
se values were taken from literature by Seyoum et al. [44]. The
multiple linear regression (MLR) method [46] was employed
with the aim to obtain a correlation between the Fukui indices
and the antioxidant activity of these compounds.

Descriptor calculation

It is evident from the previous work of De Proft et al. [47] that
B3LYP and B3PW91 functional provide comparatively good
results on Fukui indices. The choice of computational levels
and basis sets requires a compromise between accuracy and
computational time.

Hence in the present investigation, all molecular structures
used in the study to develop QSAR models have been opti-
mized using B3LYP functional and 6-31G** basis sets
[48-51]. All the calculations have been performed using
Gaussian03 software [52].Calculation of vibrational frequen-
cies has been performed after geometry optimization on the
same theory level to be sure that no optimized structure could
display any imaginary frequency. Radical electronic structures
have been calculated through Kohn-Sham formalism with
unrestricted spin DFT/UB3LYP [53]. The optimized struc-
tures have then been used to calculate molecular descriptors
which are Fukui indices.

The atomic charges for all the above molecules have been
obtained in the framework of B3LYP theory using Mulliken
Population Analysis (MPA) [36] and Natural Population
Analysis (NPA) [37].

QSAR model

The QSAR model presented in this paper is developed on 24
flavonoids. These compounds were divided into two groups:
one for training and one for testing. The training set and the
testing one contains respectively 19 and five compounds. The
purpose of the training set is to derivate the model. Their
external prediction power is evaluated by the correct

Table 1 Experimental values of the antioxidant activity of the com-
pounds considered in this work [44].

Compounds 1Csp(uM)
1A Luteolin-5-O-glucoside (5-O-glucoside, 5.73+0.13
73> ,4 —~OH)

2A Luteolin (5,7,3* ,4” -OH) 11.04+0.38
3A 7,8-Dihydroxyflavone (7,8-OH) 15.50+0.12
4A 8-Hydroxyacacetin (5,7,8-OH,4’ -OMe) 20.28+0.20
5A Luteolin 7-O-glucoside (7-O-glu,5,3’ 4’ -OH)  28.17+0.69
6A Cosmosiin (7-O-glucoside-5,4’ -OH) 85.67+6.64
TA 8-Hydroxyflavone (8-OH) 166.43+3.61
8A Vicenin-2 (6,8-C-glucoside,5,7,4’-OH) 171.28+5.26
9A 4’Methoxy3,6,8trichloro5,7dihydroxy 201.52+9.34

(3,6,8-C1,5,7-OH,4’-OMe)

10A  5,7-Dihydroxy-3’,4’dimethoxyflavone
(5,7-OH,3°,4’-OMe)

11A  Diosmin (7-O-rutinoside,5,3” -OH, 4’ -OMe)

12A Apigenin(5,7,4” -OH)

13A Diosmetin(5,7,3’-OH,4’-OMe)

14A  Chrysin(5,7-OH)

15A  Acacetin (5,7-OH,4’-OMe)

16A  5-Hydroxy-3’,4’,7-trimethoxyflavone
(5-OH,7,3°,4’-OMe)

313.18+19.89

442.26+26.21
463.40+£22.28
465.13£15.32
492.57+£23.94
529.80+29.55
539.84+27.78

17A  7-Hydroxy-5-methyl4’methoxyflavone 808.71+£25.45
(5-Me,7-OH,4’-OMe)
1B Quercetagetin (3,5,6,7,3,4’-OH) 9.02+0.16
2B Rutin (3-rutinoside,5,7,3”,4’-OH) 9.40+0.31
3B Isoquercitrin (3-O-glucoside,5,7,3”,4’-OH) 9.45+0.06
4B Hyperoside (3-O-galactoside,5,7, 3°,4’-OH) 10.01+0.00
5B Quercetin (3,5,7,3°,4’-OH) 10.89+0.03
6B Robinetin (3,7,3” ,4°,5°-OH) 11.02+0.56
7B Rhamnetin (3,5,3°,4’-OH,7-OMe) 13.50+0.79
8B Fisetin (3,7,3” ,4’-OH) 14.06+0.21
9B Quercetin 3,5-di-O-glucoside 14.41+0.93
(3,5-O-glucoside,7,3’,4’-OH)
10B  Morin (3,5,7,2’,4’-OH) 17.2740.13
11B  Kaempferol (3,5,7,4’-OH) 28.05+0.28
12B  Galangin (3,5,7-OH) 71.64+1.07

13B  Quercetin 3,7,3’ 4’—tertarmethylether 261.40+17.93
(5,-OH,3, 7,3°,4’-OMe)

14B  Kaempferol 3,5-di-O-glucoside
(3,5-O-glucoside,7,4’-OH)

15B  3-Hydroxyflavone (3-OH)

528.37+21.26

695.93+11.67

1C Taxifolin (3,5,7,3°,4’-OH) 9.27+0.26
2C Hesperetin (5,7,3’-OH,4’-OMe) 236.63+0.86
3C Hesperidin7-O-rutinoside, 5,3’-OH,4’-OMe) 281.41+2.62
1D (—)-Epicatechin (3,5,7,3°,4’-OH) 16.09+£0.41

A: Flavone class
B: Flavon-3-ol class
C: Flavanone class

D: Flavan-3-ol class

anticipation ability of antioxidant activity of the compounds
of the corresponding test set.
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The antioxidant activity of the training set compounds was
initially modeled using MLR analysis [46]. The general pur-
pose of multiple regression is to quantify the relationship
between several independent predictor variables and a criteri-
on variable. The variables with insignificant regression coef-
ficients will be omitted in the final equation.

The statistical quality of the developed models is
examined by different statistical parameters [54] like
square of correlation coefficient (R?), the Fisher ratio
values (F), and the standard deviation (s). Many authors
consider higher R?>0.6 as an indicator that the model is
highly predictive [55].

Results and discussion
Atomic charges

In order to determine the Fukui indices, the study of
the charge distribution was carried out by considering
two types of charge analysis: Natural Population Analy-
sis (NPA) and Mulliken Population Analysis (MPA).
The population analysis is a mathematical way of
partitioning the electronic density to obtain the atomic
charges, bond orders, and other related information
[56]. The fundamental assumption used by the Mulli-
ken scheme for partitioning the electronic density is
that the overlap of two orbitals is shared equally be-
tween them. This does not completely reflect the elec-
tronegativity of the individual elements. The weakness
in the Mulliken approach arises from the fact that it
employs a nonorthogonal basis set [57, 58]. This meth-
od has the advantage of simplicity but its results tend
to vary with the size of the employed basis set [59]
and do not respect the electronegativity nature of atoms
in molecules. The (NPA) exhibits an improved numer-
ical stability and better describes the electronic distri-
bution in compounds of high ionic character, such as
those which contain metallic atoms, or carbon struc-
tures with OH groups, such as the molecule considered
in this study [60].

The calculated atomic charge values from the natural
population analysis (NPA) and Mulliken population
analysis (MPA) procedures using the DFT method are
listed in Table 2.

In the flavonoids ring all hydrogen and carbon atoms
have a net positive charge; in particular, the hydrogen,
owing to being bound with the more electronegative
oxygen atom. The presence of large amounts of nega-
tive charge on the O(4) atom, which is an acceptor

@ Springer

Table 2 The partial charge of O(4) and C(4) atoms calculated using the
Mulliken and natural population analyses (NPA) methods

Mulliken approach NPA approach

04) C@4) o) )
1A —0.511 0417 ~0.565 0.491
2A -0.511 0419 ~0.565 0.490
3A -0.526 0.406 -0.581 0.496
4A ~0.510 0414 ~0.565 0.491
S5A ~0.508 0418 ~0.563 0.491
6A -0.508 0.419 -0.563 0.491
7A -0.521 0.408 -0.576 0.495
8A -0.502 0435 ~0.636 0.494
9A -0.571 0.453 -0.538 0.484
10A -0.512 0419 -0.567 0.490
11A ~0.504 0418 -0.558 0.491
12A -0.511 0419 ~0.566 0.490
13A -0.511 0418 ~0.566 0.490
14A -0.507 0418 ~0.562 0.491
15A ~0.511 0418 ~0.566 0.490
16A -0.512 0418 ~0.566 0.491
17A ~0.542 0.404 -0.595 0.491
1B -0.557 0.402 ~0.604 0452
2B -0.535 0.421 -0.601 0477
3B -0.548 0.424 -0.607 0.468
4B ~0.504 0.409 ~0.568 0.479
5B -0.558 0.404 -0.603 0.453
6B -0.558 0.403 -0.603 0.454
7B -0.572 0.384 -0.622 0.454
8B ~0.545 0.425 ~0.604 0.469
9B -0.577 0.401 -0.605 0.453
10B -0.557 0.404 -0.603 0.453
11B ~0.554 0.404 ~0.600 0.456
12B ~0.525 0.401 ~0.585 0.454
13B ~0.546 0.425 ~0.604 0.468
14B -0.562 0386 -0.612 0.456
1c ~0.495 0345 ~0.562 0.531
2C ~0.468 0381 ~0.542 0.552
3C ~0.459 0.384 -0.533 0.556
1D . ~0.236 . 0.507

atom, may suggest the presence of intramolecular hy-
drogen bonding in the cristal phase.

The maximum of negative charge is obtained of the oxygen
atom O(4) of flavon-3-ol (class B) in comparison with the
other classes (Fig. 3). This class of compound is characterized
by a double bond (C2=C3) and a group of hydroxyl in
position 3. The double bond between C2=C3 and the carbonyl
function in C4 provides a stabilizing electron delocali-
zation of the phenoxy radical. On the other hand, the
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Fig. 3 Central chemical structure
of the four classes of studied
flavonoids and atom numbering

Flavanone(C)

presence of a hydroxyl group in position 3 therefore
enhances the antioxidant properties in the case of the
unsaturated C ring.

The maximum of positive charge of the C(4) carbon atom
is obtained in the case of flavanone (class C) in comparison
with the other classes. This may be due to the absence of the
double bond.

The carbon atom C(4) of hesperidin7-O-rutinoside (5, 3’-
OH, 4’-OMe) has the highest positive (0.556) charge. This
compound has a small antioxidant activity compared to other
compounds of class (C). I[C50=281.41+2.62 uM.

The oxygen atom O(4) of rthamnetin (3, 5, 3°, 4’-OH,
7-OMe) has the highest negative (—0.622) charge when
compared with all the others compounds. This com-
pound has a high antioxidant activity in comparison to
the others compounds of class (C). ICs50=13.50+
0.79 uM.

Fukui indices

Because the antioxidant and antifungal activities can be me-
diated by bioactive receptor site (nucleophiles or electrophiles
center), it is considered that the condensed Fukui functions
can give relevant information regarding the reactive sites of
flavonoids and the type of biochemical reaction in which they
participate; for this reason they were determined and used as
the descriptor for QSAR modeling.

Table 3 present the Fukui indices evaluated using MPA
population analysis. As is observed in this Table, high £, i

F lavan-30l(D)

and f;° values are associated mostly with the oxygen atom.
The more important sites for the nucleophilic attack of all
flavonoids used in this study are the oxygen atoms of
(C4=04) groups of hesperetin (2C) characterized by the pres-
ence of OH group in positions 3, 5, and 7, whereas the
preferred site for the electrophilic attack are the oxygen atoms
of the hesperidin7-O-rutinoside (3C). This compound has a
small antioxidant activity compared to other compounds of
class (C). It was observed that this compound is characterized
by the presence of a rutinoside group in position 7 and the
simple bond between (C2=C3).

Table 3 allows a comparison of Fukui indices and
antioxidant logIlCso between the studied flavonoids. We
note that, in general, the variations in Fukui indices are
accompanied with variations in loglCsy. However, the
compounds 17A, 2B, 3B, 4B, 9B, 11B, 13B, 14B, 15B,
1C, 2C, 3C, and 1D do not respect this correlation. For
example the 17A compound presents a Fukui indices
value close to that of compound 16A but their logICs,
values are different.

QSAR models

Due to the above remarks we decided to exclude the com-
pounds 17A, 2B, 3B, 4B, 9B, 11B, 13B, 14B, 15B, 1C, 2C,
3C, and 1D from the QSAR model construction. The present
QSAR model is developed on the flavonoids who present a
good correlation. The training set contains the compounds:
1A, 2A, 3A, 4A, 5A, 6A, 7A, 8A, 9A, 10A, 11A, 12A, 13A,
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Table 3 Fukui indices at B3LYP/

6-31G** using MPA and experi- Compounds S Jr R loglCsp (nM)

mental [44] value (logICsg) of

antioxidant activity o4 C) o) C4) o« C4)
1A 0.091 0.06 0.061 0.014 0.076 0.037 0.7581
2A 0.091 0.06 0.057 0.012 0.074 0.036 1.0429
3A 0.092 0.056 0.067 0.012 0.0795 0.034 1.1903
4A 0.091 0.06 0.054 0.014 0.0725 0.037 1.3070
SA 0.092 0.062 0.057 0.013 0.0745 0.037 1.4497
6A 0.092 0.063 0.06 0.012 0.076 0.037 1.9328
TA 0.096 0.059 0.089 0.014 0.0925 0.029 2.2212
8A 0.076 0.067 0.035 0.011 0.0555 0.039 2.2337
9A 0.089 0.066 0.047 0.014 0.068 0.040 2.3043
10A 0.089 0.059 0.052 0.011 0.0705 0.035 2.4957
11A 0.087 0.057 0.054 0.012 0.0705 0.034 2.6456
12A 0.09 0.059 0.061 0.013 0.0755 0.036 2.6659
13A 0.09 0.059 0.058 0.013 0.074 0.036 2.6675
14A 0.09 0.057 0.068 0.016 0.079 0.036 2.6924
15A 0.09 0.058 0.061 0.013 0.075 0.035 2.7241
16A 0.088 0.058 0.054 0.012 0.071 0.035 2.7322
17A 0.088 0.058 0.054 0.012 0.071 0.035 2.9077
1B 0.091 0.087 0.054 0.023 0.072 0.055 0.9552
2B 0.09 0.073 0.051 0.014 0.070 0.043 0.9731
3B 0.092 0.076 0.053 0.015 0.072 0.045 0.9754
4B 0.087 0.064 0.05 0.017 0.068 0.040 1.0004
5B 0.091 0.087 0.053 0.023 0.071 0.055 1.0370
6B 0.089 0.077 0.056 0.019 0.072 0.048 1.0421
7B 0.089 0.086 0.051 0.023 0.07 0.054 1.1303
8B 0.089 0.078 0.058 0.02 0.073 0.049 1.1479
9B 0.091 0.075 0.052 0.014 0.071 0.044 1.1586
10B 0.091 0.087 0.056 0.024 0.073 0.055 1.2372
11B 0.091 0.087 0.054 0.023 0.072 0.055 1.4479
12B 0.09 0.085 0.056 0.024 0.073 0.054 1.8551
13B 0.092 0.081 0.052 0.019 0.072 0.054 2.4173
14B 0.09 0.075 0.057 0.015 0.073 0.045 2.7229
15B 0.09 0.085 0.056 0.024 0.073 0.054 2.8425
1C 0.096 0.059 0.089 0.014 0.092 0.036 0.9670
2C 0.116 0.109 0.037 0.014 0.076 0.061 2.3740
3C 0.110 0.09 0.072 0.024 0.091 0.057 2.4493
1D 0.108 0.09 0.051 0.02 0.079 0.055 1.2065

14A, 15A, 16A, 1B, 4B, 5B, 6B,7B, 8B, 10B, 12B. The MLR
model was constructed with 19 molecules and the five re-
maining molecules (2A, 8A, 14A, 5B, 7B) were used as the
test set.

The predicted logICs, values for the compounds are listed
in Table 4. Figure 4 presents the correlation graph between
experimental and predicted logICs, values.

Considering the balance of the QSAR quality and the
number of employed descriptors, an optimal QSAR equation
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was obtained for 19 compounds in the training set using
multiple linear regression analysis as follows:

n = 19,R* =0.8160, F = 20.69,5> = 0.0968
LogICy, = 27.073-690.29D,-369.10D, + 831.87D;

where 1 is the number of molecules in training set, R is the
square of correlation coefficient, F is the Fisher’s F-value, s?
is the regression standard deviation, D, is the first molecular
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Table 4 experimental [44] and calculated value (logICs) of antioxidant
activity

Compounds Experimental 1logICsq Calculated logICsq
1A 0.7581 0.7581
2A? 1.04296 1.1616
3A 1.19030 1.5977
4A 1.30706 1.1226
5A 1.44978 1.4505
6A 1.59382 1.6847
TA 222123 2.0927
8A? 1.9678 1.9523
9A 2.1590 1.9926
10A 2.30921 2.6350
11A 2.66595 2.1397
12A 2.6675 2.3204
13A 2.356 3.022
14A? 2.3876 2.5545
15A 2.3954 2.2669
16A 2.5713 2.8558
1B 0.9552 1.0357
4B 1.0004 1.1227
5B* 1.037 0.9419
6B 1.0421 1.4037
7B?* 1.130 1.0289
8B 1.147 1.4974
10B 1.237 1.1294
12B 1.855 1.4037

a-Selected molecules for the whole test

descriptor ( f;"), D, is the second molecular descriptor ( f; ),
and Dj is the third molecular descriptor (_ ).

In Tables 5, X, DX, and t-test are the regression coeffi-
cients, standard errors of the regression coefficients, and sig-
nificance of coefficient determination, respectively.

Fig. 4 Linear regression line
between experimental and l-2.88
calculated logICs using the
developed QSAR model

-2.35

-1.82

Calculated 1ogIC50

-1.29

-0.76

Table 5 The QSAR model parameters

No X +AX t —test Descriptors
0 27.073 3.7680 7.1849 Intersection
1 —690.29 117.71 —5.8642 D,—(f)
2 -369.10 106.82 —3.4552 Do—(f2)
3 831.87 215.03 3.8686 Ds— (/)

Correlation coefficient for the training set is excellent (R*=
0.816).

Correlation graph points (Fig. 4) are all close to ideal line
with slope=1 and y-axis origin=0. The model thus explains
every molecule activity of training set with minor error.

The predicted ranges of the antioxidant activity of the
developed QSAR model are in good agreement with the
experimental data. The predicted range for the model is
0.7581-3.022 compared with the experimental range of
0.7581-2.6675, which are very close. There are three outliers
from this model: the compounds 3A, 13A, and 12B. This
result can be related to the fact of being the only compounds
having no substituent on B ring.

As noted above, the presence of hydroxyls groups on B
ring is the most significant structural parameter for the anti-
oxidant activity [61]. Phenoxy radicals are stabilized by a
hydroxyl in ortho to the one that loses its hydrogen atom.
Actually, stability comes from delocalization of the electron
and creation of a hydrogen bond which is necessary to obtain
an optimal antioxidant activity.

The developed QSAR model is a good predictive model
since the calculated antioxidant logICsq of the test set com-
pounds are close to the experimental ones. We note the large
discrepancy between calculated and experimental data for the
compound 14A. It is supposed that the replacement of hy-
droxyl group by methoxyl on position 4’ is not well repre-
sented in our QSAR model. Actually, in comparison to other

R*=0.8160 .
*
*
L]
®
®
*
1.82 235 2388

1
Experimental logIC50
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compounds of the test set (5B, 7B), the compound 14A has a
methoxyl group on 4’ position in replacement of a hydroxyl.

Conclusions

The main objective of this paper is the comprehension and
development of a new QSAR model of the relationship be-
tween some electronic descriptors of their carbonyl atoms and
antioxidant activity of flavonoids. The QSAR studies of a
series of flavonoids have been carried out using the conceptual
density functional theory (DFT). The most significant out-
come of the work is the introduction of a new descriptor
namely, Fukui indices. An optimal QSAR equation with three
parameters, i.., /i, f¢, and f; showing good statistic quality in
the regression (R*=0.8160). The QSAR equation indicates
that the Fukui indices are a useful descriptor in determining
the antioxidant radical scavenging activity. This descriptor is
one of the widely used local density functional descriptors to
model chemical reactivity and site selectivity.

We note that the chosen descriptors are not sufficient to
develop a QSAR model using the data of only 36 flavonoids.
However, the good obtained result will be extended by intro-
ducing Fukui indices of other atoms of other series of
molecules.

In conclusion, a good QSAR model for the antioxidant
activity of flavonoids was developed using DFT based de-
scriptors. Therefore, DFT based QSARs could be expected to
help to facilitate a future design of additional substituted
flavonoids with good antioxidant activity, so the QSAR stud-
ies can offer important insights into designing high activity
compounds prior to synthesis.
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