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Abstract: The natural product Salvinorin A (SalA) was the first nitrogen-lacking agonist discovered
for the opioid receptors and exhibits high selectivity for the kappa opioid receptor (KOR) turning
SalA into a promising analgesic to overcome the current opioid crisis. Since SalA’s suffers from poor
pharmacokinetic properties, particularly the absence of gastrointestinal bioavailability, fast metabolic
inactivation, and subsequent short duration of action, the rational design of new tailored analogs
with improved clinical usability is highly desired. Despite being known for decades, the binding
mode of SalA within the KOR remains elusive as several conflicting binding modes of SalA were
proposed hindering the rational design of new analgesics. In this study, we rationally determined the
binding mode of SalA to the active state KOR by in silico experiments (docking, molecular dynamics
simulations, dynophores) in the context of all available mutagenesis studies and structure-activity
relationship (SAR) data. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first comprehensive evaluation of
SalA’s binding mode since the determination of the active state KOR crystal structure. SalA binds
above the morphinan binding site with its furan pointing toward the intracellular core while the C2-
acetoxy group is oriented toward the extracellular loop 2 (ECL2). SalA is solely stabilized within the
binding pocket by hydrogen bonds (C210ECL2, Y3127.35, Y3137.36) and hydrophobic contacts (V1182.63,
I1393.33, I2946.55, I3167.39). With the disruption of this interaction pattern or the establishment of
additional interactions within the binding site, we were able to rationalize the experimental data for
selected analogs. We surmise the C2-substituent interactions as important for SalA and its analogs
to be experimentally active, albeit with moderate frequency within MD simulations of SalA. We
further identified the non-conserved residues 2.63, 7.35, and 7.36 responsible for the KOR subtype
selectivity of SalA. We are confident that the elucidation of the SalA binding mode will promote
the understanding of KOR activation and facilitate the development of novel analgesics that are
urgently needed.

Keywords: GPCRs; kappa opioid receptor; Salvinorin A; natural products; docking; molecular
dynamics simulations; dynophores

1. Introduction

Proper pain management is an ongoing issue in medicine [1–4]. Efficient, strong,
and safe analgesics for severe pain treatment are highly needed as currently available
pain medications suffer from clinical drawbacks, like side effects, addiction, and overdose-
related deaths [1,3,5]. Today, the most important drugs for severe pain treatment are opioids
that mainly target the µ-opioid receptor (MOR) [5,6]. These drugs exhibit a high liability
for drug abuse and elicit a myriad of side effects like respiratory depression, addiction, and
constipation among others [5,7–9]. To overcome the current issue of insufficient severe pain
medication the research focus shifts toward alternative targets [1]. The κ-opioid receptor
(KOR) is a subtype of the opioid receptor (OR) family, belonging to the large class of
membrane-embedded G protein-coupled receptors (GPCRs) [5]. Activation of the KOR
provides strong analgesia without addiction and respiratory depression turning the KOR
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into a promising target for the development of new analgesics with an improved safety
profile [6,10].

Nature hosts a plethora of diverse chemical scaffolds, many of which exhibit biolog-
ical effects rendering natural products a promising source for the search for new drug
candidates [11,12]. One such natural product, Salvinorin A (SalA, Figure 1), gained at-
tention as an untypical, novel-scaffold KOR ligand [13–15]. SalA is a diterpene from the
medicinal plant Salvia divinorum (Lamiaceae) endemic to Mexico [13,14,16]. Salvia divinorum
was traditionally used by the Mazatecans for religious but also medicinal purposes like
pain treatment, rheumatism, and inflammatory diseases [13,16]. In higher concentrations,
SalA and Salvia divinorum products elicit strong hallucinogenic effects which led to the
recreational use of SalA-containing products recently [13,14,16,17].

Molecules 2023, 27, x FOR PEER REVIEW 2 of 25 
 

 

KOR provides strong analgesia without addiction and respiratory depression turning the 
KOR into a promising target for the development of new analgesics with an improved 
safety profile [6,10]. 

Nature hosts a plethora of diverse chemical scaffolds, many of which exhibit biolog-
ical effects rendering natural products a promising source for the search for new drug 
candidates [11,12]. One such natural product, Salvinorin A (SalA, Figure 1), gained atten-
tion as an untypical, novel-scaffold KOR ligand [13–15]. SalA is a diterpene from the me-
dicinal plant Salvia divinorum (Lamiaceae) endemic to Mexico [13,14,16]. Salvia divinorum 
was traditionally used by the Mazatecans for religious but also medicinal purposes like 
pain treatment, rheumatism, and inflammatory diseases [13,16]. In higher concentrations, 
SalA and Salvia divinorum products elicit strong hallucinogenic effects which led to the 
recreational use of SalA-containing products recently [13,14,16,17]. 

 
Figure 1. Chemical structure of Salvinorin A (SalA). 

Due to its diterpene structure, SalA lacks the nitrogen atom typical for small mole-
cules OR ligands, like morphine, fentanyl, and buprenorphine, which are mainly alkaloids 
[16,18]. An ionic interaction between the positively charged nitrogen of the ligand and the 
carboxylate of D3.32 (Superscripts denote Ballesteros-Weinstein numbering [19]) was be-
lieved to be crucial for OR affinity and activity of small molecule OR ligands thereby serv-
ing as an anchor point for the ligand [20–23]. SalA was the first nitrogen-lacking OR ligand 
discovered [14] underlying its unique character. Furthermore, SalA shows high selectivity 
for the KOR acting as a potent agonist without binding towards the MOR and the DOR 
(δ-opioid receptor) [24–27]. A broad screen of SalA against 50 transporters and receptors 
revealed no substantial activation besides its KOR activity [13,28]. Of note, SalA does not 
modulate the 5-HT2A-receptor which is commonly targeted by hallucinogens [13,27]. 
Nonetheless, Dopamin2 receptor modulation, allosteric MOR modulation, and allosteric 
modulation of cannabinoid type 1 receptors are discussed [13,14]. 

The potential of SalA as a new analgesic is not only supported by its high KOR selec-
tivity, but also by its overall low toxicity with no severe adverse outcomes reported 
[13,16]. Despite its hallucinogenic character and its recreational usage SalA does not cause 
addiction [13,14] in contrast to typical opioids [5]. Nonetheless, reports about typical 
KOR-mediated side effects like anhedonia, locomotor impairment, and aversion caused 
by SalA but also its hallucinogenic effects may hinder SalA’s clinical usefulness 
[14,27,29,30]. SalA’s clinical usefulness is further impaired by bad pharmacokinetic prop-
erties with rapid gastrointestinal degradation, quick metabolic inactivation, and fast elim-
ination [16,31–36]. At the oral route of administration, drug absorbance can only occur 
within the mouth mucosa by holding the SalA-containing product in the mouth for sev-
eral minutes [16,36]. Vaporization or smoking of Salvia divinorum leaves or extracts with 
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Due to its diterpene structure, SalA lacks the nitrogen atom typical for small molecules
OR ligands, like morphine, fentanyl, and buprenorphine, which are mainly alkaloids [16,18].
An ionic interaction between the positively charged nitrogen of the ligand and the car-
boxylate of D3.32 (Superscripts denote Ballesteros-Weinstein numbering [19]) was believed
to be crucial for OR affinity and activity of small molecule OR ligands thereby serving
as an anchor point for the ligand [20–23]. SalA was the first nitrogen-lacking OR ligand
discovered [14] underlying its unique character. Furthermore, SalA shows high selectivity
for the KOR acting as a potent agonist without binding towards the MOR and the DOR
(δ-opioid receptor) [24–27]. A broad screen of SalA against 50 transporters and receptors
revealed no substantial activation besides its KOR activity [13,28]. Of note, SalA does
not modulate the 5-HT2A-receptor which is commonly targeted by hallucinogens [13,27].
Nonetheless, Dopamin2 receptor modulation, allosteric MOR modulation, and allosteric
modulation of cannabinoid type 1 receptors are discussed [13,14].

The potential of SalA as a new analgesic is not only supported by its high KOR selec-
tivity, but also by its overall low toxicity with no severe adverse outcomes reported [13,16].
Despite its hallucinogenic character and its recreational usage SalA does not cause ad-
diction [13,14] in contrast to typical opioids [5]. Nonetheless, reports about typical KOR-
mediated side effects like anhedonia, locomotor impairment, and aversion caused by SalA
but also its hallucinogenic effects may hinder SalA’s clinical usefulness [14,27,29,30]. SalA’s
clinical usefulness is further impaired by bad pharmacokinetic properties with rapid gas-
trointestinal degradation, quick metabolic inactivation, and fast elimination [16,31–36].
At the oral route of administration, drug absorbance can only occur within the mouth
mucosa by holding the SalA-containing product in the mouth for several minutes [16,36].
Vaporization or smoking of Salvia divinorum leaves or extracts with subsequent inhalation
is a more efficient administration route and is often used by recreational users [16,17].
After bioabsorption, SalA quickly enters the central nervous system eliciting its clinical
effects but leaving the CNS just as quickly [15,17]. SalA is metabolized by esterases, glu-
curonidases, and CYP enzymes [16,31–33] with fast elimination [34,35]. Especially blood
esterases rapidly metabolize SalA via C2-ester cleavage to the main metabolite Salvinorin
B (SalB) that is inactive at the KOR [15,16,35]. Of note sex differences in metabolism and
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elimination were observed with females showing slower metabolism and excretion [35].
As a result, SalA exhibits a short duration of effect [16,17,35], which likely contributes to
SalA’s low toxicity but also hinders its usage as an analgesic drug.

To overcome SalA’s clinical drawbacks, a plethora of analogs were synthesized
and tested [15,37], which led to the development of agonists [15,37–40], partial ago-
nists [37,38,40,41] and antagonists [37,40,42,43] of the KOR and even to MOR modula-
tors [37,44–48]. Despite a large number of around 600 available analogs the majority of
these exhibit alterations at the C2 position or modifications of the furan ring [15] which
resulted in fewer diverse ligand sets than desired. The rational design of new analogs is
further hindered by the still unknown binding mode of SalA at the KOR which also hinders
the understanding of the structure-activity relationship (SAR). Furthermore, most of the
derivatives exhibit less affinity or activity than SalA itself [15]. The comparison of different
analog series is hampered by the different assays used, the choice of different cell lines,
and the reference ligand used. Due to the focus on KOR affinity and activity and the lack
of in vivo experiments of analogs, it is hard to evaluate the safety profiles, hallucinogenic
effects, addictive properties, and therefore the misuse potential of almost all analogs.

The rational design of new analogs to explore the chemical space around SalA is
hampered by the still unknown binding mode of SalA at the KOR. Several different and
conflicting binding modes for SalA at the KOR were proposed [22,25,49–55]. For example,
Vardy and coworkers [49] as well as Roach and coworkers [50] postulated binding modes
in which the furan moiety of SalA points upwards towards the extracellular portion of
the KOR while Che and coworkers [22] and Kane and coworkers [25] postulated the
opposed orientation. In contrast to the mostly vertical orientation of SalA within the KOR
binding site, Vortherms and coworkers [53] predicted a horizontal orientation of SalA.
The discrepancies within these results are partially caused by the lack of an active-state
crystal structure of the KOR until 2018 [22]. SalA was then docked into KOR homology
models [50,52,54] or active-like structures [49,51] derived from the inactive KOR crystal
structure published in 2012 [20], which differs from the active-state crystal structure.

To solve the confusion about the SalA binding mode a comprehensive evaluation of
SalA within the active-state KOR crystal structure with respect to available mutagenesis
studies and SAR data is needed. In this paper, we carefully and rationally elucidate the bind-
ing mode of SalA to the active-state KOR taking into account available mutational and SAR
data. We rationalize determinants for SalA receptor subtype selectivity as well as effects of
ligand modifications for experimental measured affinity and activity at the KOR by using
docking experiments, molecular dynamics simulations, and dynophore [56,57] analysis.

2. Results
2.1. Salvinorin A Binds above the Morphinan Binding Pocket of the Kappa Opioid Receptor

To elucidate the binding mode of Salvinorin A (SalA) at the kappa opioid receptor
(KOR) we performed docking experiments of SalA to the KOR binding cavity of the
prepared active-state KOR crystal structure (PDB-ID: 6B73 [22]). SalA binds above the
morphinan binding site at the extracellular part of the KOR binding cavity with its C4-
methyl ester interacting with the extracellular loop 2 (ECL2) while its furan moiety points
downwards to the morphinan binding pocket (Figure 2). Unlike typical KOR ligands
that always establish an ionic interaction with D1383.32 (superscript denotes Ballesteros–
Weinstein numbering [19]) at the bottom of the morphinan binding site [20–23], SalA is
solely stabilized in its position by hydrophobic contacts and hydrogen bonds (Table 1). The
C4-methyl ester forms hydrogen bonds to E210ECL2, the C1-carbonyl moiety to Y3127.35,

and the C2-acetoxy group to Y3137.36. The furan moiety is stabilized via hydrophobic
contacts with Y1393.33 and I2946.55, while C19 and C20 (both methyl groups) form lipophilic
contacts with V1182.63, Y3137.36, or I3167.39, respectively. SalA sterically fits into the binding
pocket shape with perfect complementarity.
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Figure 2. Binding mode of SalA at the KOR. (A) shows the overall architecture of KOR bound to SalA
while (B) highlights the binding pocket of SalA at the KOR. (C) depicts the protein-ligand interactions
between SalA and KOR. Y3.33 denotes to Y1393.33, CECL2 to C210ECL2, and I6.55 to I2946.55. TM denotes
to transmembrane helices, HBA to hydrogen bond acceptor, and HY to hydrophobic contact.

Table 1. Protein-ligand interactions between SalA and the KOR.

Interaction Functional Group Residue

Hydrogen bond C1-carbonyl Y3127.35

Hydrogen bond C2-carbonyl Y3137.36

Hydrogen bond C4-carbonyl C210ECL2

Hydrophobic contact C19 V1182.63, Y3137.36

Hydrophobic contact C20 I3167.39

Hydrophobic contact Furan I2946.55; Y1393.33
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Our proposed binding mode is in accordance with previous published mutational
data: Several mutagenesis studies highlight the detrimental role of Y3127.35 and [25,49,54]
and Y3137.36 [6,25,49] for SalA affinity and activity; in our model both residues anchor SalA
in the KOR binding cavity. Participation of the ECL2 loop in SalA binding was proposed
based on binding studies with chimeric opioid receptors [25], which agrees with C210ECL2

interacting with the C4 methyl ester of SalA via hydrogen bonding. V1182.63 and Y1393.33

were also proposed to affect SalA affinity [25,26,49] and stabilize SalA by hydrophobic
contacts in the KOR binding site.

Despite the indisputable importance of mutagenesis studies for experimental vali-
dation of a proposed binding mode we need to carefully check whether the underlying
studies were performed probe-dependently or probe-independently. Several studies found
a strong decrease in the affinity and activity of SalA in a Y3207.43A KOR mutant [25,49,54]
suggesting a SalA binding mode in which the ligand binds as deep in the orthosteric
binding site as morphinan ligands do. Nonetheless, this phenomenon seems to be inde-
pendent of the ligand tested albeit with strong differences in the chemical ligand space
(SalA, nitrogen-containing small molecules, peptides) [49]. Thus, we surmise a ligand-
independent conformational change of the KOR Y3207.43A mutant that led to the decreased
affinities and activities experimentally measured. Indeed, Y3207.43 is in close proximity
to W2876.48, a residue believed to play an important role in KOR activation as it directly
interacts with F2836.44 of the conserved PIF-motif [22] and therefore the truncated side
chain in the Y3207.43A mutant likely alters the orientation of W2876.48 and indirectly the
KOR activation.

The Q1152.60A KOR mutant was found to strongly decrease SalA affinity and activ-
ity [25,49]. We did not observe interactions of SalA with Q1152.60 in our binding model but
Q1152.60 is in close proximity to the C17-carbonyl of SalA. We, therefore, investigated the
potential interaction of SalA with Q1152.60 through molecular dynamics simulations.

2.2. Molecular Dynamics Simulations Confirm Salvinorin A Binding Mode Obtained by Docking
Experiments but Revealed Additional Interaction with Q115

To evaluate our SalA binding mode found in docking experiments and to assess
whether Q1152.60 contributes to SalA binding in a dynamic investigation we performed
molecular dynamics (MD) simulations of SalA bound to the KOR crystal structure and sub-
sequent calculated dynamic pharmacophores (dynophores, Figure 3) [56,57]. Dynophores
represent interactions dynamically. They consist of probability density point clouds rep-
resenting the interactions detected over the course of MD simulations. MD simulations
confirm our putative binding mode for SalA with an average ligand root mean square
deviation (RMSD) of 2.9 Å over the five replica simulations (200 ns each). Detailed in-
formation about the RMSD of SalA and the KOR can be found in the Supplementary
Materials (Figures S1 and S2). SalA is stabilized within the binding pocket by highly
frequent hydrophobic contacts and several hydrogen bonds (Table 2).

Table 2. Interactions between SalA and the KOR during MD simulations.

Interaction Functional Group Residue Frequency (%)

Hydrogen bond C2-carbonyl Y3127.35, Y3137.36 17.6
Hydrogen bond C4-carbonyl C210ECL2 94.1
Hydrogen bond C1-carbonyl Y3127.35 79.0
Hydrogen bond C17-carbonyl Q1152.60 54.0

Hydrophobic contact C19 V1182.63, Y3137.36 97.3
Hydrophobic contact C20 I3167.39, Y3127.35 76.0
Hydrophobic contact Furan I1353.29, L212ECL2; Y1393.33 99.5

We observed a tendency for SalA to very slightly shift towards the TM2 over the course
of the simulation and a tendency for Q1152.60 to reorient towards the C17-carbonyl of SalA
facilitating hydrogen bonding (54.0%). This hydrogen bonding was not observed within
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the static docking results but agrees with previously published mutagenesis studies that
showed decreased affinity and activity values for SalA with Q1152.60A KOR mutants [25,49].
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All carbonyl groups of SalA participate in hydrogen bonding. Hydrogen bonding
between the C4 methyl ester and C210ECL2 occurred in 94.1% of MD simulations. This most
frequent hydrogen bonding interaction is likely important for SalA’s affinity as alterations
in the C4-substituent mostly induce affinity and activity drops [15,58,59]. The C1-carbonyl
group participates in highly frequent hydrogen bonding (79.0%) with Y3127.35. We detected
weak hydrogen bonding between the C2-acetoxy group and KOR along MD simulations
(17.6% to Y3127.35, Y3137.36). SalB, the main metabolite of SalA, exhibiting a C2-hydroxy
group instead of a C2-acetoxy group is inactive at the KOR [15,16,35] rendering the C2-
acetoxy group interaction of SalA important for SalA’s potency. Thus, the low frequency of
the C2-acetoxy group interactions was unexpected. However, the absolute frequency of a
particular interaction is less meaningful than the ratio of these interactions between analogs.
Despite overall low occurrence, this interaction could still play a key role in the binding
and activation of KOR by SalA. Off note, both residues that interact with the C2-substituent
of SalA are non-conserved which likely contributes to the strong selectivity of SalA.

The hydrophobic contact between the furan moiety of SalA and L212ECL2 was not
observed in static docking but agrees with the observation of poor binding of SalA to the
L212ECL2A mutant [20].

The dynamic interaction analysis agrees with the results obtained by static docking
with the addition of C17-carbonyl hydrogen bonding due to the reorientation of Q1152.60

and additional hydrophobic contacts to L212ECL2. Thus, the results are in accordance with
mutagenesis studies too. Figure 3 shows the dynophore model (probability density point
cloud representation of protein-ligand interactions) of the SalA-KOR complex.
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2.3. Non-Conserved Residues Harboring Salvinorin A at the Kappa Opioid Receptor Lead to
Receptor Subtype Selectivity of Salvinorin A

SalA is characterized by its strong KOR subtype selectivity without affinity towards
the MOR, DOR, and the fourth OR called the nociceptin/orphanin FQ peptide (NOP)
receptor [24–26]. Thus, SalA mediates its analgesic effect solely by KOR activation avoiding
classical MOR side effects like respiratory depression, addiction, and constipation [5,7–9].

The three classical OR receptors (KOR, MOR, and DOR) share high overall sequence
identity and similarity values that hamper subtype selectivity (Identity KOR/MOR = 56.3%;
Identity KOR/DOR = 56.3%; Similarity KOR/MOR = 70.5; Similarity KOR/DOR = 68.2; all
values for full sequence comparison, Figure S3). Especially the orthosteric binding site is
highly conserved. This holds true for the GPCR class A family in general. On the contrary,
the extracellular parts of these receptors are more diverse with several non-conserved
residues. Thus, selective orthosteric ligands often additionally target extracellular regions
of GPCRs to facilitate their subtype selectivity [60,61]. The recently discovered NOP is
more distinct from the three classical ORs but still exhibits significant sequence identity
and similarity values (Identity KOR/NOP = 48.9%; Similarity KOR/NOP = 62.6%; values
for full sequence comparison). The less conserved structure leads to marked differences in
the binding and activation profile of OR ligands binding to the NOP compared to binding
to the classical ORs [62].

Docking experiments show that SalA binds above the morphinan binding site, the
deepest part of the orthosteric binding site, within a less conserved site of the KOR. The
residues V1182.63, I2946.55, Y3127.35, Y3137.36, and I3167.39 that participate in protein-ligand
interactions with SalA in the KOR-SalA complex vary among the different OR subtypes and
therefore likely influence SalA’s selectivity profile. While I3167.39 differs in the NOP but is
conserved within the classical ORs the remaining before-mentioned residues vary within
the classical ORs. Table 3 provides a comprehensive list of the non-conserved residues
participating in SalA binding at the KOR.

Table 3. Non-conserved residues within the opioid receptor family participating in SalA binding.

Residue KOR MOR DOR NOP

2.63 V118 N129 K108 D110
6.55 I294 V302 V281 V283
7.35 Y312 W320 L300 L301
7.36 Y313 H321 H301 R302
7.39 I316 I324 I304 T305

In order to rationalize the determinants for SalA’s outstanding selectivity, we evaluated
the impact of non-conserved residues within the SalA binding site for OR subtype selectivity.
In order to account for the orientation of the non-conserved residues within the binding
pocket, we superimposed the KOR-SalA complex according to its transmembrane region
(OPM-Database entry: 6B73) with the active-state structures of MOR (PDB-ID: 5C1M [63]),
DOR (PDB-ID: 6PT2 [64]) and NOP (Figure 4). Since there is no experimentally derived
active-state NOP structure available, we used a homology model based on the active-
state KOR crystal structure (PDB-ID: 6B73 [22]) already described in one of our previous
publications [65].

V1182.63 at the top of KOR-TM2 forms hydrophobic contacts with C19 (methyl moiety
between Rings A and B) of SalA. While nonpolar in the KOR, this region is polar in the
remaining three receptors (MOR: N, DOR: K, NOP: D) and therefore would be unable to
maintain this interaction with SalA in these receptors. The ionic character in DOR and NOP
likely even pushes the lipophilic SalA scaffold away.

Y3137.36 establishes hydrogen bonding to SalA’s C2-acetoxy moiety in the KOR-SalA
complex as well as hydrophobic contacts to C19 of SalA (methyl moiety between Ring A
and B). The respective residues in the remaining ORs (MOR: H, DOR: H, NOP: R) are able
to facilitate hydrogen bonding, but only if they are correctly oriented. The histidines in
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MOR and DOR are too far away to establish hydrogen bonds (MOR: 6.2 Å, DOR: 6.4 Å;
distance measured between NE2 of histidines and C2-acetoxy carbonyl oxygen atom of
SalA) and also to form hydrophobic contacts (MOR: 6.5 Å, DOR: 6.9 Å; distance measured
between CE1 of histidines and C19 of SalA). They therefore cannot facilitate the interactions
possible at KOR. In our NOP homology model, the arginine was predicted to point away
from the ligand binding site towards E2957.29 at the top of TM7. Thus, it likely would not
contribute to SalA binding towards the NOP.
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The C1-carbonyl moiety of SalA forms hydrophobic contacts to Y3127.35. From the
three remaining ORs (MOR: W, DOR: L, NOP: L) only tryptophan in the MOR could
form hydrogen bonds if positioned correctly within the binding pocket. The receptor
superimposition revealed that the tryptophan in MOR is too distant for hydrogen bonding
analog in the KOR-SalA complex (5.2 Å between NE1 of W3207.35 and C1-carbonyl oxygen
atom). Thus, none of the ORs can mimic the interactions of Y3127.35 to SalA in KOR.

The furan moiety of SalA is stabilized by hydrophobic contact with the conserved
Y1393.33 and the non-conserved I2946.55. The respective residues for I2946.55 in the remain-
ing receptors (V for all three receptors) are all hydrophobic as well and only differ from
I2946.55 in the truncation of one methyl group. Within the receptor superimposition, all
residues are within the range of 5.9 Å for hydrophobic contacts set as the default range in
Ligandscout 4.4.3 (Inte:Ligand, Vienna, Austria) [66,67] albeit scarce (MOR: 5.4 Å, DOR: 5.9
Å, NOP: 4.6 Å, measured between C15 of SalA and CG2 of valine in MOR and DOR and
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CG1 of valine in NOP). We surmise that I2946.55 hardly contributes to SalA selectivity. The
effect of the beforementioned residues is more pronounced.

The position 7.39 participates in hydrophobic contacts with C20 (methyl moiety be-
tween Ring B and C) at the KOR-SalA complex and is conserved within the classical
ORs (KOR: I3167.39, MOR: I3247.39, DOR: I3047.39) and only differs in the NOP structure
(T3057.39). The isoleucine is positioned similarly in all three classical ORs with all residues
capable to facilitate hydrophobic contacts. Despite being rather polar the side chain methyl
group of the threonine in the NOP homology model is oriented in that it can participate in
hydrophobic contacts, albeit scarce again (5.9 Å betweenCG2 of T305 and C20 of SalA). The
non-conserved residue 7.39 therefore likely has a minor role in SalA KOR selectivity.

After careful evaluation of non-conserved residues participating in SalA binding at
the KOR, we surmise positions 2.63, 7.35, and 7.36 are responsible for SalA selectivity as
the interactions within the KOR complex cannot be mimicked by the remaining receptors.

To date, the active-state MOR crystal structure (PDB-ID: 5C1M [63]) is the only ex-
perimental solved OR structure with longer parts of the flexible extracellular N-terminus
solved. In the superimposition of the KOR-SalA complex and MOR, a clash of SalA (Ring
A, C2-acetoxy group, C4-methyl ester) and the N-terminus of MOR is observed. As the
MOR structure was derived with a morphinan-based orthosteric ligand binding deeper in
the receptor and due to the flexible character of the N-terminus the consequence of this
potential clash cannot be fully evaluated. Furthermore, as the N-termini of KOR, DOR and
NOP are not solved and therefore their respective positions are unknown the impact of the
N-terminus position of the binding and selectivity profile of SalA cannot be estimated.

2.4. Salvinorin A Binding Mode Is in Agreement with Previous Published
Structure-Activity-Relationship Data

Next, we evaluated our binding hypothesis in the context of available structure-activity
relationship (SAR) data. Due to around 600 experimental tested analogs [15] of SalA (1)
being available, sufficient data is available to evaluate and further assess our model. Thus,
we carefully selected several analogs of SalA to explain the general effects of specific
substitution patterns on the affinity and activity of SalA analogs. Most SalA alterations
lead to strong affinity and activity drops and only a little number of analogs with improved
properties are known [15,39,68–71]. Figure 5 shows the structures of all ligands discussed
in this section while Table 4 lists the respective experimental data.

Table 4. Experimental data for binding of SalA and all analogs discussed within this section measured
in radioligand binding assays.

Ligand Affinity (Ki) [nM] Ki [ligand]/Ki [SalA] Reference

2 (SalB)

155 ± 23 c 119 [38]
>10,000 a - [72]
111 ± 12 c 85 [71]
155 ± 23 c 119 [73]
280 ± 20 d 147 [47]
>10,000 b - [68]

3 >10,000 a - [72]

4
>10,000 a - [72]
>10,000 c - [71]

5 17.6 ± 3.1 c 14 [73]

6
0.32 ± 0.02 c 0.133 [69]
3.13 ± 0.40 b 0.423 [70]

7 (RB-64)
0.59 ± 0.21 b 0.328 [55]

39 ± 11 c 2 [55]
0.6 ± 0.2 b 0.097 [68]

8
>10,000 c - [74]
>1000 c - [58]
>1000 c - [59]
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Table 4. Cont.

Ligand Affinity (Ki) [nM] Ki [ligand]/Ki [SalA] Reference

9 >10,000 c - [73]
10 28.5 ± 0.9 c 22 [58]
11 >1000 c - [58]
12 3400 ± 150 d 1789 [42]
13 55 ± 23 c 22 [41]
14 40 ± 1 b 5 [75]

15
2.9 ± 0.3 c 1 [41]
3.0 ± 0.2 d 2 [42]

16 >8000 b - [76]
17 6 ± 1 b 2 [77]
18 18 ± 2 b 5 [77]
19 1125 ± 365 b 281 [77]

a Ki determined against [3H]bremazocine. b Ki determined against [3H]U69,593. c Ki determined against
[3H]diprenorphine. d Ki determined against [125I]IOXY.
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2.4.1. C2-Analogs of SalA

The majority of available SalA analogs host alterations of the C2-acetoxy group of
SalA [15]. Several ester analogs including ethers, amides, amines, and carbamates are
known and others are available [15,38,68,70,73].

The common metabolic inactivation of SalA represents the C2-acetoxy group cleavage
leading to SalB (2) with a C2-bound hydroxy group [16]. Despite the wide acceptance of
SalB as the inactive metabolite of SalA conflicting experimental data were measured with
Ki values between 111 nM and >10,000 nM [15,38,47,68,71–73] and EC50 values between
2.4 nM and 492 nM [71,78]. However, compared to SalA, SalB binds to the KOR in a much
weaker way. Docking of SalB into the KOR binding cavity reveals an almost identical
binding mode of SalB compared to SalA (Steric overlap of 87%) with almost identical
interactions, albeit the lack of any C2-hydroxy group interactions (Figure S4). This finding
renders the C2-acetoxy hydrogen bonding an important requirement for KOR affinity and
activity of SalA despite its moderate frequency in MD simulations (17.6%).

Several authors postulate a size restriction hypothesis for the C2-substituent with spa-
cious lipophilic groups resulting in affinity drop [14,41,79]. We replaced the acetoxy group
at C2 of SalA with a more spacious pivaloxy moiety (3) [72] or a cyclopropanecarboxylic
moiety (4) [71,72] as both analogs were measured to have an abolished affinity towards
KOR [15,71,72] and docked both analogs into the KOR. Docking experiments show reduced
interactions for both analogs with 4 lacking both hydrogen bonds at the C1-carbonyl moiety
and at the carbonyl oxygen of the C2-cyclopropanecarboxylic moiety while its cyclopropyl
moiety does not form any hydrophobic contacts (Figure S5C,D). The pivaloxy-analog 3 is
capable of stabilizing its C2-rest in hydrophobic contacts with I2946.55, but lacks the C1- and
C2-hydrogen bonds as well (Figure S5A,B). The C1-carbonyl hydrogen bonding occurred
in SalA MD simulations with high frequency (79.0%) and therefore likely contributes to
SalA’s experimental activity. Its lack of both analogs likely diminishes affinity. The hy-
drogen bond at the C2-acetoxy group of SalA was detected with lower frequency in SalA
MD simulations (17.6%), but due to its important role in SalA metabolic inactivation, it is
considered important as well. The combined lack of both interactions likely rationalizes
the completely abolished affinity of the two analogs. According to the docking poses of
the analogs, the C2-substituents are positioned in the middle of the central binding cavity
pointing towards TM6. Within this region, there are only a few lipophilic residues present
(mainly I2946.55) but several charged residues (E2976.58, K2275.39, E209ECL2). Additionally,
the C2-substituents would be surrounded by water filling the empty parts of the binding
cavity. Together, this explains the experimentally measured loss of affinity by substituting
the C2-acetoxy group of SalA with bulkier lipophilic moieties as they hardly can form
interactions resulting in enthalpically unfavorable binding poses. A size restriction rule due
to a small pocket that only can accommodate a limited number of atoms cannot be applied.

An outstanding feature of SalA is its nitrogenless structure, but several studies tested
the effect of nitrogen introduction at different positions of SalA [15,38,39,41,58,73,80–82].
At C2 the introduction of a positively charged nitrogen often led to strong decreases
in KOR affinity and activity but some analogs tolerate the introduction of the positive
charge [15,38,39,73,80,81]. This finding agrees with the C2-acetoxy group of SalA being
oriented towards a region with multiple negatively charged ligands (E2976.58, E209ECL2)
that could interact with positive amines.

Beguin and co-workers [73] tested a series of alkyl amines at the C2-position with 5
being the best-tolerated amine (Ki 17.6 nM, about 14-fold diminished affinity compared to
SalA) with an isopropylamine moiety at C2. Compared to the binding mode of SalA, 5 is
shifted towards TM5 establishing charge interactions with E2976.58 and E209ECL2, but loses
hydrogen bonding at the C4 position (Figure S6). The isopropyl moiety at the amine is
likewise surrounded by the negative residues and does not take place in any hydrophobic
contacts. The lack of the hydrogen bond at C4 combined with the overall shift within the
binding pocket likely caused the decrease in affinity, but the ionic interactions stabilizing 5
from two sides seem to rescue its affinity towards KOR.
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Although the alteration of the SalA structure mostly leads to impaired affinity and
activity values measured in experiments, several examples of analogs with improved
properties are known. One of such improved analogs is 6 with an ethoxymethyl ether at
C2 [15,69,70] being the most affine ligand of a series of alkoxymethyl ether derivates tested
by Munro and coworkers [69]. Docking of 6 to KOR revealed an extended interaction
pattern when compared to the KOR-SalA complex (Figure S7). The oxygen atoms of the
ethoxymethyl ether establish hydrogen bonding to Y3127.35 and Y3137.36 and the ethyl
group is stabilized by hydrophobic contacts to Y3127.35 and L3097.32. Hydrogen bonding
to Q1152.60 that was not seen in the static investigation of SalA but in MD simulations
(79.0% frequency) occurred also in the KOR-6 complex (to C1-carbonyl moiety of 6). The
new interactions while maintaining the SalA interaction pattern rationalizing the increased
affinity values measured for 6.

22-thiocyanato-SalA, also called RB-64 (7, RB-64), is one of the most prominent SalA
analogs as it shows G protein bias and therefore represents a potential analgesic compound
with an improved safety profile [6,83]. RB-64 (7) was originally designed by Yan and
coworkers [55] as a covalent KOR agonist, but the postulated covalent binding mode
with C3157.38 is poorly supported by experimental data. The experimental data for the
wash-resistant readout in the binding assay is not shown within the publication, the
experiments were conducted under unphysiological conditions with a huge amount of
ligand (10 h and 20 µM, 4 ◦C), and the postulated covalent bond between RB-64 and
C3157.38 is quite large (4.9 Å). However, White and coworkers postulate a non-covalent
binding mechanism for RB-64 administered in vivo [83]. The experimentally measured
affinity of RB-64 towards KOR differs in a probe-dependent manner. RB-64 (7) shows
improved affinity compared to SalA in [3H]U69,593 competition assay [55,68] but slightly
impaired affinity in [3H]diprenorphine competition assay [55].

We performed non-covalent docking of RB-64 into the active state KOR crystal struc-
ture as we doubt the covalent binding mode proposed by Yan and coworkers [55] and due
to the lack of a free cysteine residue around the C2-acetoxy group of SalA. Our non-covalent
docking experiments reveal a highly similar binding mode of RB-64 compared to SalA, but
with lacking interactions at the C2-substituent (Figure S8). The absence of C2-substituent
interactions is questionable as RB-64 shows improved affinity compared to SalA in certain
experiments. We, therefore, performed 1 µs (five replicas à 200 ns) of MD simulations for
the RB-64-KOR complex to investigate the interactions in a dynamic fashion. The MD
simulations reveal highly similar interactions between the RB-64-KOR complex and the
SalA-KOR complex, but with the exception of slightly increased C2-substituent interac-
tions in the case of RB-64 (Table 5). The thiocyanate of the C2-substituent only weakly
participates in hydrogen bonding (8.6%) but probably serves as an anchor to stabilize
the position of the carbonyl moiety of C2. Compared to SalA the interaction frequency
of the C2-carbonyl moiety is increased by around 5% to 22.2% in total. As mentioned
earlier, the absolute frequency is less meaningful than the frequency shift between close
derivatives in order to explain affinity differences obtained in experiments. Therefore, the
small increase in the interaction frequency observed in MD simulations can explain the
improved affinity of RB-64 in certain experiments. Information about the RMSD von RB-64
and the protein-heavy atoms can be found in Figures S9 and S10.

We further performed several relative binding free energy (RBFE) calculations based
on the docking poses of SalA and RB-64 (FEP in Maestro [84,85], openfe [86]) and absolute
binding free energy calculations of both complexes (Yank [87]). All methods predicted
the binding of RB-64 at KOR more favorable than the binding of SalA to KOR. More
information about the energy calculations can be found in the Supplementary Material
(Table S1) and the Section 4.
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Table 5. Interactions between RB-64 (7) and the KOR during MD simulations.

Interaction Functional Group Residue Frequency (%)

Hydrogen bond C2-carbonyl Y3137.36 (Y3127.35) 22.2
Hydrogen bond C2-thiocyanate Y3137.36 8.6
Hydrogen bond C4-carbonyl C210ECL2 93.9
Hydrogen bond C1-carbonyl Y3127.35 80.1
Hydrogen bond C17-carbonyl Q1152.60 57.4

Hydrophobic contact C19 V1182.63 94.4
Hydrophobic contact C20 I3167.39 51.7
Hydrophobic contact Furan I1353.29, L212ECL2; Y1393.33 99.9

2.4.2. C4-Analogs of SalA

In contrast to C2, charges at C4 are not tolerated in SalA and lead to drastically reduced
affinity values [15,58,59,73,74]. The C4-substituent of SalA is positioned near ECL1 and
ECL2 without any charged residues in reach and with a space restriction that only allows
growing to the extracellular side. Thus, the introduction of a charge at C4 likely introduces
an unfavorable negative repulsion that forces the ligand to adopt a new orientation resulting
in reduced affinity compared to SalA. We docked one analog with a negative charge at
C4 (carboxylate moiety, 8 [58,59,74]) and one with a positive charge (methylaminomethyl
moiety, 9 [73]) both without any measurable affinity at 10 µM concentration to the KOR. As
expected, we found no reasonable docking poses for both compounds. In order to fulfill
charge interactions, both compounds adopt orientations completely dissimilar from SalA
with scaffold reorientations (Figure S11). The absence of a rational binding pose explains
the lack of experimentally measured affinities for compounds containing a charge at C4.

Lee and coworkers [58] tested a series of alkyl esters at the C4 position and found a
complete loss of affinity by any extension of the methyl group. Even the addition of one
methyl group (ethyl ester) led to an absence of any affinity. Thus, we investigated a possible
size exclusion effect of the C4 moiety. Docking of the ethyl ester (10) [58] as the smallest
alkyl ester with abolished affinity and the bulkier pentyl ester (11) [58] cause ligand shifts
within the KOR binding site towards TM5 to accommodate the C4-substituent within a
more lipophilic pocket at TM2/3 (T1112.56, V1182.63, W12423.50, V1343.28, I1353.29) instead of
the hydrophilic environment of ECL1/ECL2, where the methyl ester of SalA is positioned
(Figure S12). The ligand shift towards TM5 causes the loss of all hydrogen bonds in the
case of the ethyl ester, while the pentyl ester can at least rescue hydrogen bonding at the
C1-carbonyl position with Y3127.35. The strongly diminished interaction pattern with loss
of C2- and C4-hydrogen bonding in both cases and the additional C1-hydrogen bonding
loss in case of 10 rationalizes the observed affinity lack for all alkyl esters except the methyl
ester of SalA.

2.4.3. C12-Analogs of SalA (Furan-Analogs)

The furan moiety at C12 of SalA is positioned the deepest in the KOR binding cavity
and is stabilized by hydrophobic contacts with Y1393.33 and I2946.55. Simpson and cowork-
ers [42] found that the omission of the C12-substituent (12) results in a 1789-fold decrease in
binding affinity. At the same time, the replacement of the furan by a carboxylic moiety (13)
only causes a small affinity drop (22-fold) [41]. Thus, we surmise the furan to be an anchor
point for the ligand with establishing favorable but not necessarily hydrophobic contacts.

To rationalize how SalA tolerates the replacement of the furan by a carboxylic moiety
we docked 13 into the KOR binding site (Figure S13). 13 takes place in extensive protein-
ligand interactions with establishing hydrogen bonds to six interaction partners (C210ECL2,
S211ECL2, L212ECL2, K200ECL2, K2275.39, Y3127.35) and ionic interactions with two residues
(K200ECL2, K2275.39). The C4-methyl ester does not participate in the interaction pattern.
The carboxylate shifted towards TM5 and is positioned more extracellularly than the
furan of SalA. The furan serves as an anchor for the remaining ligand scaffold without
establishing crucial interactions. Thus, the C12-substituent shift is likely tolerated and
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the centration between the two lysines anchors the remaining ligand scaffold of 13 in a
conformation with hydrogen bonding to almost all residues also attacked by SalA with only
interactions to Y3137.36 missing. Keeping crucial interactions from SalA with additional
hydrogen bonding and anchoring ionic interactions illuminates the moderate toleration of
a carboxylate in a C12 position. Of note, 5 (isopropylamine at C2) is anchored between two
opposing charged residues (E2976.58, E209ECL2) with no C4-interactions and moderately
tolerated as well (14-fold diminished affinity compared to SalA). Thus, the deficit of the C4-
substituent interactions seems to be less severe in cases where the C1- and C2-substituent
interactions are maintained.

There is no clear correlation between the size or polarity of C12-alterations and affinity.
Besides the small polar carboxylate substituent at C12 in 13 being tolerated the bulky
m-carboxamidobenzoyl moiety in 14 [75] is tolerated as well with only a 5-fold affinity
drop. The bromination of C16 in 15 [41,42,88] at the furan ring increasing steric size and
hydrophobicity does not influence binding to KOR at all while the replacement by bulky
greasy naphthalene in 16 [76] diminishes affinity completely. Docking of 14 and 15 to the
KOR revealed almost identical binding poses and the maintenance of all interactions was
also detected in the KOR-SalA complex but with additional interactions respectively (Figure
S14). The m-carboxamidobenzoyl moiety of 14 participates in hydrogen bonding to D1383.32

with its carboxamide substructure and to Y1393.33 with its benzoyl substructure while the
bromine atom of 15 established hydrophobic contacts to Y1393.33. The almost identical
binding modes of these two analogs with the one of SalA rationalizing the toleration of
both substitution patterns according to KOR affinity. In contrast, docking of 16 resulted
in the loss of all hydrogen bonds except the interaction of the C1-carbonyl moiety with
Y3137.36 while the naphthalene moiety is shifted towards TM5 (Figure S15). These docking
results illustrate the difficulty of rationally designing newly tailored SalA-analogs without
prior knowledge about the actual binding mode of SalA within the KOR by only taking
physicochemical properties into account. The combination of favorable physicochemical
properties and the right orientation within the binding pocket facilitates improved affinity
while only one requirement satisfied can still result in no binding at all.

2.4.4. SalA Derivatives with Modified Scaffolds

Most alterations of the SalA structure focus on the adaption of the C2-, C4, and
C12-substituents [15,37]. Nonetheless, some SalA-analogs with alterations within the SalA-
ring-system are known including reduction of the carbonyl moieties at positions 1 and 17
as well as ring-opening [15,42,43,71,77,78,81,89].

The complete reduction of the C17-carbonyl moiety in 17 has almost no effect on KOR
affinity [77] rendering the C17-carbonyl interactions favorable but dispensable. Docking of
17 into the KOR shows an almost identical binding mode compared to SalA with the same
interactions as detected in the KOR-SalA complex and thus explains the almost unaltered
biological data (Figure S16).

The effect of omitting moieties at C1 is contradictory. While the complete omission of
substituents (18) only shows a small impact on KOR affinity and activity [43,77], the change
of the carbonyl moiety to a hydroxyl group (19) leads to a 281-fold affinity drop [43,77].
When docking 18 and 19 into the KOR we observed similar docking poses compared to
SalA, but with slight differences (Figure S17). 18 forms the same protein-ligand interactions
as SalA with only the C1 interaction missing, while 19 shows altered interactions. 19 lacks
the C2-interaction to Y3137.36 as its C2-acetoxy group is differently oriented and establishes
a hydrogen bond to Y3127.35 with its C1-hydroxyl group instead. The fact that the complete
loss of the C2-substituent abolishes KOR activity completely [78] rationalizes the strong
affinity drop for 19. As 18 mainly differs in the interaction pattern for C1 and was shown
less critical for affinity [43,77] it can rescue its affinity in experiments.
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3. Discussion

In this study, we presented a putative binding mode for SalA bound to the KOR
active-state crystal structure (PDB-ID: 6B73 [22]). To the best of our knowledge, this is
the first paper where the binding mode of SalA is systematically modeled within the
active-state KOR crystal structure available since 2018. We comprehensively evaluated the
structure-activity relationship and mutational data available to generate our model. We
further elucidated our binding hypothesis by extensive molecular dynamics simulations
and identified relevant structural OR subtype selectivity determinants.

In previous publications, a variety of different binding modes for SalA (and close
derivatives) bound to the KOR were postulated but with conflicting orientations [20,22,25,
49–55] causing confusion within the community. The binding poses were guided by muta-
tional data available for SalA at the KOR rather than SAR data. Most studies [22,25,49–52]
predicted a vertical orientation of SalA within the KOR binding pocket to account for the
far distance between the residues highlighted as important for SalA’s affinity and potency
at KOR in mutagenesis studies (from Y3207.43 at the mid of TM7 to residues belonging
to ECL2). However, horizontal binding modes were proposed as well [53,54]. The major-
ity of studies evaluating SalA’s binding mode were conducted before the publication of
the active-state KOR structure (PDB-ID: 6B73 [22]) in 2018. Homology models based on
other active-state GPCR structures (like rhodopsin [52] or MOR [50]) or active-like KOR
models [20,49,51] based on the inactive-state KOR crystal structure (PDB-ID: 4DJH [20])
were used instead. Those KOR models differ in overall receptor architecture as well as
side-chain orientations from the experimentally solved active state X-ray KOR crystal
structure used by Che and coworkers [22] and within this study. These differences in
the KOR model are used to contribute to the different binding modes proposed for SalA.
Yan and coworkers [54] for example generated a KOR model based on the inactive-state
rhodopsin crystal structure with Y1192.64 pointing towards the binding site while Y3127.35

and Y3137.36 are oriented more outward ending up with a rather horizontal SalA binding
mode to agree with mutagenesis studies. In the active-state crystal structure, the orienta-
tions of Y1192.64, Y3127.35, and Y3137.36 are opposed rendering a horizontal binding mode
of SalA implausible.

Results of mutagenesis studies should be treated with caution. The effects can be
divided into probe-dependent and probe-independent or direct and indirect. Mutations can
affect ligand binding and receptor activation by direct interactions with the ligand but also
due to alterations in conformations of neighboring residues. Y3207.43 and Y1192.64 were both
highlighted as important for SalA affinity/activity based on mutagenesis studies [25,49,54].
Y1192.64 is oriented outward the binding cavity in the active-state X-ray KOR crystal
structure which renders direct protein-ligand interactions doubtful. The strong decrease in
KOR activity by Y3207.43A mutation occurs not only for the nitrogen lacking SalA but also
for chemically distinct nitrogen-containing ligands and opioid peptides turning the effect
likely probe-independent. The impact of both mutations consists probably of influencing
neighboring residues, particularly Y3137.36 in the case of Y1192.64 and W2876.48 which in
turn influences the conserved PIF motif in the case of Y3207.43. Thus, the evaluation of a
binding mode solely by mutational data is less valuable than taking SAR data additionally
into account.

Several studies postulate a binding mode in which the furan of SalA points towards
the extracellular side of KOR [49–51], which is in contrast to our binding mode and those
of several other publications [22,25,52]. Roach and coworkers [50] for example used dock-
ing of SalA into the active-state KOR homology model based on the active-state MOR
crystal structure (PDB-ID: 5C1M [63]) resulting in a binding mode in which the furan
points upwards the receptor cavity while the C2-acetoxy and C4-methyl ester of SalA is
positioned deep in the receptor orthosteric binding site. The C4-methyl ester moiety of
SalA points towards the negatively charged D1383.32. However, experimental testing of
SalA analogs revealed the intolerance of positively charged amino groups at the C4 posi-
tion [15,58,59,73,74] rendering the close proximity of the C4 group to D1383.32 implausible.
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Vardy and coworkers [49] used flexible docking into the inactive-state KOR crystal structure
(PDB-ID: 4DJH [20]) and obtained a similar binding mode as Roach and coworkers with
the furan pointing upwards the binding cavity but with a permutation of the C2-acetoxy
and the C4-methyl ester groups so that the C2-moiety directly interacts with D1383.32. This
binding mode is supported by the fact that positively charged amino substitutions at the
C2 position could be tolerated [73]. However, the D1383.32A mutation does not affect the
binding of SalA to the KOR [25]. Additionally, cystein-substitution analysis and CoMFA
analysis gave hints to the proximity of C2-substituents to E2976.58 [52,54] which agrees
with our postulated binding mode but conflicts with any binding modes having the furan
oriented extracellular and the C2-acetoxy group intracellular.

In 2018 Che and coworkers [22] published the active-state KOR X-ray crystal structure
and postulated a binding mode for SalA, albeit without any validation. The published
binding mode is similar to our proposed binding mode. In their model, SalA is positioned
vertically in the KOR binding cavity with its furan moiety pointing intracellular interacting
with Y1393.33 while the C1-carbonyl moiety, the C2-acetoxy moiety, and the C4-methyl ester
group point upwards interacting with Y3127.35 (C1, C2) and C210ECL2 (C4). Despite the
high similarity between their binding mode and the binding mode of SalA described within
this study Che and coworkers did not provide any validation of their putative binding
hypothesis. Thus, the confusion within the community about the correct orientation of
SalA in the KOR binding site still hold on and kept the need for this study up.

Of note, even after the elucidation of the SalA binding mode, the rational design of
SalA analogs with improved clinical usefulness as analgesics is hampered by the lack of
data according to the side effects of SalA analogs, first of all, their hallucinogenic properties,
but also the common KOR related side effects like anhedonia, sedation, and locomotor
incoordination. The side effect profile of SalA analogs needs to receive more attention and
should be considered in further studies. G-protein-biased KOR agonists are promising safer
analgesics as they likely sow an improved safety profile [6]. Some G-protein-biased SalA
analogs are already known, including RB-64 (22-Thiocyanatosalvinorin A), and further
attempts at understanding and utilization of G-protein bias may occur in SalA analogs
with desired clinical properties.

4. Materials and Methods
4.1. Protein Preparation

All used receptor structures within this study were originally retrieved from the
Protein data bank (PDB) [90] and subsequently processed using MOE 2020.0901 [91]. The
respective PDB entries for the active-state X-ray crystal structures are 6B73 for KOR, 5C1M
for MOR, and 6PT2 for DOR [22,63,64]. In the case of 6B73 (KOR) and 6PT2 (DOR) which
were solved as dimeric receptors only the monomeric chain with the better resolution
was processed while the remaining one was deleted. All fusion proteins (KOR: nanobody,
MOR: antibody fragment, DOR: thermostabilized cytochromeb562 (BRIL)), cocrystallized
lipids, and solvent molecules were deleted. To restore the human wild-type receptor
sequence the receptor sequences were remutated according to the respective UniProt-
Databank entries [92] (UniProt-IDs: P41145 for KOR, P35372 for MOR, and P41143 for
DOR). The loop modeler implemented in MOE was conducted to model partially missing
loop structures (ECL2, ECL3, ICL3) of KOR and missing side chains of all receptor structures.
Improved geometric properties of the receptor structures were facilitated by careful energy
minimization of atom clashes and Ramachandran outliers [93] using the OPLS-AA force
field [94]. Finally, the receptor structures were protonated at 300 K and a pH of 7 using the
Protonate3D application [95] implemented in MOE.

4.2. Docking

The structure of Salvinorin A (SalA) was retrieved from the PubChem database [96]
and protonated using the Protonate3D application [95] within MOE. Docking experiments
of SalA into the receptor structures were performed by conducting GOLD v5.2 [97]. The
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binding site was defined by a 30Å sphere around D3.32-γC (KOR: D138, MOR: D149,
DOR: D128) encompassing the hole extracellular half of the receptors. 30 docking runs per
experiment were performed resulting in 30 diverse solutions. ‘Diverse solution’ means that
the calculated poses exhibit a root mean square deviation of at least 1.5 Å. The docking
solutions were scored according to the GoldScore docking function [98,99]. The search
efficiency was set to 200% and pyramidal nitrogen atoms were allowed to flip during the
calculations. For docking of SalA into the KOR structure, a distance constraint between
C20 of SalA and the phenolic oxygen atom of Y3137.36 (maximum 4 Å) was set to ensure
binding of SalA around the putative binding site derived by mutagenesis studies.

The generated docking poses were subsequently energy minimized within their pro-
tein environment using the MMFF94 force field implemented in LigandScout [66,67] and
visually inspected. The final binding hypothesis of SalA was selected according to the
geometric properties of SalA within the binding pocket, the number of interactions, and
according to information derived from mutagenesis studies as well as experimental testing
from SalA analog series. In particular, the residues Q1152.60, V1182.63, Y1192.64, Y1393.33,
Y3127.35, and Y3137.36 as well as residues from the ECL2 were considered as putative
binding site residues [25,26,49,54] and the C4-methyl ester group must not point towards
TM5/TM6 region, i.e., towards several charged residues as neither positive nor negative
substituents at the C4-position are tolerated [15,58,59,73,74]. The putative binding poses
of SalA analogs were selected according to the Gaussian shape similarity score [100,101]
towards SalA measured in LigandScout and the number of interactive features.

4.3. Molecular Dynamics Simulations and Generation of Dynophores

Molecular dynamics (MD) simulations of SalA and RB-64 were prepared with Maestro
v2020 [102] and performed with Desmond v2020-4 [85] in five replicates of 200 ns each. The
Ligand-KOR complex was put in a rectangular simulation box that spans 10 Å to each recep-
tor side and subsequently embedded in a POPC (1-palmitoyl-2-oleoylphosphatidylcholine)
membrane according to the OPM database [103] entry for the active KOR structure (PDB-
ID: 6B73). The remaining space within the simulation box was filled up with TIP3P
water molecules [104] and ions (Na+, CL−) in an isotonic mixture (0.15 M). For system
parametrization, the Charmm36 force field [105] was implemented into Maestro-setup
using viparr-ffpublic [106,107]. The simulation run under NPT ensemble conditions, i.e.,
with a constant number of particles, constant pressure (1.01325 bar), and constant tempera-
ture (300 K).

For subsequent simulation analysis, the protein was centered and the trajectory
(1000 frames) was aligned onto the backbone heavy atoms of the first sampled protein
conformation using VMD v1.9.3 [108]. Additional to the visual inspection of the MD
simulations dynamic pharmacophores (dynophores) were calculated with the in-house
developed Dynophore tool [56,57]. Dynophores can be visualized within LigandScout as
the dynophore algorithm is implemented in the same ilib framework as LigandScout. Only
interactions occurring in at least 5% of the simulation time were considered for evaluation.

4.4. Energy Calculations

We performed several different energy calculations implemented in different software
applications for calculating the relative binding free energy (RBFE) and absolute binding
free energy (ABFE) of SalA and Rb-64 bounded to KOR. We used the docking poses for
calculations.

Openfe [86] is an open-source python package (https://github.com/OpenFreeEnergy/
openfe, accessed on 1 December 2022) that uses alchemical transformation together with
replica exchange simulations to predict RBFE values. The software utilizes OpenMM [109]
for conducting the simulation of 5 ns with NPT conditions and additional 2 ns equilibration.
The protein was embedded in the TIP3P water model [104,110] with 0.15 M NaCL. The
default ‘RelativeLigandTransformSettings’ were used encompassing 11 λ windows, 1 bar

https://github.com/OpenFreeEnergy/openfe
https://github.com/OpenFreeEnergy/openfe
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pressure, and 298.15 Kelvin as temperature among others. For the protein the amber99sb
forcefield [111] and for the ligand, the openff-2.0.0 forcefield [112] was applied.

The Ligand FEP panel only implemented in the academic version of Desmond, ob-
tained from D. E. Shaw Research [84,85], uses free energy perturbation calculations for the
prediction of the RBFE. 11 replicates of 11 λ-intervals each are performed. The simulations
of 5 ns each with an additional equilibration time beforehand are conducted under NPT
conditions and the SPC water model [113]. The OPLS2005 forcefield [114,115] was applied.

The open-source python package YANK [87] (https://github.com/choderalab/yank,
accessed on 1 December 2022) predicts absolute binding free energy values by conducting
alchemical free energy calculations. The whole thermodynamic cycle with its solvent phase
(ligand and receptor separated and solvated where the ligand is coupled or decoupled) and
the complex phase (ligand bound to the receptor where ligand interacts with protein or
is decoupled but restrained in a harmonic manner not to move too far from the binding
site) are calculated. We performed calculations with explicit water (TIP4P-EW water
model [116]). For accurate long-range treatment of electrostatic interactions particle mesh
ewald (PME) method [117,118] was applied with a cutoff at 9 Å. For simulations, the ff14SB
forcefield [119] for the protein and the gaff2 forcefield [120] for the ligand were applied.

5. Conclusions

In this study we present the binding mode of SalA to the active-state KOR crystal
structure, discuss and present this carefully elucidated binding mode using available
mutational and structure-activity data of SalA derivates, and investigate SalA binding using
extensive molecular dynamics simulations. The consistency of the binding conformations
led to the identification of selectivity determinants towards the other OR subtypes.

SalA adopts a vertically binding mode within the KOR binding site with its furan
moiety pointing towards the receptor center while its C2- and C4-substituents span towards
the extracellular site. The SalA-KOR complex is stabilized by extensive hydrogen bonding
and hydrophobic contacts. Based on this binding mode we rationalize the affinity and
activity data of several analogs of SalA. We surmise the C2-substituent interactions as
important for SalA and its analogs to be experimentally active, albeit with moderate
frequency within MD simulations of SalA. Protein-ligand-interactions at the C17-carbonyl
group are rendered less important than those involving C1-, C2-, and C4-substituents
as the complete reduction of the former moiety does not alter the affinity of the analog
compared to SalA. The furan moiety likely serves as an anchor point for the ligand as
modification of this group mostly decreases affinity but the replacement by a negatively
charged carboxylate group is somehow tolerated.

SalA interacts with several non-conserved residues in the KOR binding site. We
surmise the non-conserved residues 2.63, 7.35, and 7.36 are responsible for SalA’s excellent
OR subtype selectivity with no binding to MOR, DOR, and NOP. The respective residues
in the MOR, DOR, and NOP are unlikely to maintain the interactions observed at the
SalA-KOR complex.

We discussed our proposed binding mode of SalA in light of former publications that
postulate a majority of different binding hypotheses for SalA at the KOR. We highlighted
the difficulty of choosing the right KOR model for subsequent docking studies, the necessity
to consider possible probe-independent effects within mutational studies, and the need
for SAR data to be considered to determine a binding mode in silico. We show that SalA
needs to adopt a vertical binding mode with the C2- and C4-moieties pointing toward the
extracellular side instead of the central core of KOR. We are confident that the new insights
in the binding mode of SalA at the KOR will facilitate rational design of new analogs with
improved properties and therefore promote the development of clinically useful analgesics
based on SalA.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at: https:
//www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/molecules28020718/s1, Figure S1. Root mean square deviation of
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SalA (1) in complex with the KOR over the simulation time, Figure S2. Root mean square deviation
of the KOR backbone atoms in complex with SalA (1) over the simulation time, Figure S3. Sequence
identity and similarity of the full sequence of KOR, MOR, DOR, and NOP, Figure S4. Protein-ligand
interactions and binding mode of 2 at the KOR in comparison to SalA, Figure S5. Protein-ligand
interactions and binding mode of 3 and 4 at the KOR in comparison to SalA, Figure S6. Protein-ligand
interactions and binding mode of 5 at the KOR in comparison to SalA, Figure S7. Protein-ligand
interactions and binding mode of 6 at the KOR in comparison to SalA, Figure S8. Protein-ligand
interactions and binding mode of 7 at the KOR in comparison to SalA, Figure S9: Root mean square
deviation of RB-64 (7) in complex with the KOR over the simulation time, Figure S10: Root mean
square deviation of the KOR backbone atoms in complex with RB-64 (7) over the simulation time,
Table S1. Energy calculations performed for the docking poses of SalA and RB64 bounded to the
KOR, Figure S11. Protein-ligand interactions and binding mode of 8 and 9 at the KOR in comparison
to SalA, Figure S12. Protein-ligand interactions and binding mode of 10 and 11 at the KOR in
comparison to SalA, Figure S13. Protein-ligand interactions and binding mode of 13 at the KOR in
comparison to SalA, Figure S14. Protein-ligand interactions and binding mode of 14 and 15 at the
KOR in comparison to SalA, Figure S15. Protein-ligand interactions and binding mode of 16 at the
KOR in comparison to SalA, Figure S16. Protein-ligand interactions and binding mode of 17 at the
KOR in comparison to SalA, Figure S17. Protein-ligand interactions and binding mode of 18 and 19
at the KOR in comparison to SalA.
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4. Sobczak, Ł.; Goryński, K. Pharmacological aspects of over-the-counter opioid drugs misuse. Molecules 2020, 25, 3905. [CrossRef]
5. Stein, C. Opioid Receptors. Annu. Rev. Med. 2016, 67, 433–451. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
6. Mores, K.L.; Cummins, B.R.; Cassell, R.J.; van Rijn, R.M. A review of the therapeutic potential of recently developed G protein-

biased kappa agonists. Front. Pharmacol. 2019, 10, 407. [CrossRef]
7. Corder, G.; Castro, D.C.; Bruchas, M.R.; Scherrer, G. Endogenous and exogenous opioids in pain. Annu. Rev. Neurosci. 2018, 41,

453–473. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
8. Ribeiro, J.M.L.; Filizola, M. Insights from molecular dynamics simulations of a number of G-protein coupled receptor targets for

the treatment of pain and opioid use disorders. Front. Mol. Neurosci. 2019, 12, 207. [CrossRef]
9. Chou, R.; Fanciullo, G.J.; Fine, P.G.; Adler, J.A.; Ballantyne, J.C.; Davies, P.; Donovan, M.I.; Fishbain, D.A.; Foley, K.M.; Fudin, J.;

et al. Clinical guidelines for the use of chronic opioid therapy in chronic noncancer pain. J. Pain 2009, 10, 113–130. [CrossRef]
10. Albert-Vartanian, A.; Boyd, M.; Hall, A.; Morgado, S.; Nguyen, E.; Nguyen, V.; Patel, S.; Russo, L.; Shao, A.; Raffa, R. Will

peripherally restricted kappa-opioid receptor agonists (pKORA s) relieve pain with less opioid adverse effects and abuse potential?
J. Clin. Pharm. Ther. 2016, 41, 371–382. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1038/nrd.2017.87
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28596533
http://doi.org/10.1192/j.eurpsy.2021.2219
http://doi.org/10.18060/7909.0068
http://doi.org/10.3390/molecules25173905
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-med-062613-093100
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26332001
http://doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2019.00407
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-neuro-080317-061522
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29852083
http://doi.org/10.3389/fnmol.2019.00207
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpain.2008.10.008
http://doi.org/10.1111/jcpt.12404


Molecules 2023, 28, 718 20 of 24

11. Atanasov, A.G.; Zotchev, S.B.; Dirsch, V.M.; Supuran, C.T. Natural products in drug discovery: Advances and opportunities. Nat.
Rev. Drug Discov. 2021, 20, 200–216. [CrossRef]

12. Harvey, A.L.; Edrada-Ebel, R.; Quinn, R.J. The re-emergence of natural products for drug discovery in the genomics era. Nat. Rev.
Drug Discov. 2015, 14, 111–129. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Coffeen, U.; Pellicer, F. Salvia divinorum: From recreational hallucinogenic use to analgesic and anti-inflammatory action. J. Pain
Res. 2019, 12, 1069–1076. [CrossRef]

14. Zjawiony, J.K.; Machado, A.S.; Menegatti, R.; Ghedini, P.C.; Costa, E.A.; Pedrino, G.R.; Lukas, S.E.; Franco, O.L.; Silva, O.N.;
Fajemiroye, J.O. Cutting-edge search for safer opioid pain relief: Retrospective review of salvinorin A and its analogs. Front.
Psychiatry 2019, 10, 157. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Roach, J.J.; Shenvi, R.A. A review of salvinorin analogs and their kappa-opioid receptor activity. Bioorg. Med. Chem. Lett. 2018, 28,
1436–1445. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

16. Brito-da-Costa, A.M.; Dias-da-Silva, D.; Gomes, N.G.; Dinis-Oliveira, R.J.; Madureira-Carvalho, Á. Pharmacokinetics and
Pharmacodynamics of Salvinorin A and Salvia divinorum: Clinical and Forensic Aspects. Pharmaceuticals 2021, 14, 116. [CrossRef]

17. Hooker, J.M.; Xu, Y.; Schiffer, W.; Shea, C.; Carter, P.; Fowler, J.S. Pharmacokinetics of the potent hallucinogen, salvinorin A in
primates parallels the rapid onset and short duration of effects in humans. NeuroImage 2008, 41, 1044–1050. [CrossRef]

18. Butelman, E.R.; Fry, R.S.; Kimani, R.; Reed, B.; Kreek, M.J. Neuroendocrine effects of naltrexone versus nalmefene in humans.
Hum. Psychopharmacol. Clin. Exp. 2020, 35, e2726. [CrossRef]

19. Ballesteros, J.A.; Weinstein, H. Integrated methods for the construction of three-dimensional models and computational probing
of structure-function relations in G protein-coupled receptors. In Methods in Neurosciences; Sealfon, S.C., Ed.; Academic Press: San
Diego, CA, USA; London, UK, 1995; Volume 25, pp. 366–428.

20. Wu, H.; Wacker, D.; Mileni, M.; Katritch, V.; Han, G.W.; Vardy, E.; Liu, W.; Thompson, A.A.; Huang, X.-P.; Carroll, F. Structure of
the human κ-opioid receptor in complex with JDTic. Nature 2012, 485, 327–332. [CrossRef]

21. Fenalti, G.; Zatsepin, N.A.; Betti, C.; Giguere, P.; Han, G.W.; Ishchenko, A.; Liu, W.; Guillemyn, K.; Zhang, H.; James, D.; et al.
Structural basis for bifunctional peptide recognition at human δ-opioid receptor. Nat. Struct. Mol. Biol. 2015, 22, 265–268.
[CrossRef]

22. Che, T.; Majumdar, S.; Zaidi, S.A.; Ondachi, P.; McCorvy, J.D.; Wang, S.; Mosier, P.D.; Uprety, R.; Vardy, E.; Krumm, B.E.; et al.
Structure of the nanobody-stabilized active state of the kappa opioid receptor. Cell 2018, 172, 55–67.e15. [CrossRef]

23. Vo, Q.N.; Mahinthichaichan, P.; Shen, J.; Ellis, C.R. How µ-opioid receptor recognizes fentanyl. Nat. Commun. 2021, 12, 984.
[CrossRef]

24. Wang, Y.; Tang, K.; Inan, S.; Siebert, D.; Holzgrabe, U.; Lee, D.Y.; Huang, P.; Li, J.-G.; Cowan, A.; Liu-Chen, L.-Y. Comparison of
pharmacological activities of three distinct κ ligands (salvinorin A, TRK-820 and 3FLB) on κ opioid receptors in vitro and their
antipruritic and antinociceptive activities in vivo. J. Pharmacol. Exp. Ther. 2005, 312, 220–230. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Kane, B.E.; Nieto, M.J.; McCurdy, C.R.; Ferguson, D.M. A unique binding epitope for salvinorin A, a non-nitrogenous kappa
opioid receptor agonist. FEBS J. 2006, 273, 1966–1974. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Vortherms, T.A.; Mosier, P.D.; Westkaemper, R.B.; Roth, B.L. Differential helical orientations among related G protein-coupled
receptors provide a novel mechanism for selectivity: Studies with salvinorin A and the κ-opioid receptor. J. Biol. Chem. 2007, 282,
3146–3156. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

27. Butelman, E.R.; Kreek, M.J. Salvinorin A, a kappa-opioid receptor agonist hallucinogen: Pharmacology and potential template for
novel pharmacotherapeutic agents in neuropsychiatric disorders. Front. Pharmacol. 2015, 6, 190. [CrossRef]

28. Roth, B.L.; Baner, K.; Westkaemper, R.; Siebert, D.; Rice, K.C.; Steinberg, S.; Ernsberger, P.; Rothman, R.B. Salvinorin A: A potent
naturally occurring nonnitrogenous kappa opioid selective agonist. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2002, 99, 11934–11939. [CrossRef]

29. MacLean, K.A.; Johnson, M.W.; Reissig, C.J.; Prisinzano, T.E.; Griffiths, R.R. Dose-related effects of salvinorin A in humans:
Dissociative, hallucinogenic, and memory effects. Psychopharmacology 2012, 226, 381–392. [CrossRef]

30. Kivell, B.M.; Ewald, A.W.; Prisinzano, T.E. Salvinorin A analogs and other kappa-opioid receptor compounds as treatments for
cocaine abuse. Adv. Pharmacol. 2014, 69, 481–511. [CrossRef]

31. Tsujikawa, K.; Kuwayama, K.; Miyaguchi, H.; Kanamori, T.; Iwata, Y.; Inoue, H. In vitro stability and metabolism of salvinorin A
in rat plasma. Xenobiotica 2009, 39, 391–398. [CrossRef]

32. Schmidt, M.S.; Prisinzano, T.E.; Tidgewell, K.; Harding, W.; Butelman, E.R.; Kreek, M.J.; Murry, D.J. Determination of Salvinorin
A in body fluids by high performance liquid chromatography–atmospheric pressure chemical ionization. J. Chromatogr. B 2005,
818, 221–225. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Teksin, Z.S.; Lee, I.J.; Nemieboka, N.N.; Othman, A.A.; Upreti, V.V.; Hassan, H.E.; Syed, S.S.; Prisinzano, T.E.; Eddington, N.D.
Evaluation of the transport, in vitro metabolism and pharmacokinetics of Salvinorin A, a potent hallucinogen. Eur. J. Pharm.
Biopharm. 2009, 72, 471–477. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. McCurdy, C.R.; Sufka, K.J.; Smith, G.H.; Warnick, J.E.; Nieto, M.J. Antinociceptive profile of salvinorin A, a structurally unique
kappa opioid receptor agonist. Pharmacol. Biochem. Behav. 2006, 83, 109–113. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Schmidt, M.D.; Schmidt, M.S.; Butelman, E.R.; Harding, W.W.; Tidgewell, K.; Murry, D.J.; Kreek, M.J.; Prisinzano, T.E. Pharma-
cokinetics of the plant-derived κ-opioid hallucinogen salvinorin A in nonhuman primates. Synapse 2005, 58, 208–210. [CrossRef]

36. Siebert, D.J. Salvia divinorum and salvinorin A: New pharmacologic findings. J. Ethnopharmacol. 1994, 43, 53–56. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1038/s41573-020-00114-z
http://doi.org/10.1038/nrd4510
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25614221
http://doi.org/10.2147/JPR.S188619
http://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2019.00157
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30971961
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bmcl.2018.03.029
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29615341
http://doi.org/10.3390/ph14020116
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2008.03.003
http://doi.org/10.1002/hup.2726
http://doi.org/10.1038/nature10939
http://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb.2965
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2017.12.011
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-21262-9
http://doi.org/10.1124/jpet.104.073668
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15383632
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1742-4658.2006.05212.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16640560
http://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M609264200
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17121830
http://doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2015.00190
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.182234399
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-012-2912-9
http://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-420118-7.00012-3
http://doi.org/10.1080/00498250902769967
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jchromb.2004.12.041
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15734162
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpb.2009.01.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19462483
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.pbb.2005.12.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16434091
http://doi.org/10.1002/syn.20191
http://doi.org/10.1016/0378-8741(94)90116-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7526076


Molecules 2023, 28, 718 21 of 24

37. Prisinzano, T.E.; Rothman, R.B. Salvinorin A analogs as probes in opioid pharmacology. Chem. Rev. 2008, 108, 1732–1743.
[CrossRef]

38. Béguin, C.; Richards, M.R.; Wang, Y.; Chen, Y.; Liu-Chen, L.-Y.; Ma, Z.; Lee, D.Y.; Carlezon, W.A., Jr.; Cohen, B.M. Synthesis and
in vitro pharmacological evaluation of salvinorin A analogues modified at C (2). Bioorg. Med. Chem. Lett. 2005, 15, 2761–2765.
[CrossRef]

39. Beguin, C.; Potter, D.N.; DiNieri, J.A.; Munro, T.A.; Richards, M.R.; Paine, T.A.; Berry, L.; Zhao, Z.; Roth, B.L.; Xu, W. N-
methylacetamide analog of salvinorin A: A highly potent and selective κ-opioid receptor agonist with oral efficacy. J. Pharmacol.
Exp. Ther. 2008, 324, 188–195. [CrossRef]

40. Erli, F.; Guerrieri, E.; Ben Haddou, T.; Lantero, A.; Mairegger, M.; Schmidhammer, H.; Spetea, M. Highly potent and selective new
diphenethylamines interacting with the κ-opioid receptor: Synthesis, pharmacology, and structure-activity relationships. J. Med.
Chem. 2017, 60, 7579–7590. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

41. Béguin, C.; Duncan, K.K.; Munro, T.A.; Ho, D.M.; Xu, W.; Liu-Chen, L.-Y.; Carlezon, W.A., Jr.; Cohen, B.M. Modification of the
furan ring of salvinorin A: Identification of a selective partial agonist at the kappa opioid receptor. Biorg. Med. Chem. 2009, 17,
1370–1380. [CrossRef]

42. Simpson, D.S.; Katavic, P.L.; Lozama, A.; Harding, W.W.; Parrish, D.; Deschamps, J.R.; Dersch, C.M.; Partilla, J.S.; Rothman, R.B.;
Navarro, H. Synthetic studies of Neoclerodane diterpenes from Salvia divinorum: Preparation and opioid receptor activity of
Salvinicin analogues. J. Med. Chem. 2007, 50, 3596–3603. [CrossRef]

43. Holden, K.G.; Tidgewell, K.; Marquam, A.; Rothman, R.B.; Navarro, H.; Prisinzano, T.E. Synthetic studies of neoclerodane
diterpenes from Salvia divinorum: Exploration of the 1-position. Bioorg. Med. Chem. Lett. 2007, 17, 6111–6115. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

44. Harding, W.W.; Schmidt, M.; Tidgewell, K.; Kannan, P.; Holden, K.G.; Gilmour, B.; Navarro, H.; Rothman, R.B.; Prisinzano, T.E.
Synthetic studies of Neoclerodane diterpenes from Salvia divinorum: Semisynthesis of Salvinicins A and B and other chemical
transformations of Salvinorin A. J. Nat. Prod. 2006, 69, 107–112. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

45. Bikbulatov, R.V.; Stewart, J.; Jin, W.; Yan, F.; Roth, B.L.; Ferreira, D.; Zjawiony, J.K. Short synthesis of a novel class of salvinorin A
analogs with hemiacetalic structure. Tetrahedron Lett. 2008, 49, 937–940. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

46. Crowley, R.S.; Riley, A.P.; Alder, A.F.; Anderson III, R.J.; Luo, D.; Kaska, S.; Maynez, P.; Kivell, B.M.; Prisinzano, T.E. Synthetic
studies of neoclerodane diterpenes from salvia divinorum: Design, synthesis, and evaluation of analogues with improved potency
and G-protein activation bias at the µ-opioid receptor. ACS Chem. Neurosci. 2020, 11, 1781–1790. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

47. Tidgewell, K.; Groer, C.E.; Harding, W.W.; Lozama, A.; Schmidt, M.; Marquam, A.; Hiemstra, J.; Partilla, J.S.; Dersch, C.M.;
Rothman, R.B. Herkinorin analogues with differential β-arrestin-2 interactions. J. Med. Chem. 2008, 51, 2421–2431. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

48. Keasling, A.W.; Pandey, P.; Doerksen, R.J.; Pedrino, G.R.; Costa, E.A.; da Cunha, L.C.; Zjawiony, J.K.; Fajemiroye, J.O. Salvindolin
elicits opioid system-mediated antinociceptive and antidepressant-like activities. J. Psychopharm. 2019, 33, 865–881. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

49. Vardy, E.; Mosier, P.D.; Frankowski, K.J.; Wu, H.; Katritch, V.; Westkaemper, R.B.; Aubé, J.; Stevens, R.C.; Roth, B.L. Chemotype-
selective modes of action of κ-opioid receptor agonists. J. Biol. Chem. 2013, 288, 34470–34483. [CrossRef]

50. Roach, J.J.; Sasano, Y.; Schmid, C.L.; Zaidi, S.; Katritch, V.; Stevens, R.C.; Bohn, L.M.; Shenvi, R.A. Dynamic strategic bond analysis
yields a ten-step synthesis of 20-nor-Salvinorin A, a potent κ-OR agonist. ACS Cent. Sci. 2017, 3, 1329–1336. [CrossRef]

51. Polepally, P.R.; Huben, K.; Vardy, E.; Setola, V.; Mosier, P.D.; Roth, B.L.; Zjawiony, J.K. Michael acceptor approach to the design of
new salvinorin A-based high affinity ligands for the kappa-opioid receptor. Eur. J. Med. Chem. 2014, 85, 818–829. [CrossRef]

52. McGovern, D.L.; Mosier, P.D.; Roth, B.L.; Westkaemper, R.B. CoMFA analyses of C-2 position Salvinorin A analogs at the
kappa-opioid receptor provides insights into epimer selectivity. J. Mol. Graph. Model. 2010, 28, 612–625. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

53. Vortherms, T.A.; Roth, B.L. Salvinorin A. Mol. Interv. 2006, 6, 257. [CrossRef]
54. Yan, F.; Mosier, P.D.; Westkaemper, R.B.; Stewart, J.; Zjawiony, J.K.; Vortherms, T.A.; Sheffler, D.J.; Roth, B.L. Identification of

the molecular mechanisms by which the diterpenoid salvinorin A binds to κ-opioid receptors. Biochemistry 2005, 44, 8643–8651.
[CrossRef]

55. Yan, F.; Bikbulatov, R.V.; Mocanu, V.; Dicheva, N.; Parker, C.E.; Wetsel, W.C.; Mosier, P.D.; Westkaemper, R.B.; Allen, J.A.; Zjawiony,
J.K. Structure-based design, synthesis, and biochemical and pharmacological characterization of novel salvinorin A analogues as
active state probes of the κ-opioid receptor. Biochemistry 2009, 48, 6898–6908. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

56. Bock, A.; Bermudez, M.; Krebs, F.; Matera, C.; Chirinda, B.; Sydow, D.; Dallanoce, C.; Holzgrabe, U.; Amici, M.d.; Lohse, M.J.;
et al. Ligand binding ensembles determine graded agonist efficacies at a G protein-coupled receptor. J. Biol. Chem. 2016, 291,
16375–16389. [CrossRef]

57. Sydow, D. Dynophores: Novel Dynamic Pharmacophores Implementation of Pharmacophore Generation Based on Molecular Dynamics
Trajectories and Their Graphical Representation; Freie Universität Berlin: Berlin, Germany, 2015.

58. Lee, D.Y.; He, M.; Kondaveti, L.; Liu-Chen, L.-Y.; Ma, Z.; Wang, Y.; Chen, Y.; Li, J.-G.; Beguin, C.; Carlezon, W.A., Jr. Synthesis
and in vitro pharmacological studies of C (4) modified salvinorin A analogues. Bioorg. Med. Chem. Lett. 2005, 15, 4169–4173.
[CrossRef]

59. Lee, D.Y.; He, M.; Liu-Chen, L.-Y.; Wang, Y.; Li, J.-G.; Xu, W.; Ma, Z.; Carlezon, W.A., Jr.; Cohen, B. Synthesis and in vitro
pharmacological studies of new C (4)-modified salvinorin A analogues. Bioorg. Med. Chem. Lett. 2006, 16, 5498–5502. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1021/cr0782269
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bmcl.2005.03.113
http://doi.org/10.1124/jpet.107.129023
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jmedchem.7b00981
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28825813
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bmc.2008.12.012
http://doi.org/10.1021/jm070393d
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bmcl.2007.09.050
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17904842
http://doi.org/10.1021/np050398i
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16441078
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tetlet.2007.12.041
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19197341
http://doi.org/10.1021/acschemneuro.0c00191
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32383854
http://doi.org/10.1021/jm701162g
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18380425
http://doi.org/10.1177/0269881119849821
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31192780
http://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M113.515668
http://doi.org/10.1021/acscentsci.7b00488
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejmech.2014.07.077
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmgm.2009.12.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20083418
http://doi.org/10.1124/mi.6.5.7
http://doi.org/10.1021/bi050490d
http://doi.org/10.1021/bi900605n
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19555087
http://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M116.735431
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bmcl.2005.06.092
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bmcl.2006.08.051


Molecules 2023, 28, 718 22 of 24

60. Egyed, A.; Kelemen, Á.A.; Vass, M.; Visegrády, A.; Thee, S.A.; Wang, Z.; de Graaf, C.; Brea, J.; Loza, M.I.; Leurs, R. Controlling the
selectivity of aminergic GPCR ligands from the extracellular vestibule. Bioorg. Chem. 2021, 111, 104832. [CrossRef]

61. Tröger, T.; Langenberg, M.; Zhong, S.; Ambrosini, D.; Enzensperger, C. Fishing for accessory binding sites at GPCRs with
‘Loop-Hooks’–An approach towards selectivity? Part I. Chem. Biodivers. 2014, 11, 197–208. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

62. Waldhoer, M.; Bartlett, S.E.; Whistler, J.L. Opioid receptors. Annu. Rev. Biochem. 2004, 73, 953–990. [CrossRef]
63. Huang, W.; Manglik, A.; Venkatakrishnan, A.J.; Laeremans, T.; Feinberg, E.N.; Sanborn, A.L.; Kato, H.E.; Livingston, K.E.;

Thorsen, T.S.; Kling, R.C.; et al. Structural insights into µ-opioid receptor activation. Nature 2015, 524, 315–321. [CrossRef]
64. Claff, T.; Yu, J.; Blais, V.; Patel, N.; Martin, C.; Wu, L.; Han, G.W.; Holleran, B.J.; van der Poorten, O.; White, K.L.; et al. Elucidating

the active δ-opioid receptor crystal structure with peptide and small-molecule agonists. Sci. Adv. 2019, 5, eaax9115. [CrossRef]
65. Puls, K.; Schmidhammer, H.; Wolber, G.; Spetea, M. Mechanistic characterization of the pharmacological profile of HS-731, a

peripherally acting opioid analgesic, at the µ-, δ-, κ-opioid and nociceptin receptors. Molecules 2022, 27, 919. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
66. Wolber, G.; Langer, T. LigandScout: 3-D pharmacophores derived from protein-bound ligands and their use as virtual screening

filters. J. Chem. Inf. Model. 2005, 45, 160–169. [CrossRef]
67. Wolber, G.; Dornhofer, A.A.; Langer, T. Efficient overlay of small organic molecules using 3D pharmacophores. J. Comput. Aided

Mol. Des. 2006, 20, 773–788. [CrossRef]
68. Polepally, P.R.; White, K.; Vardy, E.; Roth, B.L.; Ferreira, D.; Zjawiony, J.K. Kappa-opioid receptor-selective dicarboxylic ester-

derived salvinorin A ligands. Bioorg. Med. Chem. Lett. 2013, 23, 2860–2862. [CrossRef]
69. Munro, T.A.; Duncan, K.K.; Xu, W.; Wang, Y.; Liu-Chen, L.-Y.; Carlezon, W.A., Jr.; Cohen, B.M.; Béguin, C. Standard protecting

groups create potent and selective κ opioids: Salvinorin B alkoxymethyl ethers. Biorg. Med. Chem. 2008, 16, 1279–1286. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

70. Prevatt-Smith, K.M.; Lovell, K.M.; Simpson, D.S.; Day, V.W.; Douglas, J.T.; Bosch, P.; Dersch, C.M.; Rothman, R.B.; Kivell, B.;
Prisinzano, T.E. Potential drug abuse therapeutics derived from the hallucinogenic natural product salvinorin A. MedChemComm
2011, 2, 1217–1222. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

71. Lee, D.Y.; Karnati, V.V.; He, M.; Liu-Chen, L.-Y.; Kondaveti, L.; Ma, Z.; Wang, Y.; Chen, Y.; Beguin, C.; Carlezon, W.A., Jr. Synthesis
and in vitro pharmacological studies of new C (2) modified salvinorin A analogues. Bioorg. Med. Chem. Lett. 2005, 15, 3744–3747.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

72. Chavkin, C.; Sud, S.; Jin, W.; Stewart, J.; Zjawiony, J.K.; Siebert, D.J.; Toth, B.A.; Hufeisen, S.J.; Roth, B.L. Salvinorin A, an active
component of the hallucinogenic sage Salvia divinorum is a highly efficacious κ-opioid receptor agonist: Structural and functional
considerations. J. Pharmacol. Exp. Ther. 2004, 308, 1197–1203. [CrossRef]

73. Béguin, C.; Richards, M.R.; Li, J.-G.; Wang, Y.; Xu, W.; Liu-Chen, L.-Y.; Carlezon, W.A., Jr.; Cohen, B.M. Synthesis and in vitro
evaluation of salvinorin A analogues: Effect of configuration at C (2) and substitution at C (18). Bioorg. Med. Chem. Lett. 2006, 16,
4679–4685. [CrossRef]

74. Munro, T.A.; Duncan, K.K.; Staples, R.J.; Xu, W.; Liu-Chen, L.-Y.; Béguin, C.; Carlezon, W.A., Jr.; Cohen, B.M. 8-epi-Salvinorin B:
Crystal structure and affinity at the κ opioid receptor. Beilstein J. Org. Chem. 2007, 3, 1. [CrossRef]

75. Lovell, K.M.; Vasiljevik, T.; Araya, J.J.; Lozama, A.; Prevatt-Smith, K.M.; Day, V.W.; Dersch, C.M.; Rothman, R.B.; Butelman, E.R.;
Kreek, M.J. Semisynthetic neoclerodanes as kappa opioid receptor probes. Biorg. Med. Chem. 2012, 20, 3100–3110. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

76. Lozama, A.; Cunningham, C.W.; Caspers, M.J.; Douglas, J.T.; Dersch, C.M.; Rothman, R.B.; Prisinzano, T.E. Opioid receptor
probes derived from cycloaddition of the hallucinogen natural product salvinorin A. J. Nat. Prod. 2011, 74, 718–726. [CrossRef]

77. Munro, T.A.; Rizzacasa, M.A.; Roth, B.L.; Toth, B.A.; Yan, F. Studies toward the pharmacophore of salvinorin A, a potent κ opioid
receptor agonist. J. Med. Chem. 2005, 48, 345–348. [CrossRef]

78. Sherwood, A.M.; Crowley, R.S.; Paton, K.F.; Biggerstaff, A.; Neuenswander, B.; Day, V.W.; Kivell, B.M.; Prisinzano, T.E. Addressing
structural flexibility at the A-ring on salvinorin A: Discovery of a potent kappa-opioid agonist with enhanced metabolic stability.
J. Med. Chem. 2017, 60, 3866–3878. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

79. Lee, D.Y.; Yang, L.; Xu, W.; Deng, G.; Guo, L.; Liu-Chen, L.-Y. Synthesis and biological evaluation of C-2 halogenated analogs of
salvinorin A. Bioorg. Med. Chem. Lett. 2010, 20, 5749–5752. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

80. Fichna, J.; Lewellyn, K.; Yanc, F.; Roth, B.L.; Zjawiony, J.K. Synthesis and biological evaluation of new salvinorin A analogues
incorporating natural amino acids. Bioorg. Med. Chem. Lett. 2011, 21, 160–163. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

81. Crowley, R.S.; Riley, A.P.; Sherwood, A.M.; Groer, C.E.; Shivaperumal, N.; Biscaia, M.; Paton, K.; Schneider, S.; Provasi, D.; Kivell,
B.M. Synthetic studies of neoclerodane diterpenes from salvia divinorum: Identification of a potent and centrally acting µ opioid
analgesic with reduced abuse liability. J. Med. Chem. 2016, 59, 11027–11038. [CrossRef]

82. Simpson, D.S.; Lovell, K.M.; Lozama, A.; Han, N.; Day, V.W.; Dersch, C.M.; Rothman, R.B.; Prisinzano, T.E. Synthetic studies of
neoclerodane diterpenes from Salvia divinorum: Role of the furan in affinity for opioid receptors. Org. Biomol. Chem. 2009, 7,
3748–3756. [CrossRef]

83. White, K.L.; Robinson, J.E.; Zhu, H.; DiBerto, J.F.; Polepally, P.R.; Zjawiony, J.K.; Nichols, D.E.; Malanga, C.; Roth, B.L. The G
protein–biased κ-opioid receptor agonist RB-64 is analgesic with a unique spectrum of activities in vivo. J. Pharmacol. Exp. Ther.
2015, 352, 98–109. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

84. D E Shaw Research. Desmond Molecular Dynamics System; 2022–1; D E Shaw Research: New York, NY, USA, 2022.

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bioorg.2021.104832
http://doi.org/10.1002/cbdv.201300292
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24591311
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.biochem.73.011303.073940
http://doi.org/10.1038/nature14886
http://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aax9115
http://doi.org/10.3390/molecules27030919
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35164182
http://doi.org/10.1021/ci049885e
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10822-006-9078-7
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bmcl.2013.03.111
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bmc.2007.10.067
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17981041
http://doi.org/10.1039/c1md00192b
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22442751
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bmcl.2005.05.048
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15993589
http://doi.org/10.1124/jpet.103.059394
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bmcl.2006.05.093
http://doi.org/10.1186/1860-5397-3-1
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bmc.2012.02.040
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22464684
http://doi.org/10.1021/np1007872
http://doi.org/10.1021/jm049438q
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jmedchem.7b00148
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28376298
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bmcl.2010.08.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20801035
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bmcl.2010.11.046
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21115248
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jmedchem.6b01235
http://doi.org/10.1039/b905148a
http://doi.org/10.1124/jpet.114.216820
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25320048


Molecules 2023, 28, 718 23 of 24

85. Bowers, K.J.; Chow, D.E.; Xu, H.; Dror, R.O.; Eastwood, M.P.; Gregersen, B.A.; Klepeis, J.L.; Kolossvary, I.; Moraes, M.A.; Sacerdoti,
F.D.; et al. Scalable algorithms for molecular dynamics simulations on commodity clusters. In Proceedings of the ACM/IEEE
Conference on Supercomputing (SC06), Tampa, FL, USA, 11–17 November 2006.

86. Gowers, R.J.; Alibay, I.; Swenson, D.W.H.; Henry, M.M. Open Free Energy (OpenFE); Version 0.21. 2022.
87. Rizzi, A.; Grinaway, P.B.; Parton, D.L.; Shirts, M.R.; Wang, K.; Eastman, P.; Friedrichs, M.; Pande, V.S.; Branson, K.; Mobley, D.L.;

et al. YANK: A GPU-Accelerated Platform for Alchemical Free Energy Calculations. Available online: http://getyank.org/latest/
(accessed on 1 December 2022).

88. Riley, A.P.; Groer, C.E.; Young, D.; Ewald, A.W.; Kivell, B.M.; Prisinzano, T.E. Synthesis and κ-opioid receptor activity of
furan-substituted salvinorin A analogues. J. Med. Chem. 2014, 57, 10464–10475. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

89. Harding, W.W.; Tidgewell, K.; Byrd, N.; Cobb, H.; Dersch, C.M.; Butelman, E.R.; Rothman, R.B.; Prisinzano, T.E. Neoclerodane
diterpenes as a novel scaffold for µ opioid receptor ligands. J. Med. Chem. 2005, 48, 4765–4771. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

90. Berman, H.; Henrick, K.; Nakamura, H. Announcing the worldwide Protein Data Bank. Nat. Struct. Biol. 2003, 10, 980. [CrossRef]
91. Molecular Operating Environment (MOE); Chemical Computing Group: Montreal, QC, Canada, 2021; Available online: https:

//www.chemcomp.com/Products.htm (accessed on 10 April 2022).
92. The UniProt Consortium. UniProt: The universal protein knowledgebase in 2021. Nucleic Acids Res. 2021, 49, D480–D489.

[CrossRef] [PubMed]
93. Ramachandran, G.N.; Ramakrishnan, C.; Sasisekharan, V. Stereochemistry of polypeptide chain configurations. J. Mol. Biol. 1963,

7, 95–99. [CrossRef]
94. Zhu, S. Validation of the generalized force fields GAFF, CGenFF, OPLS-AA, and PRODRGFF by testing against experimental

osmotic coefficient data for small drug-like molecules. J. Chem. Inf. Model. 2019, 59, 4239–4247. [CrossRef]
95. Labute, P. Protonate3D: Assignment of ionization states and hydrogen coordinates to macromolecular structures. Proteins 2009,

75, 187–205. [CrossRef]
96. Kim, S.; Chen, J.; Cheng, T.; Gindulyte, A.; He, J.; He, S.; Li, Q.; Shoemaker, B.A.; Thiessen, P.A.; Yu, B. PubChem in 2021: New

data content and improved web interfaces. Nucleic Acids Res. 2021, 49, D1388–D1395. [CrossRef]
97. Jones, G.; Willett, P.; Glen, R.C.; Leach, A.R.; Taylor, R. Development and validation of a genetic algorithm for flexible docking. J.

Mol. Biol. 1997, 267, 727–748. [CrossRef]
98. Evers, A.; Hessler, G.; Matter, H.; Klabunde, T. Virtual screening of biogenic amine-binding G-protein coupled receptors:

Comparative evaluation of protein- and ligand-based virtual screening protocols. J. Med. Chem. 2005, 48, 5448–5465. [CrossRef]
99. Verdonk, M.L.; Cole, J.C.; Hartshorn, M.J.; Murray, C.W.; Taylor, R.D. Improved protein-ligand docking using GOLD. Proteins

2003, 52, 609–623. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
100. Kumar, A.; Zhang, K.Y.J. Advances in the development of shape similarity methods and their application in drug discovery. Front.

Chem. 2018, 6, 315. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
101. Grant, J.A.; Pickup, B. A Gaussian description of molecular shape. J. Phys. Chem. 1995, 99, 3503–3510. [CrossRef]
102. Schrödinger Release-4: Maestro, version 2020-4; Schrödinger LLC.: New York, NY, USA, 2020.
103. Lomize, M.A.; Pogozheva, I.D.; Joo, H.; Mosberg, H.I.; Lomize, A.L. OPM database and PPM web server: Resources for positioning

of proteins in membranes. Nucleic Acids Res. 2012, 40, D370–D376. [CrossRef]
104. Boonstra, S.; Onck, P.R.; van der Giessen, E. CHARMM TIP3P water model suppresses peptide folding by solvating the unfolded

state. J. Phys. Chem. B 2016, 120, 3692–3698. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
105. Huang, J.; MacKerell, A.D., Jr. CHARMM36 all-atom additive protein force field: Validation based on comparison to NMR data. J.

Comput. Chem. 2013, 34, 2135–2145. [CrossRef]
106. Tucker, M.R.; Piana, S.; Tan, D.; LeVine, M.V.; Shaw, D.E. Development of force field parameters for the simulation of single-and

double-stranded DNA molecules and DNA–protein complexes. J. Phys. Chem. B 2022, 126, 4442–4457. [CrossRef]
107. Gullingsrud, J. DEShawResearch. Viparr-Ffpublic. Available online: https://github.com/DEShawResearch/viparr-ffpublic

(accessed on 8 August 2022).
108. Humphrey, W.; Dalke, A.; Schulten, K. VMD: Visual molecular dynamics. J. Mol. Graph. 1996, 14, 33–38. [CrossRef]
109. Eastman, P.; Pande, V. OpenMM: A hardware-independent framework for molecular simulations. Comput. Sci. Eng. 2010, 12,

34–39. [CrossRef]
110. Jorgensen, W.L.; Chandrasekhar, J.; Madura, J.D.; Impey, R.W.; Klein, M.L. Comparison of simple potential functions for

simulating liquid water. J. Chem. Phys. 1983, 79, 926–935. [CrossRef]
111. Showalter, S.A.; Brüschweiler, R. Validation of molecular dynamics simulations of biomolecules using NMR spin relaxation as

benchmarks: Application to the AMBER99SB force field. J. Chem. Theory Comput. 2007, 3, 961–975. [CrossRef]
112. Boothroyd, S.; Behara, P.K.; Madin, O.; Hahn, D.; Jang, H.; Gapsys, V.; Wagner, J.; Horton, J.; Dotson, D.; Thompson, M.

Development and benchmarking of open force field 2.0.0—The sage small molecule force field. In preparation. [CrossRef]
113. Zielkiewicz, J. Structural properties of water: Comparison of the SPC, SPCE, TIP4P, and TIP5P models of water. J. Chem. Phys.

2005, 123, 104501. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
114. Jorgensen, W.L.; Maxwell, D.S.; Tirado-Rives, J. Development and testing of the OPLS all-atom force field on conformational

energetics and properties of organic liquids. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1996, 118, 11225–11236. [CrossRef]
115. Ponder, J.W.; Case, D.A. Force fields for protein simulations. Adv. Protein Chem. 2003, 66, 27–85. [PubMed]

http://getyank.org/latest/
http://doi.org/10.1021/jm501521d
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25426797
http://doi.org/10.1021/jm048963m
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16033256
http://doi.org/10.1038/nsb1203-980
https://www.chemcomp.com/Products.htm
https://www.chemcomp.com/Products.htm
http://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkaa1100
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33237286
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-2836(63)80023-6
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jcim.9b00552
http://doi.org/10.1002/prot.22234
http://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkaa971
http://doi.org/10.1006/jmbi.1996.0897
http://doi.org/10.1021/jm050090o
http://doi.org/10.1002/prot.10465
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12910460
http://doi.org/10.3389/fchem.2018.00315
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30090808
http://doi.org/10.1021/j100011a016
http://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkr703
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcb.6b01316
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27031562
http://doi.org/10.1002/jcc.23354
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcb.1c10971
https://github.com/DEShawResearch/viparr-ffpublic
http://doi.org/10.1016/0263-7855(96)00018-5
http://doi.org/10.1109/MCSE.2010.27
http://doi.org/10.1063/1.445869
http://doi.org/10.1021/ct7000045
http://doi.org/10.26434/chemrxiv-2022-n2z1c
http://doi.org/10.1063/1.2018637
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16178604
http://doi.org/10.1021/ja9621760
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14631816


Molecules 2023, 28, 718 24 of 24

116. Horn, H.W.; Swope, W.C.; Pitera, J.W.; Madura, J.D.; Dick, T.J.; Hura, G.L.; Head-Gordon, T. Development of an improved
four-site water model for biomolecular simulations: TIP4P-Ew. J. Chem. Phys. 2004, 120, 9665–9678. [CrossRef]

117. Essmann, U.; Perera, L.; Berkowitz, M.L.; Darden, T.; Lee, H.; Pedersen, L.G. A smooth particle mesh Ewald method. J. Chem.
Phys. 1995, 103, 8577–8593. [CrossRef]

118. Toukmaji, A.Y.; Board, J.A., Jr. Ewald summation techniques in perspective: A survey. Comput. Phys. Commun. 1996, 95, 73–92.
[CrossRef]

119. Maier, J.A.; Martinez, C.; Kasavajhala, K.; Wickstrom, L.; Hauser, K.E.; Simmerling, C. ff14SB: Improving the accuracy of protein
side chain and backbone parameters from ff99SB. J. Chem. Theory Comput. 2015, 11, 3696–3713. [CrossRef]

120. He, X.; Man, V.H.; Yang, W.; Lee, T.-S.; Wang, J. A fast and high-quality charge model for the next generation general AMBER
force field. J. Chem. Phys. 2020, 153, 114502. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

http://doi.org/10.1063/1.1683075
http://doi.org/10.1063/1.470117
http://doi.org/10.1016/0010-4655(96)00016-1
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.5b00255
http://doi.org/10.1063/5.0019056

	Introduction 
	Results 
	Salvinorin A Binds above the Morphinan Binding Pocket of the Kappa Opioid Receptor 
	Molecular Dynamics Simulations Confirm Salvinorin A Binding Mode Obtained by Docking Experiments but Revealed Additional Interaction with Q115 
	Non-Conserved Residues Harboring Salvinorin A at the Kappa Opioid Receptor Lead to Receptor Subtype Selectivity of Salvinorin A 
	Salvinorin A Binding Mode Is in Agreement with Previous Published Structure-Activity-Relationship Data 
	C2-Analogs of SalA 
	C4-Analogs of SalA 
	C12-Analogs of SalA (Furan-Analogs) 
	SalA Derivatives with Modified Scaffolds 


	Discussion 
	Materials and Methods 
	Protein Preparation 
	Docking 
	Molecular Dynamics Simulations and Generation of Dynophores 
	Energy Calculations 

	Conclusions 
	References

