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Mass spectrometric identification 
and toxicity assessment of 
degraded products of aflatoxin 
B1 and B2 by Corymbia citriodora 
aqueous extracts
Wajiha Iram1, Tehmina Anjum1, Mazhar Iqbal2, Abdul Ghaffar3 & Mateen Abbas4

This study explores the detoxification potential of Corymbia citriodora plant extracts against aflatoxin 
B1 and B2 (AFB1; 100 μg L−1 and AFB2; 50 μg L−1) in In vitro and In vivo assays. Detoxification was 
qualitatively and quantitatively analyzed by TLC and HPLC, respectively. The study was carried 
out by using different parameters of optimal temperature, pH and incubation time period. Results 
indicated that C. citriodora leaf extract(s) more effectively degrade AFB1 and AFB2 i.e. 95.21% and 
92.95% respectively than C. citriodora branch extract, under optimized conditions. The structural 
elucidation of degraded toxin products was done by LCMS/MS analysis. Ten degraded products of 
AFB1 and AFB2 and their fragmentation pathways were proposed based on molecular formulas and 
MS/MS spectra. Toxicity of these degraded products was significantly reduced as compared to that of 
parent compounds because of the removal of double bond in the terminal furan ring. The biological 
toxicity of degraded toxin was further analyzed by brine shrimps bioassay, which showed that only 
17.5% mortality in larvae was recorded as compared to untreated toxin where 92.5% mortality was 
observed after 96hr of incubation. Therefore, our finding suggests that C. citriodora leaf extract can 
be used as an effective tool for the detoxification of aflatoxins.

Aflatoxins (AFs) are group of potent mycotoxins with mutagenic, carcinogenic, teratogenic, hepatotoxic 
and immunosuppressive properties, are of particular importance because of their major occurrence and 
adverse effects on animal and human health1,2. The Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO) estimated 
that many basic foods could be contaminated by the mycotoxin producing fungi, which contributes to 
enormous global losses of food, approximately 1000 million metric tons each year3. Among 18 different 
types of aflatoxins identified, the major members are aflatoxin B1, B2, G1 and G2 which chemically 
are coumarin derivatives with a fused dihydrofurofuran moiety. Aspergillus flavus produces AFB1 and 
AFB2, whereas, Aspergillus parasiticus produces AFB1, AFB2, AFG1 and AFG24,5. Among them, AFB1 
has the greatest potential as an environmental carcinogen, with toxic effects on human via its direct or 
indirect consumption in food products6. The European Union has enacted a very stringent aflatoxin 
tolerance threshold of 2 μ g/kg aflatoxin B1 and 4 μ g/kg total aflatoxins for nut and cereals for human 
consumption7. Since aflatoxins can cause acute, subacute and chronic toxicity in animals and human, 
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much emphasis has been focused on the control or elimination of these toxic metabolites in food grains 
and livestock feeds8.

Detoxification of aflatoxins appears to be a more attractive approach. Detoxification strategies have 
been arbitrarily divided into physical, chemical, or microbiological processes to detoxify by destroying, 
modifying, or absorbing the mycotoxin so as to reduce or eliminate the toxic effects9. However, each 
treatment has its own limitations. During physical methods of aflatoxin detoxification like cooking and 
roasting various nutrients are destroyed from treated food commodity9,10. While chemicals methods 
like ammoniation, treatment with formaldehyde and sodium bisulphite have been found to be effective 
in detoxification of aflatoxins but their use in food industry is restricted because of food safety issues11. 
Biological detoxification of aflatoxins by employing microorganisms have been demonstrated by several 
researchers with major drawback of utilizing nutrients from food for their own growth and multiplica-
tion and release of undesirable compounds12,13. So there is a need to identify biologically safe and cost 
effective aflatoxin detoxifying compounds for use in food and feed industries. Since the treated product 
should be safe and unaffected by the chemicals used and the nutritive values of the treated product 
should not be altered.

Natural plant products may provide alternative way to prevent food or feed from fungal or mycotoxin 
contamination. Powder and extract of many medicinal herbs and higher plants have been reported to 
inhibit the growth of toxigenic fungi and production of toxins14,15. Reddy et al.16 investigated the poten-
tial of certain plant extracts and biocontrol agents for the reduction of aflatoxin B1 (AFB1) in stored rice. 
Among the plant extracts tested, Syzigium aromaticum (L.) Merr. Et Perry, Curcuma longa (L.), Allium 
sativum L. and Ocimum sanctum (Linn.) effectively inhibited the A. flavus growth and AFB1 produc-
tion. Similarly, Velazhahan et al.17 evaluated various medicinal plants extracts for their ability to detoxify 
aflatoxin G1 (AFG1) by thin-layer chromatography and enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA). 
Of the various plant extracts, the seeds extract of Trachyspermum ammi showed maximum degradation 
of AFG1. Another study by Vijayanandraj et al.18 also demonstrated the effect of different parameters on 
aqueous extracts of various medicinal plants for detoxification of aflatoxin B1 (AFB1). They found that 
leaf extracts of Adhatoda vasica Nees showed 98% degradation of AFB1 after incubation for 24h at 37 °C. 
Correspondingly, Kannan and Velazhahan19 explored the potential of some indigenous medicinal plants 
extracts for detoxification of aflatoxins. Their study showed that among various tested plants, Barleria 
lupulina Lindl. leaf extract(s) exhibited maximum detoxification of aflatoxin B1, B2, G1 and G2 at pH 10 
whereas detoxification percentage decreased at pH 7 and 3. Time course study of aflatoxin detoxification 
by B. lupulina extract showed that degeneration of aflatoxin occurred within 10 min and this percentage 
was increased with increase in incubation period. In this study Corymbia citriodora aqueous extract is 
used which has been reported to possess known antibacterial, antifungal, anti-tumor, antioxidant, anal-
gesic and anti-inflammatory effects by various researchers. So we use this plant to explore its potential to 
detoxify aflatoxins by developing a cost effective and an eco-friendly strategy for detoxification.

Results and Discussion
In the present study the aqueous extracts of Corymbia citriodora leaf and branch were evaluated for their 
ability to detoxify AFB1 and AFB2. Degradation capability of plant extracts were qualitatively analyzed 
by TLC, which exhibited that in the presence of C. citriodora leaf extract(s), as compared to C. citriodora 
branch extract, fluorescence of recovered AFB1 and AFB2 was very weak and more incubation lead to 
more distinct decline in fluorescence. While no loss of fluorescence was observed in toxin recovered 
from untreated control samples. Detoxification was quantitatively analyzed by HPLC. Results showed 
that maximum degradation of AFB1 and AFB2 was observed in C. citriodora leaf extract(s) i.e. 95.21% 
and 92.95% respectively.

Effect of temperature and incubation period on toxin detoxification by plant extracts (In 
Vitro). Toxin detoxification was conducted at different temperatures for 3, 6, 12, 24, 48 and 72 hr of 
incubation (Table  1). The extent of detoxification was compared with control under same conditions. 
Time course study of toxin degradation showed that detoxification of AFB1 and AFB2 occurred within 
3 hrs and percentage of degradation gradually increased with increase in incubation time. Maximum deg-
radation was observed after 72 hrs of incubation. Similar findings were also observed by earlier workers 
(Hajare et al.20; Velazhahan et al.17; Vijayanandraj et al.18; Kannan and Velazhahan19).

In case of temperature, highest inactivation was observed at 60 °C. At this temperature, respective 
control (water) showed 13.36% and 8.64% detoxification of AFB1 and AFB2 after 72 hrs of incuba-
tion, respectively. However, toxin treated with C. citriodora leaf and branch extracts showed 99.56% 
and 85.21% detoxification of aflatoxin B1 while detoxification of aflatoxin B2 was 92.20% and 69.89% 
respectively, under same conditions. This detoxification may be due to synergistic effect of heat and mois-
ture15,16. Similarly, Hajare et al.20 worked on aflatoxin inactivation by using Ajwain seeds extract under 
optimized conditions. According to his findings, highest inactivation was observed at 60 °C but further 
studies were conducted on 45 °C to eliminate the effect of heat and moisture on toxin inactivation.

In the present study, only 4.19% and 3.41% of AFB1 and AFB2 was found to be inactivated in control 
samples at 30 °C. While in treated samples at 30 °C, C. citriodora leaf extract(s) exhibited higher degree of 
AFB1 and AFB2 detoxification i.e., 82.55% and 83.27% than C. citriodora branch extract which showed 
73.50% and 60.96% detoxification of AFB1 and AFB2, respectively (Table 1). Hence, further studies were 
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conducted only at 30 °C after 72 hrs of incubation in order to eliminate the effects of external factors on 
toxin detoxification.

Effect of pH on toxin detoxification by plant extracts (In Vitro). Studies on the effect of pH 
on detoxification of aflatoxins by Corymbia plant extracts revealed that maximum detoxification was 
observed at pH 10 followed by pH 8. Results showed that C. citriodora leaf extract(s) significantly detox-
ify AFB1 and AFB2 than C. citriodora branch extract (Table 2 & 3). After treatment with C. citriodora leaf 
extract(s), degradation of AFB1 and AFB2 was 99.59% and 96.77% respectively at pH 10 while 95.21% 
and 92.95% degradation of AFB1 and AFB2 was observed at pH 8. However, C. citriodora branch extract 
showed 83.96% and 69.15% degradation of AFB1 and AFB2 at pH 10. As compared to C. citriodora 
leaf extract(s) at pH 8, degradation of AFB1 and AFB2 by C. citriodora branch extract was 78.29% and 
66.91% respectively. Distilled water with pH adjusted to 2, 4, 6, 8, and 10 was used as a control. Control 

CONTROL Temp 
(OC)

DETOXIFICATION (%) AFB1 DETOXIFICATION (%) AFB2

3 hr 6 hr 12 hr 24 hr 48 hr 72 hr 3 hr 6 hr 12 hr 24 hr 48 hr 72 hr

TOXIN

25 0.25d 0.71cd 1.45bc 1.71b 1.94b 2.86a 0.12c 0.53bc 0.72abc 0.84abc 1.02ab 1.44a

30 0.80d 0.80d 1.88cd 2.30bc 3.07ab 3.81a 0.17c 0.68bc 0.79bc 0.99ab 1.16ab 1.66a

35 1.21c 2.54bc 2.54bc 3.01abc 3.80ab 4.49a 0.23c 0.82bc 0.87bc 1.14b 1.31ab 1.88a

40 2.21b 3.53ab 3.87ab 4.33a 4.46a 5.15a 0.28c 0.94bc 0.97bc 1.29b 1.46ab 2.11a

45 3.20b 4.53ab 5.13a 5.19a 5.66a 5.82a 0.33c 1.02bc 1.12b 1.44b 1.61b 2.33a

50 4.19b 5.52ab 5.79ab 6.48a 6.51a 6.98a 0.38c 1.09bc 1.27b 1.59b 1.76b 2.55a

55 5.18c 6.45bc 6.51bc 7.14ab 7.84ab 8.30a 0.43d 1.16cd 1.42bc 1.73bc 1.91b 2.78a

60 6.18c 7.11c 7.50c 7.80bc 9.16ab 9.63a 0.49d 1.24cd 1.57bc 1.88bc 2.06b 3.00a

TOXIN +  WATER

25 0.28b 1.48b 2.72ab 3.38a 3.35a 3.36a 0.29c 0.47c 1.32bc 1.47abc 2.25ab 2.46a

30 1.10c 2.64bc 3.23ab 3.56ab 3.97ab 4.19a 0.36c 1.14bc 1.56bc 2.04ab 2.41ab 3.41a

35 2.44c 3.44bc 4.80ab 5.09a 5.49a 5.85a 1.20c 1.23c 2.26b 2.73ab 2.87ab 3.34a

40 3.76c 4.76bc 6.13ab 6.48a 6.74a 6.84a 1.98c 2.69bc 3.37ab 3.40ab 3.71a 3.84a

45 5.08c 6.08bc 7.45ab 7.47ab 7.83a 8.40a 2.72c 3.92b 4.09ab 4.18ab 4.49ab 4.96a

50 6.41c 7.41bc 8.46ab 8.77ab 8.82ab 10.05a 3.46b 4.44b 4.46b 5.60a 5.67a 6.07a

55 7.73c 8.73bc 9.46bc 9.82b 10.10b 11.71a 4.21b 4.83b 4.96b 6.72a 7.15a 7.19a

60 9.05c 10.05bc 10.45bc 10.81bc 11.42b 13.36a 4.95b 5.20b 5.48b 7.84a 8.31a 8.64a

TREATMENTS

TOXIN +  CORYMBIA LEAF

25 54.51d 57.22d 63.80cd 70.38bc 76.95ab 81.68a 71.37c 74.35bc 77.32abc 78.81ab 80.30ab 81.04a

30 60.41d 64.84d 69.26cd 73.69bc 78.12ab 82.55a 72.86c 76.08bc 79.55abc 81.04ab 82.03ab 83.27a

35 63.95e 68.49de 73.04cd 77.58bc 82.13ab 86.67a 74.35b 78.31ab 81.79a 82.53a 83.52a 84.76a

40 66.38e 70.00de 74.97cd 79.94bc 84.91ab 89.88a 75.83b 80.55ab 84.02a 84.02a 85.01a 86.25a

45 74.63d 78.83d 83.03c 87.22b 91.42a 93.72a 77.32b 82.78ab 86.25a 85.51a 86.50a 87.74a

50 80.62e 84.88d 89.14c 93.40b 94.68ab 96.82a 78.81b 85.01ab 88.48a 86.99a 87.99a 89.23a

55 87.17e 91.91d 93.79c 94.94bc 96.49ab 97.94a 80.30b 87.24ab 90.72a 88.48a 89.48a 90.72a

60 94.11d 96.16c 97.89b 98.58b 99.38a 99.56a 81.79b 89.48a 89.97a 90.96a 91.20a 92.20a

TOXIN +  CORYMBIA 
BRANCH

25 33.57d 38.02cd 42.93cd 51.45bc 60.68ab 67.94a 37.90e 42.36de 47.57cd 51.29bc 55.01ab 59.10a

30 38.93c 41.89c 45.01c 52.19bc 63.06ab 69.13a 39.38e 44.10de 49.80cd 53.52bc 56.75ab 60.96a

35 43.10c 46.35c 49.18c 55.76bc 66.33ab 71.81a 40.87d 46.33cd 52.03bc 55.01b 58.23ab 62.45a

40 50.30c 53.80bc 56.03bc 62.91b 73.78a 78.96a 42.36d 48.56cd 54.27bc 56.50b 59.72ab 63.94a

45 51.78c 57.37bc 59.30bc 64.10b 74.37a 82.53a 43.85d 50.79cd 56.50bc 57.99b 61.21ab 65.43a

50 52.16d 55.95d 59.90cd 64.40c 74.67b 83.72a 45.34d 53.03c 58.73bc 59.47b 62.70ab 66.91a

55 54.46d 58.71cd 62.88cd 67.67bc 75.59b 84.02a 46.82d 55.26c 60.96bc 60.96bc 64.19ab 68.40a

60 56.55d 60.20cd 63.18cd 68.27bc 76.56b 85.21a 48.31d 57.49c 62.45bc 63.19bc 65.67ab 69.89a

Table 1.  Effect of Temperature on Toxin Detoxification by C. cirtidora plant extracts. Data were 
analyzed by analysis of Variance (ANOVA). Values with different alphabetic letters indicate significant 
differences (P <  0.05) among tested plant extracts as determined by Tukey’s Multiple Range test.
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data showed that at pH 10, 19.94% of AFB1 and 17.45% of AFB2 was degraded after 72 hr of incuba-
tion at 30 °C while 15.88% and 13.05% degradation of AFB1 and AFB2 was observed at pH 8 under 
same conditions. The percentage of degradation decreases as the pH decreases to neutral or acidic range 
(Tables 2 & 3). Subsequently, Mendez-Albores et al.21 also found that aflatoxin florescence, attributed to 
the coumarin moiety, diminish or even disappear in alkaline treatment. In addition, the similar results 
were in accordance with the findings of Kannan and Velazhahan19 who explored the potential of Barleria 
lupulina leaf extract on detoxification of aflatoxins. Similarly, Hajare et al.20 found that aflatoxin inacti-
vation using aqueous Trachyspermum ammi seeds extract was maximum at pH 10. In the present study, 
pH 8 was selected for further studies because at this pH C. citriodora leaf extracts showed significant 
(P <  0.05) detoxification of AFB1 and AFB2 and these results were closely comparable with the results 
obtained at pH 10. Moreover, at high basic pH conditions aflatoxins are known to become unstable and 
sensitive, therefore to omit this possibility pH 8 was selected which is 100 times less alkaline than pH 10.

In Vivo Detoxification of Aflatoxins in maize samples. In Vivo analysis followed a similar trend 
as that has been recorded in In Vitro studies. Data obtained from In Vivo studies showed that maximum 
detoxification of AFB1 and AFB2 in spiked maize samples was carried out by C. citriodora leaf extract 
after 72 hrs of incubation i.e., 91.71% and 88.77% respectively. As compared to C. citriodora leaf extract, 
in C. citriodora branch extract 70.26% and 58.84% detoxification of AFB1 and AFB2 was observed in 
spiked samples (Table 4). Similarly in a study, conducted by Hajare et al.20, decontamination of spiked 
corn samples was carried out using ajowan extract. Their findings showed that aflatoxin-contaminated 
agricultural commodities could be decontaminated using appropriate conditions of temperature and pH 
along with ajowan inactivation factor.

HPLC chromatograms confirmed that after C. citriodora leaf extract treatment, trace amount of afla-
toxin was present along with other peaks whose footprints were not found in chromatogram of parent 
compounds which may be attributed to toxins degradation products (Supplementary Figures 1 & 2).

CONTROL PH

3 hr 6 hr 12 hr 24 hr 48 hr 72 hr

Toxin 
recovery  
(μg L−1) D %

Toxin 
recover 

(μg L−1) D %

Toxin 
recover 

(μg L−1) D %

Toxin 
recover 

(μg L−1) D %

Toxin 
recover 

(μg L−1) D %

Toxin 
recovery 
(μg L−1) D %

Toxin AFB1 99.19r 0.81 99.12r 0.88 98.20r 1.80 97.70r 2.30 96.93qr 3.07 96.19o–r 3.81

Toxin +  H2O PH 2 96.82pqr 3.18 95.38n–r 4.62 92.19k–p 7.81 90.42g–l 9.58 89.76e–l 10.24 87.37d–j 12.63

Toxin +  H2O PH 4 96.16o–r 3.84 95.27n–r 4.73 90.75h–m 9.25 88.44d–l 11.56 87.00d–i 13.00 86.12c–h 13.88

Toxin +  H2O PH 6 94.94m–r 5.06 92.52l–q 7.48 90.20f–l 9.80 88.00d–l 12.00 86.01c–g 13.99 85.57b–f 14.43

Toxin +  H2O PH 8 91.85j–o 8.15 89.87e–l 10.13 87.66d–k 12.34 85.31b–e 14.69 84.12a–d 15.90 84.10a–d 15.88

Toxin +  H2O PH 10 91.44i–n 8.56 87.78d–k 12.22 85.26b–e 14.74 82.34abc 17.66 81.19ab 18.81 80.06a 19.94

Toxin +  H2O WpH 98.90r 1.10 97.36r 2.64 96.77pqr 3.23 96.44o–r 3.56 96.03o–r 3.97 95.81n-r 4.19

TREATMENT

  Corymbia 
Leaf +  AFB1  
Corymbia

PH 2 38.92h–u 61.08 34.16c–u 65.84 29.40a–t 70.60 24.63a–o 75.37 19.87a–l 80.13 15.10a–j 84.90

PH 4 31.67b–u 68.33 27.45a–r 72.55 23.24a–n 76.76 19.02a–l 80.98 14.81a–j 85.19 10.59a–i 89.41

PH 6 26.53a–q 73.47 22.66a–n 77.34 18.79a–l 81.21 14.92a–j 85.08 11.05a–i 88.95 7.17a–e 92.83

PH 8 22.95a–n 77.05 18.36a–l 81.64 13.77a–j 86.23 9.17a–g 90.83 7.70a–f 92.30 4.79abc 95.21

PH 10 15.49a–j 84.51 12.47a–j 87.53 9.46a–h 90.54 6.44a–d 93.56 3.43ab 96.57 0.41a 99.59

WpH 39.59i–u 60.41 35.16d–u 64.84 30.74b-t 69.26 26.31a–q 73.69 21.88a–m 78.12 17.45a–k 82.55

 Branch +  AFB1 PH 2 57.42stu 42.58 56.26r–u 43.74 53.97o–u 46.03 50.27m–u 49.73 41.93j–u 58.07 39.94i–u 60.06

PH 4 54.79p–u 45.21 53.32o–u 46.68 51.50n–u 48.50 49.75m–u 50.25 46.18k–u 53.82 38.14g–u 61.86

PH 6 41.68j–u 58.32 37.54g–u 62.46 34.21c–u 65.79 31.50b–u 68.50 25.54a–q 74.46 22.92a–n 77.08

PH 8 36.65e–u 63.35 35.46d–u 64.54 32.00b–u 68.00 29.91a–t 70.09 25.31a–p 74.69 21.71a–m 78.29

PH 10 34.74d–u 65.26 31.46b–u 68.54 28.60a–t 71.40 28.01a–s 71.99 21.75a–m 78.25 16.04a–j 83.96

WpH 61.07u 38.93 58.11tu 41.89 47.81q–u 45.01 47.81l–u 52.19 36.94f–u 63.06 30.87b–t 69.13

Table 2.  Effect of pH on Aflatoxin B1 Detoxification by C. citriodora leaf and branch extracts. Data 
were analyzed by analysis of Variance (ANOVA). Values with different alphabetic letters indicate significant 
differences (P <  0.05) as determined by Tukey’s Multiple Range test. D%: Detoxification %age. WpH: without 
pH.
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CONTROL PH

3 hr 6 hr 12 hr 24 hr 48 hr 72 hr

Toxin 
recovery 
(μg L−1) D %

Toxin 
recovery 
(μg L−1) D %

Toxin 
recovery 
(μg L−1) D %

Toxin 
recovery 
(μg L−1) D %

Toxin 
recovery 
(μg L−1) D %

Toxin 
recovery 
(μg L−1) D %

Toxin AFB2 49.91n 0.17 49.66lmn 0.68 49.60k–n 0.79 49.50h–n 0.99 49.42g–n 1.16 49.17d–l 1.66

Toxin +  H2O PH 2 49.87n 1.26 49.83mn 1.74 49.60k–n 4.03 49.58j–n 4.15 49.57i–n 4.22 49.42g–n 5.84

Toxin +  H2O PH 4 49.72lmn 2.78 49.67lmn 3.34 49.32e–n 6.83 49.29d–n 7.15 49.24d–m 7.57 49.11d–l 8.92

Toxin +  H2O PH 6 49.36f–n 6.40 49.35f–n 6.51 49.02c–k 9.85 48.97c–i 10.34 48.91c–h 10.87 48.91c–h 10.89

Toxin +  H2O PH 8 49.22d–m 7.83 48.86b–g 11.36 48.83a–g 11.71 48.72a–e 12.76 48.70a–e 12.97 48.69a–d 13.05

Toxin +  H2O PH 10 48.77a–f 12.35 48.46abc 15.38 48.45abc 15.46 48.44abc 15.56 48.28ab 17.23 48.25a 17.54

Toxin +  H2O WpH 49.82mn 0.36 49.43g–n 1.14 49.22d–m 1.56 48.98c–j 2.04 48.80a–f 2.41 48.29ab 3.41

TREATMENT

  Corymbia 
Leaf +  AFB2 PH 2 16.50e–s 67.00 15.01d–q 69.98 13.52c–p 72.96 12.03a–n 75.93 10.55a–k 78.91 9.99a–j 80.02

PH 4 15.06d–q 69.88 13.73c–p 72.55 12.65b–o 74.71 12.01a–n 75.99 11.08a–l 77.83 9.96a–j 80.07

PH 6 14.69d–p 70.6 13.57c–p 72.86 11.52a–m 76.95 11.15a–l 77.69 10.04a–j 79.93 9.29a–h 81.41

PH 8 12.83b–o 3 11.71a–n 76.58 9.11a–h 81.79 7.99a–f 84.02 7.62a–e 84.76 3.53abc 92.95

PH 10 9.48a–i 81.04 7.99a–f 84.02 4.64a–d 90.72 3.28abc 93.44 2.41ab 95.18 1.62a 96.77

WpH 13.57c–p 72.86 11.96a–n 76.08 10.22a–k 79.55 9.48a–i 81.04 8.98a–h 82.03 8.36a–g 83.27

  Corymbia 
Branch +  AFB2 PH 2 33.28y 33.43 31.67xy 36.66 29.94v–y 40.13 29.19u–y 41.62 28.70u–y 42.61 26.59s–y 46.82

PH 4 31.80xy 36.41 29.44u–y 41.12 26.59s–y 46.82 24.73q–y 50.54 23.12o–y 53.77 21.01k–x 57.99

PH 6 29.56u–y 40.87 27.21s–y 45.58 24.36p–y 51.29 22.50n–y 55.01 20.88j–x 58.23 18.78f–u 62.45

PH 8 27.33s–y 45.34 24.98q–y 50.05 22.12m–x 55.75 20.26i–w 59.47 18.65f–u 62.70 16.54e–s 66.91

PH 10 26.22r–y 47.57 23.86p–y 52.28 21.01k–x 57.99 19.15g–v 61.71 17.54e–t 64.93 15.43d–r 69.15

WpH 30.31wxy 39.38 27.95t–y 44.10 25.10q–y 49.80 23.24o–y 53.52 21.63l–x 56.75 19.52h–w 60.96

Table 3.  Effect of pH on Aflatoxin B2 Detoxification by C. citriodora leaf and branch extracts. Data 
were analyzed by analysis of Variance (ANOVA). Values with different alphabetic letters indicate significant 
differences (P <  0.05) as determined by Tukey’s Multiple Range test. D%: Detoxification %age. WpH: without 
pH change.

CONTROL

Toxin recovery  
(μg L−1)

AFB1 AFB2

Unspiked maize 0.49 0.33

Unspiked maize +  C. citriodora leaf extract(s) 0.00 0.00

Unspiked maize +  C. citriodora branch extract 0.00 0.00

Spiked maize with AFB1(100 ng/ml) and AFB2 (50 ng/ml) 97.30 47.65

TREATMENTS

 Spiked maize with toxin +  C. citriodora leaf extract (s) 8.29 5.62

 Detoxification (%) 91.71 88.77

 Spiked maize with toxin +  C. citriodora branch extract 29.74 20.58

 Detoxification (%) 70.26 58.84

Table 4.  In Vivo detoxification of AFB1 and AFB2 at pH 8 and 30 °C after 72 hrs of incubation. Values 
are mean of three replicates. Data were analyzed by analysis of Variance (ANOVA.

Structural characterization of AFB1, AFB2 and their degradation products. To predict molec-
ular formulae as well as elemental composition of degraded products of AFB1 and AFB2 after treatment 
with C. citriodora leaf extract(s), samples were analyzed by mass spectrometer with electrospray ioniza-
tion (ESI).



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

6Scientific RepoRts | 5:14672 | DOi: 10.1038/srep14672

Aflatoxin B1 and B2 exhibited good ESI ionization efficiency in the positive ion mode with molecular 
base ion at m/z 313.17 and m/z 315.17 for protonated adduct [M+  H]+  while m/z 335 and m/z 337 for 
sodium adduct [M+  Na]+  respectively. To validate the identity of the parent, these ions were fragmented 
into daughter ions. Because the sodium adduct did not exhibit specific fragmentation for any compound, 
the protonated molecule was chosen as the precursor ion for aflatoxins in the product ion scan mode.

MS/MS analysis of AFB1 and AFB2. MS/MS spectrum of AFB1 showed that continuous loss of 
carbon monoxide (CO) was the main fragmentation pathway. Methyl and methanol losses occurred on 
methoxy group located on side chain of benzene. The double bond equivalence (DBE) of AFB1 was 12 
(Fig.  1a). However, MS/MS fragmentation pathway of AFB2 revealed that daughter ions were formed 
by loss of carbon monoxide, oxygen, hydrogen and methyl group (Fig. 1b). The DBE of AFB2 was 11.

The degradation products were identified on the basis of accurate mass measurement of ions and 
similar fragmentation pathways with AFB1 and AFB2.

Results indicated that after treatment with C. citriodora leaf extract(s) ten possible degraded products 
of AFB1 and AFB2 were formed with structural alteration in parent compound. Structural formulas of 
possible degraded products of AFB1 and AFB2 are shown in Fig. 2a,b.

MS/MS analysis for confirmation of degraded products of AFB1. The degradation product 
C17H10O6 (with 311.17 m/z) formed by the loss of two hydrogen atoms from AFB1. The DBE of C17H10O6 
was 13 which was one more than AFB1. The fragmentation pathway was different from that of AFB1. 

Figure 1. MS/MS Spectra and fragmentation pathway. (a) AFB1 and (b) AFB2.



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

7Scientific RepoRts | 5:14672 | DOi: 10.1038/srep14672

The precursor ion yielded a series of product ions which are represented by 293.17 [M-H2O]+, 267.17 
[M-CO2]+, 253.17 [M-C2H2O2]+, 279.17 [M-CH4O]+, 251.08 [M-C2H4O2]+, 223.08 [M-C3H4O3]+ and 
209.08 [M-C3H2O4]+ (Fig. 3).

Degradation product C16H6O5 with ion peak at m/z 279.25 had one less CH6O molecule than AFB1 
whereas the DBE of C16H6O5 was more than AFB1 i.e., 14. Loss of carbon monoxide (CO), carbon diox-
ide (CO2) and oxygen (O) was the main fragmentation pathway. Removal of double bond occurred due 
to the addition of hydrogen (Fig. 4).

The degradation products C16H22O5 (with m/z 295.17) and C16H20O5 (with m/z 293.17) were formed 
due to the loss of carbon monoxide (CO) by the opening of lactone ring and addition of hydrogen atoms 
to AFB1 molecule. Difference between these two degraded products is only of two hydrogen atoms. 
The DBE content of both products was same i.e., 6 which was less than AFB1. The fragmentation path-
way of both products was different from that of AFB1. The precursor ion C16H22O5 yielded a series of 
daughter ions i.e., 277.17 [M-H2O]+, 251.25 [M-CO2]+, 237.17 [M-C2H2O2]+, 207.08 [M-C3H4O3]+ and 
193.00 [M-C4H6O3]+ while product ions formed from parent ion C16H20O5 was represented by 275.17 
[M-H2O]+, 261.17 [M-CH4O]+, 235.08 [M-CH2O3]+ and 217.08 [M-C2H4O3]+ (Figs 5 & 6).

The degradation product at m/z 327.25 corresponded to molecular formula C17H10O7 was formed by 
the addition of oxygen atom on the double bond of furan ring on the left side. The DBE of C17H10O7 was 

Figure 2. Possible degraded products of (a) AFB1 and (b) AFB2 after treatment with C. citriodora leaf 
extract(s). Whereas RT indicates the retention time.

Figure 3. MS/MS Spectra and fragmentation pathway of degraded product with 311.17 m/z. 
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one more then AFB1 i.e., 13. Series of products ions formed by the precursor ion represented by 309.25 
[M-H2O]+, 299.08 [M-CO]+, 253.17 [M-C2H2O3]+ and 267.08 [M-CO3]+ (Fig. 7).

The degradation products C16H20O6 (with 309.33 m/z) and C16H18O6 (with 307.25) were formed by the 
loss of carbon monoxide from the side chain of benzene ring and addition of OH group on the double 
bond of terminal furan ring on left side. While addition of hydrogen atoms occurred on both furan and 
lactone rings. Difference between them was only of two hydrogen atoms. The DBE of C16H20O6 and 
C16H18O6 was lower than AFB1 i.e., 7 and 8 respectively. The more detail on fragmentation pathway of 
these two degraded products are shown in Figs 8 & 9.

The degradation product C16H16O7 (with m/z 321.25) had one less carbon atom, as well as four more 
hydrogen atoms and one more oxygen atom than AFB1. The DBE of C17H20O6 was less than AFB1 i.e., 
9. Loss of water, oxygen, and carbon monoxide was the main fragmentation pathway (Fig. 10).

MS/MS analysis for confirmation of degraded products of AFB2. The degradation product 
C16H12O6 (with m/z 301.08) was formed by the replacement of methoxy group with hydroxyl group on 
the side chain of benzene ring. The DBE of C16H12O6 was same as that of AFB2. MS/MS spectra showed 
that the precursor ion yielded product ions at 283.17 [M-H2O]+, 269.00 [M-O2]+, 257.25 [M-CO2]+, 
241.17 [M-CO3]+, 239.25 [M-CH2O3]+ and 213.25 [M-C2O4]+ (Fig. 11).

Figure 4. MS/MS Spectra and fragmentation pathway of degraded product with 279.25 m/z. 

Figure 5. MS/MS Spectra and fragmentation pathway of degraded product with 295.17 m/z. 
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Figure 6. MS/MS Spectra and fragmentation pathway of degraded product with 293.17 m/z. 

Figure 7. MS/MS Spectra and fragmentation pathway of degraded product with 327.25 m/z. 

Figure 8. MS/MS Spectra and fragmentation pathway of degraded product with 309.33 m/z. 
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The degradation product C17H16O6 at m/z 317.25 had two more hydrogen atoms and one less DBE 
than AFB2. Thus, by implication an additional reaction occurred. More detail on fragmentation pathway 
is shown in Fig. 12.

Several studies have been conducted with the micro-organisms, physical and chemical agents, ultra-
violet (UV) rays, Gamma rays and plant products for the aflatoxin detoxification, have shown change of 
structure of the aflatoxin molecule after detoxification22–29,17,18. Aflatoxins have been widely researched 
for their toxicity by various scientists1,30,31. Their toxicity data showed that aflatoxins have cyclopentene 
ring and furan moiety in their chemical structure. In AFB1 presence of double bond in the terminal 
furan ring is key factor for its toxic and carcinogenic activities29. In contrast, aflatoxin B2 which have 
saturated furan ring is hundreds times less carcinogenic32. The degraded products of AFB2 may be active 
but were less potent than that of parent compound. In this present study, data showed that eight possible 
degradation products of AFB1 were obtained after treatment with C. citriodora leaf extract. Among them, 
25% products (with m/z 293, 295) were formed after modification of lactone ring and 12% products 
(with m/z 327) were formed after removal of double bond in terminal furan ring. While in 37% prod-
ucts (with m/z 307, 309, 321) removal of double bond in the terminal furan ring occurred along with 
modification of lactone ring. Other studies in literature also supported the similar findings. Lee et al.33 
observed that lactone ring plays an important role in fluorescence of aflatoxin molecule. On its cleav-
age, the molecule becomes non florescent with subsequent significant reduction in toxicity. Velazhahan 
et al.17 reported detoxification of aflatoxin G1 by seed extract of Ajowan (T. ammi) and suggested the 
modification of lactone ring structure of AFG1 as mechanism of detoxification. Similar findings were 
observed by Vijayanandraj et al.18 after detoxification of aflatoxin B1 by an aqueous extract from leaves of 

Figure 9. MS/MS Spectra and fragmentation pathway of degraded product with 307.25 m/z. 

Figure 10. MS/MS Spectra and fragmentation pathway of degraded product with 321.25 m/z. 
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Adhatoda vasica Nees. A study conducted by Wang et al.29 on structure elucidation of radiolytic products 
of aflatoxin B1 in methanol water solution revealed that in most of radiolytic products addition reaction 
occurred on the double bond of terminal furan ring, resulting significantly reduced toxicity as compared 
to that of AFB1. Experiments by Luo et al.34 showed that aflatoxin B1 can be effectively degraded by 
using ozone in aqueous system. According to them, due to conjugate addition reaction on the double 
bond of terminal furan ring for AFB1, the toxicity of degradation products was significantly decreased 
compared with that of AFB1.

Assessment of biological toxicity of degraded products. Furthermore, biological toxicity of 
degraded toxin products were tested by brine shrimps (Artemia salina) bioassay. The brine shrimps assay 
proved to be a convenient system for monitoring biological activity35. In this study, the degraded toxin 
products were incubated with brine shrimp larvae at 26 °C for 24 to 96 hrs. The percentage of mortality 
was compared with that of control (Table 5). Results indicated that only 12.5–17.5% mortality in brine 
shrimps larvae was observed after treatment with degraded toxin products. However, mortality level was 
82.5–92.5% when larvae were incubated with untreated toxin AFB1 (100 μ g L−1) and AFB2 (50 μ g L−1), 
under same conditions. Percentage of mortality was increased with increase in incubation period. The 
outcome of study clearly implies that the degraded compounds showed much lower toxicity towards brine 
shrimps larvae than AFB1 and AFB2 at the tested concentration. Similar findings were also observed 
by Samuel et al.23, who worked on detoxification of aflatoxin B1 by Pseudomonas putida. He compared 
the toxicity of treated and untreated AFB1 towards HeLa cells and concluded that degraded products 
are nontoxic (D1) or much less toxic (D2 and D3) than AFB1 to the cells at the tested concentrations.

Figure 11. MS/MS spectra and fragmentation pathway of degradation product with 301.08 m/z. 

Figure 12. MS/MS spectra and fragmentation pathway of degradation product with 317.25 m/z. 
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Conclusion
To our knowledge, this is the first report to demonstrate the ability of Corymbia citriodora plant extract 
to detoxify AFB1 and AFB2 in both In Vitro and In Vivo studies. Maximum detoxification was shown by 
C. citriodora leaf extract(s) at pH 8 and 30 °C temperature after 72 hrs of incubation. Data obtained after 
structural characterization and biological toxicity assessment of degraded toxin products revealed that 
their toxicity level is much more less than parent compound. The outcome of study clearly implies the 
efficient detoxification of aflatoxins by using C. citriodora leaf extract(s). These extracts are not only cost 
effective and environmental safe but also are available to the consumers ubiquitously. The use of these 
toxin degrading natural products can pave the path for the availability of high quality food products for 
the end users.

Methods
Chemical and reagents. Aflatoxin B1 and B2 purified from A. flavus were prepared in laboratory 
under optimized conditions and compared through HPLC with standard AFB1 and AFB2 purchased 
from (Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MO, USA). Stock solutions of AFB1 (1000 μ g L−1) and AFB2 (500 μ g 
L−1) were prepared in methanol and stored at 4 °C. The working solutions of AFB1 (100 μ g L−1) and 
AFB2 (50 μ g L−1) were prepared by diluting the stock solution.

Safety Information. Workers should always wear a face mask, disposable surgical gloves and lab coat 
when working with the above chemicals and mould cultures.

Preparation of plant extract. Corymbia citriodora leaves and branches were collected from 
Quaid-e-Azam campus, University of the Punjab, Lahore. Samples were surface-sterilized using 1% 
sodium hypochlorite for 10 min and washed several times with sterile distilled water. After surface sterili-
zation, aqueous plant extract was prepared by homogenizing 10 g of leaves/branches with 10 mL of sterile 
distilled water. Homogenate was filtered through muslin cloth and centrifuged at 14,000 rpm for 20 min. 
Supernatant was sterilized using syringe filter assembly and used for further detoxification studies.

In Vitro Toxin inactivation assay. For detoxification studies, 50 μ L of working solution containing 
(100 μ g L−1) AFB1 and (50 μ g L−1) AFB2 was mixed with 250 μ L of C. citriodora plant extracts and 
incubated for various intervals of time. After incubation period, reaction was terminated by addition 

TREATMENTS
Incubation 

period (hrs.)
No. of living 

shrimps
No. of dead 

shrimps % Mortality

CONTROL

Sea water +  shrimps

24 40 0 0

48 40 0 0

72 40 0 0

96 39 1 2.5

Methanol +  shrimps

24 38 1 2.5

48 38 2 5

72 37 3 7.5

96 36 3 7.5

Untreated toxins +  shrimps

24 7 33 82.5

48 5 35 87.5

72 4 36 90

96 3 37 92.5

TREATMENT

Treated toxin with E. citriodora 
leaves extract +  shrimps

24 35 5 12.5

48 34 6 15

72 34 6 15

96 33 7 17.5

Table 5.  Percent mortality of brine shrimps (Artemia salina) larvae at 26 °C after treatment with toxin 
(AFB1 & AFB2) detoxified with E. citriodora leaves extract at various incubation periods. Sea water was 
taken as a control. Other Controls consist of Methanol and untreated toxin AFB1 (100 μ g L−1) and AFB2 
(50 μ g L−1) dried and redissolved in sea water. Values are mean of three replicates. Data were analyzed by 
analysis of Variance (ANOVA).
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of equal volume of chloroform. The residual toxin was extracted by vortexing the mixture thoroughly. 
Chloroform fraction was separated by low speed centrifugation. After centrifugation, organic phase was 
withdrawn, evaporated to dryness under gentle stream of nitrogen and re-dissolved in methanol. Control 
consisted of 50 μ L of toxin in 250 μ L of water and was incubated under same conditions.

Determination of optimal pH for toxin detoxification by plants extract (In Vitro). The optimal 
pH was determined by modifying the original pH of the C. citriodora aqueous extracts in the range of 2.0 
to 10.0 (adjusted using either 1 N HCl or 1 N NaOH) and then assayed for toxin detoxification activity. 
Distilled water with same pH range as well as untreated extract was used as control.

Determination of optimal temperature and incubation time period for toxin detoxification by 
plants extract (In Vitro). For assessing optimum temperature and incubation period, C. citriodora 
extracts were incubated with toxins at 25 °C, 30 °C, 35 °C, 40 °C, 45 °C, 50 °C, 55 °C and 60 °C for 3, 6, 12, 
24, 48 and 72 hr respectively. After incubation, the toxin content in the reaction mixture was determined 
as described above.

Detoxification of maize samples using plant extracts (In Vivo studies). For this purpose, maize 
samples were spiked with aflatoxins (B1 100 μ g L−1 & B2 50 μ g L−1) and incubated with C. citriodora 
aqueous extract under optimized conditions of pH, temperature and time intervals. At the end of the 
treatment, treated toxins extraction was performed according to the following method. Maize samples 
were extracted with water–methanol (15:85 v/v) and incubated on shaking water bath for two hours. 
After incubation, the extracts were filtered through filter paper (Whatman, Inc., Clifton, NJ, USA). 
Immunoaffinity columns were conditioned with double distilled water. Then, the filtrate was passed 
through the column in a solid phase extraction assembly. Toxins were slowly eluted from the column 
with 1 mL methanol in a glass vial. The residual toxin was qualitatively and quantitatively analyzed by 
TLC and HPLC respectively. Controls consist of untreated maize sample, sample with toxin without C. 
citriodora extract, sample with C. citriodora extract without toxin while replicates are biological.

Detection and Quantification of treated toxin. The detection and qualification of residual toxin 
was determined by thin layer chromatography (TLC). Twenty microliters of chloroform methanol frac-
tion of treated and control samples were spotted on 0.25 mm silica gel 60F254 (20 ×  20 cm, Merck) TLC 
plate and developed in chloroform: acetone (92:8 v/v). The developed plates were viewed under UV light 
at 365nm.

Quantitative analysis of treated and untreated toxin was done by using High Performance Liquid 
Chromatography (HPLC) after derivatization. A HPLC system (Agilent 1100 series, Agilent Technologies, 
Santa Clara, CA, USA) with a reversed- phase C18 column (Merck, Darmstadt, Germany) and a fluores-
cence detector was used for quantification. Mobile phase consisting of water: methanol: acetonitrile in 
the volume ratio 60:20:20 at a flow rate of 1 mL/min was applied and aflatoxin was detected at excitation 
and emission wavelengths of 360 nm and 440 nm respectively. For HPLC method validation, calibration 
curves were drawn using a series of calibration solutions in methanol. Each standard solution was chro-
matographed in duplicate. Further, identification of degraded toxin metabolites was carried out by mass 
spectral studies.

LCMS analysis of degraded toxin. Degraded toxin products were analyzed by using surveyor LC 
system equipped with mass spectrophotometer and PDA plus detectors (Thermo Fisher Scientific). System 
was validated with known standards individually and in mixture form. All analysis were performed in 
triplicate using luna phenomenex C18 column (150 ×  4.6 mm, 3 μ m), in isocratic mode. Following are 
the LC-MS conditions for Aflatoxins. Injection volume was 10 μ L. Mobile phase consisted of Methanol: 
Acetonitrile: Water (22.5: 22.5: 55.0 v/v). Column temperature was maintained at 30 °C. The total oper-
ation time was 25 min with the flow rate of 0.5 mL min−1. MS conditions were as follows: capillary tem-
perature was 335 °C, sheath gas flow and Auxillary gas flow was 20 L min−1 and 4 L min−1 respectively. 
Source voltage, capillary voltage and tube lens voltage was 5 KV, 49 V and 120 V respectively.

ESI–MS/MS Conditions for Aflatoxins through direct insertion pump. Mass spectrometery/ 
Mass spectrometery was performed on a Thermo Scientific LTQ XL System fitted with electrospray 
ionization (ESI) source operating in positive ionization mode with optimum conditions set as follows: 
capillary voltage to 49.0 V, source voltage to 5.0 KV, Tube lens voltage to 110 V, and capillary temperature 
to 275 °C. Sheath and auxillary gas flow were adjusted to get stable spray i.e., 3 L min−1 and 0.4 L min−1 
respectively. Data was collected in positive mode within the range of 100 m/z to 500 m/z. The final iden-
tification of an unknown compound was then performed based on the accurate measurement of mass of 
parent ions and fragments, as well as other useful MS/MS spectrum information.

Testing biological toxicity of degraded products. The biological toxicity of degraded toxin prod-
ucts was tested by brine shrimps (Artemia salina) bioassay. The procedure for bioassay generally followed 
the method developed by Solis36, with some modifications. Brine shrimps dry eggs were procured from 
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local market. 100–200 mg of shrimps eggs were hatched in artificial sea water (34 g sea salt/ L of deion-
ized water) by incubation under 60 W lamp, providing direct light and warmth (26 °C). Throughout 
hatching period, the same conditions of light sensitivity and temperature were maintained. After an 
incubation period, the hatched nauplii were separated from shells and transferred to fresh sea water.

The volume of 300 μ l of treated and untreated AFB1 (100 μ g L−1) & AFB2 (50 μ g L−1) solution was 
added to 96 well plate separately and dried overnight. After complete evaporation of solvent, toxins were 
redissolved in 200 μ L of sea water. After that, 200 μ L of sea water containing 40–45 organisms were pipet-
ted into each well, resulting in a final volume of 400 μ L and incubated for 24–96 hrs at 26 °C. Mortality 
was determined by counting the immobile (dead) larvae under stereoscope microscope. Toxicity of each 
solution was evaluated in triplicate.

Statistical analysis. Results obtained in various experiments were subjected to statistical analysis by 
using DSSTAT software. Data were analyzed by analysis of Variance (ANOVA) and differences among 
the means were determined for significance at P ≤  0.05 using Tukey’s multiple range test.

References
1. Hussein, H. & Brasel, J. Toxicity, metabolism, and impact on humans and animals. Toxicology. 167, 101–134 (2001).
2. Magnoli, A. P. et al. Sodium bentonite and monensin under chronic aflatoxicosis in broiler chickens. Poult Sci. 90, 352–357 

(2001).
3. Bhat, R., Rai, R. V. & Karim, A. A. Mycotoxins in Food and Feed: Present Status and Future Concerns. Compr Rev Food Sci F. 

9, 57–81(2010).
4. Ong, T. Aspergillus flavus mutagenesis. Mutat Res. 32, 35–53 (1975).
5. Williams, J. H. et al. Human aflatoxicosis in developing countries: a review of toxicology, exposure, potential health consequences, 

and intervention. Am J Clin Nutr. 80, 1106–1122 (2004).
6. Do, J. H. & Choi, D. K. Aflatoxins: Detection, Toxicity, and Biosynthesis. Biotechnol Bioproc E. 12, 585–593 (2007).
7. Bankole, S. A. & Adebanjo, A. Mycotoxins in food in West Africa: Current situation and possibilities of controlling it. Afr J 

Biotechnol. 2, 254–263 (2003).
8. Sandosskumar, R. et al. Inhibition of Aspergillus flavus growth and detoxification of aflatoxin B1 by the medicinal plant zimmu 

(Allium sativum L. x Allium cepa L.). World J Microb Biot. 23, 1007–1014 (2007).
9. Yazdanpanah, H., Mohammadi, T., Abouhossain, G. & Cheraghali, A. M. Effect of roasting on degradation of aflatoxins in 

contaminated pistachio nuts. Food Chem Toxicol. 43, 1135–1139 (2005).
10. Park, J. W. & Kim, Y. B. Effect of pressure cooking on aflatoxin B1 in rice. J Agric Food Chem. 54, 2431–2435 (2006).
11. Piva, F. P., Galvano, R. D., Pietri, A. P. & Piva, R. D. Detoxification methods of aflatoxins. Nutr Res. 15, 767–776 (1995).
12. El-Nezami, H., Kankaanpaa, P., Salminen, S. & Ahokas, J. Ability of dairy strains of lactic acid bacteria to bind a common food 

carcinogen, aflatoxin B1. Food Chem Toxicol, 36, 321–326 (1998).
13. Shantha, T. Fungal degradation of aflatoxin B1. Nat Toxins. 7, 175–178 (1999).
14. Paranagama, P. A., Abeysekera, K. H. T., Abeywickrama, K. P. & Nugaliyadde, L. Fungicidal and anti-aflatoxigenic effects of the 

essential oil of Cymbopogon citrates (DC) Staps. (lemongrass) against Aspergillus flavus link isolated from stored rice. Lett Appl 
Microbiol. 37, 86–90 (2003).

15. Sandosskumar, R. et al. Inhibition of Aspergillus flavus growth and detoxification of aflatoxin B1 by the medicinal plant zimmu 
(Allium sativum L. x Allium cepa L.). World J Microb Biot. 23, 1007–1014 (2007).

16. Reddy, K. R. N., Reddy, C. S. & Muralidharan, K. Potential of botanicals and biocontrol agents on growth and aflatoxin production 
by Aspergillus flavus infecting rice grains. Food Control. 20, 173–178 (2009).

17. Velazhahan, R. et al. Detoxification of aflatoxins by seed extracts of the medicinal plant, Trachyspermum ammi (L.) Sprague ex 
Turrill – structural analysis and biological toxicity of degradation product of aflatoxin G1. Food Control. 21, 719–725 (2010).

18. Vijayanandraj, S. et al. Detoxification of aflatoxin B1 by an aqueous extract from leaves of Adhatoda vasica Nees. Microbiol Res. 
169, 294–300 (2014).

19. Kannan, K. & Velazhahan, R. The potential of leaf extract of Barleria lupulina for detoxification of aflatoxins. Indian Phytopath. 
67, 298–302 (2014).

20. Hajare, S. S., Hajare, S. N. & Sharma, A. Aflatoxin inactivation using aqueous extract of ajowan (Trachyspermum ammi) seeds. 
J Food Sci. 70, 29–34 (2005).

21. Mendez-Albores, J. A., Villa, G. A., Rio-Garcia, D. J. C. & Martinez, E. M. aflatoxin-detoxification achieved with Mexican 
traditional nixtamalization process (MTNP) is reversible. J. Sci. Food & Agri. 84, 1611–1614 (2004).

22. Farzaneh, M. et al. Aflatoxin B1 degradation by Bacillus subtilis UTBSP1 from pistachio nuts of Iran. Food control. 23, 100–106 (2012).
23. Samuel, M. S., Sivaramakrishna, A. & Mehta, A. Degradation and detoxification of aflatoxin B1 by Pseudomonas putida. Int. 

Biodeter. Biodegr. 86, 202–209 (2014).
24. Alberts, J. F., Engelbrecht, Y., Steyn, P. S., Holzapfel, W. H. & Zyl, W. H. Biological degradation of aflatoxin B1 by Rhodococcus 

erythropolis cultures. Int. J. Food Microbiol. 109, 121–126 (2006).
25. Guan, S. et al. In Vitro efficacy of Myxococcus fulvus ANSM068 to biotransform aflatoxin B1. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 11, 4063–4079 

(2010).
26. Albores, M. A., Vazquez, N. I., Ruvalcaba, M. R. & Martinez, E. M. Mass spectrometery/mass spectrometry study on the 

degradation of B-Aflatoxins in maize with aqueous citric acid. Am. J. Agric. and Biol. Sci. 3, 482–489 (2008).
27. Inoue, T., Nagatomi, Y., Uyama, A. & Mochizuki, N. Degradation of aflatoxin B1 during fermentation of alcoholic beverages. 

Toxins. 5, 1219–1229 (2013).
28. Luo, X., Wang, R., Wang, Li., Wang, Y. & Chen, Z. Structural elucidation and toxicity analyses of the degradation products of 

aflatoxin B1 by aqueous ozone. Food Control. 31, 331–336 (2013).
29. Wang, F. et al. Structure elucidation and toxicity analysis of the radiolytic produts of aflatoxin B1 in methanol-water solution. J 

Hazard Mater. 192, 1192–1202 (2011).
30. Guengerich, F. P. Common and uncommon cytochrome P450 reactions related to metabolism and chemical toxicology. Chem. 

Res. Toxi. 21, 70–83 (2001).
31. Guengerich, F. P. Cytochrome P450 reactions and chemical toxicology. Chem. Res. Toxi. 21, 70–83 (2008).
32. Dvorackova, I. Aflatoxins and Human Health. CRC Press, Florida, USA 135–150 (1990).
33. Lee, L. S., Dunn, J. J., Delucca, A. J. & Ciegler, A. Role of lactone ring of aflatoxin B1 in toxicity and mutagenicity. Experientia. 

37, 16–7 (1981).



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

1 5Scientific RepoRts | 5:14672 | DOi: 10.1038/srep14672

34. Luo, X., Wang, R., Wang, L., Wang, Y. & Chen, Z. Structural elucidation and toxicity analyses of the degradation products of 
aflatoxin B1 by aqueous ozone. Food Control, 31, 331–336 (2013).

35. Hartl, M. & Humpf, H. U. Toxicity assessment of fumonisins using the brine shrimp (Artemia salina) bioassay. Food. Chemi. 
Toxi. 38, 1097–1102 (2000).

36. Solis, P. N., Wright, C. W., Anderson, M. M., Gupta, M. P. & Phillipson, J. D. A microwell cytotoxicity assay using Artemia salina 
(brine shrimp). Planta Medica. 59, 250–252 (1993).

Author Contributions
W.I. performed all experimental work and wrote manuscript. T.A. assisted with study design. M.I., A.G. 
and M.A. contributed in mass spectral data interpretation. All authors reviewed the manuscript.

Additional Information
Supplementary information accompanies this paper at http://www.nature.com/srep
Competing financial interests: The authors (Wajiha Iram, Tehmina Anjum, Mazhar Iqbal, Abdul 
Ghaffar and Mateen Abbas) of the paper entitled “Mass spectrometric identification and toxicity 
assessment of degraded products of aflatoxin B1 and B2 by Eucalyptus citriodora aqueous extracts” 
declare no competing financial interests.
How to cite this article: Iram, W. et al. Mass spectrometric identification and toxicity assessment of 
degraded products of aflatoxin B1 and B2 by Corymbia citriodora aqueous extracts. Sci. Rep. 5, 14672; 
doi: 10.1038/srep14672 (2015).

This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License. The 
images or other third party material in this article are included in the article’s Creative Com-

mons license, unless indicated otherwise in the credit line; if the material is not included under the 
Creative Commons license, users will need to obtain permission from the license holder to reproduce 
the material. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

http://www.nature.com/srep
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Mass spectrometric identification and toxicity assessment of degraded products of aflatoxin B1 and B2 by Corymbia citriodora aqueous extracts
	Introduction
	Results and Discussion
	Effect of temperature and incubation period on toxin detoxification by plant extracts (In Vitro)
	Effect of pH on toxin detoxification by plant extracts (In Vitro)
	In Vivo Detoxification of Aflatoxins in maize samples
	Structural characterization of AFB1, AFB2 and their degradation products
	MS/MS analysis of AFB1 and AFB2
	MS/MS analysis for confirmation of degraded products of AFB1
	MS/MS analysis for confirmation of degraded products of AFB2
	Assessment of biological toxicity of degraded products

	Conclusion
	Methods
	Chemical and reagents
	Safety Information
	Preparation of plant extract
	In Vitro Toxin inactivation assay
	Determination of optimal pH for toxin detoxification by plants extract (In Vitro)
	Determination of optimal temperature and incubation time period for toxin detoxification by plants extract (In Vitro)
	Detoxification of maize samples using plant extracts (In Vivo studies)
	Detection and Quantification of treated toxin
	LCMS analysis of degraded toxin
	ESI–MS/MS Conditions for Aflatoxins through direct insertion pump
	Testing biological toxicity of degraded products
	Statistical analysis

	Additional Information
	References



 
    
       
          application/pdf
          
             
                Mass spectrometric identification and toxicity assessment of degraded products of aflatoxin B1 and B2 by Corymbia citriodora aqueous extracts
            
         
          
             
                srep ,  (2015). doi:10.1038/srep14672
            
         
          
             
                Wajiha Iram
                Tehmina Anjum
                Mazhar Iqbal
                Abdul Ghaffar
                Mateen Abbas
            
         
          doi:10.1038/srep14672
          
             
                Nature Publishing Group
            
         
          
             
                © 2015 Nature Publishing Group
            
         
      
       
          
      
       
          © 2015 Macmillan Publishers Limited
          10.1038/srep14672
          2045-2322
          
          Nature Publishing Group
          
             
                permissions@nature.com
            
         
          
             
                http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep14672
            
         
      
       
          
          
          
             
                doi:10.1038/srep14672
            
         
          
             
                srep ,  (2015). doi:10.1038/srep14672
            
         
          
          
      
       
       
          True
      
   




