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Abstract 

A series of five random copolyesters was synthesized by polycondensation of different 

arylidene diols with curcumin as a common diol and a common diacid chloride in the ratio 

of 1:1:2, respectively. The five arylidene diols were synthesized by an acid-catalyzed 

Claisen condensation reaction. The repeating units present in these five random copolyesters 

and also the backbone was identified by FT-IR, 1H-NMR, and 13C-NMR spectroscopic 

techniques. The curcumin based copolyester exhibited good antioxidant activity, confirmed 

by various antioxidant activity determinations. Structural analysis such as HOMO and 

LUMO energies and the HOMO-LUMO energies gap of the molecule has been calculated 

using the B3LYP/6-311+G (d, p) level of theory. The antioxidant property of the molecule 

can be explained by the hydrogen atom transfer by theoretical study. 

Keywords: Arylidene-ketones; Copolyesters; Polycondensation; Antioxidant activity; 

Computational study. 
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1.   Introduction 

In recent years much attention has been paid to natural antioxidants [1], which are 

polyphenols containing phenolic moiety. One such natural antioxidant is curcumin, a 

major constituent of rhizome turmeric. It is a nutraceutical compound and exists in a 

stable enol form [2]. Generally, curcumin increases the shelf life of our food products [3, 

4]. Curcumin and its analogs have demonstrated hepatoprotective [5], anti-diabetic [6], 

nephroprotective [7], anti-ulcer [8], cardioprotective [9], anti-obesity [10], neuroprotective 

[11], antirheumatic behavior [12], antimicrobial [13] and antitumor [14] activity among 

which its neuroprotective action against various neurodegenerative disorders which pulled 

researchers' attention in this area and recently it is found to be potent against COVID 19 

[15,16].  Literature studies reveal the antioxidant activity of curcumin-based copolyesters 

containing different moieties in the main chain or side chain. Kalpana and coworkers 

reported on the antioxidant activity of random copolyesters using 1,4-dithiane-2,5-diol 
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with sebacic acid and 1,4-cyclohexane diol [17], 1,12 dodecane diol and 1,12 dodecane 

dioic acid [18], succinic acid and 1,2 ethane diol [19] by DPPH assay. Sokmen reported 

on the antioxidant activity of some curcuminoids and chalcones by DPPH assay [20].  

Yamini and coworkers reported on antioxidant activity by the DPPH method for 

copolyesters synthesized from 1,4 – cyclohexane diol, PEG 400, and dodecanedioic acid 

in the presence of Titanium (IV) isopropoxide as catalyst [21]. Even though a small 

fraction of the -CH2 group in the curcumin structure is responsible for antioxidant activity, 

the number and position of hydrogen-donating phenolic hydroxyl groups are mainly 

responsible for the radical-scavenging activity via the HAT mechanism, i.e., (Hydrogen 

atom transfer) mechanism [22,23], i.e., donation of the hydrogen atoms from the phenolic 

group especially the ortho-methoxy phenolic OH group is required for antioxidant activity 

rather than SET mechanism, i.e., single electron transfer which is essential in the 

prevention of oxidative stress-related diseases [24]. Curcumin analogs are shown to have 

better scavenging ability than curcumin itself [25]. 

 Furthermore, being more concerned in the field of medicine [26,27], researchers keep 

exploring [28,29] the relationship between the chemical structure and the activity of 

antioxidants.  The theoretical method based on quantum chemical calculation [30] has 

been adopted to study the relationship between the structure and activity of antioxidants 

because of its efficiency and convenience.    

 In addition, computational methods have unlocked new ways to understand the 

chemical properties of molecules using calculations as a substitute for experimental 

investigation of the reactions.  The computational approach is not laborious and can be 

effortlessly achieved. The recent effects of Density Functional Theory (DFT) methods, 

along with quantum chemical calculations, are significant [31]. As DFT is great at 

predicting molecules' chemical and physical properties with great accuracy, it is one of the 

best useful computational tools [32]. In order to structurally apprehend a molecule, some 

factors, such as molecular orbital energies should be understood.  In the present work, 

geometric parameters and molecular orbitals have been studied at the B3LYP/6-311+G 

(d,p) level of theory. The frontier molecular orbitals have been analyzed. A hydrogen 

atom transfer mechanism (HAT) has been employed to describe the molecule's 

antioxidant capacity.  The input structures have been drawn using Gaussview-5.0. [33]. 

All the computational works have been performed using Gaussian 09 package [34].  

 Experimental methods for antioxidant activity were well reported in many papers, 

and computational methods for antioxidant activity have been less reported [35] so far.  

Therefore, in our present work, we have synthesized five random copolyesters by 

incorporating the arylidene-keto in the copolyester backbone by solution 

polycondensation method. The synthesized copolyesters were characterized by using 

appropriate methods.  Antioxidant activity for the copolyesters was determined by using 

2,2-diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazyl (DPPH), nitric oxide, ferric reducing antioxidant power 

(FRAP), superoxide dismutase (SOD) and 2,2'-azino-bis(3-ethylbenzothiazoline-6-

sulfonic acid (ABTS) methods. The experimental data are compared with a computational 
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method based on density functional theory, and the coincidence of both the experimental 

and theoretical methods is discussed in this paper 

  

2.  Experimental  

 

2.1. Materials and methods 

   

4-hydroxybenzaldehyde (Spectrochem, India), vanillin (Loba Chemie Pvt. Ltd, India), 3-

ethoxy-4-hydroxy benzaldehyde (Sigma Aldrich, USA), cyclohexanone (Finar Chemicals, 

India) and cyclopentanone (Spectrochem, India) are the chemicals used for the synthesis 

of monomers i.e., arylidene diols which are used as a common diol for polymerization in 

which sulphuric acid (Rankem, India) is used as a catalyst. Ethanol (Merck, India) is used 

as both non-solvent and a solvent for the precipitation of copolyesters and for the 

preparation of the monomer diols, respectively. Aldrich samples of curcumin, glutaryl 

chloride (USA) and 1,2-othodichlorobenzene (ODCB) (SD fine AR chemicals, India) 

were purchased for the copolymerization process. The synthesized copolyesters were 

characterized by a Fourier transform infrared (FT-IR) instrument (Shimadzu, Japan, IR 

Affinity 1) for recording FT-IR spectra of copolyesters. The DMSO-d6 solvent was used 

for recording 1H-NMR (BRUKER AV III 500 MHz, Japan, JEOL ECA) spectra.  In this 

work, the structural analysis of the molecule has been done using B3LYP/6-311+G (d,p) 

level. The structure optimization was performed at B3LYP/6-311+G (d,p) level. The 

analysis and its results have been discussed in the subsequent sections. The optimized 

geometry and the frontier molecular orbitals images are taken using the ChemCraft 

software [36]. 

 

2.2.  Synthesis of monomer-arylidene-keto diols 

 

Arylidene-keto diol 2,6-bis-(4-hydroxy-3-methoxy benzylidene) cyclohexanone (BVCH) 

was synthesized by dissolving 4-hydroxy-3-methoxybenzaldehyde (0.04 mol) in 100 mL 

of ethanol followed by the addition of cyclohexanone (0.02 mol).  To this ethanolic 

solution, 1 mL of conc.  sulphuric acid was added dropwise with constant shaking, and the 

mixture was maintained at room temperature for 12 h. The precipitate (BVCH) was thus 

obtained as a pale green colored crude product when ice-cold water was added to it. It was 

then filtered, washed a few times with water, and then recrystallized using chloroform.  

 The rest of the monomers used for the synthesis of polymers, i.e., 2,6-bis-(4-

hydroxybenzylidene)cyclohexanone (BHCH), 2,5-bis-(4-hydroxybenzylidene) 

cyclopentanone (BHCP), 2,5-bis-(4-hydroxy-3-methoxybenzylidene)  cyclopentanone   

(BVCP) and 2,5-bis-(4-hydroxy-3-ethoxybenzylidene)  cyclopentanone   (BECP) were 

synthesized by the same procedure reported elsewhere [37,38]. 
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2.3.  Synthesis of copolyesters 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Scheme 1.  Synthesis of random copolyester. 

 

Arylidene diol was dissolved in 10 mL of ODCB solution in a 100 mL round-bottomed 

flask. To this solution, curcumin (1.6 mmol, 0.6 g) and 0.42 mL of glutaryl chloride were 

added, and then the mixture was heated by stirring up to 120 °C for 12 h.  The copolyester 

was precipitated by pouring the reaction mixture into 100 mL n-hexane. It was then 

filtered, recrystallized with ethanol, and dried in a vacuum.  

 
Table 1.  Monomers used and copolyester code of the five copolyesters. 
 

Varying Arylidene Diols Common Diol Common Diacid Chloride Copolyester Code 

BHCH Curcumin Glutaryl Chloride PGCA 

BVCH Curcumin Glutaryl Chloride PGCB 

BHCP Curcumin Glutaryl Chloride PGCC 

BVCP Curcumin Glutaryl Chloride PGCD 

BECP Curcumin Glutaryl Chloride PGCE 

         

 The copolyesters PGCB, PGCC, PGCD, and PGCE were synthesized by following the 

same method using the arylidene diols BVCH, BHCP, BVCP, and BECP respectively. 

 

2.4.  Antioxidant activity  

 

2.4.1.  DPPH method 

       

The radical scavenging ability of the polymers was assessed through the reaction of 

materials with stable 2,2-diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazyl (DPPH) radicals. Because of its 

unpaired electron, the picrylhydrazyl radical shows a strong absorption band at 517 nm, 

assuming a purple coloration. When these radical species are captured by an antioxidant, 
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the absorption decreases, and the resultant discoloration is directly proportional to the 

number of radicals captured. For this test, a stock solution of DPPH at a known 

concentration was used as a control. The percentage of each substance's antioxidant 

activity (AA %) was assessed by DPPH free radical scavenging assay. Different 

concentrations of the sample were added to all the tubes except the blank.  Then 3 mL of 

ethanol and 0.3 mL of 0.5 mM DPPH radical solution in ethanol were added.  The control 

solution was prepared by mixing ethanol (3.5 mL) and DPPH radical solution (0.3 mL).  

Absorbance was read at 517 nm after 30 min of reaction. The scavenging activity 

percentage (AA %) was calculated using the formula given below: 

                       {                    ( 
                  

                   
) }      

2.4.2.  Nitric oxide scavenging activity 

 

Griess reagent was used to estimate Nitric oxide (NO).  NO forms a pink color complex at 

540 nm [39]. 

 Procedure: To 0.5 mL of polymer solution in ethanol, 2 mL of sodium nitroprusside 

was added. After 4 h of incubation, 0.5 mL of Griess reagent was added. The test was also 

done with Vitamin C. The % scavenging and % scavenging activity compared to Vitamin 

C was calculated as same as the DPPH method. 

 

2.4.3.  Ferric ion reducing /antioxidant power assay 

      

Antioxidants reduce Fe3+ to Fe2+. This ion, on conjugation with ferricyanide ion, forms a 

Prussian blue-colored product measured spectrophotometrically at 700 nm.  SDS present 

in the solution prevents the formation of turbidity. 

 Procedure: To 0.1 mL of the polymer solution, 0.9 mL of 96 % ethanol, 5 mL of 

distilled water, 1.5 mL of 1 M HCl, 1.5 mL of 1% potassium ferricyanide, 0.5 mL of 1% 

SDS (sodium dodecyl sulfate) and 0.2 % ferric chloride were added. Here, the reference 

used was Ascorbic acid.  The mixture was boiled in a water bath at 50 °C for 20 min.  It 

was then rapidly cooled and mixed well. All these solutions were taken in the control 

“tube.” At 750 nm, the absorbance was measured [40,41].  The difference in OD between 

the test and control was noted. 

 

2.4.4.  ABTS scavenging activity 

          

A Standard solution was prepared by mixing equal amounts of 7 mM ABTS solution and 

2.4 mM potassium persulphate solution. It was then allowed to react for 12 h at RT in the 

dark. 1 mL of this standard solution was then allowed to react with 1 mL of the polymer 

solution with different concentrations ranging from 100 to 500 mg/mL and mixed 

thoroughly. A strong absorption peak was measured at 734 nm after 6 min. The % 

inhibition capacity of ABTS [42] for the synthesized polymer was calculated from the 

following equation:  
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                         ( )  
                  

         
     

Where Acontrol is the absorbance of ABTS and methanol.  Asample is the absorbance of 

ABTS radical and sample (i.e., standard or polymer). 

 

2.4.5.  Superoxide radical scavenging activity  

           

Superoxide radicals were generated in 3 mL of sodium phosphate buffer solution (100 

mM, pH 7.4), which contains 1 mL NBT (nitro blue tetrazolium, 150 mM) solution, 1 mL 

NADH (reduced form of nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide, 468 mM) solution and 

various concentrations of  CRE (25-250 mg/mL) in water.  To this, 1 mL of PMS solution 

(Phenazine methosulfate,  60 mM) was added for the initiation of the reaction. The 

absorbance values were measured [43] against the blank solution by incubating the 

reaction mixture at 25 °C for about 5 min. Here, L-ascorbic acid was used as a positive 

control. The percentage of superoxide radical scavenging was calculated using the 

following formula: 

Superoxide radical scavenging activity (%) = [(A0- A1) / A0100] 

where A0 is the absorbance of the control and A1 is the absorbance of the standard sample. 

 

3.  Results and Discussion  

 

3.1.  Solubility and viscosity measurements 

      

In connection with solubility, all five random copolyesters were highly soluble in polar 

solvents such as DMAc and DMF, partially soluble in moderately polar solvents like THF 

and acetone, and insoluble in the least polar solvents like benzene and hexane [38].   

 The polyester's inherent viscosity (ηinh) was measured using Ubbelohde viscometer by 

dissolving 25 mg of pure dry copolyester sample in 25 mL DMF solution. From the flow 

time measurements, the ηinh values were found to be in the range of 0.24–1.36 dL/g, which 

accounts for the reasonably high molecular weight of the copolyesters [38].   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig.1.  FT-IR Spectrum of the monomer BVCP. 
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Fig. 2.  Representative FT-IR spectrum of PGCD copolyester prepared from BVCP as variable diol 

and curcumin as a common diol. 

 

Figs. 1 and 2 show the FT-IR spectrum of the monomer BVCP and the copolyester 

PGCD, respectively. The absorption peak at 819 cm-1 in Fig. 2. corresponds to the 

bending frequency of C-H bonds from the aromatic ring, 1022 cm-1 and 1136 cm-1 is due 

to -OCH3  stretching, 1267 cm-1 is responsible for C-O stretching, 1506 cm-1  is due to 

aromatic C=C stretching, 1600 cm-1 corresponds to olefinic C=C stretching, 2933 cm-1 

corresponds to  -OCH3 C-H stretching and peak at 3438 cm-1  corresponds to end –OH 

stretching, 3438 cm-1 corresponds to end –OH stretching. The FT-IR spectrum of all five 

copolyesters showed characteristic absorption at 1753 cm-1 due to ester C=O stretching 

frequency.  Absorption at 3471 cm-1 is due to the terminal O-H group. Arulmoli [44], 

Vasanthi [45], and Devi [46] have reported similar observations for copolyesters 

containing arylidene moiety in the main chain. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig. 3.  Representative 1H NMR of random copolyester. 



538 A Computational Study on the Antioxidant Activity  

 

Fig. 3 shows NMR spectra for the representative polymer PGCC.  The aromatic 

protons were observed in the range of 7.2–7.6 ppm. The vinylic protons which are 

attached to the carbonyl carbon are observed in the range of 6.7–6.9 ppm. The methoxy 

protons in the arylidene moiety are represented in the 3.3–3.6 ppm range. The methylene 

protons of the cycloalkanone group are observed in the range of 2.5–2.6 ppm. The olefinic 

-H of the arylidene group is observed around 7.3 ppm. Similar observations were made by 

Sathish [47], Mayavathi [48], and Rajam [49] for copolyesters containing arylidene 

moiety. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig. 4.  Representative 13C NMR of random copolyester. 

 

Fig. 4 shows the 13C NMR spectra of the copolyester.  The peaks appeared around 

174 ppm - 176 ppm confirm the presence of copolyester formed. Also, the peak around 

195 ppm is due to the keto carbon in cyclopentanone. The 13C peaks commonly obtained 

in the up-field region, 24 ppm - 26 ppm reveal the presence of carbon atoms of glutaryl 

chloride. Rajam [50], Muthusamy [51], and Malathi [52] reported similar observations for 

various copolyesters. 

 

3.2.  Antioxidant activity (DPPH method) 

 

Fig. 5 shows the plot between the concentration of the polymer and % inhibition.  The plot 

revealed that PGCA has IC50 value at a concentration of 385 μg, PGCD at 450 μg, and 

PGCE at 400 μg.  For the polymer PGCB, % inhibition was found to be 62.5 at a 

concentration of 100 μg, and so antioxidant activity was studied at lower concentrations 

than 100 μg. From Table 2 and Fig. 6, the IC50 value was obtained at a lower 

concentration of around 48 μg which shows very good antioxidant activity. The % 

inhibition for the polymer PGCC was found to be 30.0 at a concentration of 500 μg.  So to 

obtain the IC50 value, concentrations were increased to 1000 μg, but the IC50 value was 

not obtained even at such a very high concentration, as shown in Table. 3. This suggests 

that polymer PGCC may have less antioxidant activity. Similar types of observations were 
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made by Sudhakar et al. for random aliphatic copolythioesters [53,54], Yamini et al. for 

aliphatic copolyesters [55], Narendran et al. for biscoumarin-based random copolyesters 

[56] and Kothai et al. for aliphatic-aromatic copolyesters [57]. 

 
Table 2.  Inhibition effects of the copolyester PGCB for antioxidant activity. 
 

Concentration 600 µg 700 µg 800 µg 900 µg 1000 µg 

PGCC % Inhibition 38.8 40.2 41.6 43.0 43.0 

 
Table 3.  Inhibition effects of the copolyester PGCB for antioxidant activity. 
 

Concentration 10 µg 20 µg 40 µg 60 µg 80 µg 

PGCB % Inhibition 40.2 44.4 48.6 52.7 56.9 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig. 5.  Inhibition % and scavenging activity of polymers by DPPH method. 

 

 

     

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

             

 

Fig. 6.  Inhibition % and scavenging activity of the polymer PGCB. 
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3.3.  Nitric oxide scavenging activity 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig. 7.  Inhibition % and scavenging activity of polymers by nitric oxide scavenging assay. 

 

3.4.  Ferric ion reducing/antioxidant power assay 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig. 8. Inhibition % and scavenging activity of polymers by ferric ion reducing antioxidant power 

scavenging assay. 
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3.5.  ABTS scavenging activity 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig. 9.  Inhibition % and scavenging activity of polymers by ABTS method. 

 

3.6.  Superoxide radical scavenging activity  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig. 10.  Inhibition % and scavenging activity of polymers by superoxide dismutase method. 

 

Figs. 7-10 represent the plot of inhibition % and scavenging activity of polymers by 

FRAP, ABTS, and superoxide dismutase method, respectively. Nitric oxide Scavenging 

method. Almost all methods show IC50 values within the concentration range of 100 
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μg/mL and 500 μg/mL except the FRAP method.  In the SOD method, all polymers have 

IC50 values within 100 and 500 μg/mL concentration range. So it may be considered as the 

best method for antioxidant assay of copolyester.  

 

3.7.  Chemical structure optimization 

 

The optimized geometry of the molecule is given in Fig. 11. From the Fig, it was clear 

that the entire molecular is planar.  The entire molecule was delocalized.  The bond 

parameters of the molecule are given in Table 4. It was understood from the Table that the 

C-C bond lengths are in the range of 1.46-1.35 Å. This means that all the C-C bonds have 

a partial double bond character. Also, the bond distance of O28-H29…O31 is 1.60 Å, 

which suggests a hydrogen bond interaction.  The dihedral angle of C-C-C-C is ~179 

which reiterates that the structure of the molecule was planar.  

 

3.7.1.  FMO analysis 

         

HOMO (highest occupied molecular orbital) and LUMO (lowest unoccupied molecular 

orbital) of the molecule are given in Fig. 12.  It can be seen that the HOMO and LUMO of 

the molecule were delocalized on the complete molecule. The HOMO-LUMO energy gap 

is depicted in Fig. 13.  The HOMO-LUMO gap in the molecule was 3.34 eV. 

 

3.7.2.  Antioxidant capacity 

 

3.7.2.1.  Hydrogen atom transfer mechanism 

 

This mechanism involves the reaction of natural radical species with phenolic antioxidants 

and thus yields the radical form of antioxidant. The bond dissociation enthalpy (BDE) was 

considered in this mechanism. The low amount of bond dissociation energy illustrated 

better antioxidant activity.  It can be represented using the following reaction:                  

ArOH + X• → ArO• + XH [58] 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig. 11.  Optimized geometry of the molecule. 
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BDE, as a parameter for the hydrogen atom transfer mechanism, defines the stability 

of the hydroxyl group. Low values of the BDE show the low stability of the O−H bond 

and high antioxidant capacity. The calculated BDE value of the molecule was 102.72 

kcal/mol. This value showed that the molecule possesses antioxidant properties. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig. 12.  Frontier molecular orbitals of the molecule. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig. 13.  HOMO-LUMO energy gap of the molecule. 
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Table 4.  Bond parameters of the molecule. 
 

Bond Angle (in ⁰ )  Bond length (in Å)  Dihedral Angle (in ⁰) Bond length (in Å)  

C35-C34 1.46 C36-C34-C32-C30 179.72 

C34-C32 1.35 C34-C32-C30-C26 179.69 

C32-C30 1.47 C32-C30-C26-C25 179.85 

C30-C26 1.44 C30-C26-C25-C23 179.89 

C26-C25 1.38 C26-C25-C23-C21 179.44 

C25-C23 1.45 C25-C23-C21-C57 179.76 

C23-C21 1.35     

C21-C57 1.46     

O31-H29 1.60     

O28-H29 1.01     

 

4.  Conclusion  

 

Five copolyesters are synthesized with good yields using a common diol-I (Curcumin), a 

diol-II (synthesized arylidene diols), and a diacid chloride (Glutaryl chloride). These five 

random copolyesters are found to be highly soluble in polar solvents like DMSO and 

insoluble in non-polar solvents like hexane and benzene, and their viscosity measurements 

ranged between 0.24 and 1.36 dL/g. These copolyesters are characterized by FT-IR and 

NMR spectral data. In the theoretical method, the antioxidant property of the molecule 

can be described using a hydrogen atom transfer mechanism.  The radical is formed at the 

O28 atom since the bond is the weakest, and the H29 atom can undergo simple 

dissociation in comparison with other O-H bonds. So, the hydrogen atom in the enolic 

form of curcumin contributes to the antioxidant activity shown by computational studies. 

The antioxidant activity of curcumin shown by computational studies was found to have a 

good coincidence with the experimental methods. The curcumin-based copolyesters have 

shown excellent antioxidant activity by DPPH, nitric oxide scavenging, ferric ion 

reducing / antioxidant power assay, ABTS, and superoxide dismutase methods, out of 

which the SOD method shows greater antioxidant activity even at lower concentrations 

when compared to other remaining methods. Hence, the synthesized copolyesters in the 

present work can be used in pharmaceutical applications.  

                  

Acknowledgments 

 

The authors thank R. V. Solomon, Department of Chemistry, Madras Christian College, 

for the computational support. 

 

References 

 
1. C. Y. Lee, A. Sharma, J. Semenya, C. Anamoah, K. N. Chapman, and V. Barone, 

Antioxidants 9, 8 (2020). https://doi.org/10.3390/antiox9030189 

2. S. A. Rege, M. Arya, and S. A. Momin, Ukr. Food J. 8, 45 (2019).  

https://doi.org/10.24263/2304-974X-2019-8-1-6  

3. S. Roy and J. W. Rhim, Int. J. Biol. Macromol. 148, 666 (2020). 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2020.01.204 

https://doi.org/10.3390/antiox9030189
https://doi.org/10.24263/2304-974X-2019-8-1-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2020.01.204


B. Kiruba et al., J. Sci. Res. 15 (2), 531-546 (2023) 545 

 

4. S. Roy and J. W. Rhim, J. Environ.  Chem. Eng. 9, 1 (2021).  

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jece.2020.104694 

5. A. H. Rahmani, M. A. Alsahli, S. M. Aly, M. A. Khan, and Y. H. Aldebasi, Adv. Biomed. 

Res. 7, 38 (2018). https://doi.org/10.4103/abr.abr_147_16 

6. M. Wojcik, M. Krawczyk, and L. A. Wozniak, In Nutritional and Therapeutic Interventions for 

Diabetes and Metabolic Syndrome (Academic Press, 2018) pp. 358.  

https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-812019-4.00031-3 

7. E. A. Hashish and S. A. Elgaml, Indian J. Clin. Biochem. 31, 270 (2016).  

https://doi.org/10.1007/s12291-015-0527-8  

8. B. Gidwani, R. Bhattacharya, S. S. Shukla, and R. K. Pandey, J. Sci. Food Agric. 102, 3065 

(2022).  https://doi.org/10.1002/jsfa.11771 

9. Q. Zhang and L. Wu, J. Oncol. 2022, ID 7277562 (2022 https://doi.org/10.1155/2022/7277562 

10. R. Masella and  F. Cirulli, Nutrients 14, 1401 (2022). https://doi.org/10.3390/nu14071401  

11. H. Fikry, L. A. Saleh, and S. A. Gawad, CNS Neurosci. Ther. 28, 732 (2022). 

https://doi.org/10.1111/cns.13805 

12. M. A. Panaro, A. Corrado, T. Benameur, C. F. Paolo, D. Cici, and C. Porro, Int. J. Mol. Sci. 21, 

2299 (2020). https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms21072299 

13. A. Adamczak, M. Ożarowski, and T. M. Karpinski, Pharmaceuticals 13, 153 (2020). 

https://doi.org/10.3390/ph13070153 

14. Z. J. Sun, B. Sun, R. B. Tao, X. Xie, X. L. Lu, and D. L. Dong, J. Biomed Mater Res. A 101, 

253 (2013). https://doi.org/10.1002/jbm.a.34319 

15. F. A. C. Rocha and M. R. De Assis, Phytother Res. 34, 2085 (2020). 

https://doi.org/10.1002/ptr.6745 

16. A. Alabdali, M. Kzar, S. Chinnappan, R. Mogana, S. I. Khalivulla, H. Rahman, and B. M. A. 

Razik, Res. J. Pharm. Technol. 14, 6741 (2021).  

https://doi.org/10.52711/0974-360X.2021.01164 

17. B. Kalpana and R. Nanthini, Asian J. Chem. 31, 2341 (2019).  

https://doi.org/10.14233/ajchem.2019.21997 

18. B. Kalpana, R. Nanthini, and M. M. John, Orient.  J. Chem. 35, 885 (2019).  

https://doi.org/10.13005/ojc/350253 

19. B. Kalpana and R. Nanthini, Adv. Mater. Proc. 5, 20 (2020).  

https://doi.org/10.5185/amp.2020.010393 

20. M. Sokmen and M. A. Khan, Inflammopharmacology 24, 81 (2016).  

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10787-016-0264-5 

21. B. Yamini and R. Nanthini, Adv. Mater. Proc. 5, 17 (2020).  

https://doi.org/10.5185/amp.2020.010392 

22. J. S. Wright, E. R. Johnson, and G. A. DiLabio, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 123, 1173 (2001).  

https://doi.org/10.1021/ja002455u 

23. A. Purushothaman, K. T. Rose, J. M. Jacob, R. Varatharaj, K. Shashikala, and D. Janardanan, 

Food Chem. 373, 131499 (2022).  https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2021.131499 

24. W. Chen, Z. Jia, M. Pan, and P. V. AnandhBabu, Oxid. Med.  Cell. Longev. 2016, 1 (2016).  

https://doi.org/10.1155/2016/4628502 

25. Q. T. Zheng, Z. H. Yang, L. Y. Yu, Y. Y. Ren, Q. X. Huang, Q. Liu, X. Y. Ma, Z. K. Chen, Z. 

B. Wang, and X. Zheng, J. Asian Nat. Prod. Res. 19, 489, (2017).  

https://doi.org/10.1080/10286020.2016.1235562 

26. E. E. Rufino-Palomares, A. P. Jimenez, L. G. Salguero, K. Mokhtari, F. J. R. Zurita, J. P. 

Sanchez, and J. A. Lupianez, Molecules 27, 2341 (2022).  

https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules27072341 

27. V. A. Timoshnikov, O. Y. Selyutina, N. E. Polyakov, V. Didichenko, and G. J. 

Kontoghiorghes, Int. J. Mol. Sci. 23, 1247 (2022). https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms23031247 

28. J. L. Baldim, B. G. V. de Alcântara, O. da S. Domingos, M. G. Soares, I. S. Caldas, R. D. 

Novaes, T. B. Oliveira, J. H. G. Lago, and D. A. Chagas-Paula, Oxidative Medicine Cellular 

Longevity 2017, 1 (2017). https://doi.org/10.1155/2017/3789856 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jece.2020.104694
https://doi.org/10.4103/abr.abr_147_16
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-812019-4.00031-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12291-015-0527-8
https://doi.org/10.1002/jsfa.11771
https://doi.org/10.1155/2022/7277562
https://doi.org/10.3390/nu14071401
https://doi.org/10.1111/cns.13805
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms21072299
https://doi.org/10.3390/ph13070153
https://doi.org/10.1002/jbm.a.34319
https://doi.org/10.1002/ptr.6745
https://doi.org/10.52711/0974-360X.2021.01164
https://doi.org/10.14233/ajchem.2019.21997
https://doi.org/10.13005/ojc/350253
https://doi.org/10.5185/amp.2020.010393
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10787-016-0264-5
https://doi.org/10.5185/amp.2020.010392
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja002455u
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2021.131499
https://doi.org/10.1155/2016/4628502
https://doi.org/10.1080/10286020.2016.1235562
https://doi.org/10.1080/10286020.2016.1235562
https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules27072341
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms23031247
https://doi.org/10.1155/2017/3789856


546 A Computational Study on the Antioxidant Activity  

 

29. N. F. S. Sanchez, R. S. Coronado, C. V. Canongo, and B. H. Carlos, Antioxidant compounds 

and Their Antioxidant Mechanism, in Antioxidants, ed. E. Shalaby et al. (E-book, 2019). 

https://doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.85270 

30. E. A. Orabi, RSC Adv. 8, 30842 (2018). https://doi.org/10.1039/C8RA05987J 

31. E. Clementi, J. M. Andre, and J. A. McCammon, In AIP Conf. Proc., Am. Inst. Phys. 1456, 5 

(2012).  https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4730641 

32. M. Rouhani, Comput.  Theor.  Chem. 1195, 113096 (2021).  

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.comptc.2020.113096 

33. D. Roy, A. Todd, and M. John, Gauss View 5.0.8.  Gaussian (Inc. Wallingford, 2009). 

34. M. J. Frisch, Gaussian09 (2009). 

35. A. M. Al-Asadi, S. S. Al-Luaibi, B. A.Saleh, , M. A. Baashen, and G. A. El-Hiti, J. Chem. 

2022, ID 5391296 (2022). https://doi.org/10.1155/2022/5391296 

36. G. Zhurko, ChemCraft software, version 1.6, in 2014. 

37. E. Arumugasamy, Ph. D Thesis, University of Madras 1998). 

38. B. Kiruba and S. Chidambaravinayagam, J. Sci. Res. 14, 901 (2022). 

https://doi.org/10.3329/jsr.v14i3.57161 

39. D. C. Garrat, The Quantitative Analysis of Drugs.  3rd Edition (Chapman and Hall Ltd, Japan, 

1964) pp. 456. 

40. S. Shanmugam, T. Sathish Kumar, and T. Panneer Selvam, Laboratory Handbook on 

Biochemistry (Phi Learning Private limited, New Delhi, 2010) pp. 116-117. 

41. M. Asouri, R. Ataee, A. A. Ahmadi, A. Amini, and M. R. Moshaei, Asian J. Chem. 25, 7593 

(2013). https://doi.org/10.14233/ajchem.2013.15308 

42. S. Revathi, D. A. Ananth, A. Rameshkumar, and T. Sivasudha, Asian J. Chem. 27, 1489 

(2015). https://doi.org/10.14233/ajchem.2015.18529 

43. S. K. Sharma and A. P. Singh, J. Acupunct. Meridian Stud. 5, 112 (2012).  

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jams.2012.03.002 

44. J. A. Moli, S. Vasanthi, N. Prakash, and D. R. Singh, High Perform. Polym. 24, 507 

(2012). https://doi.org/10.1177/0954008312444145 

45. S. Vasanthi, J. A.Moli, and D. R. Singh, AJRC 4, 1343 (2011). 

46. R. Devi and S. C. Murugavel, J. Appl. Polym. Sci. 124, 58 (2011).  

https://doi.org/10.1002/app.35028  

47. P. Sathish, M. Mayavathi, D. R. Jonathan, and D. Roopsingh, Int. J. Innov. Res. Sci. Eng. 2, 1 

(2014).   

48. M. Mayavathi, P. Sathish, D. R. Jonathan, and D. Roopsingh, (IJIRSE) Int. J. Innov. Res. Sci. 

Eng. 2347 (2014). 

49. C. Rajam and D. Roopsingh, Int. J. Adv. Eng. Res. Sci. 3, 179 (2016).  

https://doi.org/10.22161/ijaers/3.9    

50. C. Rajam and D. Roopsingh, Int. J. Recent Sci. Res. 4, 687 (2013). 

51. A. Muthusamy, K. Balaji, S. C. Murugavel, C. Yuan, and L. Dai, Polym. Sci. Ser. B 62, 245 

(2020). https://doi.org/10.1134/S1560090420030112 

52. N. Malathy and D. R. Singh, Int. J. Chem. Res. 2, 1 (2012). 

53. K. Sudhakar and R. Nanthini, J. Chem. Pharm. Res. 9, 159 (2017). 

54. K. Sudhakar and R. Nanthini, Asian J. Chem. 30, 191 (2017). 

https://doi.org/10.14233/ajchem.2018.20978 

55. B. Yamini and R. Nanthini, Rasayan J. Chem. 11, 413 (2018). 

https://doi.org/10.7324/RJC.2018.1112002   

56. K. Narendran and R. Nanthini, New J. Chem. 39, 4948 (2015).  

https://doi.org/10.1039/C5NJ00322A  

57. S. Kothai, S. Vijayalatha, and D. Lakshmi Devi, Int. J. Chem. Pharm. Anal. 6, 1 (2019).  

https://doi.org/10.21276/ijcpa 

58. V. K. Rajan and K. Muraleedharan, Food Chem. 220, 93 (2017).  

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2016.09.178 

 

https://doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.85270
https://doi.org/10.1039/C8RA05987J
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4730641
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4730641
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.comptc.2020.113096
https://doi.org/10.1155/2022/5391296
https://doi.org/10.3329/jsr.v14i3.57161
https://doi.org/10.14233/ajchem.2013.15308
https://doi.org/10.14233/ajchem.2015.18529
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jams.2012.03.002
https://doi.org/10.1177/0954008312444145
https://doi.org/10.1002/app.35028
https://doi.org/10.22161/ijaers/3.9
https://doi.org/10.1134/S1560090420030112
https://doi.org/10.14233/ajchem.2018.20978
https://doi.org/10.7324/RJC.2018.1112002
https://doi.org/10.1039/C5NJ00322A
https://doi.org/10.21276/ijcpa
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2016.09.178

