
Review Article

Human aflatoxicosis in developing countries: a review of toxicology,
exposure, potential health consequences, and interventions1–3

Jonathan H Williams, Timothy D Phillips, Pauline E Jolly, Jonathan K Stiles, Curtis M Jolly, and Deepak Aggarwal

ABSTRACT
Aflatoxins are well recognized as a cause of liver cancer, but they
have additional important toxic effects. In farm and laboratory ani-
mals, chronic exposure to aflatoxins compromises immunity and
interferes with protein metabolism and multiple micronutrients that
are critical to health. These effects have not been widely studied in
humans, but the available information indicates that at least some of
the effects observed in animals also occur in humans. The prevalence
and level of human exposure to aflatoxins on a global scale have been
reviewed, and the resulting conclusion was that �4.5 billion persons
living in developing countries are chronically exposed to largely
uncontrolled amounts of the toxin. A limited amount of information
shows that, at least in those locations where it has been studied, the
existing aflatoxin exposure results in changes in nutrition and im-
munity. The aflatoxin exposure and the toxic affects of aflatoxins on
immunity and nutrition combine to negatively affect health factors
(including HIV infection) that account for �40% of the burden of
disease in developing countries where a short lifespan is prevalent.
Food systems and economics render developed-country approaches
to the management of aflatoxins impractical in developing-country
settings, but the strategy of using food additives to protect farm
animals from the toxin may also provide effective and economical
new approaches to protecting human populations. Am J Clin
Nutr 2004;80:1106–22.
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INTRODUCTION

Aflatoxin is a common contaminant of foods, particularly in
the staple diets of many developing countries. This toxin is pro-
duced by fungal action during production, harvest, storage, and
food processing, and it is considered by the US Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) to be an unavoidable contaminant of
foods. The FDA’s goal has been to minimize contamination; this
goal was realized by implementing regulations that required spe-
cial attention to the management of the problem. However, the
methods used to ensure minimal contamination in developed
countries cannot realistically be used in developing countries,
because of the characteristics of the food systems and the tech-
nological infrastructure in those countries; therefore, aflatoxins
are uncontrolled in these situations. The result is a “divide” in the
prevalence of aflatoxicosis exposure between people living in
developed and developing countries.

The World Health Organization (WHO) does not recognize
aflatoxins as a high-priority problem because of their analysis of
factors contributing to the burden of disease across the world (1).
For developing countries where a short lifespan is prevalent, the
priority issues identified by the WHO and their importance as
factors contributing to the burden of disease [as measured by
disability-adjusted life years (DALYs)] are presented in Table 1,
and aflatoxin is not identified as a high-priority risk by the WHO.
By application of the logic (derived from the current medical
focus on the carcinogenicity of aflatoxin) that aflatoxin is re-
flected in the incidence of liver cancer alone, the priorities de-
fined in Table 1 are justified. However, our review of literature
shows that, because of the immunologic and nutritional affects of
aflatoxin, there is a reasonable probability that the 6 top WHO
risk factors (which account for 43.6% of the DALYs in countries
where short lifespan is prevalent), as well as the risks of liver
cancer, are modulated by aflatoxin.

This review does not focus on aflatoxin as a risk factor for
cancer, because that sector of aflatoxin-related pathology is well
documented and reviewed. Rather, it concentrates on the immu-
nologic and nutritional effects and the associated modulation of
infectious diseases. It also examines the scale, levels, and broad
consequences of human exposure and new approaches to the
management of the problem.

BACKGROUND

Aflatoxins were first isolated some 40 y ago after outbreaks of
disease and death in turkeys (2) and of cancer in rainbow trout (3,
4) fed on rations formulated from peanut and cottonseed meals.
The toxins are produced as secondary metabolites by Aspergillus
flavus and Aspergillus parasiticus fungi when the temperatures
are between 24 and 35 °C, and they will form within many com-
modities whenever the moisture content exceeds 7% (10% with

1 From the Peanut Collaborative Research Program, Griffin, GA (JHW
and DA); the College of Veterinary Medicine, Texas A & M University,
College Station, TX (TDP); the School of Public Health, The University of
Alabama at Birmingham (PEJ); the Department of Microbiology/Immunol-
ogy, Morehouse School of Medicine, Atlanta (JKS); and the Department of
Agricultural Economics, Auburn University, Auburn, AL(CMJ).

2 Supported by USAID grant LAG-G-00-96-90013-00 to the Peanut Col-
laborative Research Program.

3 Reprints not available. Address correspondence to JH Williams, Peanut
Collaborative Research Program, 1109 Experiment Street, Griffin, GA
30223. E-mail: twillia@griffin.uga.edu.

Received December 9, 2003.
Accepted for publication April 15, 2004.

1106 Am J Clin Nutr 2004;80:1106–22. Printed in USA. © 2004 American Society for Clinical Nutrition

 by on July 7, 2008 
w

w
w

.ajcn.org
D

ow
nloaded from

 

http://www.ajcn.org


ventilation). The fungi responsible are ubiquitous and can affect
many of the developing-country dietary staples of rice, corn,
cassava, nuts, peanuts, chilies, and spices. The result is that, at
latitudes between 40°N and 40°S of the equator, contamination
of stored, inadequately dried produce is possible. Fungal inva-
sion and contamination often begin before harvest and can be
promoted by production and harvest conditions. Genotypes (5),
drought (6), soil types (7), and insect activity (8) are important in
determining the likelihood of preharvest contamination (9).
Timely harvest and rapid and adequate drying before storage are
also important (5). Even commodities dried to a satisfactory
degree before storage can develop local pockets favorable to
aflatoxin growth as a result of moisture generated by insect res-
piration and local condensation. Farmers of aflatoxicosis-prone
crops in the United States exploit all of these facts to manage the
problem, but contamination is not easily prevented without sig-
nificant investment in production, drying, and storage facilities.
These investments currently add significantly to the cost of de-
livering “safe” food to the people of the United States and the
European Union. Despite the investment in these facilities, siz-
able losses still occur regularly in the United States when farmers
are unable to meet even the more relaxed standards allowed for
animal feeds (10).

Economic pressures have created a double standard for allow-
able contamination of commodities destined for human and an-
imal consumption. Human foods are allowed 4–30 ppb aflatoxin,
depending on the country involved (11, 12). As a consequence of
the successful regulation of aflatoxin in developed countries, the
human medical research literature is clearly focused on the car-
cinogenic aspects of aflatoxin, which reflects the concerns of
North Americans and Europeans about the consequences of
long-term cumulative exposure, which is the only concern at the
low concentrations of aflatoxins that their food systems achieve.
This literature is well reviewed (13) and is therefore covered only
briefly here. In contrast, grains for animal feed in the United
States are allowed 300 ppb aflatoxin (14), because this concen-
tration not only provides protection against acute aflatoxicosis
but also is low enough to allow most of the grain produced to be
traded. In these animal feeding situations, the long-term risk of
cancer is not a concern, except for the most susceptible species.
Consequently, veterinary research has examined higher levels of
exposure but for shorter time periods. This research provides

most of the information on the toxicities of aflatoxin at interme-
diate rates of exposure (100–500 ppb) and is the most potentially
relevant information that is appropriate for the human situation in
developing countries where no control of aflatoxin is exercised.
However, the differences between species in response to afla-
toxin introduce a measure of speculation into the extension of
farm animal–derived information to the human situation.

TOXICOLOGY

Aflatoxins are a group of closely related compounds with
small differences in chemical composition (Figure 1). Aflatoxin
B1 (AFB1) is the most prevalent form and also the most potent of
these toxins (15). In animals the toxin is processed through a
number of competing pathways. These pathways have been well
reviewed (16) and are summarized in Figure 2. The differences
in susceptibility to aflatoxin across species and between persons
depend largely on the fraction of the dose that is directed into the
various possible pathways, with harmful “biological” exposure
being the result of activation to the epoxide and the reaction of
the epoxide with proteins and DNA. There is also evidence that

TABLE 1
World Health Organization priority health risks and associated burden of
disease in disability-adjusted life years (DALYs) for developing countries
where short lifespan is prevalent1

Risk factor Percentage of DALYs

%
Underweight 14.9
Unsafe sex 10.2
Unsafe water 5.5
Indoor smoke from solid fuels 3.7
Zinc deficiency 3.2
Iron deficiency 3.1
Vitamin A deficiency 3.0
Blood pressure 2.5
Tobacco use 2.0
Cholesterol 1.9

1 From reference 1.

FIGURE 1. Chemical structures of aflatoxins.

FIGURE 2. Pathways and consequences for aflatoxin in animal metab-
olism. Hydroxylated metabolites include aflatoxin M1. GSH, glutathione.
Reprinted from Eaton D, Ramsdell HS, Neal G. Biotransformation of afla-
toxins. In: Eaton D, Groopman JD, eds. The toxicology of aflatoxins: human
health, veterinary, and agricultural significance. London: Academic Press,
1993:45–72, with permission from Elsevier.
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the fractions that follow the different possible pathways are in-
fluenced by dosage, perhaps because of the saturation of the most
chemically competitive processes (16). Susceptibility to afla-
toxin is greatest in the young, and there are very significant
differences between species, persons of the same species (ac-
cording to their differing abilities to detoxify aflatoxin by bio-
chemical processes), and the sexes (according to the concentra-
tions of testosterone). The toxicity of aflatoxin also varies
according to many nutritional factors (17), and recovery from
protein malnutrition is delayed by exposure to aflatoxin (18, 19).

Aflatoxicosis is the poisoning that results from ingesting af-
latoxins. Two forms of aflatoxicosis have been identified: the
first is acute severe intoxication, which results in direct liver
damage and subsequent illness or death, and the second is chronic
subsymptomatic exposure. A review of the literature across all
species provides clear evidence that the dose and duration of
exposure to aflatoxin clearly have a major effect on the toxicol-
ogy and may cause a range of consequences: 1) large doses lead
to acute illness and death, usually through liver cirrhosis; 2)
chronic sublethal doses have nutritional and immunologic con-
sequences; and 3) all doses have a cumulative effect on the risk
of cancer. This review focuses on the nutritional and immuno-
logic consequences.

Acute illness and death

The symptoms of severe aflatoxicosis include hemorrhagic
necrosis of the liver, bile duct proliferation, edema, and lethargy.
Animal studies have found 2 orders of magnitude difference in
the median lethal dose for AFB1. Susceptible species such as
rabbits and ducks have a low (0.3 mg/kg) median lethal dose,
whereas chickens (18 mg/kg) and rats have greater tolerance.
Adult humans usually have a high tolerance of aflatoxin, and,
in the reported acute poisonings, it is usually the children who
die (15).

Cancers

For humans, aflatoxin is predominantly perceived as an agent
promoting liver cancers, although lung cancer is also a risk
among workers handling contaminated grain (20). The increased
risk of hepatomas is caused by deletion mutations in the P53
tumor–suppressing gene and by activation of dominant onco-
genes (21). The risk of cancers due to exposure to the various
forms of aflatoxin is well established (22) and is based on the
cumulative lifetime dose. The International Cancer Research
Institute identifies aflatoxin as a Class 1 carcinogen, resulting in
the regulation of this toxin to very low concentrations in traded
commodities [20 ppb in grains and 0.5 ppb in milk in the United
States; 4 ppb in foods in some European countries (11)].

However, in many developing countries, epidemics of hepa-
titis B virus (HBV) and hepatitis C virus (HCV) affect �20% of
the population. A strong synergy is observed between aflatoxin
and these biological agents for liver cancer. In hepatitis B surface
antigen–positive subjects, aflatoxin is �30 times more potent
than in persons without the virus (23), and the relative risk of
cancer for HBV patients increases from �5 with only HBV
infection to �60 when HBV infection and aflatoxin exposure are
combined (24). In some areas where aflatoxin contamination and
HBV occur together, hepatomas are the predominant cancer
(64% of cancers; 25), and they may be a predominant cause of
death: �10% of males in Gambia die of liver cancer (CP Wild,

personal communication, 1999), and in Qidong, China, 10% of
all adult deaths were due to this cancer (26). Thus, to minimize
the risk of liver cancer, it is critically important that exposure of
HBV- and HCV-infected persons to aflatoxin is minimized.

A factor in this greater potency of aflatoxin in HBV-positive
people is the finding that HBV positivitity reduces the person’s
ability to detoxify aflatoxin (27). Whereas this synergy is recog-
nized as an important factor for cancer, it is also of great potential
importance for immunologic and nutritional toxicities, because it
increases the level of biological exposure.

Immunologic suppression

As stated earlier, most of the information summarized below
is derived from studies of farm animals or from animal models in
which the exposure is chronic but not high enough to cause the
symptoms usually associated with acute aflatoxicosis. Human
exposure is likely to be more variable than that in these studies,
because of the highly variable distribution of contamination
within foods. Aflatoxin M1 (AFM1) in human urine reflects ex-
posure over the previous 24 h and is usually found in approxi-
mately one-third of the members of a sample population, whereas
aflatoxin-albumin adduct data, which reflect exposure over a
longer period, are present in most (�90%) of the same popula-
tions (24, 28, 29). This difference provides some uncertainty
about the extension of animal data to humans, but some publi-
cations show that these animal responses are relevant to humans,
at least in broad terms. The threshold dose for immunotoxic
effects in humans is not known.

In animal experiments, AFB1 has been shown to induce thy-
mic aplasia (30), reduce T-lymphocyte function and number,
suppress phagocytic activity, and reduce complement activity
(30–32). Many studies conducted in poultry, pigs, and rats
showed that exposure to aflatoxin in contaminated food results in
suppression of the cell-mediated immune responses (17, 33–37).
Thymic and bursal involution, suppression of lymphoblastogen-
esis, impairment of delayed cutaneous hypersensitivity (37, 38),
and graft-versus-host reaction (39, 40) also occur in animals
exposed to aflatoxin. Splenic CD4 (helper T) cell numbers and
interleukin 2 (IL-2) production decreased significantly when
mice were treated with AFB1 at a dose of 0.75 mg/kg (41).
Impairment of cellular function by aflatoxin seems to be due
to its effects on such factors as the production of lymphokines
and antigen processing by macrophages (42), as well as a
decrease in or lack of the heat-stable serum factors involved in
phagocytosis (43).

Macrophages play a major role in host defenses against infec-
tion. They present antigen to lymphocytes during the develop-
ment of specific immunity and serve as supportive accessory
cells to lymphocytes. Macrophages also increase their phago-
cytic activity and release various active products, such as cyto-
kines and reactive intermediates, to carry out nonspecific im-
mune responses (44). Several reports suggest that aflatoxin
impairs the function of macrophages in animal species (45, 46).
In addition to its reported effect in reducing phagocytic activity
in rabbit alveolar macrophages (43), aflatoxin has more recently
been shown in vitro to inhibit phagocytic cell function in normal
human peripheral blood monocytes (46). AFB1 at concentrations
�100 pg/mL was cytotoxic to the monocytes, and concentrations
of 0.5 to 1 pg/mL inhibited monocyte phagocytic activity and
intracellular killing of Candida albicans; however, superoxide
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production and the ability of the monocytes to destroy intracel-
lular herpes simplex virus were not affected.

AFB1 given orally at concentrations of 0.03–0.07 mg/kg sup-
pressed natural killer (NK) cell–mediated cytolysis of YAC-1
target cells in BALB/c mice (47), but not in C57B1/6 mice at the
same dose (41) or in rabbits fed 24 ppm aflatoxin in feed (48).
Pigs that received 500 ppm AFB1 in their feed had reduced total
hemolytic serum complement activity (49), but complement ac-
tivity was not affected in pigs fed 300 ppm or rabbits fed 95 ppm
AFB1. These differences serve to show that the species differ-
ences, noted for acute toxicity and carcinogenicity, also apply to
immune responses.

Theumer et al (50) fed rats a diet containing 40 ppb AFB1 for
90 d. The mitogenic response of spleen mononuclear cells
(SMNCs) in vivo was higher in animals fed with AFB1 than in
those not so fed. The SMNCs of animals fed with AFB1 produced
lower concentrations of IL-2, higher concentrations of IL-4, and
equal amounts of IL-10.

Marin et al (51) conducted studies to evaluate the humoral and
cellular immune responses in weaning piglets (x� � SD body
weight: 11.42 � 0.11 kg) exposed to 140 and 280 ppb aflatoxin
for 4 wk. Humoral and cellular immune functions were impaired,
and aflatoxin reduced the primary and the secondary immune
response. Antibody levels from immunization to Mycoplasma
agalactiae (an infectious microorganism) were always lower in
aflatoxin-fed animals than in control piglets.

The immunosuppressive effects of aflatoxin were also shown
to be transferred across the porcine placenta and to affect the
unborn fetus (17). Pigs born to sows fed aflatoxin and sensitized
with Mycobacterium tuberculosis had a smaller delayed cutane-
ous hypersensitivity reaction than did pigs who were not exposed
to aflatoxin or sensitized with M tuberculosis. Cell-mediated and
phagocytic functions and, to a lesser extent, humoral immune
function have also been shown to be reduced in the offspring of
pigs and rats exposed to aflatoxin in their diets (17, 36, 52).
Moreover, chick embryos exposed to a single 0.1-mg dose of
AFB1 had a depressed graft-versus-host response and a de-
pressed cutaneous basophil hypersensitivity to injected phyto-
hemagluttin (39). In rainbow trout, long-term effects on immune
system functions were shown to result from exposure of the ova
to aflatoxin (53).

Given the effect of aflatoxin on the immune system, it is not
surprising that there is evidence that the value of vaccination is
modified by exposure to aflatoxin. Significantly, aflatoxin ex-
posure was also shown to reduce the antibody response to vac-
cines. Studies conducted in poultry showed that daily dietary
exposure through foods with aflatoxin concentrations of 200 ppb
for �40 wk reduced antibody titers to vaccines for Newcastle
disease, infectious bronchitis, and infectious bursal disease (54,
55). In rabbits, aflatoxin was also found to reduce antibody titers
to Mycobacterium bovis (56), Bordetella bronchiseptica (57),
and Pasteurella multocida (58). Decreased effectiveness of vac-
cination against swine fever (59), hemorrhagic septicemia (60),
and foot and mouth disease (DK Singh, personal communication,
1997) in dairy cattle has also been observed.

As previously indicated, evidence for in vivo immunosupres-
sion by aflatoxin in humans is limited, inconsistent, and uncer-
tain. The available studies of human exposure usually measured

the aflatoxin-albumin adduct concentration, which reflects long-
term exposure. Given the toxicology of aflatoxin and the recov-
ery of cell processes within days of exposure (61), aflatoxin-
albumin adduct may not always be an appropriate measure of
exposure for immune function changes. Turner et al (62) did
observe changes in immunity in Gambian children as a function
of aflatoxin-albumin adducts, which were detected in 93% of the
children (geometric x�: 22.3 pg/mg; range: 5–456 pg/mg). The
aflatoxin-albumin adduct concentration was strongly influenced
by the month of sampling. In a multivariable analysis, secretory
immunoglobulin A (IgA) was markedly lower in children with
detectable aflatoxin-albumin concentrations than in those with
nondetectable concentrations. Furthermore, a weak antibody re-
sponse to a pneumococcal challenge was observed, but the re-
sponse to rabies vaccine and cell-mediated immunity responses
to test antigens were not related to adduct status. In an earlier
study, also in the Gambia, Allen et al (27) observed that there was
no obvious relation between aflatoxin-albumin concentrations
and malaria-specific antibody responses or in vitro lymphopro-
liferative responses. However, using the mouse–Plasmodium
berghei model, Young et al (63) found that aflatoxin decreased
morbidity because of a direct effect of aflatoxin on the parasite.

Our unpublished data (manuscript in preparation) show sig-
nificant suppression of select cellular immune system compo-
nents and functions when Ghanaian subjects with aflatoxin-
albumin adduct concentrations above the median (0.80 pmol/
mg) for the population were compared with those with
concentrations below the median.

Nutritional interference

Chronic aflatoxin exposure has major effects on nutritional
status in animals, but, as with the immunotoxicities, thresholds
for these effects are not defined for any species. Covalent binding
of aflatoxin to DNA and decreased protein synthesis occur rap-
idly after exposure and persist for �5 d (61). The efficiency of
food use is consistently less in animals that are exposed to afla-
toxin than in those that are not exposed. In poultry and pigs, a
7–10% drop in food conversion efficiency is observed (64), and
decreased growth rates are a consistent sign of chronic aflatoxin
exposure (65). Marin et al (51) observed a “dose-related” de-
crease in weight gain in weaning piglets exposed to 140 ppb and
280 ppb aflatoxin.

Thus, it is well established in animals that dietary aflatoxin
reduces the rate of growth and other measures of productivity
(64). Recent human research (66) also confirms that this effect
applies to humans: a dose-response relation was seen between
aflatoxin exposure and the degree of stunting and underweight in
children �5 y old in Benin and Togo, where all members of the
study population had aflatoxin exposure (aflatoxin-albumin ad-
ducts between 5 and 1064 pg/mg albumin in 99% of the children).
The toxin has also been shown, as a logical outcome of the effect
of aflatoxin on protein synthesis, to be a factor modulating the
rate of recovery from protein malnutrition (kwashiorkor) (19, 67)
although it has not been shown to be responsible for the devel-
opment of the condition (68).

It was established through feeding experiments that aflatoxin
exposure modifies vitamin A nutrition in poultry (69, 70) and
camels (71), approximately halving the serum retinol concentra-
tions in those studies. The concentrations of aflatoxins in the liver
and ruminal contents of the camels were 18.2 and 243.4 �g/kg,
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respectively. Reddy et al (70) investigated the effects of 3 con-
centrations (0, 500, and 2000 ppb) of aflatoxin on female broiler
chicks. They found that liver vitamin A decreased with increas-
ing concentrations of aflatoxin. However, we found only one
study that examined human vitamin A status as a function of
aflatoxin-albumin status (62). In that report, although vitamin C
was related to aflatoxin-albumin, no relation was observed for
vitamin A; this discrepancy could result from species differences
in the sensitivity of vitamin A metabolism to aflatoxin exposure,
the pattern of exposure (uniform or intermittent), or the possible
inappropriateness of aflatoxin-albumin as the measure for bio-
logical responses for this nutritional factor. If vitamin A status in
humans is modulated by aflatoxin exposure in some manner, then
preventing exposure to aflatoxin would be one means of greatly
reducing the occurrence of vitamin A deficiency (VAD). This
modulation could also result in increased responses to diets that
include supplementation with this nutrient. Thus, it is obviously
important to clarify the role of aflatoxin in relation to human
vitamin A status.

In broiler chickens, the vitamin D concentration is affected by
aflatoxin in the diet (72). Aflatoxin (1 ppm in the diet) reduced
plasma 25-hydroxyvitamin D [25(OH)D] and 1,25-dihydroxy-
vitamin D [1,25(OH)2D] concentrations after 5 d of treatment. An
effect from aflatoxin exposure via immune system competence is
thereby possible. Like vitamin A, vitamin D is strongly involved in
the maintenance of immune system competence.

The nutrition of both zinc and selenium is affected by aflatoxin
in the diet (73, 74), and adequate concentrations of these minerals
are essential for healthy immune systems. Mocchegianni et al
(74) observed that, in pigs, maternal exposure to aflatoxin ap-
proximately halved the piglets’ serum zinc content (56.0 �g/dL
compared with 119.2 �g/dL in the control) but did not influence
the maternal zinc concentrations. The outcome was decreased
cellular immunity of the piglets due to less activated thymulin. A
similar effect on serum zinc concentrations and the immune
system has been noted in rats (75, 76).

In China, selenium concentrations in humans have been re-
lated to differences in aflatoxin-albumin adduct concentrations
(77). The selenium concentrations were found to be significantly
and inversely correlated to aflatoxin-albumin adduct concentra-
tions in men. The mean plasma concentration of selenium was
found to be 108 � 32.4 �g/L and the mean AFB1-albumin adduct
concentration was 20.95 fmol/mg. For chicks, a parallel effect of
aflatoxin exposure on selenium was also observed in connection
with lowered immunity (78). Clearly, more information, includ-
ing identification of the appropriate indicators of exposure for
relations between nutritional factors and aflatoxin exposure, is
needed for the emergence of the full picture of when and how
human nutrition is affected by aflatoxin.

HUMAN EXPOSURE TO AFLATOXIN

The nutritional and immunologic responses to aflatoxin re-
viewed above indicate the potential for aflatoxin to affect the
immunity and nutritional status of chronically exposed persons
as well as the need for much better information in these areas. The
cancer risk assessments and acute toxicity across species show
that adult humans are relatively tolerant of aflatoxin, but data
reviewed in the earlier sections indicate that there is evidence that
aflatoxin affects early growth and at least some aspects of human
immunity and nutrition. Thus the really important questions are:

how contaminated are the diets in developing countries, how
much of the ingested dose is significant to human health and
nutrition, and what are the thresholds for effects on human im-
munology and nutritional health?

Evaluating the consequences of human exposure to aflatoxin
requires the consideration of numerous facts. First, not all of the
aflatoxin consumed is biologically significant—a variable pro-
portion of ingested aflatoxin is detoxified—and the exposure
may differentially affect various biological systems (Figure 2)
according to the fraction that processes through each pathway.
Whereas the relation between DNA-relevant exposure and can-
cer is understood well enough to calculate the consequences of
changing the concentrations of aflatoxin in food for the risk to
people (11), the effect of other metabolic processes in humans is
not established. AFM1 is a detoxification product that is rapidly
excreted, but it may have significant immunologic and nutri-
tional consequences in nursing young (74). Second, other aspects
of the diet may have a significant role in determining the conse-
quence of aflatoxin ingestion. In multiple animal species, the
aflatoxin toxicities may be modified by the dietary intakes of
antioxidant vitamins, such as vitamins A, C, and E (79–85).
Third, the amount of biological exposure is conditioned by in-
fection with HBV and HCV, and, whereas this phenomenon has
been studied for its effect on cancer risk, it has not been evaluated
for other known toxicities of aflatoxin.

Human food contamination

The characteristics of the food production system determine
the feasibility of managing aflatoxin. Small-scale industries,
subsistence production, and food insecurity usually make the
economics and enforcement of regulations impractical. In devel-
oped countries, the food production systems are controlled by
relatively small numbers of large-scale industrial processors, and
the economies of scale allow the quality-control procedures to be
effective and the regulations to be enforceable. Food security
concerns of many of the people at risk mean that even knowing
that food is contaminated would not help, because the people
have no alternative sources of food; this was recognized in the
report of the Third Joint FAO/WHO/UNEP International Con-
ference on Mycotoxins (86).

Because of these issues, the amounts of aflatoxin allowed in
foods by Codex Alimentarius have no relevance to most of the
people in developing countries; their consumption of traded food
items is small, and laboratories to test their foods are economi-
cally and financially inaccessible. The food consumed is usually
food that families have produced, stored, and prepared without
any consideration for the risks of aflatoxin. Where trade does
occur, the least contaminated foods and feeds are exported,
which may lead to enhanced exposure of the producers, because
the more highly contaminated products are retained at home for
consumption by a population that is already at the greatest risk of
aflatoxin exposure (11).

There is no comprehensive data set from which to evaluate the
extent and severity of biological exposure of humans in devel-
oping countries; direct measurements of human biological ex-
posure to aflatoxin are available from only a small number of
countries. However, these data, when combined with reports of
contamination in foods sampled from markets and trade ship-
ments, reports of acute poisoning incidences, postmortem re-
ports in which the toxin has been measured in organs, allow the
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formation of a picture of likely exposure. Exposure may also be
inferred from liver cancer rates.

To evaluate both the prevalence and the amount of exposure,
we have collected the data that we could find from this range of
indicative sources and used them together with food system
information to produce a picture of the situation based on in-
formed judgment. The data available are described in the follow-
ing sections.

Acute exposure to aflatoxins

Reported incidents of acute human aflatoxin poisoning serve
to indicate that aflatoxin is a risk at the location of the incident,
but because they are relatively infrequent, they also suggest that
contamination is seldom serious enough to draw the attention of
the medical and health system as a direct cause of illness or death.
Acute poisonings, �25% of which result in death, occur as a
result of high levels of exposure (15). Up until the mid-1990s,
reports of this nature were found in scientific journals, but sub-
sequent reports are usually found only in the daily press. Reports
of death and serious illness usually originate from developing
countries (87–93) within the zone of risk (Figure 3).

The numbers of cases of acute poisoning are not large relative
to the populations at risk, probably because people usually avoid
obviously moldy foods, and humans are usually an aflatoxin-
tolerant species. However, in times of food scarcity, or under
conditions of poverty, people usually have no option but to use
lower-priced, poorer-quality food, which commonly is contam-
inated.

Chronic exposure to aflatoxin

Two main approaches have been used to evaluate chronic
exposure to aflatoxin in humans. The first approach involves

food samples. Food samples collected either from prepared
meals and ingredients or from markets provide the most com-
monly available data. The most reliable sample source for a
measure of exposure is through analysis of prepared meals, be-
cause people may sort grain and remove those kernels that are
considered unfit to eat. However, market and trade samples pro-
vide information on the risk of exposure from various foods in the
diet, particularly when local food processors undertake opera-
tions such as milling without any quality control. The second
approach involves biological markers of exposure. In this ap-
proach, blood, milk, or urine samples are obtained from humans
and analyzed for the presence of aflatoxin derivatives, each of
which has a characteristic half-life in the body. This technology
is relatively recent, and reports based on it are geographically
restricted to a small fraction of developing countries.

Food, market, and trade samples

Food contamination data are available from many developing
countries (Table 2). These data generally show that a wide range
of commodities are contaminated and that a significant propor-
tion of them are contaminated to a degree far above that allowed
in the Codex Alimentarius. Examples of contamination for corn
and peanut are provided below.

In samples from a Chinese area of high risk of liver cancer (99),
AFB1 in corn was the predominant toxin detected in terms of
quantity and frequency: the concentration ranged between 9 and
2496 ppb and the incidence of contamination was 85%. Among
the samples, 76% exceeded the Chinese regulation of 20 ppb for
AFB1 in corn and corn-based products intended for human con-
sumption. The average daily intake of AFB1 from corn in the
high-risk area was 184.1 �g, and the probable daily intake is

FIGURE 3. Areas and populations at risk of chronic exposure to uncontrolled aflatoxin. LAC, Latin America and the Caribbean.
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estimated to be 3680 ng · kg body wt�1 · d �1. These corn samples
were simultaneously contaminated with other mycotoxins, no-
tably fumonisin.

According to several newspaper reports, concentrations of
27 163 ppb total aflatoxin and 16 505 ppb AFB1 were reported in
peanut butter given to schoolchildren in 2001 in the Eastern Cape
area of South Africa. There, the maximum legal concentration of
total aflatoxins in foodstuffs is 10 ppb, of which 5 ppb may be
AFB1 (128).

Variations in aflatoxin exposure exist between countries,
largely as a function of diet. Data assembled by Hall and Wild (129)
indicate that exposure to aflatoxin was 3.5–14.8 ng · kg�1 · d�1

in Kenya, 11.4–158.6 in Swaziland, 38.6–183.7 in Mozam-
bique, 16.5 in Transkei (now South Africa), 4–115 in The Gam-
bia, 11.7–2027 in southern Guangxi province of China, and
6.5–53 ng · kg�1 · d�1 in Thailand, whereas the exposure in the
United States is 2.7 ng · kg�1 · d�1. The exposure in Ghana, as
measured from peanut consumption alone, is estimated to be
9.9–99.2 ng · kg�1 · d�1 (130), but other commonly consumed
corn-based foods (eg, kenkey) are also known to be contaminated
(107,131), and thus the total exposure is likely to be higher.

However, it must be understood that these exposure rates are
an average estimation based on annual consumption, as is ap-
propriate for cancer risk, because of the cumulative nature of this
response. The contamination and consumption patterns for var-
ious foods are often variable across seasons (132), and so doses
in the shorter term may vary significantly from the average.
Furthermore, because of the large variability associated with
testing grain products for aflatoxin, the true lot concentration
cannot be determined with complete certainty (133).

Biomarkers of exposure

The currently favored method of measuring human exposure
consists of the analysis of body fluids for the presence of afla-
toxin derivatives (28, 29). Each biochemical process results in
derivatives that have a characteristic half-life within the body,
and thus the exposure over a period of days, weeks, or months can
be assessed. Recent exposure to aflatoxin is reflected in the urine
as directly excreted AFM1 and other detoxification products, but
only a small fraction of the dose is excreted in this way. Mea-
surements of aflatoxin and its byproducts in urine have been
found to be highly variable from day to day, which reflects the
wide variability in the contamination of food samples, and, for
this reason, the measurement of AFM1 on a single day may not be
a reliable indicator of a person’s chronic exposure (24, 28, 29).
The aflatoxin-albumin adduct is measured in peripheral blood
and has a half-life in the body of 30–60 d. Therefore, it is a
measure that integrates the exposure over a longer period and
hence is a more reliable indicator of a person’s chronic exposure.
However, it should be remembered that the fraction of the in-
gested aflatoxin processed into any particular metabolite is vari-
able. A given concentration of any particular biomarker cannot
be used to make assumptions about the total dose or the amounts
directed into any other competing pathway.

Data relating to biological exposure (Table 3) are relatively
rare, because the locations of such measurements are mainly in
West Africa and China. These data show major variations in
seasonal exposure (27), which reflects the natural development
of contamination in storage. These biomarker data show that,
regardless of food preparation practices, the human populations

TABLE 2
Examples of market sample contamination frequencies and concentrations

Country and commodity
Frequency of aflatoxin-

positive samples
Contamination

rate

% ppb
Argentina

Maize (94) 19.6 Positive1

Bangladesh
Maize (95) 67 33.0 (mean)

Brazil
Corn (96) 38.3 0.2–129.0
Peanut products (97) 67 43.0–1099.0
Peanuts (97) 27 43.0–1099.0
Sorghum (98) 12.8 7.0–33.0

China
Corn (99) 76 �20.0

Costa Rica
Maize (100) 80 �20.0

Cyprus
Peanut butter (101) 56.7 �10.0

Egypt
Hazelnut (102) 90 25.0–175.0
Peanut and watermelon

seeds (103)
82 Positive1

Soybean (104) 35 5.0–35.0
Spices (103) 40 �0.250
Walnut (102) 75 15.0–25.0

Gambia
Groundnut sauce (105) 162.0

Guatemala
Incaparina (mixture of corn

and cottonseed flour) (106)
100 3.0–214.0

Ghana
Peanut (107, 108) 12.8–31.7 Positive1

India
Chilies (109) 18 �30.0

59 Positive1

Dry slices of quince (110) 23.14 96.0–8164.0
Groundnut (111) 21 �30.0
Maize (112, 113) 26 �30.0

Korea
Barley food (114) 12 26.0 (mean)
Corn food (114) 19 74.0

Kuwait
Milk (115) 6 �0.2

Portugal
Yogurt (116) 18.8 19.0–98.0

Malaysia
Wheat (117) 1.2 �25.62

Mexico
Kerneled corn (118) 87.8 5.0–465.0

58.5 �20.0
Nigeria

Corn (119) 45 25.0–770.0
Maize-based gruels (120) 25 0.002–19.716

Qatar
Pistachio (121) 8.7 to 33 �20.0

Senegal
Peanut oil (122) 85 40.0 (mean)

Turkey
Cheese (123) 12.28 Positive1

Hazelnut, pistachio (124) Present2 �4.0
Uganda

Maize (125) 29 1–100
Peanut, cassava (126, 127) 12 �100

1 The rate of contamination was not specified.
2 The frequency of aflatoxin-positive samples was not specified.
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of these developing countries are widely and significantly ex-
posed to aflatoxin. The parallel reports of food contamination
suggest that biological exposure rates can be extrapolated (at
least broadly) to those countries for which food contamination
data are available but for which there are no biomarker data.
Given that little is done to decontaminate foods in most de-
veloping countries, it is likely that the prevalence of chronic
exposure in most countries is similar to that measured in these
studies with the use of biomarkers.

HBV- or HCV-conditioned aflatoxin exposure

There is a broad ecologic association between areas of high
aflatoxin exposure (such as China, Southeast Asia, and parts of
Africa) and HBV, which is endemic in these areas; rates of HBV
positivity in The Gambia, China, and Guinea are 15% (27),
14–20% (25), and 10% (134), respectively. The effect of HBV
infection on the efficiency with which aflatoxin is detoxified
leads to increased biological exposure to aflatoxin (23). Whereas
the importance of this synergy to cancer is well recognized (23,
140), its importance to other health issues is largely unknown and
clearly should be established.

Liver cancer–based estimates of aflatoxin exposure

The use of the incidence of cancer to indicate aflatoxin expo-
sure is supported by the extensive studies on risk associated with
exposure, but this approach provides only circumstantial evi-
dence for exposure, and liver cancer is not caused solely by
aflatoxicosis. Two major factors, aflatoxin and HBV, which
commonly occur in the same populations, influence the risk of
liver cancer. Independently, each factor significantly increases
the relative risk of cancer, and most studies report them, together,
to be synergistic (141), increasing the risk of cancer 25–30-fold;
there is, however, one epidemiologic study that contradicts those
findings (142).

The suggested mechanism for this synergy is that aflatoxin
suppresses DNA repair mechanisms that help limit the develop-
ment of cancer from HBV (143), and HBV prevents detoxifica-
tion (23), but it is also possible that the immunotoxicity of afla-
toxin interferes with the suppression of cancer. Although data on
liver cancer are not routinely collected in the health statistics of
developing countries, the occurrence is believed to be between
16 and 32 times the rates in the United States and European Union

(�2.5/100 000; 11, 22); liver cancers were responsible for
450,000 deaths in 1990 (11). Liver cancers accounted for �8.8%
(0.55 million) of the total cancer mortalities in 2000 (144).

The geographical distribution of chronic human aflatoxin
exposure

The data on the temperature conditions needed for aflatoxin
synthesis; the vulnerability of staple commodities to contamina-
tion; the systems for food production, storage, and marketing;
and the regulation enforcement failures all indicate that there is
risk of chronic aflatoxin exposure between 40° N and S of the
equator in developing countries. Population data from the FAO
database indicate that �4.5 billion people live in this zone. The
evidence of contamination in market and food samples and the
human biomarker data are indicators that most of the population
is likely to be exposed (Figure 3) but usually at a level less than
that needed for direct acute illness and death. Having both the
evidence from animals and humans that immunity and nutritional
levels are affected by aflatoxin in “unmanaged” circumstances
and the evidence of exposure, we continue our review by exam-
ining the evidence for consequences of this exposure on human
health.

AFLATOXIN AS A FACTOR IN HEALTH RISKS

We have elected to use the WHO risk analysis for countries
where short lifespan is prevalent (Table 1) as a basis on which to
assemble and present the available evidence for the role of afla-
toxin in world health. The possible role of aflatoxin in influenc-
ing human health has been researched mainly in relation to its
role as a carcinogen; in this role, aflatoxin does not make the
priority list. However, the pivotal role of the immune system with
respect to the incidence, severity, and outcome of infectious
diseases leads one to expect that, through its reported effect on
the immune system and micronutrients, aflatoxin may also affect
the epidemiology of many diseases and health risks in those
countries where the toxin is uncontrolled. There is very clearly a
great need to increase the information about possible effects of
aflatoxin on health in developing countries. Throughout this
section of this review, we point to a number of intriguing possi-
bilities in the hope that we can stimulate research that will clarify
the true picture.

TABLE 3
A compilation of data on biomarkers of exposure to aflatoxin in humans1

Country Exposure rate Range or test type Reference

%
Benin 99 5–1064 pg/mg2 Gong et al (66)
China (Guangxi province) 89 0.9–3569 pg/24-h urine Wang et al (26)
Gambia 95 0–720 pg/mg2 Allen et al (27)
Guinea 90 0–385 pg/mg2 Diallo et al (134)
Nigeria 40–90 Lung autopsies Oyelami et al (135)
Sierra Leone 95–99 Aflatoxin in urine Jonsyn-Ellis (136)
Sudan, Zimbabwe, Ghana, Liberia, Kenya, Transkei 32

99
Aflatoxin in urine
Liver biopsy of kwashiorkors

Hendrickse et al (137)

Thailand 933

44
Liver DNA and AFB1

AFM1 in breast milk
Hollstein et al (138)
El Nezami et al (139)

1 AFB1, aflatoxin B1; AFM1, aflatoxin M1.
2 pmol aflatoxin-albumin/mg albumin.
3 Hepatocellular cancer patients.
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Underweight and nutrition-related epidemiology

Underweight is the single most contributory risk factor to the
burden of disease worldwide, contributing to 14.9% of DALYs.
The WHO estimated that underweight caused 3.7 million deaths
in 2000 and accounted for �138 million DALYs. This risk factor
operates through the effect of nutrition on the immune system
and diseases. The conditions affected by underweight include
child mortality and acute morbidity due to diarrhea, malaria,
measles, pneumonia, and selected other infectious diseases. Peri-
natal conditions that are due to maternal underweight are also
involved. Whereas the underweight status of people is strongly
related to poverty, it is the poor who have the least opportunity to
discriminate against poor-quality foods and who therefore have
the greatest risk of aflatoxicosis—a result confirmed by our data
(unpublished observations) from Ghana.

Aflatoxin has been directly related to underweight status in
children in Benin and Togo (145) and to the condition of kwash-
iorkor (19, 146). Autopsy evidence from children in Nigeria
found aflatoxin in tissues from most children examined post
mortem, although the clinical cause of death was malnutrition
and other diseases (135). Deaths of children in the Philippines,
attributed to respiratory tract infections, also involved aflatoxin
exposure (147). In Africa, the connection between infectious
diseases and aflatoxin is also reported for malaria, and some
interesting effects are noted.

Hendrickse et al (137) investigated the involvement of afla-
toxin in malnutrition and noted that children with kwashiorkor
were less prone to malaria; they also showed in a mouse model
that aflatoxin provided some measure of protection against the
parasite, because of the direct effects of aflatoxin on parasite
replication. In The Gambia, children with malaria (Plasmodium
falciparum) were found to have higher aflatoxin-albumin adduct
concentrations, but there was no consistent relation between
aflatoxin-albumin and malaria-specific antibody responses or
morbidity due to malaria in the next fever season (27). Clearly
there is a need to explore more completely the interaction of
aflatoxin with underweight.

Unsafe sex

Unsafe sex (which is held responsible for 2.9 million deaths
and 92 million DALYs) is identified as a risk factor largely
because of the HIV epidemic. Whereas the risk is behavioral, the
disease is viral, and the progress of the epidemic is determined by
disease transmission, rate of disease progress, and opportunistic
infections.

The disease of HIV is complicated, and the ways in which the
virus interacts with another immunocompromising agent is also
likely to be complicated. The animal data on immune suppres-
sion and nutritional interference (described earlier) show afla-
toxicosis symptoms to be similar to HIV infection symptoms,
differing mainly in that the removal of aflatoxin from the diet
reverses the symptoms. The animal data on immune suppression
suggest that the parameters of the epidemiologic model are likely
to be modulated by aflatoxin at some level of exposure, either
directly or indirectly through the known toxicities of aflatoxin.
Nutrition is also a general area in which aflatoxin exposure can
be expected to modulate HIV.

HIV transmission

The transmission of HIV may be between cohorts (horizontal)
or between mother and child (vertical). Both types of transmis-
sion require the exchange of bodily fluids or cells with a viral
load, and the size of this viral load is an established factor in the
risk of transmission. Other factors that influence the probability
of transmission include membrane integrity and the presence of
other sexually transmitted diseases that could reflect the immune
status of the uninfected participant.

The viral load is a function of the stage of disease and other
factors, which may be connected to aflatoxin exposure. For ex-
ample, while investigating the role of environmental toxins in
HIV processes, Yao et al (148) found that aflatoxin, dioxin, and
benzopyrene all changed an oxidative stress process involving
P450 cytochrome. Using only the dioxin for further studies, they
found that the replication rate of HIV was increased by this stress
phenomenon. Oxidative stress also increases HIV replication
(149) through increasing apoptosis of infected leukocytes.

Another possible manipulation of transmission rates by afla-
toxin is suggested by the exposure of human fetuses to maternal
aflatoxin (150, 151) and by the fact that aflatoxin is also secreted
in human mothers’ milk (139, 152-154). In animals, exposure of
the fetus and via milk has been shown to have significant effects
on the immunocompetence of progeny (36, 74), even when ma-
ternal immunity factors were not influenced by the exposure.
Given that immunoglobulins in mothers’ milk provide vital pro-
tection against infections (155), the decrease in immunoglobu-
lins associated with aflatoxin exposure in humans (62) and calves
(156) is also a concern with respect to HIV transmission to
children and their ability to survive other infectious diseases.

The association of vitamins A and D, zinc, selenium, and other
nutrients with HIV disease progress and vertical transmission has
been well documented (157-161). However, although the results
of supplementation suggest that vertical transmission rates are
not manipulated by supplementation (162), it has not been es-
tablished whether nutrient deficiencies created by a secondary
antinutritional agent influence virus replication. The approxi-
mate halving of these nutrients observed in aflatoxin-exposed
animals (70–72, 74) suggests that aflatoxin will generate more
intense nutritional deficiencies and may therefore increase ver-
tical transmission, although it is likely that this may happen
indirectly through accelerated progression of the disease.

Rate of progression of HIV/AIDS

There is good evidence from animals that aflatoxin exposure
results in increased aggressiveness of infectious diseases (163,
164). This is also observed for humans with HIV: when Hen-
drickse et al (165) investigated the reasons for the rapid progres-
sion of HIV and AIDS in heroin addicts in the Netherlands and
Scotland, they found that street heroin was often contaminated
with aflatoxin, and that aflatoxin derivatives were commonly
found in the bodily fluids of the addicts. The rates and frequen-
cies of AFM1 in the urine of these addicts were comparable to
those observed in West Africans exposed to aflatoxin through
food products. Hendrickse et al speculated that the accelerated
HIV progress was due to aflatoxin-related immune suppression,
but they did not undertake further studies. This suggestion of
synergy is also supported by the broad correlation between af-
latoxin exposure estimated in this report and the commonly per-
ceived faster rate of HIV progress in Africa than in Europe and
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America—but it is recognized that many other environmental
factors may influence differences in the rate of progression (with-
out medication) between these locations. Certainly the HIV pan-
demic is critical enough for this possibility to be investigated as
a matter of urgency.

Another factor that has been associated with the rate of HIV
progression is the concentration of IL-2 (166), which reflects the
role of CD4� cells in IL-2 production. Aflatoxin has been shown
to suppress IL-2 production through the down-regulation of tran-
scription (167), and it has the potential to effectively accelerate
HIV progression by making CD4� cells less effective.

Studies of factors that influence the rate of progression from
HIV infection to AIDS show very clearly that nutrition is of
critical importance (160, 168-171), so it is at least likely that the
interference of aflatoxin in nutrition accelerates the decline in
nutritional status. At the macronutrient level, HIV-positive pa-
tients have a 50% greater protein requirement than do HIV-
negative persons (172), whereas aflatoxin exposure decreases
protein synthesis for �5 d (61). Thus, aflatoxin contamination of
foods probably makes the satisfaction of the HIV-enhanced pro-
tein requirements more difficult.

Survival with AIDS

Survival after the onset of AIDS is determined largely by a
person’s ability to resist infection by secondary pathogens. The
review of animal data related to the incidence of infectious dis-
eases provides a good reason to believe that aflatoxin will also
modulate this function of the disease’s epidemic model. In chil-
dren whose immune systems were compromised by malnutri-
tion, Adhikari et al (19) found that the children with aflatoxin
adducts were significantly more prone to infections than were
those without. When both the virus and a second agent (aflatoxin)
decrease the body’s immune defenses, a significant reduction in
survival time is likely, particularly because these factors also
compromise the nutritional status of the infected person.

Unsafe water

The World Health Report of 2002 stated, “The vast majority of
diarrheal disease occurrences in the world (88%) were attribut-
able to unsafe water, sanitation, and hygiene. �3.1% of deaths
(1.7 million) and 3.7% of DALYs (54.2 million) worldwide are
attributable to unsafe water, sanitation and hygiene” (1). Directly
relevant animal experiments show that piglets with chronic af-
latoxin exposure of 70 and 140 ppb are more prone to diarrheal
disease, experience more severe symptoms, and are more likely
to die (163) than are piglets without such exposure. This finding
is likely to be applicable to humans, because it was established
that, at existing levels of human exposure, secretory immuno-
globulin A is decreased by aflatoxin (62), that immunoglobulin
A is important to membrane barrier function, and that membrane
barriers are important to gastric diseases.

Open fires in enclosed environments

In total, 2.7% of DALYs worldwide are attributed to the health
effects of open fires in enclosed environments, and the evidence
for aflatoxin as a modulating factor in this risk factor is the most
tenuous of the risks discussed. The WHO estimated that indoor
smoke from solid fuels causes �35.7% of lower respiratory
infections and may also be associated with tuberculosis. There is
firm evidence that aflatoxin can be a cofactor in lower respiratory

diseases; postmortem examinations of children in Nigeria and
Philippines diagnosed with pneumonia commonly identify afla-
toxin in tissues (135, 147). The infectious disease components of
this risk factor are partly due to the effects of chemicals (such as
benzopyrenes) that create oxidative stresses, which contribute to
suppression of the immune system (173). Thus aflatoxin, which
creates the same oxidative stress as do benzopyrenes (148) and
has immune system suppression, is likely to exacerbate the in-
fectious disease component of this risk factor. The cancer risks
attributed to this health risk could also be exacerbated directly by
aflatoxin carcinogenicity, but no research on that possibility has
yet been reported.

Zinc deficiency

Zinc influences health through its role in immunity, and it is
also potentially important in economic development because of
its effects on cognitive development and human capacity (174).
Using dietary data, the WHO estimated that zinc deficiency
(ZnD) affects about one-third of the world’s population, with the
caveat that severe ZnD is rare (1). The WHO estimated that ZnD
is responsible worldwide for 16% of lower respiratory tract in-
fections, 18% of malaria, and 10% of diarrheal disease, thus
accounting for 0.8 million (1.4%) deaths and 28 million (2.9%)
DALYs. The role of aflatoxin in ZnD in humans is unknown, but
the evidence from animals described earlier suggests that afla-
toxin may increase the extent of ZnD, particularly in early child-
hood, even when mothers do not themselves have ZnD (73, 74).

Iron deficiency

Iron deficiency (FeD) is one of the most prevalent nutrient
deficiencies in the world, affecting an estimated 2 billion people:
anemia, cognitive development, fitness and aerobic work capac-
ity are affected. In total, 0.8 million (1.55%) deaths worldwide
are attributable to FeD, as are �35 million DALYs (2.4% of the
global total) (1). Although aflatoxin is known to affect nutritional
concentrations of iron in animals (175-178), its potential effect
on human iron concentrations is not known. Thus, research to
examine the epidemiologic consequences of aflatoxin for FeD is
definitely needed.

Vitamin A deficiency

The WHO risk analysis estimated that VAD caused �0.8
million (1.4%) deaths worldwide, and attributable DALYs were
1.8% of global disease burden. This deficiency increases the
morbidity from malaria and diarrheal diseases. Aflatoxin has
been shown to affect the retinol concentrations in serum of mul-
tiple animal species (69–71), but the effect in humans is still
unclear, and doses needed to duplicate the animal results in
humans are not established. Because of the role of vitamin A on
the detoxification of aflatoxin, it is possible that VAD increases
the biological exposure to aflatoxin.

POSSIBLE INTERVENTION STRATEGIES

Factors fundamental to a nation’s ability to protect its popu-
lation from aflatoxin include the following. First, a nation must
have the political will to address the issue of aflatoxin exposure.
Most nations are signatories to Codex Alementarius (WHO/FAO
documents that deal with food quality in traded commodities)
and subscribe to the need to limit exposure of their populations to
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aflatoxins. However, they also seek to minimize the economic
consequences of achieving this health goal and to use the re-
sources available for health on the highest-priority problems.
Often they do not enforce these standards because liver cancers
(the commonly perceived health risk) are relatively unimportant
health risks for their populations, and aflatoxin does not feature
on the list of WHO priority risks. Second, a nation must have the
capability to test food for contamination, which determines
whether regulations can be enforced. In developing countries,
laboratories capable of analyzing foods for aflatoxin are very
rare, if indeed they exist at all.

Preventing exposure to aflatoxin

The traditional approach to preventing exposure to aflatoxin
has been to ensure that foods consumed have the lowest practical
aflatoxin concentrations. In developed countries, this has been
achieved for humans largely by regulations that have required
low concentrations of the toxin in traded foods. However, as
discussed earlier, this approach has certain limitations and
clearly has failed as a control measure for developing countries.
In developed countries, where regulations allow higher aflatoxin
concentrations in animals, the agricultural industries have devel-
oped alternative approaches [chemoprotection (179) and entero-
sorption] to limit biologically effective exposure without the
high cost of preventing contamination. Chemoprotection is
based on manipulating the biochemical processing of aflatoxin to
ensure detoxification rather than preventing biological exposure.
Enterosorption is based on the approach of adding a binding
agent to food to prevent the absorption of the toxin while the food
is in the digestive tract; the combined toxin-sorbent is then ex-
creted in the feces. This approach has been used extensively and
with great success in the animal feeding industry (180-184).

The effective enforcement of regulations defining the concen-
trations of aflatoxins permitted in various foods in North Amer-
ica and Europe has turned aflatoxin into a problem with signif-
icant economic but minor human health consequences. To
prevent the economic loss associated with failure to meet the
regulations, a significant body of research has been published
relating to 3 main points of leverage—production, storage, and
processing.

Production

Although the initial focus of research was on the prevention of
contamination in storage, it was established in about 1970 that
contamination, or at least invasion by the causal fungi, could start
in the field before harvest. For peanuts, environmental conditions
such as drought during the grain growth stage (185), insect dam-
age in the field (8), variety, and soil characteristics have proven
to be determining factors in preharvest contamination (9). These
conditions are now sufficiently well understood for computer
simulation models to describe the risk of contamination of major
crops (186). The result is that management can be used to min-
imize contamination, and the practice of inoculating the fields
with nonaflatoxigenic strains of fungi (187) may shortly be a new
tool in the battle to prevent economic loss. Because of the im-
portance of drought as a factor predisposing crops to contami-
nation, irrigation is a very important means of ensuring food
quality (9). More recent developments have made use of bio-
technology to introduce genes that either prevent the formation of
aflatoxin as a result of fungal metabolism or prevent or decrease

fungal action. These approaches offer considerable long-term
promise, but time and sizeable investment are still needed before
the research can affect human health.

In developing countries, many of these preharvest opportuni-
ties to minimize contamination are not exploited by producers.
Insect damage in the field is not controlled by pesticides or by
cultural practices; drought is a common phenomenon, and most
crops are produced without irrigation as an option. Harvesting is
usually done without machinery, and drying is usually carried out
very inefficiently and is dependent on the weather. Adverse
weather at harvest results in slow and inadequate drying and
brings attendant risks of contamination. However, models are
available to aid in decisions affecting aflatoxin risks in produc-
tion (186).

Storage

It is well understood that much of the contamination of com-
modities with aflatoxin occurs during storage. To preserve qual-
ity in storage, it is necessary to prevent biological activity
through adequate drying (�10% moisture), elimination of insect
activity that can increase moisture content through condensation
of moisture resulting from respiration, low temperatures, and
inert atmospheres (188). In other words, the conditions needed to
prevent the development of contamination are known, but it is not
always easy to produce them in storage systems in developing
countries. One fact that makes storage such an important issue for
these countries is the subsistence nature of most farming there.
Most people in rural areas grow and store their own food; in
consequence, most food is stored in small, traditional granaries,
and there is little investment in the management of the conditions.
Studies of grain quality in such storage structures show a steady
increase in the aflatoxin content over time, which reflects the
failure to maintain appropriate conditions (131). Achieving and
preserving the conditions that prevent contamination is likely to
prove a significant challenge for small-scale (household and
farm level) storage and to be beyond the resources of most, even
if they could be convinced of the value of making the effort.

Processing

Processing of commodities can be used to reduce the aflatoxin
content and thereby prevent economic loss. Three main ap-
proaches exist: dilution, decontamination, and separation.

With regard to dilution, where regulations are enforced, the
easiest means of satisfying the requirement is (unfortunately) to
mix grain low in aflatoxin with grain exceeding the regulated
limits. Thus, although the concentration is reduced, consumers
are still exposed to the same overall aflatoxin burden. This ap-
proach fails when there is not enough “clean” grain to allow
adequate dilution of the contaminated stock or when the infra-
structure to hold stocks and achieve the desired mixing is lacking.

With regard to decontamination, considerable effort has been
expended to develop methods by which contaminated commodities
may be treated to denature the aflatoxin. Treatment with ammonia,
alkaline substances (189), and ozone can denature aflatoxins, but
whether this change is permanent is not clear. For instance, the
processing of corn with caustic soda, as is used in traditional Me-
soamerican cooking, has been shown to reduce the aflatoxin con-
tent, but there is some evidence both that the chemical change may
be reversible and that, after consumption, the aflatoxin may be re-
formed in the acid conditions in the stomach (190).
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With regard to separation, considerable success in reducing
aflatoxin contamination can be achieved by separating contam-
inated grain from the bulk. This approach depends on the heavy
contamination of only a small fraction of the seeds, so that re-
moving those leaves a much lower overall contamination. Study
of the distribution of aflatoxin in peanuts shows that a major
portion (80%) of the toxin is often associated with the smaller and
shriveled seed (191), and thus screening can lower the overall
concentration in the bulk. Further removal of aflatoxin-
contaminated seeds may be achieved by color sorting, which, in
the case of peanuts, is most effective when the seeds are
blanched. A consequence of this sorting approach to aflatoxin
that is a serious concern is the fate of the now highly concentrated
aflatoxin in the grain removed from the bulk. The poorest pro-
ducers and laborers often consume those nuts, which should have
been discarded, or they feed them to their animals.

Chemoprotection

Whereas it is highly desirable that feed is not contaminated, the
reality is that much of the grain fed to animals is contaminated,
even in the United States, and this condition results in substantial
losses to producers if the feed is not treated (64). It is also clear
that, in areas where regulations are not enforced, humans are
commonly exposed to aflatoxins. In addition, aflatoxin has at-
tracted attention as a chemical weapon, and there is military
interest in protecting people from exposure either as a precursor
to infectious biological weapons or as a “panic” weapon. Two
major avenues of research have been developed to deal with these
possibilities.

Chemoprotection against aflatoxins has been demonstrated
with the use of a number of compounds that either increase an
animal’s detoxification processes (192) or prevent the produc-
tion of the epoxide that leads to chromosomal damage (193). One
technical solution is drug therapy, because several compounds,
such as oltipraz and chlorophyll, are able to decrease the biolog-
ically effective dose (194, 195). However, sustained long-term
therapy is expensive, may have side effects, and is not likely,
given the health budgets of developing countries and their other
pressing health problems.

For the animal feed industries, a major focus has been on
developing food additives that provide protection from the tox-
ins. One approach has been the use of esterified glucomanoses
and other yeast extracts that provide chemoprotection by increas-
ing the detoxification of aflatoxin (192).

Enterosorption

Another approach has followed the discovery that certain clay
minerals can selectively adsorb aflatoxin tightly enough to pre-
vent their absorption from the gastrointestinal tract (196).
Whereas many toxins are adsorbed to surface-active compounds,
such as activated charcoal, the bonding is not often effective in
preventing uptake from the digestive system. Various sorbents
have different affinities for aflatoxins and therefore differ in
preventing the biological exposure of the animals consuming
contaminated foods. There have been several claims for different
adsorption agents, but their efficiency in preventing aflatoxicosis
varies with the adsorbent (189).

With enterosorption, there is also a risk that nonspecific ad-
sorbing agents may prevent the uptake of micronutrients from the
food (197). In vitro tests of hydrated sodium calcium alumino-
silicates (HSCAS) suggest that there is little other adsorption of

micronutrients, and Chung et al (198) confirmed this result. The
use of HSCAS additives in contaminated feeds has proven ef-
fective in preventing aflatoxicosis in turkeys, chickens, lambs,
cattle, pigs, goats, rats, and mice (182, 189, 196, 199–209). The
use of radiolabeled aflatoxin shows that the addition of clay in a
proportion of 0.5% of the volume to a contaminated feed reduced
exposure in chicks by �95% (189). Selected calcium montoril-
lonites have proven to be the most highly selective and effective
of these enterosorbents. This approach is now widely used in
animal production industries worldwide (180), and HSCAS is
estimated by one manufacturer to be added to 10% of all animal
feeds.

CONCLUSIONS

Aflatoxin is a hepatotoxic, carcinogenic, immunosuppressive,
antinutritional contaminant of many staple food commodities.
Contamination may develop as a result of fungal action before
and during harvest and also during storage. Conditions favorable
for natural aflatoxin contamination of foods occur at latitudes
between 40°N and 40°S of the equator. Human exposure is con-
trolled in developed countries by regulations and capital-
intensive, large-scale food production systems that make these
regulations practical, but this is not the case in developing coun-
tries. There, the current food production systems and economic
conditions make management of aflatoxin contamination im-
practical. Available data from market samples of staple foods,
private granaries, prepared foods, and human biomarkers of ex-
posure all suggest that chronic exposure is widespread between
these latitudes in developing countries, where an estimated 4.5
billion people live.

The information available on the effects of aflatoxin exposure
is influenced by the prevailing exposure risks for humans (low-
level) and farm animals (natural) in developed countries. Studies
have shown that exposure to aflatoxin has several established
consequences and other likely consequences for human health,
depending on levels of exposure:

1) The risk of cancer. This risk is a function of cumulative
aflatoxin exposure, so low exposure rates still have signif-
icant health implications, particularly for the �20% of
people in developing countries with HBV.

2) Serious effects on childhood nutrition. At the levels of
exposure in some developing countries, child nutrition and
development are interfered with, as is selenium. Animal
studies show that aflatoxin also interferes with vitamins A
and D, iron, selenium, and zinc nutrition.

3) Immunosuppression. This risk is well established in farm
and laboratory animals, and immune system involvement
of aflatoxin is confirmed for humans in a few studies.

4) Modulation of infectious diseases and vaccination titers in
animals. There is evidence suggesting that aflatoxin may well
be a factor in the HIV epidemic and in malaria incidence.

Studies show that aflatoxin is a factor with established or
potential influence on 6 of the 10 most important health risks
identified by the WHO for developing countries where short
lifespan is prevalent. This situation indicates that addressing the
issues around aflatoxin contamination may be critical to improv-
ing world health.

HUMAN AFLATOXICOSIS IN DEVELOPING COUNTRIES 1117

 by on July 7, 2008 
w

w
w

.ajcn.org
D

ow
nloaded from

 

http://www.ajcn.org


In developing countries, the food systems and economic real-
ities require a solution different from that which has been effec-
tive in developed countries. Some progress can be expected from
adapting technologies currently used in developed countries, and
potentially the most appropriate aflatoxin-minimizing technol-
ogies are the use of varieties with less risk of contamination,
model-based risk-forecasting systems, improved postharvest
crop processing and storage technologies, and separating out of
contaminated produce. Detecting contamination in simple, af-
fordable ways is of critical importance. A better understanding of
the true cost of aflatoxin contamination, as outlined above, would
potentially change policy and attitudes.

It is also important that ways of preventing biological exposure
from unmanageable aflatoxin be exploited. To minimize biolog-
ical exposure, 2 main possibilities exist. Chemoprotection
through the use of drugs and dietary supplements that increase
the fraction of aflatoxin that is detoxified is effective, but also
relatively costly as a routine measure to provide protection
against chronic exposure. Therefore, testing of enterosorptive
food additives that bind the toxin to render aflatoxin biologically
unavailable to humans is clearly warranted.
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50. Theumer MG, López AG, Masih DT, Chulze SN, Rubinstein HR.
Immunobiological effects of AFB1 and AFB1-FB1 mixture in ex-
perimental subchronic mycotoxicoses in rats. Toxicology 2003;
186:159 –70.

51. Marin DE, Taranu I, Bunaciu RP, et al. Changes in performance, blood
parameters, humoral and cellular immune responses in weanling pig-
lets exposed to low doses of aflatoxin. J Anim Sci 2002;80:1250–7.

52. Raisuddin S, Singh KP, Zaidi SI, Paul BN, Ray PK. Immunosuppres-
sive effects of aflatoxin in growing rats. Mycopathologia 1993;124:
189–94.

53. Ottinger CA, Kaattari SL. Long-term immune dysfunction in rainbow
trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss) exposed as embryos to aflatoxin B sub(1).
Fish Shellfish Immunol 2000;10:101–6.

54. Azzam AH, Gabal MA. Aflatoxin and immunity in layer hens. Avian
Pathol 1998;27:570–7.

55. Gabal MA, Azzam AH. Interaction of aflatoxin in the feed and immu-
nization against selected infectious diseases in poultry. II. Effect on
one-day-old layer chicks simulataneously vaccinated against New-
castle disease, infectious bronchitis and infectious bursal disease.
Avian Pathol 1998;27:290–5.

56. Gabal MA, Dimitri RA. Humoral immunosuppressant activity of afla-
toxin ingestion in rabbits measured by response to Mycobacterium
bovis antigens using enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay and serum
protein electrophoresis. Mycoses 1998;41:303–8.

57. Venturini MC, Risso MA, Gomez CM, Piscopo MV, de Miguel S,
Godoy H. Effect of aflatoxin B1 on resistance induced by Bordetella
bronchiseptica vaccine in rabbits. Vet Microbiol 1990;25:209–16.

58. Ghoneimy WA, Hassan HA, Soliman SAA, Gergis SM. Study on the
effect of aflatoxicosis on the immune response of rabbit to Pasteurella
multocida vaccine. Assiut Vet Med J 2000;85:287–303.

59. Choudhury MR, Sarma DK, Rahman T. Immunosuppressive effect of
aflatoxin on pigs against swine fever virus vaccination. Indian J Comp
Microbiol Immunol Infect Dis 1998;19:132.

60. Singh PP, Baxi KK, Jand SK, Singh N. Factors affecting antibody titres
against haemorrhagic septicaemia vaccine in dairy animals in the pres-
ence of aflatoxins in feed. Indian Vet J 1997;74:919–21.

61. Roebuck BD, Maxuitenko YY. Biochemical mechanisms and biolog-
ical implications of the toxicity of aflatoxins as related to aflatoxin
carcinogenesis. In: Eaton DL, Groopman JD, eds. The toxicology of
aflatoxins: human health, veterinary and agricultural significance. San
Diego: Academic Press, 1994:27–43.

62. Turner PC, Moore SE, Hall AJ, Prentice AM, Wild CP. Modification of
immune function through exposure to dietary aflatoxin in Gambian
children. Environ Health Perspect 2003;111:217–20.

63. Young RH, Hendrickse RG, Maxwell SM, Maegraith BG. Influence of
aflatoxin on malarial infection in mice. Trans R Soc Trop Med Hyg
1988;82:559–60.

64. Shane SM. Economic issues associated with aflatoxins. In: Eaton DL,
Groopman JD, eds. The toxicology of aflatoxins: human health, veter-
inary, and agricultural significance. London: Academic Press, 1993:
513–27.

65. Edds GT. Acute aflatoxicosis: a review. J Am Vet Med Assoc 1973;
162:304–9.

66. Gong YY, Cardwell K, Hounsa A, Turner PC, Hall AJ, Wild CP.
Dietary aflatoxin exposure and impaired growth in young children from
Benin and Togo: cross sectional study. Br Med J 2002;325:20–1. Er-
ratum in BMJ 2002;325:1089.

67. Hendrickse RG. Of sick turkeys, kwashiorkor, malaria, perinatal mor-
tality, heroin addicts and food poisoning: research on the influence of
aflatoxins on child health in the tropics. Ann Trop Med Parasitol 1997;
91:787–93.

68. Househam KC, Hundt HK. Aflatoxin exposure and its relationship to
kwashiorkor in African children. J Trop Pediatr 1991;37:300–2.

69. Pimpukdee K, Kubena LF, Bailey CA, Huebner HJ, Afriyie-Gyawu E,
Phillips TD. Aflatoxin-induced toxicity and depletion of hepatic vita-
min A in young broiler chicks: protection of chicks in the presence of
low levels of Novasil Plus(TM) in the diet. Poult. Sci. 2004;83:737–44.

70. Reddy KV, Rao PV, Reddy VR. Effect of aflatoxin on the performance
of broiler chicks fed diets supplemented with vitamin A. Indian J Anim
Sci 1989;59:140–4.

71. Abbas T, Ali B. Retinol values in the plasma of the Arabian camel
(Camelus dromedarius) and the influence of aflatoxicosis. Vet Res
Commun 2001;25:517–22.

72. Glahn RP, Beers KW, Bottje WG, Wideman RJ, Huff WE, Thomas W.
Aflatoxicosis alters avian renal function, calcium, and vitamin D me-
tabolism. J Toxicol Environ Health 1991;34:309–21.

73. Kalorey DR, Daginawala HF, Ganorkar AG, Mangle N. Serum zinc and
iron status in experimental aflatoxicosis in chicks. Indian J Vet Res
1996;5:28–32.

74. Mocchegiani E, Corradi A, Santarelli L, et al. Zinc, thymic endocrine
activity and mitogen responsiveness (PHA) in piglets exposed to ma-
ternal aflatoxicosis B1 and G1. Vet Immunol Immunopathol 2001;62:
245–60.

75. Doyle JJ, Stearman WCI, Norman JO, Petersen HDV. Effects of afla-
toxin B1 on distribution of Fe, Cu, Zn, and Mn in rat tissues. Bull
Environ Contam Toxicol 1977;17:33–9.

76. Ikegwuonu FI. Zinc, copper, manganese and iron in rat organs after the
administration and withdrawal of aflatoxin B1. J Appl Toxicol 1985;
4:241–5.

77. Chen SY, Chen CJ, Tsai WY, et al. Associations of plasma aflatoxin
B1-albumin adduct level with plasma selenium level and genetic poly-
morphisms of glutathione S-transferase M1 and T1. Nutr Cancer 2000;
38:179–85.

78. Hegazy SM, Adachi Y. Comparison of the effects of dietary selenium,
zinc, and selenium and zinc supplementation on growth and immune
response between chick groups that were inoculated with Salmonella
and aflatoxin or Salmonella. Poult Sci 2000;79:331–5.

79. Aboobaker VS, Sarma N, Goswami UC, Bhattacharya RK. Inhibition
of microsomal activation of aflatoxin B1 by 3-dehydroretinol and
3-dehydroretinyl palmitate. Indian J Exp Biol 1997;35:1125–7.

80. Decoudu S, Cassand P, Daubeze M, Frayssinet C, Narbonne JF. Effect
of vitamin A dietary intake on in vitro and in vivo activation of aflatoxin
B sub(1). Mutat Res 1992;269:269–78.

81. Gradelet S, Le Bon AM, Berges R, Suschetet M, Astorg P. Dietary
carotenoids inhibit aflatoxin B sub(1)-induced liver preneoplastic foci
and DNA damage in the rat: role of the modulation of aflatoxin B sub(1)
metabolism. Carcinogenesis 1998;19:403–11.

82. Nyandieka HS, Wakhisi J. The impact of vitamins A, C, E, and sele-
nium compound on prevention of liver cancer in rats. East Afr Med J
1993;70:151–3.

83. Sinha SP, Dharmshila K. Vitamin A ameliorates the genotoxicity in
mice of aflatoxin B1-containing Aspergillus flavus infested food. Cy-
tobios 1994;79:85–95.

84. Verma RJ, Shukla RS, Mehta DN. Amelioration of cytotoxic effects of

HUMAN AFLATOXICOSIS IN DEVELOPING COUNTRIES 1119

 by on July 7, 2008 
w

w
w

.ajcn.org
D

ow
nloaded from

 

http://www.ajcn.org


aflatoxin by vitamin A: an in vitro study on erythrocytes. Toxicol In
Vitro 2001;15:39–42.

85. Webster RP, Gawde MD, Bhattacharya RK. Effect of different vitamin
A status on carcinogen-induced DNA damage and repair enzymes in
rats. Toxicol In Vivo 1996;10:113–8.

86. van Egmond HP. Third joint FAO/WHO/UNEP international confer-
ence on mycotoxins. Rome: FAO, 1999. Internet: www.foa.org/es/esn/
food/pdf/mycotoxins_report_en.pdf.

87. Krishnamachari KA, Bhat RV, Nagarajan V, Tilak TB. Hepatitis due to
aflatoxicosis. An outbreak in Western India. Lancet 1975;1:1061–3.

88. Tandon BN, Krishnamurthy L, Koshy A, et al. Study of an epidemic of
jaundice, presumably due to toxic hepatitis, in Northwest India. Gas-
troenterology 1977;72:488–94.

89. Ngindu A, Kenya PR, Ocheng DM, et al. Outbreak of acute hepatitis
caused by aflatoxin poisoning in Kenya. Lancet 1982;1(8285):1346–8.

90. Serck-Hanssen A. Aflatoxin-induced fatal hepatitis? A case report
from Uganda. Arch Environ Health 1970;20:729–31.

91. Cheng CT. Perak, Malaysia, mass poisoning—tale of the 9 emperor
gods and rat tail noodles. Am J Forensic Med Pathol 1992;3:261–3.

92. Shank RC. Epidemiology of aflatoxin carcinogenesis. In: Kraybill HF,
Mehlman MA, eds. Environmental cancer. New York: Wiley, 1977:
291–318.

93. Bourgeois CH, Shank RC, Grossman RA, Johnson DO, Wooding WL,
Chandavimol P. Acute aflatoxin B1 toxicity in the macaque and its
similarities to Reye’s syndrome. Lab Invest 1971;24:206–16.

94. Resnik S, Neira S, Pacin A, Martinez E, Apro N, Latreite S. A survey
of the natural occurrence of aflatoxins and zearalenone in Argentine
field maize: 1983–1994. Food Addit Contam 1996;13:115–20.

95. Dawlatana M, Coker RD, Nagler MJ, Wild CP, Hassan MS, Blunden G.
The occurrence of mycotoxins in key commodities in Bangladesh:
surveillance results from 1993 to 1995. J Nat Toxins 2002;11:379–86.

96. Vargas EA, Preis RA, Castro L, Silva CM. Co-occurrence of aflatoxins
B1, B2, G1, G2, zearalenone and fumonisin B1 in Brazilian corn. Food
Addit Contam 2001;18:981–6.

97. Freitas VP, Brigido BM. Occurrence of aflatoxins B1, B2, G1, and G2
in peanuts and their products marketed in the region of Campinas,
Brazil in 1995 and 1996. Food Addit Contam 1998;15:807–11.

98. da Silva JB, Pozzi CR, Mallozzi MA, Ortega EM, Correa B. Mycoflora
and occurrence of aflatoxin B(1) and fumonisin B(1) during storage of
Brazilian sorghum. J Agric Food Chem 2000;48:4352–6.

99. Li FQ, Yoshizawa T, Kawamura O, Luo XY, Li YW. Aflatoxins and
fumonisins in corn from the high-incidence area for human hepatocel-
lular carcinoma in Guangxi, China. J Agric Food Chem
2001;49:4122–6.

100. Mora M, Lacey J. Handling and aflatoxin contamination of white maize
in Costa Rica. Mycopathologia 1997;138:77–89.

101. Ioannou-Kakouri E, Aletrari M, Christou E, Hadjioannou-Ralli A, Ko-
liou A, Akkelidou D. Surveillance and control of aflatoxins B1, B2, G1,
G2, and M1 in foodstuffs in the Republic of Cyprus: 1992–1996. J
AOAC Int 1982;82:883–92.

102. Abdel-Hafez AI, Saber SM. Mycoflora and mycotoxin of hazelnut
(Corylus avellana L) and walnut (Juglans regia L) seeds in Egypt.
Zentralbl Mikrobiol 1993;148:137–47.

103. Selim MI, Popendorf W, Ibrahim MS, el Sharkawy S, el Kashory ES.
Aflatoxin B1 in common Egyptian foods. J AOAC Int
1996;79:1124–9.

104. el Kady IA, Youssef MS. Survey of mycoflora and mycotoxins in
Egyptian soybean seeds. J Basic Microbiol 1993;33:371–8.

105. Hudson GJ, Wild CP, Zarba A, Groopman JD. Aflatoxins isolated by
immunoaffinity chromatography from foods consumed in The Gambia,
West Africa. Nat Toxins 1992;1:100–5.

106. Trucksess MW, Dombrink-Kurtzman MA, Tournas VH, White KD.
Occurrence of aflatoxins and fumonisins in Incaparina from Guate-
mala. Food Addit Contam 2002;19:671–5.

107. Kpodo KA. Mycotoxins in maize and fermented maize products in
southern Ghana. In: Cardwell KF, ed. Proceedings of the Workshop on
Mycotoxins in Foods in Africa, November 6–10, 1995, Cotonou, Be-
nin. Ibadan, Nigeria: International Institute for Tropical Agriculture
(IITA), 1996:33–5.

108. Awuah RT, Kpodo KA. High incidence of Aspergillus flavus and
aflatoxins in stored groundnut in Ghana and the use of a microbial assay
to assess the inhibitory effects of plant extracts on aflatoxin synthesis.
Mycopathologia 1996;134:109–14.

109. Reddy SV, Mayi DK, Reddy MU, Thirumala-Devi K, Reddy DV.

Aflatoxins B1 in different grades of chillies (Capsicum annum L) in
India as determined by indirect competitive-ELISA. Food Addit Con-
tam 2001;18:553–8.

110. Sharma YP, Sumbli G. Incidence of aflatoxin-producing strains and
aflatoxin contamination in dry fruit slices of quinces (Cydonia oblonga
Mill) from the Indian state of Jammu and Kashmir. Mycopathologia
1999;148:103–7.

111. Bhat RV, Vasanthi S, Rao BS, et al. Aflatoxin B1 contamination in
groundnut samples collected from different geographical regions of
India: a multicentre study. Food Addit Contam 1996;13:325–31.

112. Bhat RV, Vasanthi S, Rao BS, et al. Aflatoxin B1 contamination in
maize samples collected from different geographical regions of In-
dia—a multicentre study. Food Addit Contam 1997;14:151–6.

113. Vasanthi S, Bhat RV. Mycotoxins in foods—occurrence, health &
economic significance & food control measures. Indian J Med Res
1998;108:212–24.

114. Park JW, Kim EK, Shon DH, Kim YB. Natural co-occurrence of afla-
toxin B1, fumonisin B1 and ochratoxin A in barley and corn foods from
Korea. Food Addit Contam 2002;19:1073–80.

115. Srivastava VP, Bu-Abbas A, Alaa B, Al Johar W, Al Mufti S, Siddiqui
MK. Aflatoxin M1 contamination in commercial samples of milk and
dairy products in Kuwait. Food Addit Contam 2001;18:993–7.

116. Martins ML, Martins HM. Aflatoxin M(1) in yoghurts in Portugal. Int
J Food Microbiol. 2004;91:315–7.

117. Abdullah N, Nawawi A, Othman I. Survey of fungal counts and natural
occurrence of aflatoxins in Malaysian starch-based foods. Mycopatho-
logia 1998;143:53–8.

118. Torres EE, Acuna AK, Naccha Torres LR, Montoya OR, Castrellon
Santa Anna JP. Quantification of aflatoxins in corn distributed in the
city of Monterrey, Mexico. Food Addit Contam 1995;12:383–6.

119. Adebajo LO, Idowu AA, Adesanya OO. Mycoflora and mycotoxins
production in Nigerian corn and corn-based snacks. Mycopathologia
1994;126:183–92.

120. Oyelami OA, Maxwell SM, Adeoba E. Aflatoxins and ochratoxin A in
the weaning food of Nigerian children. Ann Trop Paediatr 1996;16:
137–40.

121. Abdulkadar AH, Al Ali A, Al Jedah JH. Occurrence of aflatoxin in
commodities imported into Qatar, 1997–2000. Food Addit Contam
2002;19:666–70.

122. Ndiaye B, Diop YM, Diouf A, et al. Recherche et dosage des aflatoxines
dans l’huile de pression artisanale preparee dans les regions de Diourbel
et Kaolack (Senegal). (Measurement and levels of aflatoxins in small-
scale pressed peanut oil prepared in the Diourbel and Kaolack regions
of Senegal.) Dakar Med 1999;44:202–5 (in French).

123. Oruc HH, Sonal S. Determination of aflatoxin M1 levels in cheese and
milk consumed in Bursa, Turkey. Vet Hum Toxicol 2001;43:292–3.

124. EU/Turkey: new aflatoxin scare prompts crackdown on imports of nuts
and figs. European Report 2002;February 6.

125. Kaaya AN, Warren H, Adipala E, Kyamanywa S, Agona JA, Bigirwa
G. Mould incidence and mycotoxin contamination of maize and
groundnuts in Mayuge and Kumi districts of Uganda. Afr Crop Sci
Conf Proc 2001;5:507–12.

126. Lopez A, Crawford M. Aflatoxin content of peanuts sold for human
consumption in Uganda. Lancet 1967;2:1351–4.

127. Sebunya TK, Yourtee DM. Aflatoxigenic Aspergilli in foods and feeds
in Uganda. J Food Qual 1990;13:97–107.

128. Aflatoxin in peanut butter, 2001. Policy brief # 3. Tygerberg, South
Africa: PROMEC Unit, Medical Research Council, 2001. Internet:
http://www.mrc.ac.za/policybriefs/polbrief3.htm. (accessed 10 March
2004).

129. Hall AJ, Wild CP. Epidemiology of aflatoxin-related disease. In: Eaton
DL, Groopman JD, eds. The toxicology of aflatoxins: human health,
veterinary, and agricultural significance. London: Academic Press,
1993:233–58.

130. Awuah E. Assessment of risk associated with consumption of
aflatoxin-contaminated groundnut in Ghana. In: Awuah RT, Ellis WO,
eds. Proceedings of the National Workshop on Groundnut and Ground-
nut Aflatoxins. Breman-Kumasi, Ghana: UGC Publishing House,
2000:27–33.

131. Hell K, Cardwell KF, Setamou M, Peohling HM. The influence of
storage practices on afaltoxin contamination in maize in four agro-
ecological zones of Benin, West Africa. Stored Product Res 2000;
36:365– 82.

1120 WILLIAMS ET AL

 by on July 7, 2008 
w

w
w

.ajcn.org
D

ow
nloaded from

 

http://www.ajcn.org


132. Wild CP, Yin F, Turner PC, et al. Environmental and genetic determi-
nants of aflatoxin-albumin adducts in the Gambia. Int J Cancer 2000;
86:1–7.

133. Whitaker TB, Park DL. Problems associated with accurately measuring
aflatoxin in food and feeds: errors assoicated with sampling, sample
preparation, and analysis. In: Eaton DL, Groopman JD, eds. The tox-
icology of aflatoxins: human health, veterinary, and agricultural sig-
nificance. London: Academic Press, 1993:433–50.

134. Diallo MS, Sylla A, Sidibe K, Sylla BS, Trepo CR, Wild CP. Prevalence
of exposure to aflatoxin and hepatitis B and C viruses in Guinea, West
Africa. Nat Toxins 1995;3:6–9.

135. Oyelami OA, Maxwell SM, Adelusola KA, Aladekoma TA, Oyelese
AO. Aflatoxins in the lungs of children with kwashiorkor and children
with miscellaneous diseases in Nigeria. J Toxicol Environ Health 1997;
51:623–8.

136. Jonsyn-Ellis FE. Seasonal variation in exposure frequency and con-
centration levels of aflatoxins and ochratoxins in urine samples of boys
and girls. Mycopathologia 2001;152:35–40.

137. Hendrickse RG, Maxwell SM. Aflatoxins and child health in the trop-
ics. J Toxicol Toxin Rev 1989;8:31–41.

138. Hollstein MC, Wild CP, Bleicher F, et al. p53 mutations and aflatoxin
B1 exposure in hepatocellular carcinoma patients from Thailand. Int J
Cancer 1993;53:51–5.

139. El Nezami HS, Nicoletti G, Neal GE, Donohue DC, Ahokas JT. Afla-
toxin M sub(1) in human breast milk samples from Victoria, Australia
and Thailand. Food Chem Toxicol 1995;33:173–9.

140. Turner PC, Sylla A, Diallo MS, Castegnaro JJ, Hall AJ, Wild CP. The
role of aflatoxins and hepatitis viruses in the etiopathogenesis of hep-
atocellular carcinoma: a basis for primary prevention in Guinea-
Conakry, West Africa. J Gastroenterol Hepatol 2002;17:S441–8.

141. Sylla A, Diallo MS, Castegnaro JJ, Wild CP. Interactions between
hepatitis B virus infection and exposure to aflatoxins in the develop-
ment of hepatocellular carcinoma: a molecular epidemiological ap-
proach. Mutat Res 1999;428:187–96.

142. Hatch MC, Chen C-J, Levin B, et al. Urinary aflatoxin levels,
hepatitis-B virus infection and hepatocellular carcinoma in Taiwan. Int
J Cancer 1993;54:931–4.

143. Groisman IJ, Koshy R, Henkler F, Groopman JD, Alaoui-Jamali MA.
Downregulation of DNA excision repair by the hepatitis B virus-x
protein occurs in p53-proficient and p53-deficient cells. Carcinogene-
sis 1999;20:479–83.

144. Stewart BW, Kleihues P. World cancer report. Geneva: International
Agency for Research on Cancer, World Health Organization, 2003.

145. Gong YY, Cardwell K, Hounsa A, et al. Determinants of aflatoxin
exposure in young children from Benin and Togo, West Africa: the
critical role of weaning. Int J Epidemiol 2003;32:556–62.

146. Ramjee G, Berjak P, Adhikari M, Dutton MF. Aflatoxins and kwash-
iorkor in Durban, South Africa. Ann Trop Paediatr 1992;12:241–7.

147. Denning DW, Quiepo SC, Altman DG, et al. Aflatoxin and outcome
from acute lower respiratory infection in children in the Philippines.
Ann Trop Paediatr Int Child Health 1995;15:209–16.

148. Yao Y, Hoffer A, Chang CY, Puga A. Dioxin activates HIV-1 gene
expression by an oxidative stress pathway requiring a functional cyto-
chrome P450 CYP1A1 enzyme. Environ Health Perspect 1995;103:
366–71.

149. Schwarz KB. Oxidative stress during viral infection: a review. Free
Radic Biol Med 1996;21:641–9.

150. Wild CP, Rasheed FN, Jawla MF, Hall AJ, Jansen AJ. In-utero expo-
sure to aflatoxin in West Africa. Lancet 1991;337:1602 (letter).

151. Denning DW, Allen R, Wilkinson AP, Morgan MRA. Transplacental
transfer of aflatoxin in humans. Carcinogenesis 1990;11:1033–5.

152. Zarba A, Wild CP, Hall AJ, Montesano R, Hudson GJ, Groopman JD.
Aflatoxin M sub(1) in human breast milk from The Gambia, West
Africa, quantified by combined monoclonal antibody immunoaffinity
chromatography and HPLC. Carcinogenesis 1992;13:891–4.

153. Jonsyn FE, Maxwell SM, Hendrickse RG. Ochratoxin A and aflatoxins
in breast milk samples from Sierra Leone. Mycopathologia 1995;131:
121–6.

154. Saad AM, Abdelgadir AM, Moss MO. Exposure of infants to aflatoxin
M1 from mothers’ breast milk in Abu Dhabi, UAE. Food Addit Contam
1995;12:255–61.

155. Hafez AH, Megalla SE, Mohran MA, Nassar AY. Aflatoxin and afla-
toxicosis: V. The kinetic behavior of dietary aflatoxins in colostrum
drawn from cows postpartum. Mycopathologia 1985;89:161–4.

156. Balaraman N, Arora SP. Effects of aflatoxin on immunoglobulin status
in blood serum of neonatal calves. Indian J Anim Sci 1987;57:61–3.

157. Maternal vitamin A deficiency is associated with increased mother-to-
child transmission of the human immunodeficiency virus (HIV). Nutr
Rev 1994;52:281–2.

158. Baum MK, Shor-Posner G, Lu Y, et al. Micronutrients and HIV-1
disease progression. AIDS 1995;9:1051–6.

159. Bridbord K, Willoughby A. Vitamin A and mother-to-child HIV-1
transmission. Lancet 1994;343:1585–6.

160. Dreyfuss ML, Fawzi WW. Micronutrients and vertical transmission of
HIV-1. Am J Clin Nutr 2002;75:959–70.

161. Fawzi W, Msamanga G, Spiegelman D, et al. Transmission of HIV-1
through breastfeeding among women in Dar es Salaam, Tanzania. J
Acquire Immune Defic Syndr 2002;31:331–8.

162. Fawzi WW, Hunter DJ. Vitamins in HIV disease progression and
vertical transmission. Epidemiology (Cambridge) 1998;9:457–66.

163. Joens LA, Pier AC, Cutlip RC. Effects of aflatoxin consumption on the
clinical course of swine dysentery. Am J Vet Res 1981;42:1170–2.

164. Prabaharan S, George VT. Effect of aflatoxin and Eimeria tenella
infection on mortality and lesion score in broiler chickens. Indian Vet
J 1999;8:693–5.

165. Hendrickse RG, Maxwell SM, Young R. Aflatoxins and heroin. J Toxi-
col Toxin Rev 1989;8:88–94.

166. Chatt JA, Jason J, Nwanyanwu OC, et al. Peripheral blood cell-specific
cytokines in persons with untreated HIV infection in Malawi, Africa.
AIDS Res Hum Retroviruses 2002;18:1367–77.

167. Han SH, Jeon YJ, Yea SS, Yang KH. Suppression of the interleukin-2
gene expression by aflatoxin B1 is mediated through the down regula-
tion of the NF-AT and AP-1 transcription factors. Toxicol Lett 1999;
108:1–10.

168. Immunologic markers of AIDS progression: consistency across five
HIV-infected cohorts. Multicohort Analysis Project Workshop. Part I.
AIDS 1994;8:911–21.

169. Cunningham-Rundles S, Noroski LM, Cervia JS. Malnutrition as a
co-factor in HIV disease. J Nutr Immunol 1997;5:33–8.

170. Kotler DP. Wasting syndrome: nutritional support in HIV infection.
AIDS Res Hum Retroviruses 1994;10:931–4.

171. Liang B, Lee J, Watson RR. Nutritional deficiencies in AIDS pa-
tients: a treatment opportunity. J Immunol Immunopharmacol 1997;
17:12–20.

172. Piwoz E, Preble EA. HIV/AIDS and nutrition: a review of the literature
and recommendations for nutritional care and support in sub-Saharan
Africa. Washington, DC: SARA Project, USAID, 2000.

173. Bendich A. Physiological role of antioxidants in the immune system.
J Dairy Sci 1993;76(9):2789–94.

174. Mendez MA, Adair LS. Severity and timing of stunting in the first two
years of life affect performance on cognitive tests in late childhood.
J Nutr 1999;129:1555–62.

175. Dimri U, Rao VN, Joshi HC. Effect of chronic aflatoxin B1 feeding on
serum-calcium, magnesium and iron profiles in chicken. Indian Vet J
1994;71:907–10.

176. Harvey RB, Clark DE, Huff WE, Kubena LF, Corrier DE, Phillips
TD. Suppression of serum iron-binding capacity and bone marrow
cellularity in pigs fed aflatoxin. Bull Environ Contam Toxicol 1988;
40:576 – 83.

177. Hastings WS Jr, Llewellyn GC. The effect of aflatoxin B1 on growth
rate and iron metabolism in juvenile Mongolian gerbils (Meriones
unguiculatus). Environ Physiol Biochem 1973;3:213–20.

178. Lanza GM, Washburn KW, Wyatt RD, Edwards HM. Depressed 59Fe
absorption due to dietary aflatoxin. Poult Sci 1979;58:1439–44.

179. Galvano F, Piva A, Ritieni A, Galvano G. Dietary strategies to coun-
teract the effects of mycotoxins: a review. J Food Prot 2001;64:120–31.

180. BPIA scotches report on health hazard from poultry feed. The Inde-
pendent 2001;May 3.

181. Ibrahim IK, Shareef AM, Al-Joubory KMT. Ameliorative effects of
sodium bentonite on phagocytosis and Newcastle disease antibody
formation in broiler chickens during aflatoxicosis. Res Vet Sci 2000;
69:119–22.

182. Phillips TD, Sarr AB, Clement BA, Kubena LF, Harvey RB. Prevention
of aflatoxicosis in farm animals via selective chemisorption of afla-
toxin. In: Bray GA, Ryan DH, eds. Mycotoxins, Cancer and Health.
Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1990:223–8.

183. Kececi T, Oguz H, Kurtoglu V, Demet O. Effects of polyvinylpoly-
pyrrolidone, synthetic zeolite and bentonite on serum biochemical and

HUMAN AFLATOXICOSIS IN DEVELOPING COUNTRIES 1121

 by on July 7, 2008 
w

w
w

.ajcn.org
D

ow
nloaded from

 

http://www.ajcn.org


haematological characters of broiler chickens during aflatoxicosis. Br
Poult Sci 1998;39:452–8.

184. Rosa CA, Miazzo R, Magnoli C, et al. Evaluation of the efficacy of
bentonite from the south of Argentina to ameliorate the toxic effects of
aflatoxin in broilers. Poult Sci 2001;80:139–44.

185. Mehan VK, Rao RCN, McDonald D, Williams JH. Management of
drought stress to improve field screening of peanuts for resistance to
Aspergillus flavus. Phytopathology 1988;78:659–63.

186. Wright GC, Nageswara RR. A crop modelling approach to define
optimum maturity for drought and aflatoxin avoiding varieties. Proc
APRES 2000;32:27–30.

187. Dorner JW, Cole RJ, Blankenship PD. Use of a biocompetitive agent to
control preharvest aflatoxin in drought stressed peanuts. J Food Prot
1992;55:888–92.

188. Smith JS, Blankenship PD, McIntosh FP. Advances in peanut handling,
shelling and storage from farmer stock to processing. In: Pattee HE,
Stalker HT, eds. Advances in peanut science. Stillwater, OK: American
Peanut Research and Education Society, Inc, 1995:500–27.

189. Phillips TD, Clement BA, Park DL. Approaches to reduction of afla-
toxin in foods and feeds. In: Eaton DL, Groopman JD, eds. The toxi-
cology of aflatoxins: human health, veterinary, and agricultural signif-
icance. London: Academic Press, 1993:383–406.

190. Bailey RH, Clement BA, Phillips JM, Sarr AB, Turner TA, Phillips TD.
Fate of aflatoxins in lime processed corn. Toxicologist 1990;10:163.

191. Davidson JI Jr, Whitaker TB, Dickens JW. Grading, cleaning, storage,
shelling, and marketing of peanuts in the United States. In: Pattee HE,
Young CT, eds. Yoakum, TX: American Peanut Research and Educa-
tion Society, 1982:571–623.

192. Kensler TW, Davis EF, Bolton MG. Strategies for chemoprotection
against aflatoxin-induced liver cancer. In: Eaton D, Groopman JD, eds.
The toxicology of aflatoxins: human health, veterinary, and agricultural
significance. London: Academic Press, 1993:281–306.

193. Hayes JD, Pulford DJ, Ellis EM, et al. Regulation of rat glutathione
S-transferase A5 by cancer chemopreventive agents: mechanisms of
inducible resistance to aflatoxin B1. Chem Biol Interact 1998;111–
112:51–67.

194. Wang JS, Shen X, He X, et al. Protective alterations in phase 1 and 2
metabolism of aflatoxin B1 by oltipraz in residents of Qidong, People’s
Republic of China. J Natl Cancer Inst 1999;91:347–54.

195. Bolton MG, Munoz A, Jacobson LP, et al. Transient intervention with
oltipraz protects against aflatoxin-induced hepatic tumorigenesis. Can-
cer Res 1993;53:3499–504.

196. Phillips TD, Kubena LF, Harvey RB, Taylor DR, Heidelbaugh ND.

Hydrated sodium calcium aluminosilicate: high affinity sorbent for
aflatoxin. Poult Sci 1988;67:243–7.

197. Mayura K, Abdel-Wahhab MA, McKenzie K, et al. Prevention of
maternal and developmental toxicity in rats via dietary inclusion of
aflatoxin sorbents: hidden risks. Toxicol Sci 1998;41:175–82.

198. Chung TK, Baker DH, Erdman JWJ. Hydrated sodium calcium alumi-
nosilicate: effects on zinc, manganese, vitamin A and riboflavin utili-
zation. Poult Sci 1990;69:1364–70.

199. Harvey RB, Kubena LF, Huff WE, Corrier DE, Rottinghaus GE, Phil-
lips TD. Effects of treatment of growing swine with aflatoxin and T-2
toxin. Am J Vet Res 1990;51:1688–93.

200. Harvey RB, Kubena LF, Phillips TD, Huff WE, Corrier DE. Prevention
of aflatoxicosis by addition of hydrated sodium calcium aluminosili-
cate to the diets of growing barrows. Am J Vet Res 1989;50:416–20.

201. Harvey RB, Kubena LF, Phillips TD, Corrier DE, Elissalde MH, Huff
WE. Diminution of aflatoxin toxicity to growing lambs by dietary
supplementation with hydrated sodium calcium aluminosilicate. Am J
Vet Res 1991;52:152–6.

202. Kubena LF, Huff W, Harvey RB, et al. Effects of hydrated sodium
calcium aluminosilicate on growing turkey poults during aflatoxicosis.
Poult Sci 1991;70:1823–30.

203. Kubena LF, Harvey RB, Phillips TD, Clement BA. Effect of hydrated
sodium calcium aluminosilicates on aflatoxicosis in broiler chicks.
Poult Sci 1993;72:651–7.

204. Harvey RB, Kubena LF, Huff WE, Clark DE, Phillips TD. Effects of
aflatoxin, deoxynivalenol, and their combinations in the diets of grow-
ing pigs. Am J Vet Res 1989;50:602–7.

205. Harvey RB, Phillips TD, Ellis JA, Kubena LF, Huff WE, Peterson DV.
Effects of aflatoxin M1 residues in milk by addition of hydrated sodium
calcium aluminosilicate to aflatoxin-contaminated diets of dairy cows.
Am J Vet Res 1991;52:1556–9.

206. Harvey RB, Kubena LF, Phillips TD. Evaluation of aluminosilicate
compounds to reduce aflatoxin residues and toxicity to poultry and
livestock: a review report. Sci Total Environ 1993;suppl pt 2:1453–7.

207. Phillips TD, Clement BA, Kubena LF, Harvey RB. Prevention of af-
latoxicosis and aflatoxin residues with HSCAS. Vet Hum Toxicol
1991;32:15–9.

208. Phillips TD, Sarr AB, Grant PG. Selective chemisorption and detox-
ification of aflatoxins by phyllosilicate clay. Nat Toxins 1995;3:
204 –13.

209. Phillips TD, Lemke SL, Grant P. Characterization of clay-based en-
terosorbents for the prevention of aflatoxicosis. Adv Exp Med Biol
2002;504:157–73.

1122 WILLIAMS ET AL

 by on July 7, 2008 
w

w
w

.ajcn.org
D

ow
nloaded from

 

http://www.ajcn.org

