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Abstract: Petiveria alliacea L. is an herb used in traditional medicine in Mexico and its roots have
been studied to treat pain. However, until now, the antinociceptive properties of the leaves have not
been investigated, being the main section used empirically for the treatment of diseases. For this
reason, this study aimed to evaluate the antinociceptive and toxoicological activity of various extracts
(aqueous, hexanic, and methanolic) from P. alliacea L. leaves in NIH mice and to perform an in silico
analysis of the phytochemical compounds. Firstly, the antinociceptive effect was analyzed using the
formalin model and the different doses of each of the extracts that were administered orally to obtain
the dose–response curves. In addition, acute toxicity was determined by the up and down method
and serum biochemical analysis. Later, the phytochemical study of extracts was carried out by thin
layer chromatography (TLC) and visible light spectroscopy, and the volatile chemical components
were analyzed by gas chromatography-mass spectrometry (GC/MS). Moreover, the most abundant
compounds identified in the phytochemical study were analyzed in silico to predict their biological
activity (PASSonline) and toxicology (OSIRIS Property Explorer). As a result, it was known that all
extracts at doses from 10 to 316 mg/kg significantly reduced the pain response in both phases of
the formalin model, with values of 50–60% for the inflammatory response. The toxicological studies
(DL50) exhibited that all extracts did not cause any mortality up to the 2000 mg/kg dose level. This
was corroborated by the values in the normal range of the biochemical parameters in the serum.
Finally, the phytochemical screening of the presence of phenolic structures (coumarins, flavonoids)
and terpenes (saponins and terpenes) was verified, and the highest content was of a lipid nature,
1.65 ± 0.54 meq diosgenin/mL in the methanolic extract. A total of 54 components were identified,
11 were the most abundant, and only four (Eicosane, Methyl oleate, 4-bis(1-phenylethyl) phenol,
and Ethyl linolenate) of them showed a probability towards active antinociceptive activity in silico
greater than 0.5. These results showed that the P. alliacea L. leaf extract possesses molecules with
antinociceptive activity.

Keywords: P. alliacea; pain; antinociceptive; phytochemical composition; plant extract

1. Introduction

Pain is one of the main causes of medical care because it is associated with different
diseases. The International Association for the Study of Pain (IASP) defines pain as an
unpleasant sensory and emotional experience associated with, or like that associated with,
actual or potential tissue damage [1]. Some species of plants have been used in traditional
medicine for the treatment of pain [2].

In Mexico, the species Petiveria alliacea L., known by the common names: wild warbler,
chicken grass, japachumi, skunk branch, skunk, wild skunk, and fox grass, have been used
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empirically to relieve muscle pain and mouth pain, among others. It is a plant native to
the southern United States and Mexico [3], which generally grows in humid, somewhat
shady, and riverside places [3,4]. P. alliacea L. is a perennial herbaceous plant that reaches
up to 1 m in height, its leaves are alternate, oblong to elliptic, acute to acuminate at the
apex, and 6–19 cm long and generally glabrous. The flowers are small, arranged in axillary
or terminal spikes, 15–40 cm long, graceful, small, hermaphrodite, with four petals, white,
greenish-white, or light pink; its fruit is about 8 mm long, cuneate, striated, with six
terminal bristles; solitary, linear seed [4,5].

Some ethnopharmacological studies have been reported based on surveys and empiri-
cal knowledge, presenting evidence of the anti-inflammatory and antinociceptive activity
of this plant [6–8]. In addition, a pre-clinical investigation with P. alliacea L. root extracts
showed the potential antinociceptive effects using various models in mice, such as ab-
dominal constriction induced by acetic acid, hot plate, or formalin tests [9]. In addition,
the lyophilized ethanolic extract from the root of this same plant, evaluated by the car-
rageenan model and the Swingle method in rats, was related to anti-inflammatory and
antinociceptive effects [10]. However, the use of the root sacrifices the plant, limiting its
continuous use. On the other hand, some studies have examined the metabolites with
different biological properties of P. alliacea L. [11,12], but there are no studies demonstrating
possible antinociceptive activity in leaves. In addition, there are several previous studies on
the toxicity of aqueous extracts from the leaves of this plant [13,14]. However, it is necessary
to broaden the polarity ranges, in order to have a greater diversity of metabolites to be
evaluated. Therefore, this research aimed to evaluate the antinociceptive and toxicological
activity of various extracts (aqueous, hexanic, and methanolic) from P. alliacea L. leaves in
NIH mice and to perform an in-silico analysis of the phytochemical compounds.

2. Results
2.1. Extract Yield

Yield percentages show the amount of extract obtained using different solvents per
100 g of plant material. The highest percentage of yield was obtained with the aqueous
extract (30.1%), the second percentage with the methanolic extract (9.5%), while the lowest
yield was obtained with the hexanic extract (2.7%).

2.2. Evaluation of Antinociceptive Activity

The antinociceptive activity was evaluated using the formalin model, where the time
courses of each of the doses of the different extracts, the controlled drug and the vehicle,
were obtained. With this model, the two phases of pain can be seen (Figure 1A,C,E), the
first phase is neurogenic, corresponding to minutes zero to ten. After this phase, there is a
brief period of stillness, followed by the second phase that is inflammatory, which develops
from 15 to 60 min.

Once the time course was constructed, the area under the curve of both phases were
obtained using the trapezoid method. Subsequently, with the help of these areas, the
percentage of antinociception observed in Figure 1B,D,F was calculated in their respective
doses of the different extracts and the control drug. In addition, a one-way ANOVA was
performed and compared with diclofenac (D10), where an asterisk (*) represents a statistical
difference with p < 0.05 and two asterisks (**) with p < 0.01, and where there are no asterisks
it means that there are no statistical differences with D10.
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Figure 1. Subfigures show the time courses (A) hexanic extract, (C) methanolic extract and (E) aque-
ous extract, each point represents the mean  ±  S.E.M. n = 6/group. Subfigures represent the dose-
response graphs expressed as area under the curve of the time course corresponding to (B) hexanic 
extract, (D) methanolic extract and (F) aqueous extract of the P. alliacea L. leaves. Bars are the mean 
± S.E.M., n = 6/group. * p < 0.05; ** p < 0.01 vs. D10 (diclofenac 10 mg/kg) as determined by one-way 
ANOVA followed by Tukey Test. 
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Figure 1. Subfigures show the time courses (A) hexanic extract, (C) methanolic extract and
(E) aqueous extract, each point represents the mean ± S.E.M. n = 6/group. Subfigures represent
the dose-response graphs expressed as area under the curve of the time course corresponding to
(B) hexanic extract, (D) methanolic extract and (F) aqueous extract of the P. alliacea L. leaves. Bars are
the mean ± S.E.M., n = 6/group. * p < 0.05; ** p < 0.01 vs. D10 (diclofenac 10 mg/kg) as determined
by one-way ANOVA followed by Tukey Test.

The time course of the different doses of the hexanic extract is shown in Figure 1A,
where it is observed that none of the doses evaluated is above the course of the vehicle, but
they have a similar behavior because there is no pain inhibition. From the initial course, the
dose–response graph was made (Figure 1B), hence observing that during phase one, there
is no significant statistical difference between the different doses of the hexanic extract and
the control drug. This extract presented an antinociceptive activity between 25% and 31%.
In phase two, it was observed that the dose of 316 mg/kg presents a statistically significant
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difference (p < 0.05) with concern to D10. On the other hand, this phase achieved an activity
of 42–60%.

Figure 1C shows the time course of the different concentrations of the methanolic
extract where it is observed that the course of the vehicle is greater than the doses evaluated
because there is no inhibition of pain. On the other hand, the control drug and the different
doses have a similar number of shocks while the evaluation time elapses. Therefore, similar
behavior is observed between them and neither exceeds the vehicle. In the dose–response
graph of the methanolic extract (Figure 1D), it can be seen that in phase one, the doses
of 31.6 and 316 mg/kg present statistically significant differences (p < 0.01 and p < 0.05,
respectively) with the drug control. However, in phase two of the evaluation, only the dose
of 316 mg/kg presents a statistical difference with p < 0.05.

Finally, the aqueous extract was evaluated, obtaining the time course shown in
Figure 1E. Here, it is observed that from the application (time 0) until minute 25, the
dose of 10 mg/kg exceeds the number of shakes of the vehicle, but statistically, it is not
significant, so at these points, there is no analgesic effect. Once the time course was ob-
tained, the dose–response graph was obtained (Figure 1F), with the result in phase one that
the treatments did not present a significant statistical difference with respect to the control
drug, with this extract reaching an approximate inhibition of 25%. Furthermore, in phase
two, we can observe that the dose of 316 mg/kg has a statistically significant difference
(p < 0.05) with concern to D10, as well as a tendency to increase antinociceptive activity,
reaching 60%.

2.3. Toxicity Test

To determine the toxicity of the different extracts of the leaves of P. alliacea L., the
“up and down” method was used once the treatment (2000 mg/kg) was administered,
and a physical and behavioral analysis was carried out, in the acute evaluation. During
the first 3 h and up to day 15 post-administration days, no rodents showed symptoms of
aggressiveness, tremors, paralysis or skin lesions. Additionally, it was observed that there
was no mortality in the groups with the administration of the different extracts, so it was
determined that the median lethal dose (LD50) is greater than 2000 mg/kg.

The mice were sacrificed 15 days after the administration of the single dose of
2000 mg/kg of each of the extracts, and serum was obtained for biochemical evaluations
(Table 1). Regarding glucose levels, the values are within the normal range and there is
no statistically significant difference between the crude extract treatments and the control.
On the other hand, total protein was used to evaluate the liver status, finding that the
use of the methanolic extract decreased the values but within the normal range, which is
corroborated with the data obtained from albumin, since there is no significant statistically
difference between the different groups. The groups treated with the methanolic and
hexanic extracts showed low amylase content without leaving the normal range, allowing
us to consider that the functioning of the pancreas is correct, because it is adequately
synthesizing this enzyme.

Table 1. Serum biochemical parameters.

Biochemical Indicator Control Group Metanoica Extract Hexanic Extract Aqueous Extract Literature Range

Glucose (mg/dL) 127.6 ± 22.61 172.60 ± 31.47 * 113 ± 22.75 170.33 ± 10.02 * 104–290.3
Cholesterol (mg/dL) 130 ± 22.46 107.20 ± 24.34 105.60 ± 21.44 123.33 ± 2.08 67–119.69
Triglyceride (mg/dL) 173.20 ± 41.14 95.20 ± 25.57 ** 149.8 ± 41.55 73.00 ± 12.12 *** 54–197.35

Albumin (g/dL) 4.98 ± 0.67 4.60 ± 0.43 4.94 ± 0.28 4.27 ± 0.31 2.1–4.04
Total protein (g/dL) 6.22 ± 0.48 4.66 ± 0.22 *** 6.12 ± 0.28 5.90 ± 0.17 4–6
Uric acid (mg/dL) 7.38 ± 1.05 5.00 ± 2.04 * 6.12 ± 1.06 1.78 ± 0.52 *** 2.06–3.22

Amylase (U/L) 1336 ± 89.23 806.67 ± 233.21 * 1118.5 ± 88.39 1324.40 ± 121.01 607.6–2756

Mean values ± S.E.M., n = 5/group. * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.0001 vs. Control group (Saline solution + Tween 80)
as determined by one-way ANOVA followed by Tukey test.
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2.4. Identification of Metabolites in P. alliacea L. Leaves

The phytochemical composition of P. alliacea L. leaves, from methanolic, hexanic, and
aqueous extracts, were analyzed, identifying different families of metabolites, such as
flavonoids, saponins, terpenes, coumarins, anthrones, anthraquinones, and alkaloids.

The concentrations of the different metabolites present in each of the respective extracts
P. alliacea L. leaves are shown in Table 2. It is observed that there is a significant statistical
difference between the extracts and the highest concentrations for most of the compounds
extracted from the leaves of P. alliacea L. are obtained with the methanolic extract, except for
total phenols. On the contrary, in the aqueous extract a higher concentration of saponins,
total phenols, and terpenes could be observed, while in the hexanic extract a higher
concentration of terpenes was observed, possibly due to the chemical nature of these
molecules that have a greater affinity for apolar substances.

Table 2. Quantitative analysis of secondary metabolites of the organic and aqueous extracts of
P. alliacea L.

Secondary Metabolites Methanolic Extract Hexanic Extract Aqueous Extract

Saponins (mg diosgenin/mL) 1.65 ± 0.54 - 0.40 ± 0.02 ***
Total flavonoids (mg rutin eq/mL) 0.52 ± 0.06 0.02 ± 0.00 *** 0.15 ± 0.01 **

Flavones and flavonols (mg quercetin eq/mL) 0.71 ± 0.005 0.008 ± 0.00 *** 0.124 ± 0.03 **
Total Phenols (mg gallic acid/mL) 0.20 ± 0.02 0.029 ± 0.00 ** 0.55 ± 0.01 ***

Terpenes (mg ursolic acid/mL) 0.62 ± 0.01 0.55 ± 0.04 * 0.231 ± 0.02 ***
Coumarins (mg umberylferone/mL) 0.142 ± 0.02 0.044 ± 0.01 *** 0.090 ±0.01 *

Mean values ± S.E.M. * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.0001 vs. Methanolic extract as determined by one-way
ANOVA followed by Tukey test.

2.4.1. Identification of Components by GC-MS

GC-MS analysis allowed the detection and identification of 54 compounds in total,
but 11 of them were the most abundant (Table 3, Figure 2). In the methanolic extract,
16 compounds were identified such as: butylated hydroxytoluene; 4-cyanocinnoline; 1-
(3,5-dimethyl-1-adamantanoyl) semicarbazide; imidazole 2-amino-5-[(2-carboxy)vinyl];
asteromycin; 4-fluorohistamine; 4-methoxyamphetamine; 2-piperidinone-1-methyl; 3,3′-
iminobispropylamine; 1-(5-bicyclo(2.2.1)heptyl)ethylamine; methypent-4-enylamine; 1h-
indole-3-ethanamine 6-fluoro-beta-methyl.

Table 3. Metabolites of P. alliacea L. leaves identified by GC-MS.

Extract R.T. (min) Name A% Class

Methanolic

8.812 Ethyl palmitate 4.32 Fatty ester
9.813 Phytol 48.80 Terpene
9.974 Ethyl linolenate 17.84 Fatty ester
13.501 Squalen 7.24 Terpene

Hexanic

5.298 Butylated hydroxytoluene 6.04 Phenolic compound
9.552 Methyl oleate 12.93 Fatty ester
11.815 Eicosane 6.25 Hydrocarbon
13.501 Squalen 10.29 Terpene

Aqueous

8.363 Methyl 14-methylpentadecanoate 7.0 Fatty ester
9.543 Methyl oleate 14.51 Fatty ester
9.851 Bis(2-ethylhexyl) maleate 36.27 Ester
10.195 Octadecyl acetate 1.49 Fatty ester
12.106 2,4-Bis(1-phenylethyl)phenol 3.03 Phenolic compound

R.T (retention time); A% (percent abundance).
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For the hexanic extract, 16 compounds were identified as: 1-methyl-2-phenoxyethyl-
amine; pentadecanoic acid-14-methyl methyl ester; 2-(2-carboxyvinil) pyridine, trans;
hexadecanoic acid 14-methyl methyl ester; octadecanoic acid methyl ester; 1-adamantyl
(phenyl)methanone thiosemicarbazone; tetratetracontane; benzene-1-chloro-4-(2-phenyle-
thenyl); 1,2-benzenedicarboxylic acid mono(2-ethylhexyl) ester; tetrasiloxane decamethyl;
cyclotrisiloxane hexamethyl; 5-acetamido-4,7-dioxo-4,7-dihydrobenzofurazan.

Finally, 22 compounds were identified in the aqueous extract among which are:
2-methoxy-4-vinylphenol; 1-propanone 1-(1-adamantyl)-3-dimethylamino; phenol 2-(1-
phenylethyl); acetamide 2-amino; 1,2-benzenedicarboxylic acid butyl octyl ester; 5-azauracil;
3-pyrrolidinecarboxylic acid 1-methyl-5-oxo; pentanamide n-decyl-n-methyl; 3-azahexan-
1-ol 6-cyclohexyl; dodecane 1-fluoro; 2-butenedioic acid [E] bis(2-ethylhexyl) ester; 7-
oxabicyclo(4.1.0)heptane 1,5-dimethyl; nonahexacontanoic acid; aluminun tripropyl; ben-
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zaldehyde 2-nitro diaminomethylidenhydrazone; 1h-indole 5-methyl-2-phenyl; cyclotrisilox-
ane hexamethyl.

2.4.2. In Silico Analysis of the Most Abundant Compounds

The results for the analysis of the biological effects of the components found in the
extracts of P. alliacea L. were obtained from PASSonline (Table 4). It was observed that all the
compounds present, to a greater or lesser extent, a probability of acting as antinociceptive
or anti-inflammatory, although a greater probability of anti-inflammatory activity can
be noted, even being observed in some of them, such as Ethyl linolenate and Butylated
hydroxytoluene, with Pa (probability to be active) greater than 0.80.

Table 4. PASSonline activities.

Extract Compounds
Antinociceptive Antiinflammatory

Pa Pi Pa Pi

Methanolic Ethyl palmitate 0.472 0.054 0.600 0.032
Methanolic Phytol 0.300 0.182 0.458 0.070
Methanolic Ethyl linolenate 0.509 0.031 0.827 0.005
Methanolic/

Hexanic Squalene 0.474 0.053 0.701 0.016

Hexanic Butylated hidroxytoluene 0.498 0.037 0.803 0.006
Hexanic
Aqueous Methyl oleate 0.573 0.011 0.607 0.030

Hexanic Eicosane 0.595 0.012 0.424 0.004
Aqueous Methyl 14-methylpentadecanoate 0.490 0.042 0.392 0.1
Aqueous Bis(2-ethylhexyl) maleate 0.331 0.160 0.605 0.030
Aqueous Octadecyl acetate 0.455 0.067 0.717 0.014
Aqueous 2,4-bis(1-phenylethyl) phenol 0.555 0.014 0.318 0.145

Pa = probability to be active; Pi = probability to be inactive.

Derived from the previous analysis, an in silico toxicological analysis was carried out
with the OSIRIS Property Explorer program regarding the different compounds found
in the extracts, since this allows chemical structures to be drawn and various relevant
properties of the compound to be calculated on the fly if the structure is valid. The
prediction results are scored and color-coded, as shown in Table 5. Properties with a high
risk of undesirable effects, such as mutagenicity, irritability, etc., are shown in red (high risk).
Meanwhile, a green color (zero risk) indicates a behavior consistent with the compound. In
addition, we can see that two compounds present a high risk of toxicity, such as butylated
hydroxytoluene and bis (2-ethylhexyl) maleate.

Table 5. Toxicity Risks by OSIRIS Property Explorer.

Extract Compounds M. T. I. R.E.

Methanolic Ethyl palmitate
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3. Discussion 
For the in vivo evaluation of the antinociceptive activity, the formalin model was 

used, which has two phases. The first called neurogenic is caused by the activation of the 
primary afferent fibers by the action of formalin. After this phase, a short period of quies-
cence, followed by the second phase related to the release of inflammatory mediators 
[15,16].  

In the results, an attenuation of the nociceptive behavior was observed with the ad-
ministration of the different antinociceptive activities of P. alliacea L., using the root [9,10]. 
However, this is the first evidence of the evaluation of the extracts used in the leaves of 
this plant. The range of percentages of antinociception found in this study for each phase 
of the evaluated method presents a behavior like that reported by Lopéz-Canúl, [17] who 
evaluated the Verbesina persicifolia leaves. During the neurogenic phase, the values are 
lower than those obtained in the anti-inflammatory phase.  

Analyzing the antinociceptive effects, some differences have been described with 
previous studies that have evaluated plant extracts in the formalin model. For example, 
in phase one, in this work, greater inhibition of pain was found compared to that reported 
by Xu et al. [18] in the evaluation of Flos populi flowers and by Díaz-Castillo [19], who 
analyzed the antinociceptive effects of Macrolobium pittieri leaves. However, the study re-
sults presented a lower percentage of inhibition compared to that reported by Hajhashemi 
et al. [20] who examined Rosa damascena petals. Meanwhile, in phase two, the study results 
were less than the effects of the aqueous extract of flowers of Flos populi [18]. These differ-
ences could be based on the variation of the bioactive metabolites present in each of the 
plant species. However, in phase two, the extracts from the P. alliacea L. leaves presented 
a higher percentage of pain inhibition compared to reported by Guerra et al. [21] in the 
evaluation of P. lichnidiflora leaves and by Díaz-Castillo [19], and a lower percentage com-
pared to Xu et al. [18] and Hajhashemi et al. [20]. This may be because Hajhashemi et al. 
[20] used a dose of 1000 mg/kg, higher than that of this investigation. Moreover, the flow-
ers of Flos populi could have more bioactive compounds that act in this phase, thus reduc-
ing the pain.  

The toxicological study, where no lethality was found with a high dose, is consistent 
with the lack of significant alterations in the levels of the biochemical indicators studied 
after administration with most of the extracts. This can consequently be interpreted as a 
plant that presents certain security for its use and it can be said that the average lethal 
dose of the different extracts of the P. alliacea L. leaves is above the dose evaluated. This 
result of the median lethal dose coincides with the work of García-Pérez et al. [13], where 
no mortality was observed with the dose of 2000 mg/kg. However, in this investigation, 
only the fractions of an ethanolic extract were evaluated, using the stem and leaves, while 
our study evaluated different extracts, allowing the extraction of a wide range of metabo-
lites depending on their polarity, and thus reinforcing the evidence of safety in the use of 
the plant.  

The correlation with biochemical parameters in the serum of NIH mice was used to 
identify alterations that could be considered severe. An increase in glucose, consistent 
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3. Discussion

For the in vivo evaluation of the antinociceptive activity, the formalin model was used,
which has two phases. The first called neurogenic is caused by the activation of the primary
afferent fibers by the action of formalin. After this phase, a short period of quiescence,
followed by the second phase related to the release of inflammatory mediators [15,16].

In the results, an attenuation of the nociceptive behavior was observed with the
administration of the different antinociceptive activities of P. alliacea L., using the root [9,10].
However, this is the first evidence of the evaluation of the extracts used in the leaves of
this plant. The range of percentages of antinociception found in this study for each phase
of the evaluated method presents a behavior like that reported by Lopéz-Canúl, [17] who
evaluated the Verbesina persicifolia leaves. During the neurogenic phase, the values are
lower than those obtained in the anti-inflammatory phase.

Analyzing the antinociceptive effects, some differences have been described with
previous studies that have evaluated plant extracts in the formalin model. For example, in
phase one, in this work, greater inhibition of pain was found compared to that reported
by Xu et al. [18] in the evaluation of Flos populi flowers and by Díaz-Castillo [19], who
analyzed the antinociceptive effects of Macrolobium pittieri leaves. However, the study
results presented a lower percentage of inhibition compared to that reported by Hajhashemi
et al. [20] who examined Rosa damascena petals. Meanwhile, in phase two, the study
results were less than the effects of the aqueous extract of flowers of Flos populi [18].
These differences could be based on the variation of the bioactive metabolites present
in each of the plant species. However, in phase two, the extracts from the P. alliacea L.
leaves presented a higher percentage of pain inhibition compared to reported by Guerra
et al. [21] in the evaluation of P. lichnidiflora leaves and by Díaz-Castillo [19], and a lower
percentage compared to Xu et al. [18] and Hajhashemi et al. [20]. This may be because
Hajhashemi et al. [20] used a dose of 1000 mg/kg, higher than that of this investigation.
Moreover, the flowers of Flos populi could have more bioactive compounds that act in this
phase, thus reducing the pain.

The toxicological study, where no lethality was found with a high dose, is consistent
with the lack of significant alterations in the levels of the biochemical indicators studied
after administration with most of the extracts. This can consequently be interpreted as
a plant that presents certain security for its use and it can be said that the average lethal
dose of the different extracts of the P. alliacea L. leaves is above the dose evaluated. This
result of the median lethal dose coincides with the work of García-Pérez et al. [13], where
no mortality was observed with the dose of 2000 mg/kg. However, in this investigation,
only the fractions of an ethanolic extract were evaluated, using the stem and leaves, while
our study evaluated different extracts, allowing the extraction of a wide range of metabo-
lites depending on their polarity, and thus reinforcing the evidence of safety in the use
of the plant.

The correlation with biochemical parameters in the serum of NIH mice was used to
identify alterations that could be considered severe. An increase in glucose, consistent
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with some studies performed [14,22] but inconsistent with the Garcia-Perez et al. [13]
investigation, was observed as a similar glucose concentration was maintained in all
experiments. On the other hand, a decrease in triglycerides was observed in mice, which
has not been studied, leaving open the possibility of future research related to this plant.
Finally, a decrease in uric acid outside the normal range was observed. Despite this, it
did not directly affect the LD50, probably because the concentration of some substances
present in the extracts is not sufficient to generate mortality. This result agrees with Oyeleke
et al. [23] and Muhammad et al. [24], who evaluated an aqueous extract of the root and
leaves of this plant in pullet chicks.

In general, the result of the phytochemical analysis of P. alliacea L., is consistent with
that previously reported in various studies [25–27]. However, it is important to highlight
the novel presence of terpenes, anthrones, anthraquinones and coumarins, metabolites that
were found in this study and that could represent new elements of study for future applied
research. The differences between these new elements found compared to other studies
could be based on multiple factors, such as collection time, environment, types of solvent
and extraction method; factors widely discussed in previous reports [28].

Regarding the chromatographic analysis, the presence of 11 compounds with greater
abundance in the extracts was evidenced, of which ethyl palmitate [29], phytol [30], ethyl
linolenate [31], squalene [31], and methyl oleate [32] have been reported in the literature
with antinociceptive and anti-inflammatory activity. On the other hand, there is no evidence
of antinociceptive or anti-inflammatory activity of methyl 14-methylpentadecanoate, 2,4-
bis(1-phenylethyl) phenol, butylated hydroxytoluene, eicosane, bis(2-ethylhexyl) maleate,
and octadecyl acetate. However, various investigations [33,34] report the antioxidant
activity of these compounds, which indirectly influences the reduction of pain, since it has
been shown that in painful conditions there is an increase in free radicals, which promotes a
higher concentration of intracellular calcium and a decrease in glutamate reuptake, causing
an increase in the activation of the NMDA receptor, promoting sensitization at the central
level [35,36]. So, a decrease in free radicals would favor the antinociceptive effects, coupled
with the fact that in silico analysis, which makes a prediction based on structure–activity
relationships, showed that the compounds have a probability of acting as antinociceptive
molecules, thus opening up an area of opportunity to evaluate these bioactive compounds
in isolation to confirm this pharmacological effect.

Finally, the in silico analyses were carried out through PASSonline, a platform that
makes predictions of the biological activities of molecules through the structure–activity
relationship, with an accuracy greater than 95% [37]. Molecules with a high probability of
generating analgesic and anti-inflammatory effects are present in all the extracts. These
findings correlate with some activities reported for the identified molecules, since it has
been shown that they can act as antioxidants, inhibitors of lipoxygenase, and inhibitors of
5alpha-reductase [38–40], via mechanisms that are associated with pain reduction [39,41,42].

Adopting the toxicity alarm descriptors through in silico tests using the Osiris property
program, two molecules with signs of risk were detected, butylated hydroxytoluene and
bis (2-ethylhexyl) maleate. It has been reported that these molecules can cause cough,
sore throat, reddening of the skin and eyes, abdominal pain, confusion, vertigo, nausea,
vomiting, and prolonged or repeated exposure, which causes dermatitis. These can affect
the liver, be carcinogenic, as well as hazardous to pregnancy [43,44]. However, since
no mortality was found with a high dose of each of the extracts, it is possible that their
concentration was not sufficient to cause these alterations in the conditions evaluated, in
addition to the fact that the effects evaluated were with acute dosages.

4. Materials and Methods
4.1. Collection of Plant Material

P. alliacea L. leaves were collected from several randomly distributed individuals in
the same phenological stage (autumn) from the municipality of Ocozocoautla de Espinosa
(N 16◦45′07.4′′ and W 93◦22′22.6′′) located in the state of Chiapas, Mexico. The botanical
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identification took place at the herbarium of the Botanical Garden “Dr. Faustino Miranda”
with the registration number 54016.

4.2. Obtaining the Extract

P. alliacea L. leaves were dried at 45 ◦C in a Cole-Parmer StableTemp oven and ground
manually. The mixtures with organic solvents (methanol and hexane) and the aqueous
were prepared in a 1:10 ratio and were subjected to sonication for 2 h in a Cole-Parmer
08855-00 sonicator (Illinois, USA). Then, each of the mixtures was filtered by vacuum with
a Welch Vacuum Gem 8890A-70 pump with Bluffton 1603007402 motor and centrifuged at
5000 rpm for 15 min in a Solbat J-600 centrifuge (Puebla, Mexico). Only the extracts with
the organic solvents were concentrated under reduced pressure in a Büchi R-210 rotary
evaporator (Flawil, Switzerland) at a temperature not higher than 45 ◦C. Hence, to obtain
the crude extracts, a wash with distilled water was then carried out. The resuspended
extracts and the aqueous extract were lyophilized at −40 ◦C with a vacuum of 0.035 mBar.
Finally, the yield of each extraction was calculated by the Equation (1):

Yield (%) =

(
Extractedmaterial(g)

Initialmaterial(g)

)
× 100 (1)

4.3. Extracts and Drugs Used

For each of the different extracts (methanolic, hexanic and aqueous), four doses were
used, one for each experimental group (10, 31.6, 100, and 316 mg/kg; p.o.), which were
compared with their respective control group, who only received the solvent consisting of
sterile distilled water and a few drops of Tween 80. The administration volume considered
in these groups was 1 mL/100 g. In addition, a single dose (10 mg/kg; p.o) of the non-
steroidal anti-inflammatory drug diclofenac (AMSA laboratories, Mexico City, Mexico) was
used as the reference drug. Finally, 2% formalin (LABESSA Reagents, Mexico City, Mexico)
was also used for the induction of the painful stimulus (20 µL; s.c.).

4.4. Animals

Briefly, 128 male mice of the NIH strain weighing 25–30 g were used, with food and
water available ad libitum under controlled humidity conditions and with a 12 h light/dark
cycle. The animals were fasted for 8 h prior to carrying out the experiments. This research
project was authorized by Institutional Committee of the National Technological of Mexico
Technological Institute of Tuxtla Gutiérrez (protocol number 05-2020/ITTG) and adhered
to both the guidelines for experimental research in animals [45] and the Official Mexican
Standard (NOM) for the care and use of animals [46].

4.5. Evaluation of Antinociceptive Activity

Antinociceptive activity was determined using the formalin model [47], in which
previous habituation of 30 min was performed, placing the mouse inside an acrylic chamber
(30 cm × 30 cm and 40 cm). After habituation, the administration of the extracts, diclofenac
or the vehicle, was carried out. Then, 30 minutes later, the subcutaneous injection of
formalin was carried out on the dorsal surface of the right hind limb and the number of
paw jerks was recorded in periods of one minute every five minutes for one hour. The
response to the stimulus was analyzed in two phases, the first from 1 to 10 min and the
second from 15 to 60 min, and the average response of each group was obtained [16].

4.6. Toxicity Test

For the determination of the median lethal dose (LD50) the guidelines of the Organiza-
tion for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) were used, using the test known
as “up and down”. Five animals were used to evaluate the dose of 2000 mg/kg. Thus, in
the evaluation, it must be considered that, if 3–5 mice die, the main test will be carried out
to determine the LD50 [48].
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On the other hand, a biochemical serum analysis was performed, for which all the
animals were sacrificed by decapitation after 15 days of observation after the administration
of 2000 mg/kg p.o of each of the extracts. Whole blood was centrifuged at 4500 rpm for
15 min to obtain serum. Glucose (mg/dL), cholesterol (mg/dL), triglyceride (mg/dL),
albumin (g/dL), total protein (g/dL), uric acid (mg/dL), and amylase (U/L) levels were
determined using a Spinlab 14-5331 analyzer (Dieren, The Netherlands).

4.7. Identificación de Metabolitos Presentes en el Extracto
4.7.1. Qualitative Analysis by TLC

Thin-layer chromatography (TLC) was performed using silica gel 60 F254 plates,
6.6 × 20 cm (0.25 mm thick) Merck® (Mexico City, Mexico), as stationary phase. Then,
30 µL of each extract were applied to 1 cm from the lower limit. The methanolic extract sam-
ple was eluted with chloroform-acetone-acetic acid (9:1:0.2), the hexanic extract was eluted
with chloroform-petroleum ether-acetic acid -acetone (9:1:0.2:0.5), and the aqueous extract
was eluted in chloroform-acetone-ethanol-hexane-toluene (8:1.5:4:0.2:0.6). Chromatography
plates were developed as reported by Wagner and Bladt [49].

4.7.2. Quantitative Analysis by Visible Light Spectrophotometry

The following colorimetric methods were used: 2-aminoethyldiphenylborate for the
quantification of total flavonoids [50]. The aluminum chloride method was adopted for
the quantification of flavones and flavonols [51]. The content of total phenols was assessed
using the Folin–Ciocalteu method according to Singleton et al. [52]. The quantification of
total saponins was determined according to the report of Wei et al. [53]. The content of
total terpenes was quantified according to the description of Fan et al. [54]. Finally, the
quantification of alkaloids was performed according to a report by Shamsa et al. [55]. For
each of these methods, a Hach Dr 5000 spectrophotometer (Colorado, USA) was used.

4.7.3. Identification of Components in Extracts by Gas Chromatography Coupled to Mass
Spectrophotometry

The composition of volatile compounds present in the different extracts was identified
using an Agilent Technologies 7890 gas chromatograph coupled to an MSD VL 5975 C
mass spectrometry (Wilmington, NC, USA), and the 8270D method was used [56]. The
identification of the compounds was carried out by comparing the mass spectra obtained
with those of the NIST 2.0 library.

4.7.4. In Silico Analysis of the Most Abundant Compounds

The most abundant secondary metabolites identified in this study was represented in
SMILES (simplified molecular-input line-entry system) codes, obtained using the Swiss
target software (Swiss Institute of Bioinformatics, version ChEMBL23). All predictions
were determined with the same SMILES code. PASS online software (Way2Drug.com,
2011–2022, version 2.0, accessed on 4 July 2022) [37] was used to predict biological activity.
This platform calculates the physicochemical and structural properties necessary to perform
a comparison with its database. The results are expressed as a probability (P) ranging from
0 to 1, where 1 indicates that the event is very likely to occur in vivo and 0 is very unlikely.

Finally, an in-silico toxicity test was performed using the Osiris property explorer
software. This software allows determining the properties with high risk of unwanted
effects and is shown with a red color, while a green color indicates a behavior in accordance
with the evaluated drug or compound [57].

4.8. Statistical Analysis

All the data obtained were expressed as the mean ± S.E.M. and statistical significance
was determined using ANOVA analysis of variance followed by Tukey’s test for multiple
comparisons. The values were considered significantly different at p ≤ 0.05, and the
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statistical program Graphpad Prism version 6.0. was used (GraphPad Software Inc., La
Jolla, CA, USA).

5. Conclusions

The organic and aqueous extracts of the Petiveria alliacea L. leaves are rich in phy-
tochemical compounds, such as terpenes, esters, saponins, alkaloids, anthraquinones,
coumarins, anthrones, and flavonoids, some of them with previously reported biological
activity. Therefore, it is considered that they could be responsible for the positive antinoci-
ceptive effect, which occurred in the neurogenic phase and the inflammatory phase of the
formalin model, reducing pain in NIH mice by 35% and 60%, respectively, without showing
any difference between the doses evaluated. It should be noted that the extracts were safe
and that their use is not considered a health risk, as long as it is not in a prolonged and
irresponsible manner.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, J.V.E.-J. and R.I.C.-R.; methodology, J.V.E.-J., R.I.C.-R. and
K.d.C.C.-S.; software, K.d.C.C.-S.; validation, V.M.R.-V., N.R.-L., J.V.E.-J., R.I.C.-R. and A.C.-S.; Formal
analysis, J.V.E.-J., R.I.C.-R. and K.d.C.C.-S.; investigation, A.B.-A. and K.d.C.C.-S.; resources, A.B.-A.,
A.C.-S., J.V.E.-J., and R.I.C.-R.; data curation, A.B.-A., A.C.-S., J.V.E.-J. and R.I.C.-R.; writing—original
draft preparation, K.d.C.C.-S.; writing—review and editing, J.V.E.-J. and R.I.C.-R.; supervision, J.V.E.-J.
and R.I.C.-R.; project administration, J.V.E.-J. and R.I.C.-R. All authors have read and agreed to the
published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research received external funding from the Tecnológico Nacional de México, which it
provided through project 14460.22-P.

Institutional Review Board Statement: All tests were performed according t o the Institutional
Committee of the National Technological of Mexico-Technological Institute of Tuxtla Gutiérrez
with approval code 05-2020/ITTG and the ethical guidelines for experimental research on animals
(Zimmerman, 1983). Additionally, animal tests were conducted in accordance with the Official
Mexican Standard (NOM) for the care and use of animals (NOM-062-ZOO-1999). All experiments
were performed minimizing animal suffering and minimizing the number.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: The data are contained within the article.

Acknowledgments: K.C.C-S appreciates the scholarship granted by the National Council of Science
and Technology of Mexico (CONACyT, no. 759625).

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. IASP. International Association for the Study of Pain. 2017. Available online: https://www.iasp-pain.org/resources/terminology/

#pain (accessed on 14 April 2022).
2. Meckes, M.; David-Rivera, A.; Nava-Aguilar, V.; Jiménez, A. Activity of some Mexican medicinal plant extracts on carrageenan-

induced rat paw edema. Phytomedicine 2004, 11, 446–451. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
3. TRAMIL. 2017. Available online: https://www.tramil.net/es/plant/petiveria-alliacea (accessed on 14 April 2022).
4. Schroeder, M.A.; Burgos, Á.M. Concentraciones foliares y dinámica estacional de nutrientes en Petiveria alliacea (L.). Rev. Cubana

Plant Med. 2011, 16, 374–389.
5. Rzedowski, J.; de Rzedowski, G.C.; Pátzcuaro, M. Flora Del Bajío Y De Regiones Adyacentes; Centro Regional del Bajío: Pátzcuaro,

Mexico, 2000.
6. Illnait-Ferrer, J. Principales referencias etnomédicas sobre el anamú (Petiveria alliacea linn) y principios activos encontrados en la

planta. Un acercamiento al tema. Cienc. Biológicas 2007, 38, 27–30.
7. Otaiza, R.G.; Arzola, J.C.; Arredondo, M.C.R. Estudio etnobotánico de especies toxicas, ornamentales y medicinales de uso

popular, presentes en el Jardín de Plantas Medicinales. Boletín Antropológico 2006, 24, 463–481.
8. Donado-Orozco, I.; Ruiz-Afanador, T.; Camacho-Romero, O. Estudio etnobotánico piloto de plantas medicinales utilizadas en la

zona rural del municipio de Baranoa, Atlántico-Colombia. 2017, pp. 116–117. Available online: https://www.researchgate.net/
publication/344956520_Estudio_etnobotanico_piloto_de_plantas_medicinales_utilizadas_en_la_zona_rural_del_municipio_de_
Baranoa_Atlantico-Colombia (accessed on 14 April 2022).

https://www.iasp-pain.org/resources/terminology/#pain
https://www.iasp-pain.org/resources/terminology/#pain
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.phymed.2003.06.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15330501
https://www.tramil.net/es/plant/petiveria-alliacea
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/344956520_Estudio_etnobotanico_piloto_de_plantas_medicinales_utilizadas_en_la_zona_rural_del_municipio_de_Baranoa_Atlantico-Colombia
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/344956520_Estudio_etnobotanico_piloto_de_plantas_medicinales_utilizadas_en_la_zona_rural_del_municipio_de_Baranoa_Atlantico-Colombia
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/344956520_Estudio_etnobotanico_piloto_de_plantas_medicinales_utilizadas_en_la_zona_rural_del_municipio_de_Baranoa_Atlantico-Colombia


Pharmaceuticals 2022, 15, 943 13 of 14

9. Gomes, P.B.; Oliveira, M.M.d.; Nogueira, C.R.A.; Noronha, E.C.; Carneiro, L.M.V.; Bezerra, J.N.S.; Neto, M.A.; Vasconcelos, S.M.M.;
Fonteles, M.M.F.; Viana, G.S.B.; et al. Study of Antinociceptive Effect of Isolated Fractions from Petiveria alliacea L. (tipi) in Mice.
Biol. Pharm. Bull. 2005, 28, 42–46. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

10. Lopes-Martins, R.; Pegoraro, D.; Woisky, R.; Penna, S.; Sertie, J. The anti-inflammatory and analgesic effects of a crude extract of
Petiveria alliacea L. (Phytolaccaceae). Phytomedicine 2002, 9, 245–248. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

11. Pacheco, A.O.; Morán, J.M.; Giro, Z.G.; Rodríguez, A.H.; Mujawimana, R.J.; González, K.T.; Frómeta, S.S. In vitro antimicrobial
activity of total extracts of the leaves of Petiveria alliacea L. (Anamu). Braz. J. Pharm. Sci. 2013, 49, 241–250. [CrossRef]

12. Lateef, A.; Folarin, B.I.; Oladejo, S.M.; Akinola, P.O.; Beukes, L.S.; Gueguim-Kana, E.B. Characterization, antimicrobial, antioxidant,
and anticoagulant activities of silver nanoparticles synthesized from Petiveria alliacea L. leaf extract. Prep. Biochem. Biotechnol.
2018, 48, 646–652. [CrossRef]

13. García-Pérez, M.E.; Alfonso-Castillo, A.; Lores, O.F.; Batista-Duharte, A.; Lemus-Rodríguez, Z. Toxicological evaluation of an
aqueous suspension from leaves and stems of Petiveria alliacea L. (Phytolaccaceae). J. Ethnopharmacol. 2018, 211, 29–37. [CrossRef]

14. García-González, M.; Coto-Morales, T.; Ocampo, R.; Pazos, L. Subchronic and acute preclinic toxicity and some pharmacological
effects of the water extract from leaves of Petiveria alliacea (Phytolaccaceae). Rev. Biol. Trop. 2006, 54, 1323–1326. [CrossRef]

15. Dickenson, A.H.; Sullivan, A.F. Peripheral origins and central modulation of subcutaneous formalin-induced activity of rat dorsal
horn neurones. Neurosci. Lett. 1987, 83, 207–211. [CrossRef]

16. Bannon, A.W.; Malmberg, A.B. Models of Nociception: Hot-Plate, Tail-Flick, and Formalin Tests in Rodents. Curr. Protoc. Neurosci.
2007, 41, 8.9.1–8.9.16. [CrossRef]

17. Lopéz-Canúl, M. Evaluación del Efecto Anti-Nociceptivo y Anti-Alodinico del Extracto Acuoso de Huichin (Verbesina persicifolia
DC) Administrado de Forma Aguda en Ratas Macho de la Cepa Wistar. Julio 2015. Available online: http://cdigital.uv.mx/
handle/123456789/42564 (accessed on 15 April 2022).

18. Xu, Q.; Wang, Y.; Guo, S.; Shen, Z.; Wang, Y.; Yang, L. Anti-inflammatory and analgesic activity of aqueous extract of Flos populi.
J. Ethnopharmacol. 2014, 152, 540–545. [CrossRef]

19. Díaz-Castillo, M.A. Evaluación de la Actividad Analgésica y Antiinflamatoria de los Extractos Metanólicos de Ormosia coccinea
(AubI) Jacks y Macrolobium plttiers (Rose) Scheiy. 2015. Available online: http://up-rid.up.ac.pa/id/eprint/93 (accessed on
16 April 2022).

20. Hajhashemi, V.; Ghannadi, A.; Hajiloo, M. Analgesic and Anti-inflammatory Effects of Rosa damascena Hydroalcoholic Extract
and its Essential Oil in Animal Models. Iran. J. Pharm. Res. IJPR 2010, 9, 163–168.

21. Guerra, R.G.L. Analgesic Effect, Phytochemical Characterization and Toxicological Analysis of Ethanolic Extract of Pereskia
lychnidiflora Leaves. Rev. Peru. Med. Exp. 2018, 35, 581–590.

22. Christie, S.L.; Levy, A. Evaluation of the hypoglycaemic activity of Petiveria alliacea (guinea Hen Weed) extracts in normoglycaemic
and diabetic rat models. West Indian Med. J. 2013, 62, 685–691.

23. Oyeleke, A.M.; Adeyemi, O.A.; Egbeyale, E.B.; Obasa, O.A.; Okukenu, O.A. Growth response, organ development and blood
indices of growing pullets administered aqueous extracts of Petiveria alliacea. Slovak. J. Anim. Sci. 2020, 69, 310–319.

24. Muhammad, S.B.; Sobayo, R.A.; Oso, A.O.; Sogunle, O.M.; Ayoola, A.A.; Adeyemo, Y.O.; Basiru, Y.T. Effects of dosage and plant
parts of Petiveria alliacea used as phytobiotics on growth, nutrient digestibility and blood profile of Pullet chicks. Arch. Zootec.
2019, 68, 524–533. [CrossRef]

25. Fuentes, V. Estudios fenológicos en plantas medicinales VIII. Rev. Cuba. Plantas Med. 1989, 6, 43–52.
26. De Sous, J.R.; Demuner, A.J.; Pinheiro, J.A.; Breitmaier, E.; Cassels, B.K. Dibenzyl trisulphide and transN-methyl-a-methoxyproline

from Petiveria alliacea. Phytochemistry 1990, 29, 3653–3655. [CrossRef]
27. Benevides PJ, C.; Young MC, M.; Giesbrecht, A.M.; Roque, N.F.; da SBolzani, V. Antifungal polysulphides from Petiveria alliacea L.

Phytochemistry 2001, 57, 743–747. [CrossRef]
28. Haggerty, B.M. The Phenology Handbook. A Guide to Phenological Monitoring for Students, Teachers, Families, and Nature

Enthusiasts. University of California: Santa Barbara, CA, USA, 2008. Available online: https://www.usanpn.org/files/shared/
files/Haggerty&Mazer_ThePhenologyHandbook_v3Aug2009.pdf (accessed on 16 April 2022).

29. Saeed, N.M.; El-Demerdash, E.; Abdel-Rahman, H.M.; Algandaby, M.M.; Al-Abbasi, F.A.; Abdel-Naim, A.B. Anti-inflammatory
activity of methyl palmitate and ethyl palmitate in different experimental rat models. Toxicol. Appl. Pharmacol. 2012, 264, 84–93.
[CrossRef]

30. Santos, C.C.d.P.; Salvadori, M.S.; Mota, V.G.; Costa, L.M.; de Almeida, A.A.C.; de Oliveira, G.A.L.; Costa, J.P.; de Sousa, D.P.; de
Freitas, R.M.; Santos, R.N.d. Antinociceptive and Antioxidant Activities of Phytol In Vivo and In Vitro Models. Neurosci. J. 2013,
2013, 949452. [CrossRef]

31. Fernandes, D.C.; Martins BP, M.P.; Medeiros, D.L.; Santos, S.V.; Gayer, C.R.; Velozo, L.S.; Coelho, M.G. Antinociceptive and
anti-inflammatory activities of the hexanic extract of Echinodorus macrophyllus (Kunth) Micheli in mice. Braz. J. Health Biomed. Sci.
2019, 18, 25–32.

32. Tamoto, K.; Yamazaki, A.; Nochi, H.; Miura, T. Ozonides of olive oil and methyl oleate inhibit the expression of cyclooxygense-2
through the suppression of IkB/NFkB-dependent pathway in lipopolysaccharide-stimulated macrophage-like THP-1 cells. In
Proceedings of the IOA 17th World Ozone Crongress, Strasbourg, France, 22–25 August 2005; pp. 1–6.

33. Hossain, M.A.; Al-Toubi, W.A.; Weli, A.M.; Al-Riyami, Q.A.; Al-Sabahi, J.N. Hossain. Identification and characterization of
chemical compounds in different crude extracts from leaves of Omani neem. J. Taibah Univ. Sci. 2013, 7, 181–188. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1248/bpb.28.42
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15635161
http://doi.org/10.1078/0944-7113-00118
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12046866
http://doi.org/10.1590/S1984-82502013000200006
http://doi.org/10.1080/10826068.2018.1479864
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2017.09.022
http://doi.org/10.15517/rbt.v54i4.3108
http://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3940(87)90242-4
http://doi.org/10.1002/0471142301.ns0809s41
http://cdigital.uv.mx/handle/123456789/42564
http://cdigital.uv.mx/handle/123456789/42564
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2014.01.037
http://up-rid.up.ac.pa/id/eprint/93
http://doi.org/10.21071/az.v68i264.4991
http://doi.org/10.1016/0031-9422(90)85294-P
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0031-9422(01)00079-6
https://www.usanpn.org/files/shared/files/Haggerty&Mazer_ThePhenologyHandbook_v3Aug2009.pdf
https://www.usanpn.org/files/shared/files/Haggerty&Mazer_ThePhenologyHandbook_v3Aug2009.pdf
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.taap.2012.07.020
http://doi.org/10.1155/2013/949452
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jtusci.2013.05.003


Pharmaceuticals 2022, 15, 943 14 of 14

34. Soares, D.G.; Andreazza, A.A.C.; Salvador, M. Sequestering Ability of Butylated Hydroxytoluene, Propyl Gallate, Resveratrol,
and Vitamins C and E against ABTS, DPPH, and Hydroxyl Free Radicals in Chemical and Biological DPPH, and Hydroxyl Free
Radicals in Chemical and Biological Systems. J. Agric. Food Chem. 2013, 51, 1077–1080. [CrossRef]

35. Gao, X.; Kim, H.K.; Chung, J.M.; Chung, K. Reactive oxygen species (ROS) are involved in enhancement of NMDA-receptor
phosphorylation in animal models of pain. Pain 2007, 131, 262–271. [CrossRef]

36. Hacimuftuoglu, A.; Handy, C.R.; Goettl, V.M.; Lin, C.G.; Dane, S.; Stephens, R.L. Antioxidants attenuate multiple phases of
formalin-induced nociceptive response in mice. Behav. Brain Res. 2006, 173, 211–216. [CrossRef]

37. Filimonov, D.A.; Lagunin, A.A.; Gloriozova, T.A.; Rudik, A.V.; Druzhilovskii, D.S.; Pogodin, P.V.; Poroikov, V.V. Prediction of the
biological activity spectra of organic compounds using the PASS online web resource. Chem. Heterocycl. Compd. 2014, 50, 444–457.
[CrossRef]

38. Guerrero, R.V.; Vargas, R.A.; Petricevich, V.L. Chemical Compounds and Biological Activity of an Extract from Bougainvillea x
Buttiana (var. Rose) Holttum and Standl. Int. J. Pharm. Pharm. Sci. 2017, 9, 42–46. [CrossRef]

39. Pratiwi, P.; Fathoni, A.; Efendi, O.; Agusta, A. Antioxidant, Antibacterial Activity and GC-MS Analysis of Extract of Giant Forest
ANT Dinomyrmex gigas. J. Biodjati 2019, 4, 263–277.

40. Lou-Bonafonte, J.M.; Martínez-Beamonte, R.; Sanclemente, T.; Surra, J.C.; Herrera-Marcos, L.V.; Sanchez-Marco, J.; Arnal, C.;
Osada, J. Current Insights into the Biological Action of Squalene. Mol. Nutr. Food Res. 2018, 62, 1800136. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

41. Ahmad, I.; Ahmad, S.; Rao, H.; Shaukat, U.; Shahzad, M.N.; Sajid-ur-Rehman, M.; Basit, A.; Arshad, M.A.; Ahmad, B. Multi-
Method Determination of Antioxidant Capacity, Phytochemical and Biological Investigation of Four Different Solvent Extractives
of Leucophyllum frutescens (cenizo). S. Afr. J. Bot. 2020, 148, 200–209. [CrossRef]

42. Yehye, W.A.; Rahman, N.A.; Ariffin, A.; Hamid, S.B.A.; Alhadi, A.A.; Kadir, F.A.; Yaeghoobi, M. Understanding the chemistry
behind the antioxidant activities of butylated hydroxytoluene (BHT): A review. Eur. J. Med. Chem. 2015, 101, 295–312. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

43. International Labour Organization. Butylated Hydroxytoluene. March 1999. Available online: https://www.ilo.org/dyn/icsc/
showcard.display?p_card_id=0841&p_version=2&p_lang=en (accessed on 17 April 2022).

44. PubChem. Bis(2-Ethylhexyl) Maleate. Available online: https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/compound/Bis_2-ethylhexyl_
-maleate#section=Safety-and-Hazards (accessed on 17 April 2022).

45. Zimmermann, M. Pautas éticas para investigaciones de dolor experimental en animales conscientes. Pain 1983, 16, 109–110.
[CrossRef]

46. NOM. Norma Oficial Mexicana. NOM-062-ZOO-1999, Especificaciones Técnicas para la Producción, Cuidado. NOM-062-
ZOO-1999. Especificaciones Técnicas para la Producción, Cuidado y Uso de los Animales de Laboratorio. Available online:
https://www.fmvz.unam.mx/fmvz/principal/archivos/062ZOO.PDF (accessed on 22 March 2022).

47. Tjølsen, A.; Berge, O.G.; Hunskaar, S.; Rosland, J.H.; Hole, K. Review Article The formalin test: An evaluation of the method. Pain
1992, 51, 5–17. [CrossRef]

48. OECD. Test No. 425: Acute Oral Toxicity: Up-and-Down Procedure. In OECD Guidelines for the Testing of Chemicals, Section 4;
OECD Publishing: Paris, France, 2008; p. 27.

49. Wagner, H.; Bladt, S. Plant Drug Analysis. A Thin Layer Chromatography; Springer-Verlag: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 1996.
50. Robertson, A.H.M. A critical investigation into the flavognost Method for Thea flavin Analysis in Black Tea. Food Chem. 1989,

34, 57–70. [CrossRef]
51. Chang, C.C.; Yang, M.H.; Wen, H.M.; Chern, J.C. Estimation of total flavonoid content in propolis by two complementary

colorimetric methods. J. Food Drug Anal. 2002, 10, 178–182.
52. Singleton, V.L.; Orthofer, R.; Lamuela-Raventós, R.M.; Lester, P. Analysis of total phenols and other oxidation substrates and

antioxidants by means of Folin-Ciocalteu reagent. In Methods in Enzymology; Elsevier: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 1999;
Volume 299, pp. 152–178.

53. Sim, E.W.; Lai, S.Y.; Chang, Y.P. Antioxidant capacity, nutritional and phytochemical content of peanut (Arachis hypogaea L.) shells
and roots. Afr. J. Biotechnol. 2012, 11, 11547–11551.

54. Fan, J.P.; He, C.H. Simultaneous quantification of three major bioactive triterpene acids. J. Pharm. Biomed. Anal. 2006, 41, 950–956.
[CrossRef]

55. Shamsa, F.; Monsef, H.; Ghamooshi, R.; Verdian-rizi, M. Spectrophotometric determination of total alkaloids in some Iranian
medicinal plants. Thai J. Pharm. Sci. 2008, 32, 17–20.

56. EPA. Method 8270D Semivolatile Organic Compounds by Gas Chromatography/Mass Spectrometry (GC/MS). 2014. Available
online: https://archive.epa.gov/epa/sites/production/files/2015-12/documents/8270d.pdf (accessed on 16 March 2022).

57. Sander, T. OSIRIS Property Explorer. 2013. Available online: https://www.organic-chemistry.org/prog/peo/ (accessed on
18 April 2022).

http://doi.org/10.1021/jf020864z
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.pain.2007.01.011
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2006.06.030
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10593-014-1496-1
http://doi.org/10.22159/ijpps.2017v9i3.16190
http://doi.org/10.1002/mnfr.201800136
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29883523
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.sajb.2022.04.038
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejmech.2015.06.026
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26150290
https://www.ilo.org/dyn/icsc/showcard.display?p_card_id=0841&p_version=2&p_lang=en
https://www.ilo.org/dyn/icsc/showcard.display?p_card_id=0841&p_version=2&p_lang=en
https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/compound/Bis_2-ethylhexyl_-maleate#section=Safety-and-Hazards
https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/compound/Bis_2-ethylhexyl_-maleate#section=Safety-and-Hazards
http://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3959(83)90201-4
https://www.fmvz.unam.mx/fmvz/principal/archivos/062ZOO.PDF
http://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3959(92)90003-T
http://doi.org/10.1016/0308-8146(89)90033-2
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpba.2006.01.044
https://archive.epa.gov/epa/sites/production/files/2015-12/documents/8270d.pdf
https://www.organic-chemistry.org/prog/peo/

	Introduction 
	Results 
	Extract Yield 
	Evaluation of Antinociceptive Activity 
	Toxicity Test 
	Identification of Metabolites in P. alliacea L. Leaves 
	Identification of Components by GC-MS 
	In Silico Analysis of the Most Abundant Compounds 


	Discussion 
	Materials and Methods 
	Collection of Plant Material 
	Obtaining the Extract 
	Extracts and Drugs Used 
	Animals 
	Evaluation of Antinociceptive Activity 
	Toxicity Test 
	Identificación de Metabolitos Presentes en el Extracto 
	Qualitative Analysis by TLC 
	Quantitative Analysis by Visible Light Spectrophotometry 
	Identification of Components in Extracts by Gas Chromatography Coupled to Mass Spectrophotometry 
	In Silico Analysis of the Most Abundant Compounds 

	Statistical Analysis 

	Conclusions 
	References

