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Abstract 

 
The aim of this study was to evaluate the efficacy of two antioxidants, namely glutathione (GSH) and 

glutathione enhancer (GSH-EH), for amelioration of aflatoxicosis in Oreochromis niloticus. Three concentrations of 
both of GSH and GSH-EH (0, 5 and 10 mg/kg B.W. as a single intraperitoneal administration) were tested either as 
a pre-or post- treatment for aflatoxin B1 (AFB1). Two concentration of AFB1 (0 and 9 ppm) were tested. AFB1 was 
dissolved in Dimethylsulphoxide (DMSO 25%) and injected to the fish groups. GSH and GSH-EH were dissolved 
in distilled water just before use directly. A total number of 224 apparently  healthy O. niloticus were assigned to 14 
treatments (T1–T14) with 2 replicates, T1 was kept as a negative control group, T2 (positive control AFB1), T3 and T4 
(fish injected with GSH at 5 &10 mg/kg B.W., respectively), T5 and T6 (fish injected with GSH-EH at 5 &10 mg/kg 
B.W., respectively), treatments T7-T10 were injected at the start of the experiment by GSH and GSH-EH, then at the 
2nd day were injected by AFB1. While groups T11-T14, were injected by AFB1 at the start of the experiment, then at 
the 2nd day were injected by GSH and GSH-EH (as a post treatment). At the end of the experiment; blood, muscles 
and liver samples were taken from each group to determine the glutathione activity in blood, AFB1 residues in fish 
muscles and screen the AFB1 metabolites in liver by gas chromatography (GC) and mass spectrometry (MS), and to 
determine the alterations in the liver of the experimental fish. The results showed that AFB1 has significant potency 
for reducing the GSH values in blood O. niloticus either it was injected alone (T2) or with either of GSH or GSH-
EH. While, GSH and GSH-EH pre-treatments (T7-T10) reflected decrease in GSH values comparing with the post-
treatments (T11-T14). AFB1 residues showed that both antioxidants have the potency of vanishing the AFB1 residues 
only, at the post-treatment (T11-T14). Microscopically, there were hepatic lesions manifested by severing congestion 
with large areas of hemorrhages, necrotic hepatocytes and dilatation in blood vessels in AFB1 injected fish groups.  
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1. Introduction  
 

Aflatoxins are secondary metabolites produced 
mainly by the fungus Aspergillis flavus, with aflatoxin 
B1 (AFB1) identified as the most toxic metabolite. 
AFB1 is a potent hepatocarcinogen and hepatotoxin in 
some fish species, such as rainbow trout. AFB1 has 
been recently classified as a group 1 carcinogen (IARC, 
1993). Aflatoxin exposure may occur via contaminated 
food, such as moldy corn and peanuts. Jantrarotai et al. 
(1990) reported that aflatoxin is among the most 
common contaminants causing great economic losses 
in aquaculture. Research has indicated that interspecies 
differences in sensitivity to this hepatocarcinogen can 
often be explained by variations in the 
biotransformation of AFB1 (Bechtel, 1989; Eaton and 
Gallagher, 1994 and Bailey et al., 1996). 

In aflatoxicosis, oxidative stress is a common 
mechanism contributing to initiation and progression of 
hepatic damage. When animals consume contaminated 
feeds, AFB1 is metabolized in the liver producing the 

highly reactive chemical intermediaries. The binding of 
these intermediaries to DNA results in the disruption of 
transcription and abnormal cell proliferation, leading to 
mutagenesis and carcinogenesis (Theumer et al., 2003). 
The activation of AFB1 to the exo-AFB1- 8,9-epoxide is 
thought to be responsible for its carcinogenic effects 
because this unstable, highly reactive intermediate can 
bind to cellular macromolecules, including DNA 
(Miller, 1978 and Essigmann et al., 1982).  

Glutathione S-transferase (GST)-catalyzed 
conjugation of activated AFB1 is apparently the most 
important detoxification system (Hayes et al., 1991). 
The resulting conjugate is often less toxic than the 
parent compound, and its increased hydrophilicity can 
make it more readily excretable from the body. AFB1–
glutathione (GSH) conjugation is the major 
detoxification pathway of aflatoxin metabolites in the 
liver (Allameh et al., 2000). Removal of AFB1 
metabolites (predominantly AFB1–GSH and a 
glucuronide conjugate) from the liver occurs via biliary 
excretion (Ha et al., 1999). A number of hepatic 
metabolites of AFB1 have been detected in urine, 
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including aflatoxin M1, aflatoxin P1, aflatoxin Q1 
(Cusumano et al., 1995 and Sarr et al., 1995), and 
AFB1–mercapturic acids (predominantly exo-AFB1 
mercapturate, Scholl et al., 1997).  

Glutathione is a tripeptide synthesized from the 
precursor amino acids cysteine, glutamate, and glycine. 
It is low molecular weight sulphur containing 
compound (thiol), easily oxidized and can be 
regenerated very rapidly. These characteristics allow it 
to play an essential role in many biochemical and 
pharmacological reactions (Mates, 2000; Locigno and 
Castronovo, 2001 and Paolicchi et al., 2002). GSH is 
synthesized in every cell of the body, but the liver is 
quantitatively the major site of synthesis (Hahn et al., 
1978; Lauterburg et al., 1984 and DeLeve and 
Kaplowitz, 1990). 

Therefore, the major objective of the present study 
was to evaluate the efficacy of both reduced glutathione 
(GSH) and glutathione enhancer (GSH-EH) in 
controlling aflatoxicosis in O. niloticus.  

 
2. Materials and Methods 
 
2.1. Preparation of aflatoxin B1 
 

Aflatoxin B1 was produced on liquid medium 
(potato dextrose) by Aspergillus parasiticus (NRRL. 
2999) according to Ready et al. (1971). Aflatoxin B1 
was dissolved in chloroform and quantitatively 
estimated by thin layer chromatography, TLC (AOAC, 
2000). So, chloroform was evaporated to dryness on a 
rotary vacuum evaporator at 40ºC and redissolved in 
DMSO 25% (1:3 water) to the requirement of each 
aflatoxin concentration. AFB1 was freshly dissolved in 
DMSO before injection. 
 
 

2.2. Antioxidants; glutathione and glutathione 
enhancer 
  

Reduced GSH was obtained from Sigma Chemical 
Co., and GSH-EH was produced by Sigma 
Pharmaceutical Industries, which contains of GSH, L-
Cysteine, N-Acetyl Cysteine, L-Methionine, Vitamin C 
and Selenium. The indications of this drug (GSH-EH) 
are acute and chronic hepatitis, hepatocellular disorders 
and hepatic failure, fatty liver and impending cellular 
damage induced by stress and cancer. These 
antioxidants were dissolved in distilled water according 
to the experimental design.  
 
2.3. Experimental design 
      

This experiment was designed to evaluate the 
effects of AFB1 on blood GSH, AFB1 residues in 
muscles, GC-MS analysis of livers extract and the 
histopathological study of liver 4 days post-AFB1-
injection (Table 1). Two hundreds and twenty four 
fingerlings of O. niloticus with mean weight 25 g were 
obtained from El-Serw Station for Fishes Researches, 
where this study was carried out in June 2008. These 
fishes were randomly divided into 14 treatments (T1-
T14) with 16 fish in each treatment maintained in two 
glass aquaria (70X40X30 cm), the fish were acclimated 
to aquaria conditions for a week before the experiment 
was initiated. The aquaria were provided with air 
stones, all fish were received diet twice daily at a 
feeding rate 3% of the actual body weight. AFB1 was 
tested at levels of 0 and 9 mg/kg B.W. (being 0 and 
0.25 the LC50, according to EL-Barbary, 2008) at a 
single dose, while both of GSH and GSH-EH were 
used at three levels (being, 0, 5 and 10 mg/kg B.W.) at 
a single dose either, at the 0 day as a pre-treatment, or 
after 2 days from the start of the experiment. 
Antioxidants, DMSO and distilled water were injected 
alone at 0.05 ml/fish. 

          Table 1:  Experimental design. 
 

End of the Exp., at  the No. of Treatments At 0 day of the experiment At the 2nd day 
of Exp. 4th day 6th day 

T1 DMSO 25% D.W. +  
T2 AFB1 (9 mg/kg B.W.) D.W. +  
T3 GSH1 (5 mg/kg B.W.) DMSO 25% +  
T4 GSH2 (10 mg/kg B.W.) DMSO 25% +  
T5 GSH-EH1 (5 mg/kg B.W.) DMSO 25% +  
T6 

Control groups 

GSH-EH2 (10 mg/kg B.W.) DMSO 25% +  
T7 GSH1 AFB1  + 
T8 GSH2 AFB1  + 
T9 GSH-EH1 AFB1  + 
T10 

Pre-treatment* 

GSH-EH2 AFB1  + 
T11 AFB1 GSH1 +  
T12 AFB1 GSH2 +  
T13 AFB1 GSH-EH1 +  
T14 

Post treatment ** 

AFB1 GSH-EH2 +  
           * Pre-treatment means that the tested antioxidants were injected before the AFB1- injection. 
           ** Post-treatment means that the tested antioxidants were injected after the AFB1- injection 
           D.W. = distilled water  
 
 
 



Antiaflatoxigenic activity of chemical antioxidants  

ISSN: 1687-4285                                                             Egyptian Journal of Aquatic Research, 2010, 36(1), 203-215 

205
 
2.4. Analytical methods 
 

At the end of the experiment (either at the 4th or 6th 
day), blood samples were withdrawn from the fish 
heart of each treatment to determine reduced 
glutathione by the method of Beutler et al., (1963). The 
obtained data were statistically analyzed by one way 
analysis of variance using a software (SAS, 1996).                 

Ten gram muscles of three fish from each treatment 
were homogenized and prepared to determinate the 
residues of AFB1 in fish by TLC (AOAC, 2000). Also, 
1g liver of each treatment was prepared to screen the 
AFB1 metabolites by GC-MS, Gas chromatography and 
mass spectrometry, column: DB-17MS (122-4732) 
30m x 0.25 mm x 0.25. This determination was carried 
out at Plant Pathology Lab., Agricultural Research 
Center, Ministry of Agric., Giza, Egypt.     

The histological examination of the formalin-fixed 
fish liver was performed according to the technique 
described by Roberts (2004).  
  

3. Results and Discussion  
 
3.1. Determination of reduced GSH levels in blood 
 

Data presented in Table (2) showed the GSH levels 
in blood of all fish treatments after 4 days from GSH 
and GSH-EH injection. The results showed that 
significant differences were observed in GSH values 
among some fish treatments. AFB1 has significant 
potency for reducing the GSH values in O. niloticus 
blood, either it was injected alone (T2) or with both of 
GSH and GSH- EH [(T7-T14) except T11 where no 
significant difference was observed between it and free 
AFB1-treatments (T3-T6) comparing with AFB1-control 
(T2)]. In contrast, both of antioxidants led to gradual 
increase in blood GSH of fish treatments (T3-T6) 
comparing with control treatment (T1). While, GSH 
and GSH-EH pre-treatment reflected decrease in GSH 
values comparing with AFB1 pre-treatment (T11-
T14).The high concentrations of GSH in blood can be 
regarded as a detoxification direct step toward active 
AFB1-epoxide. There was a number of studies showing 
the importance of GSH coniugation of AFB1-epoxide 
in the detoxification of AFB1 (Degen and Neumann, 
1978), where the increased biliary extraction of AFB1-
epoxide-GSH and the increased resistance to the acute 
toxicity of AFB1 (Holeski et al., 1987) 
 
3.2. Aflatoxin B1 residues in O. niloticus muscles 
 

The residual analysis of AFB1 in the muscles of all 
AFB1-injected O. niloticus showed that AFB1-control 
(T2) and the antioxidants pretreatments (T7-T10) 
revealed presence of AFB1 residues (17.14, 28.5, 28.0, 
37.7 and 27.4, ppb respectively).These results are 
confirmed by previous studies of El-Barbary and 
Mehrim, (2009) who found that O. niloticus injected 
intraperitoneally (I.P.) with AFB1 (9mg/kg B.W.) 

showed trace of AFB1 (7.5 ppb) in their whole body.  
In contrast, the other AFB1-treatments (T11-T14) showed 
absence of AFB1 residues. These results indicate that 
both tested antioxidants in this study were more 
efficiently when used after exposure to AFB1 (T11-T14) 
than antioxidants pre-treatment (T7-T10). So, the 
sensitivity of O. niloticus to AFB1 can be reduced 
substantially by post-treatment, but not pre-treatment 
with antioxidants. While T2 that injected with AFB1 
alone showed lower value of AFB1- residues (17.14 
ppb) than the treatments T7-T10 which could be 
attributed to the stress effect of  GSH and GSH-EH on 
O. niloticus; hence, their less efficiency on the 
conjugation of AFB1 with these antioxidants to less 
toxic compounds that will be eventually excreted 
comparing with AFB1 injected (T2). However, the 
hepatic GSH levels are elevated within 8 h following 
AFB1 treatment and remain elevated up to 5 days 
following daily administration of AFB1 ( Beers et al., 
1992). 

The positive effects of both of GSH and GSH-EH 
on overcoming the toxic effects of AFB1 could be 
attributed to the antioxidative properties of these 
materials. These results showed that the ability of GSH 
and GSH-EH when use after aflatoxicosis to counteract 
the toxic effects of AFB1 on the fish could be better 
than its usage before aflatoxicosis (as a pre- treatment). 
That may be attributed to the characteristics of GSH, 
which is easily oxidized and can be regenerated very 
rapidly (Mates, 2000; Locigno and Castronovo, 2001 
and Paolicchi et al., 2002); so, its efficiency to play an 
essential role in biochemical and pharmacological 
reactions to counteract the toxic effects of AFB1 on the 
fish could be lower.   
 
Table 2: Mean values of blood GSH at the 4th day of 
GSH- injected in O. niloticus. 
 

Treatments GSH (mol/L cells) 

T1   Control 1.39c±0.02 

T2   AFB1 0.99d± 0.02 
T3   GSH1 2.19b± 0.01 
T4   GSH2 2.98ab± 0.01 

T5   GSH1-EH 2.19b± 0.02 C
on

tro
l g

ro
up

s 

T6   GSH2-EH 3.38a± 0.03 

T7   GSH1 + AFB1 0.99d± 0.01 

T8   GSH2 + AFB1 1.19d± 0.02 

T9   GSH1-EH + AFB1 1.79c± 0.02 

Pr
et

re
at

m
en

t 

T10   GSH2-EH +AFB1 1.39c± 0.02 

T11  AFB1+ GSH1 2.58b± 0.03 
T12  AFB1+ GSH2 2.18b± 0.03 

T13  AFB1+ GSH1-EH 1.79c± 0.02 Po
st

 -
tre

at
m

en
t 

T14  AFB1+ GSH2-EH 1.98c± 0.02 
a-d: Means in the same column superscripted with different letters are 

significantly different at (P ≤ 0.05). 
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3.3. Screen of AFB1 residues in liver by GC-MS 
  

GC-MS analysis (Table 3 and Figures.1-3) was 
performed to detect AFB1 degradation or AFB1 
metabolites. Results of GC-MS analysis of liver extract 
of AFB1- injected fish either with or without the tested 
antioxidants comparing with liver extract of control 
fish treatment (T1) at different variations of abundances 
and retention times were showed as peaks in Figures. 1-
3. This analysis revealed absence of both AFB1 and 
antioxidants residues in liver of all treatments, no large 
differences in peaks numbers were noted between the 
T1 and T2 (Figure1), indicating that the antioxidants 
(GSH and GSH-EH) activity have effects on metabolic 
activation of liver. While the other treatments (T7-T14) 
(Figures.2 and 3) showed clearly decrease in peaks 
numbers of each treatment at the abundance 2.000.000, 
especially with the high concentration (10 mg/kg B.W.) 
of both of GSH and GSH-EH which reflected the most 
decrease in peaks numbers in case pre-treatment of 
both of GSH and GSH-EH (Figure2; T8 and T10) 
comparing with the control treatments (Figure 1; T1 and 
T2).     
  

Table 3:  List of some compounds identified by GC-
MS. 

 
RT Library / ID Reference CAS 

4.96 Cyclohexene 31993 000138-86-3 

6.67 1,3-butadiene 196646 000087-68-3 

6.936 2-cyclohexan 46818 006485-40-1 

7.883 Tetradecane 113289 000629-59-4 

8.899 Erucic acid  288671 000112-86-7 

8.727 Tributyl phosphate 207383 000126-73-8 

9.450 Thymyl acetate  103015 000528-79-0 

10.210 Thiosulfuric acid 56420 002937-53-3 

9.281 Hydroxyl-6 cytosine 23391 000000- 

10.169 Isooctyl phthalate 326920 027554-26-3 

11.484 Octadecanoic acid 231322 000057-11-4 

11.485 n-Hexadecanoic acid 195432 000057-10-3 

13.210 n-Octadecanoic acid 231322 000057-11-4 

CAS= Chemical Abstracts Service (using database, CAS and 
chemBlink network).   RT= Retention time.  
 

 
 

  

  
 
Figure 1: Chromatogram of fractions of the extracted compounds of O. niloticus liver of both control (T1) and AFB1 

treated fish (T2).   
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Figure 2: Chromatogram of fractions of the extracted compounds of O. niloticus liver of both GSH (T7 and T8) and 

GSH-EH (T9 and T10) pretreatment at the two levels of them (5 & 10 mg/kg B.W. respectively).  
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Figure 3: Chromatogram of fractions of the extracted compounds of O. niloticus liver of both GSH (T11 and T12) and 
GSH-EH (T13 and T14) treated fish (after aflatoxicosis) at the two levels of them (5 & 10 mg/kg B.W. 
respectively).  



Antiaflatoxigenic activity of chemical antioxidants  

ISSN: 1687-4285                                                             Egyptian Journal of Aquatic Research, 2010, 36(1), 203-215 

209
3.4. Histopathological alterations of O. niloticus liver 
 

The histopathological lesions in liver of O. niloticus 
fish injected with AFB1 with and without either 
antioxidant were observed in the present study, 
comparing with the control (T1). In the control fish 
group, no histological changes were observed in liver 
(Figure 4a). T2 (fish injected with 9mg AFB1 / kg B.W.) 
showed severe lesions in the liver in form of 
thrombosis in blood vessels and focal areas of necrosis 
between the hepatocytes (Figure 4b), some of the 
hepatocytes showed pycnosis (Figure 4c), and the 
hepatocytes lost their normal polygonal structure and 
had prominent vacuolization with lateral situated nuclei 
and hydropic swelling (Figure 4d). T3 and T4 (fish 
injected with both of 5 and 10mg /kg B.W. GSH alone, 
respectively) showed normal structure of hepatocyte 
(Figure 4e) besides severe diffusion of hemosidren 
accumulation around blood vessels (Figure 4f), 
respectively. While T5 and T6 (fish injected with both of 
5 and 10mg GSH-EH /kg B.W., respectively), showed 
diffusion of slight hemorrhage between hepatocytes 
associated with slight degeneration vacuoles in 
hepatocytes (Figure 5a), in addition to, congestion in 
blood sinusoids associated with appearance of pycnotic 
nuclei in the hepatocytes (Figure 5b), respectively. T7 
and T8 (fish was pre-injected with the two levels of 
GSH before injection with AFB1, respectively) showed 
vacuolar degeneration in the hepatocytes (Figure 5c) 
with focal areas of necrosis between the hepatocytes 
(Figure 5d), respectively. So, these results showed that 
the pathological changes in the liver of the fish 
treatments injected with the high level of both 
glutathione and glutathione enhancer appeared to be 
more than those in the fish treatments injected with the 
low level of them, these pathological changes increased 
with GSH-enhancer comparing to GSH.  

The lesions of T9 and T10 (fish were pre injected 
with the two levels of GSH-EH before injection with 
AFB1, respectively) were intravascular haemolysis and 
necrosis between hepatocytes (Figure 5e), dilatation 
and congestion in blood sinusoids and vacuolar 

degeneration in the hepatocytes (Figure 5f), 
respectively.  

In fish injected with 9mg AFB1/kg B.W. before 
injection with both of 5 and 10 mg GSH /kg B.W. (T11 
and T12),  the hepatocytes showed some loss in    their 
normal polygonal structure and disappearance of 
hepatocyte wall and karyolitic necrosis (Figure 6a), 
some of the hepatocytes showed pycnosis besides 
congestion in portal blood vessels (Figure 6b). While, 
T13 and T14 (fish injected with 9mg AFB1/kg B.W. 
before injection with both of 5 and 10mg GSH-EH /kg 
B.W., respectively) showed severe hemorrhage in 
blood vessels and vascular degeneration in hepatocytes 
(Figure 6c), hepatocytes arranged around the central 
vein associated with pycnosis in most of the 
hepatocytes (Figure 6d). The histopathological 
alterations in liver agree with those lesions described 
by Hussein et al. (2000), Abdelhamid et al. (2002), El-
Barbary and El-Shaieb (2006) and El-Barbary and 
Mehrim (2009), who reported similar histopathological 
lesions in the liver of O. niloticus injected with 9 and 
18 mg AFB1/ kg B.W. 

In this study, the histopathological findings revealed 
that the chemical antioxidants at the tested levels could 
not have potency to overcoming the side effects of 
AFB1 on the liver histology. However they reflected a 
positive effect in reducing AFB1 residues in fish 
muscles.  
 
4. Conclusion 

  
It could be concluded that no residues of aflatoxin 

B1 was found in the aflatoxicosed O. niloticus liver 
after the 4th day of its injection, but it was detected in 
the fish muscles, both of glutathione and glutathione 
enhancer have the ability to conjugate with AFB1 and 
to be excreted from the body only in case of its use 
after aflatoxicosis. The optimal levels of these 
antioxidants for detoxification of aflatoxin effects need 
more studies.  
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Figure 4: Histopathological changes in liver of O niloticus injected with AFB1 as compared to control (stained with 

H&E).  (a): The control fish group showing normal structure (T1, x350). (b-d); fish injected with AFB1 
(9mg/kg B.W., T2) showing thrombosis in blood vessels (b, x200) besides necrosis in hepatocytes (c, 
x200), vaculation and necrosis in hepatocytes (d, x400) ; (e) fish injected with  GSH (5mg /kg B.W.,T3) 
showing normal structure (x400). (f): fish injected with GSH (10mg /kg B.W., T4) showing hemosidren 
accumulation around blood vessels (x200).  
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Figure 5: Histopathological changes in liver of O niloticus injected with antioxidants with or without AFB1 (stained 

with H&E). (a); fish injected with GSH-EH (5mg/kg B.W., T5) showing slight hemorrhage between 
hepatocytes associated with slight degeneration vacuoles in hepatocytes (x300). (b); fish injected with 
GSH-EH (10mg/kg B.W., T6) showing, congestion in blood sinusoids with pycnotic nuclei in the 
hepatocytes (x200). (c); T7 showing vacuolar degeneration in the hepatocytes (x400). (d); T8 showing 
focal areas of necrosis between the hepatocytes(x200). (e); T9 showing haemolysis and necrosis between 
hepatocytes(x300). (f); T10 showing congestion in blood sinusoids and vacuolar degeneration in the 
hepatocytes (x250).  
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Figure 6: Histopathological changes in liver of O niloticus injected with either antioxidant (after aflatoxisosis) 

(stained with H&E). (a); T11 showing disappearance of hepatocyte wall and karyolitic necrosis (x250). 
(b); T12 showing pyicnosis besides congestion in portal blood vessels(x250). (c); T13 showing severe 
hemorrhage in blood vessels and degeneration vacuoles in hepatocytes (x200). (d); showing pycnosis in 
most of the hepatocytes (x250).  

 
References  
 
Abdelhamid, A.M., Khalil, F.F., El-Barbary, M.I., 

Zaki, V.H. and Hussein, H.S.: 2002, Feeding Nile 
tilpaia on Biogen® to detoxify aflatoxic diets. 
Proc.1st Conf. Animal & Fish Prod., Mansoura, 
24&25, Sept., pp: 207-230. 

Allameh, A., Farahani, M. and Zarghi, A.: 2000,  
Kinetic studies of aflatoxin B1- glutathione 
conjugate formation in liver and kidneys of adult 
and weanling rats, Mech. Ageing Dev., 115: 73–83. 

AOAC.: 2000,  Association of Official Analytical 
Chemists. Official Methods of Analysis, 17th Ed.  
Washington, DC.  

Bailey, G.S., Williams, D.E. and Hendricks, J.D.: 1996, 
Fish models for environmental carcinogenesis: The 
rainbow trout. Environ. Health Perspect, 104:5–21. 

Bechtel, D.H.: 1989, Molecular dosimetry of hepatic 
aflatoxin B1-DNA adducts: Linear correlation with 
hepatic cancer risk. Regul. Toxicol. Pharmacol., 10: 
74–81.  

Beers, K.W., Glahn, R.P., Bottije, W.G. and Huff, 
W.E.: 1992, Aflatoxin and glutathione in domestic 
fowl (Gallus domesticus). -II.Effects on hepatic 
blood flow. Comp. Biochem. Physiol., I0IC: 463-
467                                                     

Beutler, E., Duron, O. and Kelly, B.: 1963, Improved 
method for the determination of blood glutathione. 
J. Lab. Clin. Med., 61: 882-890. 

Cusumano, V., Costa, G.B., Trifiletti, R., Marendino, 
R.A. and Mancuso, G.: 1995, Functional 
impairment of rat Kupffer cells induced by aflatoxin 
B1 and its metabolites, FEMS Immunol. Med. 
Microbiol., 10: 151– 155. 

 Degen G.H. and Neumann, H.G.: 1978, The major 
metabolite of aflatoxin B, in the rat is a glutathione 
conjugate. Chem. Biol. Interact., 22:239-255 

DeLeve, L.D. and Kaplowitz, N.: 1990, Importance and 
regulation of hepatic glutathione. Semin. Liver Dis., 
10: 251–266. 

Eaton, D.L. and Gallagher, E.P.: 1994, Mechanisms of 
aflatoxin carcinogenesis. Annu. Rev. Pharmacol. 
Toxicol., 34: 135–172. 



Antiaflatoxigenic activity of chemical antioxidants  

ISSN: 1687-4285                                                             Egyptian Journal of Aquatic Research, 2010, 36(1), 203-215 

213
EL-Barbary, M.I.: 2008, Aflatoxin B1 induced-changes 

in protein electrophoretic pattern and DNA in 
Oreochromis niloticus with special emphasis on the 
protective effect of rosemary and parsley extracts. 
American-Eurasian J. Agric. & Environ. Sci., 4: 
381-390 

El-Barbary, M.I. and El-Shaieb, A.F.: 2006, A 
contribution on the role of vitamin C in 
Oreochromis niloticus fed on diets containing 
aflatoxin B1 and/or Aspergillus parasiticus fungus. 
Egyptian Journal of Aquatic Research, 32: 425-442. 

El-Barbary, M.I. and Mehrim, A.I.: 2009, Protective 
effect of antioxidant medicinal herbs, rosemary and 
parsley, on subacute aflatoxicosis in Oreochromis 
niloticus. Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Science 
4:178-190 
Essigmann, J.M., Croy, R.G., Bennett, R.A. and 
Wogan, G.N.: 1982, Metabolic activation of 
aflatoxin B1: Patterns of DNA adduct formation, 
removal, and excretion in relation to carcinogenesis. 
Drug Metab. Rev., 13: 581–602. 

Ha, T.G., Mar, W.C., Kim, S.G., Surh, Y.J. and Kim, 
N.D.: 1999, Enhancement of biliary excretion of 
aflatoxin B (1) and suppression of hepatic ornithine 
decarboxylase activity by 2-(allylthio)pyrazine in 
rats, Mutat. Res., 428: 59–67. 

Hahn, R., Wendel, A. and Flohe, L.: 1978, The fate of 
extracellular glutathione in the rat. Biochim. 
Biophys. Acta, 539:324– 337. 

Hayes, J.D., Judah, D.J., McLellan, L.I. and Neal, G.E.: 
1991, Contribution of the glutathione S-transferases 
to the mechanisms of resistanceto aflatoxin B1. 
Pharmacol. Ther., 50: 443–472. 

Holeski, C.J., Eaton, D.L., Monroe, D.H. and Bellamy, 
G.M.: 1987, Effects of phenobarbital on the biliary 
excretion of aflatoxin P1-glucuro nide and aflatoxin 
B1-S-glutathione in the rat. Xenobiotica, 17: 139–
153.    

 Hussein, S.Y., Mekkawy, I.A.A., Moktar Z.Z. and 
Mubarak, M.: 2000, Protective effect of Nigella 
sativa seed against aflatoxicosis in Oreochromis 
niloticus.  Proc. Conf. Mycotoxins and Dioxins and 
the Environment, Bydgoszcz, 25 – 27 Sept., pp: 109 
– 130. 

IARC.: 1993, IARC Monographs on the evaluation of 
carcinogenic risks to humans v.56: some naturally 
occurring substances: Food items and constituents, 

heterocyclic aromatic amines and mycotoxins, 
Proceedings of IARC Working Group on the 
Evaluation of Carcinogenic Risks to Humans, 
Jun,6-16, 1992, IARC, Lyon, France,:245-395. 

Jantrarotai, W., Lovell, R.T. and Grizle, J.M.: 1990, 
Acute toxicity of aflatoxin B1 to channel catfish.  J. 
of Aquatic Animal Health, 2: 238 – 248. 

Lauterburg, B.H., Adams, J.D. and Mitchell, J.R.: 
1984, Hepatic glutathione homeostasis in the rat: 
efflux accounts for glutathione turnover. 
Hepatology, 4:586–590. 

Locigno, R. and Castronovo, V.: 2001, Reduced 
glutathione system: Role in cancer development, 
prevention and treatment. Int. J. Oncol., 19: 221–
36.  

Mates, M.: 2000, Effects of antioxidant enzymes in the 
molecular control of reactive oxygen species 
toxicology. Toxicology; 153: 83–104. 

Miller, E.C.: 1978, Some current perspectives on 
chemical carcinogenesisin humans and 
experimental animals. Cancer Res., 38: 1479–1496. 

Paolicchi, A., Dominici, S., Pieri, L., Maellaro, E. and 
Pompella, A.: 2002,  Glutathione catabolism as a 
signaling mechanism. Biochem. Pharmacol. , 64 : 
1027–35. 

Ready, T.V., Viswananthan, L. and 
Venkitasubramanlan, T.A.: 1971, High aflatoxin 
production on chemically defined medium. App. 
Microbiol., 22: 393-396. 

Roberts, R. J.:  2004, Fish Pathology, 3rd edition, W.B. 
Saunders. 

Sarr, A.B., Mayura, K., Kubena, L.F., Harvey, R.B. and 
Phillips, T.D.: 1995, Effects of phyllosilicate clay 
on the metabolic profile of aflatoxin B1 in Fischer-
344 rats, Toxicol. Lett., 75: 145– 151. 

SAS.: 1996, SAS Users Guid: Statistics. Version 2,5 
Edition. SAS Institute, Inc., Cary, NC. 

Scholl, P.F., Musser, S.M. and Groopman, J.D.: 1997, 
Synthesis and characterization of aflatoxin B1 
mercapturic acids and their identification in rat 
urine, Chem. Res. Toxicol., 10: 1144– 1151. 

Theumer, M.G., Lpَez, A.G., Masih, D.T., Chulze, S.N. 
and Rubinstein, H.R.: 2003, Immunobiological 
effects of AFB1 and AFB1–FB1 mixture in 
experimental subchronic mycotoxicoses in rats. 
Toxicology, 186:159–170. 



Manal I. El-Barbary 

Egyptian Journal of Aquatic Research, 2010, 36(1), 203-215                                                             ISSN: 1687-4285 

214

آمضادات للتسمم ) اثيون  محفز الجلوت–الجلوتاثيون (فاعلية مضادات الأآسدة الكيميائية 
  الأفلاتوآسيني في أسماك البلطي النيلي

  
  منال إبراهيم البربري

   المعهد القومي لعلوم البحار والمصايد-  أمراض الاسماكمعمل 
  
   

   )  GSH-EH(  ومحفز الجلوتاثيون (GSH) آلا من الجلوتاثيونةأُجريت هذه الدراسة بهدف تقدير فاعلي

 -0( ترآيѧزات مѧن آѧل منهمѧا     3فلاتوآسيني في  أسماك البلطي النيلѧي وذلѧك بإسѧتخدام    علي مواجهه التسمم الأ   

حѧدة عѧن طريѧق الحقѧن فѧي الغѧشاء البريتѧوني للأسѧماك، سѧواء فѧي                    أآجرعѧة و  )  آجم وزن جѧسم     /مجم  10 -5

). 1بعѧѧد الحقѧѧن بالأفلاتوآѧѧسين ب (أو معاملѧѧة ثانويѧѧة  )  1قبѧѧل الحقѧѧن بالأفلاتوآѧѧسين ب (صѧѧورة معاملѧѧة أوليѧѧة  

آجم وزن جسم عن طريق الحقن في البريتوني أيѧضا، وذلѧك بعѧد إذابتѧه                / مجم   9الأفلاتوآسين استخدم بترآيز    

، بينما مضادات الأآسدة تم إذابتها آل علي حده في ماء مقطر وذلك قبل الحقن            %25في داي ميثيل سلفوآسيد     

  .مباشرة

المعاملѧة  , ) T1-T14( معاملѧة    14قѧُسّمت إلѧي    مѧن إصѧبعيات البلطѧي النيلѧي،          224 استخدم في هذه التجربѧة      

 مجѧاميع الكنتѧرول لكѧل مѧن         T2-T6المعѧاملات مѧن     , ) الكنتѧرول الѧسالب   ( آانت تمثل مجموعة المقارنة      1رقم  

محفѧѧز الجلوتѧѧاثيون  ,  مجѧѧم5محفѧѧز الجلوتѧѧاثيون  , مجѧѧم 10الجلوتѧѧاثيون ,  مجѧѧم 5الجلوتѧѧاثيون , الأفلاتوآѧѧسين

 آانѧѧت محقونѧѧة عنѧѧد بدايѧѧة التجربѧѧة بكѧѧل مѧѧن  T7-T10المعѧѧاملات مѧѧن . اليآجѧѧم وزن جѧѧسم علѧѧي التѧѧو/مجѧѧم 10

آمعاملѧѧة أوليѧѧة قبѧѧل الحقѧѧن   ) آجѧѧم لكѧѧل منهمѧѧا   / مجѧѧم 10 و 5بترآيѧѧزات ( الجلوتѧѧاثيون ومحفѧѧز الجلوتѧѧاثيون   

بينمѧا المعѧاملات    . بعѧد اليѧوم الثѧاني مѧن بدايѧة التجربѧة           ) 10-7( بالأفلاتوآسين الذي يُحقن بѧه نفѧس المعѧاملات          

آانت تُحقن أولاً بالأفلاتوآسين عند بداية التجربѧة، وفѧي اليѧوم الثѧاني آانѧت تُحقѧن بكѧل مѧن                      ) 14-11(الأخيرة  

فѧي نهايѧة التجربѧة تѧم أخѧذ عينѧات دم وعѧضلات               . مضادات الأآѧسدة بѧنفس الترآيѧزات الѧسابقة آمعاملѧة ثانويѧة            

 فѧѧي 1 وتقѧѧدير المتبقѧѧي مѧѧن الأفلاتوآѧѧسين ب الجلوتѧѧاثيون فѧѧي الѧѧدم، وآبѧѧد مѧѧن آѧѧل معاملѧѧة وذلѧѧك لتقѧѧدير نѧѧشاط  

 GC-MSعѧѧѧضلات الأسѧѧѧماك، وتقѧѧѧدير نѧѧѧواتج الميتѧѧѧابولزم للتوآѧѧѧسين فѧѧѧي آبѧѧѧد الأسѧѧѧماك عѧѧѧن طريѧѧѧق جهѧѧѧاز   

وآѧѧذلك دراسѧѧة التغيѧرات النѧѧسيجية فѧѧي الكبѧد، وبالتѧѧالي تقѧѧدير دور    ،)طيѧѧف الكتلѧة / الكرومѧاتوجراف الغѧѧازى  (

ولقѧد أظهѧرت    . ية للتسمم الأفلاتوآسيني لأسماك البلطѧي النيلѧي       مضادات الأآسدة في مواجهة التأثيرات المرض     

نتائج قياس الجلوتاثيون في الدم بصفة عامة أن الأفلاتوآسين يѧؤدي إلѧي خفѧض قѧيم  الجلوتѧاثيون سѧواء بѧدون                        

)T2 (         املاتѧأو مع  مضادات الأآسدة، بينما المع(T7-T10)       ماكѧاثيون دم الأسѧيم جلوتѧي قѧاض فѧست انخفѧعك 

ѧѧة بقѧѧاثيون مقارنѧѧن بالجلوتѧѧة الحقѧѧاملات الثانويѧѧيم المع(T11-T14) . ضاداتѧѧن مѧѧل مѧѧائج أن آѧѧرت النتѧѧا  أظهѧѧآم

 فѧѧي عѧѧضلات الأسѧѧماك فѧѧي حالѧѧة    1الأآѧѧسدة المѧѧستخدمة أدت إلѧѧي عѧѧدم ظهѧѧور أي متبقيѧѧات للأفلاتوآѧѧسين ب    

لكروموتѧѧوجرافي آمѧѧا أظهѧѧر التحليѧѧل ا.  بعѧѧد الحقѧѧن بالأفلاتوآѧѧسين فقѧѧط(T11-T14)اسѧѧتخدامها آمعاملѧѧة ثانويѧѧة 
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الغازى وطيف الكتلة لمستخلصات الكبد للأسماك المعاملة بالأفلاتوآسين سواء مع أو بدون مضادات الأآѧسدة               

أما بالنسبة للتغيرات النѧسيجية فѧي   .  في الكبد1المختبرة إلي عدم ظهور أي نواتج ميتابولزمية لللأفلاتوآسن ب    

توآسين بمفرده  إلي إحѧداث تغيѧرات أآثѧر شѧدة مѧن التѧي يѧسببها            آبد أسماك المعاملات المختبرة فقد أدي الأفلا      

 مѧѧع آѧѧل مѧѧن الجلوتѧѧاثيون أو محفѧѧز الجلوتѧѧاثيون، وقѧѧد شѧѧملت التغيѧѧرات النѧѧسيجية فѧѧي الكبѧѧد    1الأفلاتوآѧѧسين ب

احتقان ونزف شديد بالإضافة لموت الخلايا الكبدية، وآѧذلك اتѧساع و تمѧدد فѧي الأوعيѧة الدمويѧة فѧي  الأسѧماك                 

   .بالتسمم الأفلاتوآسيني المصابة 


