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Abstract 
The aim of the current study was to prepare organo-modified nano montmorillonite (OMNM) and 
to evaluate its chemopreventive effects against the hapatonephrotoxicity induced by aflatoxin B1 
(AFB1) and ochratoxin A (OA) singly or in combination in rats. OMNM was prepared using Cetyl- 
trimethylammoniumbromide (CTAB) as organic modifier. Eighty male Sprague Dawley were di-
vided into 8 groups and treated for 8 weeks as follow: the control group; the group treated orally 
with AFB1 (80 µg/kg b.w.); the group treated with OA (100 µg/kg b.w.); the group treated with 
AFB1 plus OA, the group treated with OMNM (5 g/kg diet) and the groups treated with AFB1 and/or 
OA plus OMNM. At the end of treatment period, blood and tissue samples were collected from all 
animals for biochemical and histological analysis. The results revealed that the expansion in the 
basal spacing of the montmorillonite due to the intercalation of CTAB was 7.20 Å and the average 
particle size of OMNM was 120 nm. The in vivo results indicated that treatment with both AFB1 and 
OA singly or in combination resulted in a significant increase in liver and kidney function para-
meters, oxidative stress and tumor markers accompanied with a significant decrease in antioxi-
dant enzyme activities and significant histological changes in liver and kidney tissues. These changes 

 

 

*Corresponding author. 

http://www.scirp.org/journal/snl
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/snl.2015.52004
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/snl.2015.52004
http://www.scirp.org
mailto:mosaad_abdelwahhab@yahoo.com
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


M. A. Abdel-Wahhab et al. 
 

 
22 

were severe in the group received the combined treatment of AFB1 and OA. OMNM alone did not 
show any toxic effect and it succeeded to prevent or at least diminish the toxic effects and the his-
tological changes in liver and kidney. It can be concluded that treatment with AFB1 and OA has a 
synergistic toxic effects and OMNM is safe and it is a promise candidate as an additive to protect 
against the exposure to multi-mycotoxins in high risk population. 
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1. Introduction 
Mycotoxins are an extremely diverse group of environmentally persistent compounds produced by fungi, which 
when ingested, inhaled or absorbed from environmental sources, can cause adverse health effects or even death 
in humans and animals [1]. They can contaminate various agricultural commodities, especially maize and wheat, 
either before harvest or under post-harvest conditions [2] [3] and considered as the most important chronic die-
tary risk factor, higher than synthetic contaminants, food additives or pesticide residues [4]. Aflatoxin B1 (AFB1) 
and other naturally occurring aflatoxins (AFs) have been classified as group 1 human carcinogen because of 
their role in aetiology of liver cancer [5], notably among subjects who are carriers of hepatitis B virus surface 
antigen (HBsAg) [6]. AFs are considered to be genotoxic carcinogens [7]. The FAO/WHO Joint Expert Com-
mittee on Food Additives (JECFA) concluded that the exposure of even <1 ng/kg body weight could contribute 
to the risk of liver cancer [8]. Moreover, ochratoxin A (OA), another mycotoxin, is classified in group 2B as 
possible human carcinogens [5]. Consequently, mycotoxin contamination is becoming one of the most insidious 
challenges to food safety. 

Previous studies have demonstrated that multiple mycotoxins can co-contaminate crops and foods intended 
for both animal and human consumption [9]. Individual mycotoxicosis occurs seasonally on certain areas that 
hinder an implementation of an effective prophylactic measure [10]. However, interactions between given my-
cotoxins are still unclear [11]. The presence of a mixture of these toxins may present a problem in terms of de-
termining clinical symptoms of an individual mycotoxicosis. Concomitant exposure to mycotoxins, such as af-
latoxin and fumonisin, has been associated with various teratogenic, mutagenic, estrogenic, neurogenic and im-
munotoxic effects, as well as growth faltering, cancer, and even death in acute incidences [5]. 

A new practical and effective strategy for reducing food-borne exposure to mycotoxins is the inclusion of 
various binding agents or sorbents in the diet to adsorb mycotoxins in the gastrointestinal tract of animals and 
reduce bioavailability, and toxicity. Montmorillonite, bentonite, and hydrated sodium calcium aluminosilicate 
(HSCAS), as anticaking agents for animal feed, have been reported to prevent disease associated with aflatox-
icosis in farm animals, including chicks, turkey poults, and pigs [12] and laboratory animals [11]. Montmorillo-
nite belong to the structural family called 2:1 phyllosilicates, which present a structure composed by two tetra-
hedral layers formed by Si and O atoms, fused with an octahedral layer with aluminum and magnesium atoms 
bonded to oxygen and hydroxyl groups [13]. Organically modified nanoclay (OMNC) is the clay modified with 
organic surfactants. These hydrophobic materials have attracted much interest because they have found wide 
applications. Organoclays have also been tested for treating ground and surface water and for other toxic organic 
chemicals from pharmaceuticals and pesticides industries. Organoclays can offer dramatic performance im-
provements in many other adsorption applications, including removing oil; grease; heavy metals; and polychlo-
rinated biphenyl; organic matter; such as humic and fulvic acids; poly-nuclear and polycyclic aromatics; and 
sparingly soluble hydrophobic; chlorinated organics. Removing radio-nuclides, including pertechnetate, from 
water is another application with tremendous potential [14]. The aim of the current study was to develop orga-
no-modified montmorillonite for the protection against the combined toxicity of AFB1 and OA in rats. 

2. Materials and Methods 
2.1. Chemical and Kits 
AFB1 and OA standards were purchased from Sigma Chemical Co. (St. Louis MO, USA). Kits of Transaminase 



M. A. Abdel-Wahhab et al. 
 

 
23 

(ALT, AST) were purchased from Quimica Clinica Aplicada (Amposta, Spain). Kits of alkaline phosphatase 
(ALP), Gamma-Glutamyl Transpeptidase (G-GTP), urea, uric acid, createnine, nitric oxide (NO), Malondialde-
hyde (MDA), Total antioxidant capacity (TAC), Alpha feto protein (AFP), catalase and reduced glutathione 
(GSH) were obtained from Biodiagnostic (Giza, Egypt). 

2.2. Clay Sample 
Montmorillonite was supplied by Egypt Bentonite and Derivatives Co. (Alexandria, Egypt). The chemical com-
position of the montmorillonite was found to be as follows: 43.731% SiO2, 2.5% MgO, 15.38% Al2O3, 0.98% 
K2O, 1.31% CaO, 1.41% TiO2, 4.17% Na2O, 0.13% P2O5, 10.86% (FeO + Fe2O3), 18.70 % loss on ignition. It is 
observed that the major constituents in the raw clay are SiO2, Al2O3 and Fe2O3 in a descending order. The higher 
SiO2 and lower Al2O3 content are mainly due to the predominance of montmorillonite clay mineral. Cetyltrime-
thylammoniumbromide (CTAB) as chemically pure surfactants was purchased from Sigma Aldrich Co. (Irvine, 
Scotland) and used to modify montmorillonite. 

2.3. Preparation of Organo-Modified Nano Montmorillonite (OMNM) 
OMNM was prepared according to the method described by Zawrah et al. [15]. In brief, 5 g of milled montmo-
rillonite was dispersed in 300 ml distilled water for 24 h at room temperature using a magnetic stirrer at 600 rpm 
and then a desired amount of surfactant (CTAB) was slowly added. The reaction mixtures were stirred for 5 h at 
80˚C. Consequently, the cation exchange reaction occurs rapidly. The resulting organoclay suspension was 
mixed further for 12 h. The product was washed until free from bromide anions and dried at 90˚C. Finally, the 
resulting material was ground using SFM-1 Desk Top Planetary Ball Miller (MTI) for 3 h, in order to obtain a 
nanoscale powder. The phase composition and d-spacing of OMNM were identified by X-ray using a Philips 
1730 diffractometer with Ni filter, Cu Ka radiation at a scan speed of 0.5/ min. The microstructure of OMNM 
with different surfactants was examined using scanning electron microscope (Philips XL 30) after coating with 
gold thin films. 

2.4. Experimental Animals 
Three-month old male Sprague Dawley rats weighing 150 - 160 g were purchased from Animal House Colony, 
National Research Centre Dokki, Giza, Egypt. Animals were maintained on the specified diet and housed in fil-
ter-top polycarbonate cages in a room free from any source of chemical contamination, artificially illuminated 
(12h dark/light cycle) and thermally controlled (25˚C ± 1˚C) and humidity (50% ± 5%) at the Animal House 
Lab., National Research Centre Dokki, Giza, Egypt. All animals received human care in compliance with the 
guidelines of the Animal Care and Use Committee of the National Research Centre. 

2.5. Experimental Design 
Animals were divided randomly into eight groups and treated for 8 weeks as follow: group (1); control animals, 
group (2); animals treated orally with AFB1 alone (80 µg/ kg b.w.) in corn oil, group (3); animals treated orally 
with OA alone (100 µg/kg b.w.) in corn oil, group (4); animals treated orally with AFB1 plus OA, group (5); 
animals received OMNM in the diet (5 g/kg diet), group (6); animals received the OMNM plus AFB1, group (7); 
animals received OMNM plus OA and group (8); animals received OMNM plus AFB1 and OA. The animals 
were observed daily for any signs of toxicity. At the end of the treatment period (i.e. day 56) all animals were 
fasted for 12 h, then blood samples were collected from the retro-orbital venous plexus by means of capillary 
tubes under diethyl ether anesthesia. Sera were separated using cooling centrifugation at 3000 rpm for 15 mi-
nutes and stored at −20˚C until analysis. ALT, AST, ALP, G-GTP, urea, createnine, uric acid and AFP were de-
termined in serum samples of all groups according to the kits instructions. 

After the collection of blood samples, all rats were sacrificed by cervical dislocation and samples of the liver 
and kidneys of each rat were dissected, weighed and homogenized using glass homogenizer (Universal Lab. Aid 
MPW-309, Mechanika Precyzyjna, Poland) with ice-cooled phosphate buffer (pH 7.4) to give 20% w/v homo-
genate [16]. This homogenate was centrifuged at 1000 rpm for 10 min; the resultant supernatants were stored at 
−80˚C until analysis for the assessment of lipid peroxidation (MDA), GSH, TAC, Catalase and NO. Another 
portion of the liver and kidney tissue of each animal was dissected and fixed in natural formalin (10%) then hy-
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drated in ascending grades of ethanol, cleaned in xylene and embedded in paraffin. Sections (5 mm thick) were 
cut and stained with hematoxylin and eosin (H & E) for histopathological investigation according to the method 
described previously [17]. 

2.6. Statistical Analysis 
All data were statistically analyzed using the General Linear Models Procedure of the Statistical Analysis Sys-
tem. The significance of the differences among treatment groups was determined by Waller-Duncan k-ratio. All 
statements of significance were based on probability of P ≤ 0.05 

3. Results 
XRD of OMNM is presented in Figure 1. The XRD pattern of OMNM was recorded and basal spacings of 
19.80 Å was observed. The expansion in the basal spacing of the montmorillonite due to the intercalation of 
CTAB was calculated as Δ d = d – 12.60 Å (where d is the basal spacing of the CTAB-treated clay and 12.60 Å 
is the thickness of a clay layer) and it was found to be 7.20 Å. 

The morphology of OMNM was carried out using SEM (Figure 2). SEM photomicrographs of nano mont- 
 

 
Figure 1. XRD pattern OMNM.       

 

  
Figure 2. SEM images of OMNM.                                                  
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morillonite modified with CTAB indicated that the physical appearance of the clay particles changed signifi-
cantly. Gathered agglomerations with severely curled or crumpled structures were formed much more easer in 
OMNM. The grain boundaries were steadily disappeared and the flakes of clay minerals are dispersed in the 
matrices. The laser particle size distribution of OMNM was carried out using SFM-1 Desk Top Planetary Ball 
Miller (MTI) for 3 hours. The results revealed that the average size of OMNM was 120 nm (Figure 3). 

The biological evaluation of OMNM to protect against mycotoxins toxicity revealed that ALT, AST, ALP and 
G-GTP were significantly increased in the groups treated with AFB1 and/or OA and this increase was more 
pronounced in the group received the combined treatment (Table 1). Treatment with OMNM alone has no sig-
nificant effect on ALT and AST however; it caused a significant decrease in ALP and a significant increase in 
G-GTP compared to the control levels. Treatment with OMNM plus AFB1 and/or OA resulted in significant im-
provements in all the tested parameters toward the control levels and it succeeded to normalize AST and G-GTP 
in the group received OA. 

The effects of different treatments on kidney function parameters (Table 2) revealed that both the mycotoxins 
increased uric acid, urea and createnine although OA has severe toxicological effect on kidney function com-
pared to AFB1. The combined treatment with AFB1 and OA showed synergistic toxicological effect than the 
single treatment. Treatment with OMNM did not affect uric acid or createnine however; it induced a significant 
decrease in urea. Treatment with OMNM succeeded to normalize uric acid and createnine in the groups treated 
with AFB1 or OA and createnine in the group treated with AFB1 plus OA and significantly decreased the level 
of uric acid and urea in the group treated with the combined mycotoxins (Table 2). 

The data presented in Table 3 indicated that treatment with AFB1 and/or OA resulted in a significant decrease 
in serum TAC and hepatic GSH and CAT. This decrease was pronounced in the AFB1 alone-treated group and 
was more pronounced in the group treated with AFB1 plus OA compared to OA-treated group. Treatment with 
OMNM alone did not induce any significant effect on serum TAC and hepatic CAT however; it induced a sig-
nificant increase in hepatic GSH. Animals treated with AFB1 and/or OA plus OMNM showed a significant im- 
 

 
Figure 3. Laser particle size distribution of OMNC.                       

 
Table 1. Effect of OMNM on liver function tests in rats treated with AFB1 and/or OA.                                  

Groups ALT (U/L) AST (U/L) ALP (U/L) G-GTP (U/L) 

Control 9.47 ± 0.20a 7.39 ± 0.32a 6.71 ± 1.08a 888.17 ± 15.74a 

AFB1 16.03 ± 1.31b 15.22 ± 0.79b 15.70 ± 0.75b 1048.84 ± 79.49b 

OA 10.37 ± 0.48c 14.48 ±1.36b 12.86 ± 0.96c 950.79 ± 50.74c 

AFB1 + OA 19.50 ± 0.51d 15.88 ± 1.93b 16.81 ± 1.30b 1376.79 ± 46.78d 

OMNM 9.31 ± 0.21a 7.87 ± 0.32a 5.01 ± 1.03d 961.60 ± 17.53c 

AFB1 + OMNM 11.10 ± 0.61c 8.95 ± 0.47a 8.36 ± 0.73e 924.45 ± 11.69c 

OA + OMNM 7.56 ± 0.93e 7.99 ± 0.59a 7.59 ± 0.74e 897.62 ± 20.47a 

AFB1 + OA+ OMNM 12.76 ± 0.92f 11.82 ± 1.30c 7.36 ± 0.81e 1016.04 ± 12.10b 

Within each column, means superscript with different letters are significantly different (P < 0.05). 
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provement in the antioxidant enzymes activities in serum and hepatic tissue although these parameters were still 
significantly lower than the control group. 

The effect of different treatments on oxidative stress markers (NO and MDA) in liver tissue and tumor marker 
(AFP) in serum are presented in Table 4. These results showed that both the mycotoxins induced a significant 
 
Table 2. Effect of OMNM on kidney function tests in rats treated with AFB1 and/ or OA.                               

Groups Uric Acid (mg/dl) Creatinine (mg/dl) Urea (g/dl) 

Control 2.64 ± 0.22a 4.90 ± 0.23a 48.06 ± 2.56a 

AFB1 7.74 ± 0.54b 15.39 ± 0.40b 73.9 ± 0.40b 

OA 9.76 ± 0.38c 13.63 ± 0.34c 81.52 ± 2.36c 

AFB1 + OA 12.36 ± 0.73d 17.98 ± 0.45d 91.96 ± 1.55d 

OMNM 2.69 ± 0.49a 5.30 ± 0.71a 39.64 ± 2.03e 

AFB1 + OMNM 2.16 ± 0.48a 6.67 ± 0.35e 53.47 ± 2.83f 

OA + OMNM 2.08 ± 0.20a 5.50 ± 0.44f 44.52 ± 6.78g 

AFB1 + OA + OMNM 4.19 ± 0.33e 4.55 ± 0.47a 45.43 ± 3.12g 

Within each column, means superscript with different letters are significantly different (P < 0.05). 
 
Table 3. Effect of OMNM on serum total antioxidant capacity and liver reduced glutathione and catalase activity in rats 
treated with AFB1 and/ or OA.                                                                                   

Groups TAC (mM/L) GSH (mg/g. Tissue) CAT (nmol/g Tissue) 

Control 0.88 ± 0.03a 13.78 ± 1.66a 11.92 ± 3.42a 

AFB1 0.15 ± 0.003b 5.27 ± 1.34b 5.00 ± 1.00b 

OA 0.16 ± 0.003b 6.26 ± 1.34b 6.00 ± 0.50c 

AFB1 + OA 0.053 ± 0.009c 3.13 ± 0.44c 3.50 ± 0.50d 

OMNM 0.78 ± 0.01a 15.95 ± 0.76d 10.06 ± 0.12e 

AFB1 + OMNM 0.59 ± 0.073d 9.04 ± 0.53e 8.38 ± 1.38f 

OA + OMNM 0.51 ± 0.034e 9.62 ± 1.43e 9.17 ± 3.50g 

AFB1 + OA + OMNM 0.25 ± 0.03f 8.11 ± 0.48f 7.13 ± 0.53c 

Within each column, means superscript with different letters are significantly different (P ≤ 0.05). 
 
Table 4. Effect of OMNM on oxidative stress and tumor markers in rats treated with AFB1 and/ or OA.                   

Groups Nitric Oxide (µmol/L) MDA (nmol/g Tissue) AFP (ng/ml) 

Control 162.47 ± 13.02a 0.67 ± 0.12a 2.69 ± 0.15a 

AFB1 240.36 ± 13.00b 4.4 ± 0.17b 4.91 ± 0.28b 

OA 197.75 ± 35.51c 3.83 ± 0.23b 3.89 ± 0.27c 

AFB1 + OA 322.29 ± 25.99d 5.03 ± 0.38c 6.28 ± 0.05d 

OMNM 162.49 ± 12.29a 0.62 ± 0.08a 2.16 ± 0.04a 

AFB1 + OMNM 166.62 ± 16.40a 1.43 ± 0.15d 2.22 ± 0.05a 

OA + OMNM 167.75 ± 12.61a 1.30 ± 0.06d 2.41 ± 0.12a 

AFB1 + OA + OMNM 182.84 ± 4.11e 1.57 ± 0.14d 2.64 ± 0.06a 

Within each column, means superscript with different letters are significantly different (P ≤ 0.05). 
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increase in MDA, NO and AFP levels compared to the control group. The increase in these parameters was 
pronounced in the AFB1-treated group and more pronounced in the group received the combined treatment of 
AFB1 and OA. Treatment with OMNM did not induce any significant changes in these parameters. However, 
OMNM succeeded to normalize AFP in the groups treated with AFB1 and OA and the groups treated with AFB1 
or OA accompanied with a significant improvement in NO in the group treated with AFB1 plus OA and hepatic 
MDA in the groups treated with the single or combined mycotoxins (Table 4). 

The aforementioned biochemical results were confirmed by the histological examination for the liver and 
kidney tissues. The microscopic examination of the liver of the control animals revealed normal architecture of 
hepatic lobule (Figure 4(a)). The liver of AFB1-treated rats showed thickening in the wall of the portal tract 
with necrosis, fibrosis and bile duct proliferation with fatty droplets in the hepatocytes around the central vein 
(Figure 4(b)). Animals treated with OA showed pronounced hepatic histological changes around the enlarged 
portal tracts than the central vein in the form of necrosis obliteration or proliferation in the bile ducts surrounded 
by aggregation of fibrous tissues (Figure 4(c)). However, animals treated with AFB1 plus OA showed disorga-
nization of hepatic cords and vascuolar destruction, bile duct proliferation and aggregation of inflammatory cells 
(Figure 4(d)). 

The microscopic examination of liver sections from rats treated with OMNM showed normal radiating hepa-
tocytes and central veins (Figure 5(a)). However those treated with OMNM with AFB1 showed maintenance of 
cellular integrity in the central area around the central vein without any inflammation and foci of regenerating 
nodule (Figure 5(b)). The liver of animals treated with OMNM plus OA showed regeneration in hepatocytes 
with normal acidophilic cytoplasm and central vein although local foci of the inflammatory cells are seen 
(Figure 5(c)). However, the liver of animals treated with AFB1 and OA plus OMNM showed same picture of 
normal hepatocytes and prominent decrease in the different abnormal archetictuer (Figure 5(d)). 
 

 
Figure 4. Photomicrographs of the liver section of (a) the control rats showing normal architecture of hepatic lobule in which 
hepatocytes are radiating from central vein to the periphery of lobule; (b) AFB1-treated rats showing thickening in the wall of 
the portal tract with necrosis, fibrosis and bile duct proliferation. The hepatocytes around the central vein revealed fatty 
droplets; (c) OA-treated rats showing more pronounced hepatic histopathological changes around the enlarged portal tracts 
than the central vein in the form of necrosis obliteration or proliferation in the bile ducts surrounded by aggregation of fibr-
ous tissues and (d) OA plus AFB1-treated rats showing disorganization of hepatic cords and vascuolar destruction, bile duct 
proliferation and aggregation of inflammatory cells. (H & E × 400).                                               
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Figure 5. Photomicrographs of the liver section of (a) rats treated with OMNM alone showing normal radiating hepatocytes 
and central veins; (b) rats treated with AFB1 plus OMNM showing maintenance of cellular integrity in the central area 
around the central vein without any inflammation and foci of regenerating nodule; (c) rats treated with OA plus OMNM 
showing regeneration in hepatocytes with normal acidophilic cytoplasm and central vein, local foci of the inflammatory cells 
are seen and (d) rats treated with AFB1 and OA plus OMNM showing same picture of normal hepatocytes and prominent 
decrease in the different abnormal archetictuer. (H & E × 400).                                                       
 

The histological examination of the kidney cortex of the control animals showed normal renal corpuscle with 
parietal layer of Bowman’s capsule, glomerulus, preserved renal space and normal proximal and distal convo-
luted tubules were also seen (Figure 6(a)). The examination of the sections in the kidney cortex of AFB1-treated 
rat showed shrunken or atresia in some renal corpuscle and tubular necrosis with pyknosis of their epithelial 
cells were formed. The same group showed tubular necrosis and obliteration, the epithelial cells in some tubules 
were disintegrated or pyknotic. The glomerular capillaries were expanded, less cellularity and vacuolated 
(Figure 6(b)). The kidney cortex of the rats treated with OA showed an increase in number of shrinking or 
damaged renal corpuscle and foci of tubular necrosis and dilatation with epithelial cells pyknosis (Figure 6(c)). 
However, the kidney section of the rats treated with AFB1 plus OA showed marked increase in tubular necrosis, 
vacuolation and obliteration with more cleared pyknotic epithelial cells. The same sections showed that the ne-
crotic tubules were scattered others had vacuolar degeneration with pyknotic nuclei, interstitial haemorrhage and 
fibrous tissues were also seen with hyperplastic changes glomeruli (Figure 6(d)). 

The kidney cortex of the rats treated with OMNM showed less affected tubules, nearly normal (Figure 7(a)). 
However, animals treated with AFB1 plus OMNM showed disappearance of the intracytoplasmic vacuolation in 
renal tubules and decrease in foci of necrosis. The glomeruli showed hyperplastic changes with narrowing of 
their capsular spaces (Figure 7(b)). Whereas, kidney cortex of animals treated with OA plus OMNM showed 
improvement in renal tubules in the form of disappearance of the intracytoplasmic vacuolation in renal tubules 
or necrosis and increase in size of renal corpuscle with dilated capillaries and narrowing of their capsular spaces 
(Figure 7(c)). Moreover, animals treated with AFB1 and OA plus OMNM showed improvement in most of renal 
tubules and renal corpuscle where the capillary tufts were surrounded by capsular spaces (Figure 7(d)). 

4. Discussion 
The expansion in the basal spacing of the montmorillonite due to the intercalation of CTAB was 7.20 Å. This  
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Figure 6. Photomicrographs of the kidney section of (a) control rat showing the renal corpuscle with parietal layer of Bow-
man’s capsule, glomerulus (G), preserved renal space (S), Proximal (PT) and distal (DT) convoluted tubules also seen; (b) 
kidney cortex of AFB1-treated rat showing tubular necrosis and obliteration, the epithelial cells in some tubules are disinte-
grated or pyknotic, the glomerular capillaries are expanded, less cellularity and vacuolated; (c) kidney cortex of OA-treated 
rat showing increase in number of shrinking or damaged renal corpuscle and foci of tubular necrosis and dilatation, with ep-
ithelial cells pyknosis and (d) kidney cortex of AFB1 plus OA-treated rats showing necrotic tubules are scattered others have 
vacuolar degeneration with pyknotic nuclei, interstitial haemorrhage and fibrous tissues also seen with hyperplastic changes 
glomeruli.                                                                                                       
 

 
Figure 7. Photomicrographs of the kidney section of (a) rat treated with OMNM alone showing less affected tubules, nearly 
normal. The glomeruli appeared with their capillary tufts surrounded by capsular space and bowman’s capsule; (b) rat treated 
with AFB1 plus OMNM showing disappearance of the intracytoplasmic vacuolation in renal tubules and decrease in foci of 
necrosis. The glomeruli showed hyperplastic changes with narrowing of their capsular spaces; (c) rat treated with OA plus 
OMNM showing improvement in renal tubules in the form of disappearance of the intracytoplasmic vacuolation in renal tu-
bules or necrosis and increase in size of renal corpuscle with dilated capillaries and narrowing of their capsular spaces; (d) 
rats treated with OMNM plus AFB1 and OA showing improvement in most of renal tubules and renal corpuscle where is the 
capillary tufts are surrounded by capsular spaces.                                                                
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morphological observation of SEM suggested that CTAB ion molecules intercalate in to the interlayers of 
montmorillonite with a monolayer arrangement. The shifting of these peaks to lower 2θ and increase in d-spac- 
ing confirms the increase in gap between clay platelets and diffusion of Cetyl-trimethylammoniumbromide 
(CTAB) into the layer of silicates [15]. These changes in the morphologies and particle sizes indicate that the 
intercalation was accompanied by adsorption. In general, the loading of surfactant onto clay is a “self-assembly” 
process [18]. 

Regarding to the biological evaluation of OMNM, it is documented that the combined toxicity of mycotoxins 
is very hard to predict because it is influenced by several factors, including chemistry and mechanism of action, 
toxicodinamics and toxicokinetics, experimental design and endpoints of the study as well as statistical aspects 
[19]. This means that multiple mycotoxins can affect certain targets and initiate more than one event in the cell 
machinery leading to extremely complicated cell response [20]. The typical clinical picture of a disease is a re-
sult of mixed intoxication and interactions between mycotoxins [11]. 

The novel technology applied for protecting against mycotoxins toxicity is the utilization of adsorbents mixed 
with foods which are supposed to bind efficiently mycotoxins in the gastrointestinal tract. Clay eating has been 
recorded from traditional human societies and is considered ‘culturally acceptable’ in many African countries 
and China [21]. The adsorption and ion exchange using natural, synthetic and modified inorganic and organic 
solids have been explored [22]. In the current study, we evaluated the protective effects of the organic modified 
nano montmorillonites (OMNM) against the toxicity resulted from the exposure to AFB1 and/or OA in rat model. 
The selected doses of AFB1 and OA were based on our previous work [23] [24] however; the selected dose of 
OMNM was based on our in vitro study (unpublished, data). Animals received the two mycotoxins singly or in 
combination showed a significant increase in ALT, AST ALP and G-GTP activities. This increase in transami-
nases in mycotoxins-treated animals is indicative for changes in the hepatic tissues and biliary system [11]. 
However, the increased activity of ALP may indicate degenerative changes and hypofunction of the liver and the 
elevated activity of G-GTP in serum is consistent with severe injury of both liver lysosomes and mitochondria 
[23]. Moreover, there is some evidence that OA induces bone changes which may also be a contributory factor 
to the increased ALP activity [24] [25]. On the other hand, the significant increase in uric acid, urea and create-
nine observed in the animals treated with AFB1 and/or OA may indicate protein catabolism and/or renal dys-
function [23] [24]. These results clearly indicated that both AFB1 and OA have stressful effects on the hepatic 
and renal tissues, consistent with those reported in the literature of mycotoxicosis [26]. 

AFP is considered specific biomarker for liver cancer and it is synthesized mainly in the fetal stage; practi-
cally no production of this marker occurs in the normal adult. However, when some adult cells are transformed 
to cancer cells, the synthesis of AFP commences again. In the current study, the elevated serum level of AFP in 
the animals treated with AFB1 and/or OA indicated that both agents are potent hepatocarcinogen, enhance reac-
tive oxygen species (ROS) formation and causes oxidative DNA damage, which may play a role in their carci-
nogenicity [27] [28]. Therefore, the current study affirmed that AFB1 and/or OA can induce hepatotoxicity and 
regeneration in liver cells in rats as indicated by the elevation of AFP level in serum. Similar to the current ob-
servations, AFB1 administration resulted in the elevation of serum AFP level in both ducks [29] and rats [27] 
and in OA-treated rats [23] [24]. 

In the current study, NO was found to be increased significantly in the animals treated with AFB1 and/or OA. 
Although the role of NO in cell death is complex, Moon and Pyo [30] stated that NO is produced by macro-
phages and it plays an important role in tumor conditions. The generation of NO by the inducible nitric oxide 
synthase (iNOS) plays a key role in the cytokine-mediated cell destruction [31]. Consequently, the increased in 
NO level reported herein in the animals treated with the mycotoxins suggested that these mycotoxins preferen-
tially affect macrophage functions [11]. 

The current results also revealed a decrease in TAC and GSH in the liver and catalase in serum of AFB1 and/ 
or OA-treated rats which are might indirectly lead to an increase in oxidative DNA damage [32]. Moreover, the 
reduced level of TAC may be explained by the association of glutathione peroxidase (GPX) with AFB1 or its 
metabolites [32]. Several studies on the mechanisms of mycotoxins-induced liver injury have demonstrated that 
glutathione and TAC play an important role in the detoxification of the reactive and toxic metabolites of these 
mycotoxins, and the liver necrosis begins when the glutathione stores are almost exhausted [33]. Similar obser-
vations have been reported in weaned piglets received low doses of AFB1 and OA [10]. Moreover, Gautier et al. 
[34] stated that OA does evoke oxidative stress, which may contribute at least in part to OA renal toxicity and 
carcinogenicity in rats during long-term exposure. Moreover, OA was found to decrease GSH and TAC which 
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may be explained by the conjugation of GSH with OA or its metabolites [25]. 
It is well documented that LP is one of the main manifestations of oxidative damage and it has been found to 

play an important role in the toxicity and carcinogenicity. However, the antioxidant enzymes represent the major 
defense system against liver injury and carcinogenesis. Several reports indicated that exposure to either AFB1 or 
OA increased LP in liver. In the current study, AFB1 and/or OA administration enhanced LP as indicated by the 
significant increase in MDA level which directly results of free radical-mediated toxicity [35]. In a previous 
works, Abdel-Wahhab et al. [23] [25] reported that free radicals are known to attack the highly unsaturated fatty 
acids of the cell membrane to induce LP which considered a key process in many pathological events and is one 
of the reactions induced by oxidative stress [36]. Another mechanism for OA-induced injury was suggested by 
Pfohl-Leszkowicz et al., [37] who reported that the ability of OA to generate free radicals and to enhance lipid 
peroxidation has been linked to the genotoxicity expressed by DNA adduct formation and to the disturbance of 
calcium homeostasis due to an impairment of the endoplasmic reticulum membrane. The cellular damage in-
duced by ROS was estimated by monitoring the lipid peroxidation (LP), which is a well-known indicator of cel-
lular damage by oxidative stress. Furthermore, it is well documented that AFB1 is metabolized by the mixed- 
function oxidase system to a number of hydroxylated metabolites and to AFB1 8,9-epoxide, which binds to 
DNA, forming covalent adducts [38]. Also AFB1 is known to produce membrane damage through increased li-
pid peroxidation [33]. However, OA appears to produce many of the effects in the cell such as the increase of 
the permeability of the cell to Ca2+ [39]. Both the enhanced cellular concentration of Ca2+ and the presence of 
the prooxidant OA uncouple oxidative phosphorylation resulting in an increased leakage of electrons from the 
respiratory chain. This generates O2− and hence H2O2 lack of an adequate supply of NAD (P) H and GSH to 
permit H2O2 consumption by the GSH dependent glutathion peroxidase and NAD (P) H dependent glutathion 
reductase. Furthermore, an increased concentration of free iron within the cell stimulates the production of OH 
via the Fenton like reaction due to mobilization of Fe2+ by Ca2+. This results in further cell damage and may be 
one of the mechanisms that OA exerts its toxic effects [24]. The biochemical results were further confirmed by 
the histological examination of the liver tissue. The microscopic examination of the liver tissues revealed severe 
histological changes typical to those reported in the literature of mycotoxicoses [23]. 

In the current study, treatment with OMNM plus AFB1 and/or OA resulted in a significant improvement in all 
the biochemical parameters tested and the histological picture of the liver. Several reports suggested that the 
novel technology applied for protecting animals against mycotoxins toxicity is the utilization of adsorbents 
mixed with foods which are supposed to bind efficiently mycotoxins in the gastrointestinal tract. The adsorption 
and ion exchange using natural, synthetic and modified inorganic and organic solids have been explored [22]. 
Clay minerals, which are currently used as an anti-caking agent, may remove mycotoxins from aqueous solu-
tions [40]. The absorbability of different clay minerals differs according to their specific surface area [41]. These 
clay minerals act as potential ionic exchangers for mycotoxins due to their low cost, high abundance, easy ma-
nipulation, and harmlessness to the environment. On the other hand, the addition of different clays to diet did not 
show any health risk to human or in laboratory and farm animals [42]. In previous works, the dietary inclusion 
of clay minerals at a level of 0.5% (w/w) did not show any toxic effect regarding biochemical, haematological 
and immunological parameters in laboratory animals [43]. Furthermore, the addition of calcium montmorillonite 
did not show any toxic effects in the equilibrium of vitamins and gain minerals in the human blood [44]. 

The current results clearly indicated that rats treated with montmorillonite nanoclay plus AFB1 and/or OA 
showed a significant improvement in all the parameters tested and support the hypothesis that montmorillonite 
nanoclay bind the AFB1 and/or OA in the gastrointestinal tract of the animals and the montmorillonite-myco- 
toxins complex is stable and does not affected by the different metabolizing enzymes. In this concern, Hassan et 
al. [45] suggested that montmorillonite may posse three types of active binding sites: 1) those located at basal 
planes within interlayer channels, 2) those located on the surface and 3) those located at the edges of clay par-
ticles. Moreover, previous reports indicated that montmorillonite has the property of adsorbing organic sub-
stances either on its external surfaces or within its inter laminar spaces by the interaction with or substitution for 
the exchange cations present in their spaces [40]. 

Although there is a lot of evidence for the good technological performance of nanocomposites, safety issues 
are also of importance. Available data on clay’s toxicity is still scarce, but different authors have already de-
scribed toxic effects induced by montmorillonite and organoclays [46]. However, these toxic effects were sug-
gested to be due to the modifier used to synthesize the organoclay [46]. Therefore, in the present study, the 
safety use of montmorillonite-based nanoclays modified with CATB as a commercial surfactant to protect 
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against AFB1 and/or OA in vivo was studied. The results showed no toxic effects for OMNM itself when used at 
0.5% (w/w) in rat diet. In this concern, Houtman et al. [47] reported that montmorillonite-based nanoclays had 
no cytotoxicity on HepG2 cell lines although these authors suggested that the type of modifiers is very impor-
tance to improve the compatibility with the polymer matrix. Others studies have evaluated the toxicity of the 
commercial non modified montmorillonite in the same cell lines [46]. The same authors observed that HepG2 
and Caco-2 exposed to organo modified clay did not present higher significant reductions of viability with re-
spect to the controls in the range of concentrations assayed. Moreover, Sharma et al. [48] did not obtain any cy-
totoxic effects in Caco-2 exposed to organo modified clay. In this case, the concentration used of the modified 
clays showed the same behavior compared to that of the unmodified montmorillonite reported in our previous 
work [45], indicating that the modifiers employed could not involve changes in the safety profile of the modified 
clay. 

In the case of organoclays, the oral pathway is the most important entrance route for the consumers, and they 
should know the possible effects of the ingestion of these nanosubstances to the gastrointestinal tract [49]. There 
are a limited number of toxicological studies in the literature about commercial modified clays. Baek et al. [50] 
evaluated the toxicity effects in human normal intestinal cells (INT-407) in a short and long term exposure, 24, 
48, 72 h, and, 10 days to montmorillonite. Thereby, a decrease in cell proliferation showed at all times assayed. 
On the one hand, significant differences in the short term assays were found above 100 μg/mL concentration le-
vels, on the other hand, a significant inhibition of normal colony formation in the long term was observed at all 
concentrations tested. Even though, alterations in LDH release were only observed at the highest concentrations 
at 48 and 72 h. Also, the oligo (styrene-co-acrylonitrile)-modified clay montmorillonite showed an increased 
LDH release activity and cell viability reduction at a concentration of 1 g/L in mouse embryonic fibroblast (NIH 
3T3) cells and human embryonic kidney 293 (HEK 293) cells [51]. The implication of oxidative stress, inflam-
mation or DNA damage, among others, could be related to micro and nanoparticle exposure [52]. 

For this reason, levels of NO and GSH were assayed in the current study, obtaining insignificant differences 
with respect to the control group on the GSH levels in the liver. In this concern, Sharma et al. [48] reported that 
modified clays did not induce ROS production in Caco-2. Furthermore, Baek et al. [50] reported the evaluation 
of ROS production in INT-407 cells exposed to montmorillonite at the highest concentration (1000 μg/mL) at all 
three time points assayed (24, 48 and 72 h). Moreover, it was reported that organo modified montmorillonite did 
not induce leakage of IL-6, biomarker of an inflammatory response, in any of the cell lines [47]. Montmorillo-
nite, on the other hand, has been reported to rapidly lyse neutrophils and erythrocytes in vitro. Furthermore, it 
can stimulate chemiluminescence, the neutrophil oxidative metabolic burst [53]. 

5. Conclusion 
From the results of the current study, it can be concluded that both AFB1 and/or OA at the tested doses induce 
severe hepatic toxicity. Treatment with AFB1 reveals that this toxin is hepatonephrotoxic however; it is mainly 
targeted to the liver whereas, treatment with OA revealed that it is also hepatonephrotoxic but it is mainly tar-
geted to the kidney. The co-occurrence of the two mycotoxins suggests the synergistic and adding-up interac-
tions of AFB1 and OA. OMNM is safe itself and it succeeds to eliminate and even prevent the toxicity of these 
mycotoxins. Moreover, OMNM is suggested a promise candidate for the protection against multi-mycotoxins in 
the highly incidence area. 

Acknowledgements 
This work was supported by the National Research Centre (Dokki, Cairo, Egypt) project # 10070112 and the 
Faculty of Pharmacy, Cairo University. 

Conflict of Interest 
The authors declare that there are no conflicts of interest. 

References 
[1] Stoev, S.D. (2013) Food Safety and Increasing Hazard of Mycotoxin Occurrence in Foods and Feeds. Critical Reviews 

in Food Science and Nutrition, 53, 887-901. http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10408398.2011.571800 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10408398.2011.571800


M. A. Abdel-Wahhab et al. 
 

 
33 

[2] Kana, J.R., Gnonlonfin, B.G., Harvey, J., Wainaina, J., Wanjuki, I., Skilton, R.A. and Teguia, A. (2013) Assessment of 
Aflatoxin Contamination of Maize, Peanut Meal and Poultry Feed Mixtures from Different Agroecological Zones in 
Cameroon. Toxins (Basel), 5, 884-894. http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/toxins5050884 

[3] Rodriguez-Carrasco, Y., Ruiz, M.J., Font, G. and Berrada, H. (2013) Exposure Estimates to Fusarium mycotoxins through 
Cereals Intake. Chemosphere, 93, 2297-2303. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2013.07.086 

[4] van Egmond, H.P., Schothorst, R.C. and Jonker, M.A. (2007) Regulations Relating to Mycotoxins in Food: Perspec- 
tives in a Global and European Context. Analytical and Bioanalytical Chemistry, 389, 147-157.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00216-007-1317-9 

[5] IARC (1993) Monographs on the Evaluation of the Carcinogenic Risks to Human. 
[6] Liu, Y. and Wu, F. (2010) Global Burden of Aflatoxin-Induced Hepatocellular Carcinoma: A Risk Assessment. Envi- 

ronmental Health Perspectives, 118, 818-824. http://dx.doi.org/10.1289/ehp.0901388 
[7] Hassan, A.M., Abdel-Azeim, S.H., El-Nekeety, A.A. and Abdel-Wahhab, M.A. (2014) Panax ginseng Extract Mod-

ulates Oxidative Stress, DNA Fragmentation and Up-Regulate Gene Expression in Rats Sub Chronically Treated with 
Aflatoxin B1 and Fumonisin B1. Cytotechnology. 

[8] Joint FAO/WHO Expert Committee on Food Additives (JECFA) (2001) Safety Evaluation of Certain Mycotoxins in 
Food (WHO Food Additives Series 47). Geneva: International Programme on Chemical Safety. Food and Nutrition 
Paper 74. 

[9] Almeida, M.I., Almeida, N.G., Carvalho, K.L., Goncalves, G.A., Silva, C.N., Santos, E.A., Garcia, J.C. and Vargas, 
E.A. (2012) Co-Occurrence of Aflatoxins B1, B2, G1 and G2, Ochratoxin A, Zearalenone, Deoxynivalenol, and Citreo- 
viridin in Rice in Brazil. Food Additives and Contaminants: Part A, Chemistry, Analysis, Control, Exposure and Risk 
Assessment, 29, 694-703. http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/19440049.2011.651750 

[10] Pfohl-Leszkowicz, A., Petk-Bocharova, T., Cherozemsky, I.N. and Castegnaro, M. (2002) Balkan Endemic Nephropa-
thy and Associated Urinary Tract Tumors: A Review on Etiological Causes and the Potential Role of Mycotoxins. 
Food Additives and Contaminants, 19, 282-302. http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02652030110079815 

[11] Abdel-Wahhab, M.A., Ibrahim, A.A., El-Nekeety, A.A., Hassan, N.S. and Mohamed, A.A. (2012) Panax ginseng C.A. 
Meyer Extract Counteracts the Oxidative Stress in Rats Fed Multi-Mycotoxins-Contaminated Diet. Comunicata Scien-
tiae, 3, 143-153. 

[12] Phillips, T.D. (1999) Dietary Clay in the Chemoprevention of Aflatoxin-Induced Disease. Toxicological Sciences, 52, 
118-126. http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/toxsci/52.suppl_1.118 

[13] Jordá-Beneyto, M., Alonso, J., Salas, J., Gallur, M., Aucejo, S., Clegg, F. and Breen, C. (2008) Processed Biopolymer 
Films Filled with Modified Montmorillonite for Food Packaging Applications. Proceedings of the Polymer Processing 
Society 24th Annual Meeting, PPS-24, Salerno (Italy), 15-19 June 2008, 15-19. 

[14] Bitinis, N., Hernández, M., Verdejo, R., Kenny, J.M. and López-Machado, M.A. (2011) Recent Advances in Clay/Po- 
lymer Nanocomposites. Advanced Materials, 23, 5229-5236. http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.201101948 

[15] Zawrah, M.F., Khattab, R.M., Saad, E.M. and Gado, R.A. (2014) Effect of Surfactant Types and Their Concentration 
on the Structural Characteristics of Nanoclay. Spectrochimica Acta, Part A: Molecular and Biomolecular Spectroscopy, 
122, 616-623. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.saa.2013.11.076 

[16] Mansour, M.A., Ginawi, O.T., El-Hadiyah, T., El-Khatib, A.S., Al-Shabanah, O.A. and Al-Sawaf, H.A. (2001) Effects 
of Volatile Oil Constituents of Nigella sativa on Carbon Tetrachloride-Induced Hepatotoxicity in Mice: Evidence for 
Antioxidant Effects of Thymoquinone. Research Communications in Molecular Pathology and Pharmacology, 110, 
239-251. 

[17] Drury, R.A., Wallington, E.A. and Cancerson, R., Eds. (1976) Carlton’s Histopathological Techniques. 4th Edition, 
Oxford University Press, Oxford, London, New York. 

[18] Osman, M.A., Ploetze, M. and Skrabal, P. (2004) Structure and Properties of Alkylammonium Monolayers Self-As- 
sembled on Montmorillonite Platelets. Journal of Physical Chemistry B, 108, 2580-2588.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp0366769 

[19] Klarić, M.Š. (2012) Adverse Effects of Combined Mycotoxins. Archives of Industrial Hygiene and Toxicology, 63, 
519-530. 

[20] Speijers, G.J.A. and Speijers, M.H.M. (2004) Combined Toxic Effects of Mycotoxins. Toxicology Letters, 153, 91-98.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.toxlet.2004.04.046 

[21] Diamond, J. (1999) Evolutionary Biology: Dirty Eating for Healthy Living. Nature, 400, 120-121.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/22014 

[22] Wingenfelder, U., Nowack, B., Furrer, G. and Schulin, R. (2005) Adsorption of Pb and Cd by Amine-Modified Zeolite. 
Water Research, 39, 3287-3292. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2005.05.017 

http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/toxins5050884
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2013.07.086
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00216-007-1317-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1289/ehp.0901388
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/19440049.2011.651750
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02652030110079815
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/toxsci/52.suppl_1.118
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.201101948
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.saa.2013.11.076
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp0366769
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.toxlet.2004.04.046
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/22014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2005.05.017


M. A. Abdel-Wahhab et al. 
 

 
34 

[23] Abdel-Wahhab, M.A., Hassan, N.S., El-Kady, A.A., Mohamed, Y.A., El-Nekeety, A.A., Mohamed, S.R., Sharaf, H.A. 
and Mannaa, F.A. (2010) Red Ginseng Protects against Aflatoxin B1 and Fumonisin-Induced Hepatic Pre-Cancerous 
Lesions in Rats. Food and Chemical Toxicology, 48, 733-742. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.2009.12.006 

[24] Abdel-Wahhab, M.A., Abdel-Galil, M.M. and Ellithey, M.M. (2005) Melatonin Counteracts Oxidative Stress in Rats 
Fed an Ochratoxin A Contaminated Diet. Journal Pineal Research, 38, 130-135.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-079X.2004.00184.x 

[25] Abdel-Wahhab, M.A., Abdel-Azim, S.H. and El-Nekeety, A.A. (2008) Inula crithmoides Extract Protect against Och-
ratoxin A-Induced Oxidative Stress, Clastogenic and Mutagenic Alterations in Male Rats. Toxicon, 52, 566-573.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.toxicon.2008.07.006 

[26] Kaneko, J.J. (1989) Clinical Chemistry of Domestic Animals. 4th Edition, Academic Press, San Diego. 
[27] Yang, C.F., Liu, J., Wasser, S., Shen, H.M., Tan, C.E. and Ong, C.N. (2000) Inhibition of Ebselen on Aflatoxin B1- 

Induced Hepatocarcinogenesis in Fisher 344 Rats. Carcinogenesis, 21, 2237-2243.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/carcin/21.12.2237 

[28] Abdel-Wahhab, M.A., Abdel-Galil, M.M., Hassan, A.M., Hassan, N.H., Nada, S.A., Saeed, A. and El-Sayed, M.M. 
(2007) Zizyphus spina-Christi Extract Protects against Aflatoxin B1-Intitiated Hepatic Carcinogenicity. African Journal 
of Traditional, Complementary and Alternative Medicines, 4, 248-256. 

[29] Sell, S., Xy, K.L., Huff, W.E., Kabena, L.F., Harvey, R.B. and Dunsford, H.A. (1998) Aflatoxin Exposure Produces 
Serum Alphafetoprotein Elevations and Marked oval Cell Proliferation in Young Male Pekin Ducklings. Pathology, 30, 
34-39. http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00313029800169645 

[30] Moon, E.Y. and Pyo, S. (2000) Aflatoxin B1 Inhibits CD14-Mediated Nitric Oxide Production in Murine Peritoneal 
Macrophages. International Journal of Immunopharmacology, 22, 237-246.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0192-0561(99)00081-8 

[31] Azeredo-Martins, A.K., Lortz, S., Lenzen, S., Curi, R., Eizirik, D.L. and Tiedge, M. (2003) Improvement of the Mito-
chondrial Antioxidant Defense Status Prevents Cytokine-Induced Nuclear Factor-Kappa B Activation in Insulin-Pro- 
ducing Cells. Diabetes, 52, 93-101. http://dx.doi.org/10.2337/diabetes.52.1.93 

[32] Abdel-Azeim, S.H., Hassan, A.M. and Abdel-Wahhab, M.A. (2011) Dietary Supplementation with Whey Protein and 
Ginseng Extract Counteracts the Oxidative Stress and DNA Damage in Rats Fed Aflatoxins-Contaminated Diet. Muta-
tion Research/Genetic Toxicology and Environmental Mutagenesis, 723, 65-71.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.mrgentox.2011.04.007 

[33] Abdel-Wahhab, M.A. and Aly, S.E. (2005) Antioxidant Property of Nagilia sativa (Black Cumin) and Syzygium aro-
maticum (Clove) in Rats during Aflatoxicosis. Journal of Applied Toxicology, 25, 218-223.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jat.1057 

[34] Gautier, J.C., Holzhaeuser, D., Markovic, J., Gremaud, E., Schilter, B. and Turesky, R.J. (2001) Oxidative Damage and 
Stress Response from Ochratoxin A Exposure in Rats. Free Radical Biology and Medicine 30, 1089-1098.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0891-5849(01)00507-X 

[35] Gad, A.S., Khadrawy, Y.A., El-Nekeety, A.A., Mohamed, S.R., Hassan, N.S., Abdel-Wahhab, M.A. (2011) Antioxi-
dant Activity and Hepatoprotective Effects of Whey Protein and Spirulina in Rats. Nutrition, 27, 582-589.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nut.2010.04.002 

[36] Schinella, G.R., Tournier, H.A., Prieto, J.M., Mordujovich de Buschiazzo, P. and Ríos, J.L. (2002) Antioxidant Activ-
ity of Anti-Inflammatory Plant Extracts. Life Science, 70, 1023-1033.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0024-3205(01)01482-5 

[37] Pfohl-Leszkowicz, A., Grosse, Y., Kanr, A., Gharbi, A., Beaudrimont, I., Obrecht, S., Creppy, E.E. and Dirheimer, G. 
(1993) Is the Oxidative Pathway Implicated in the Genotoxicity of Ochratoxin A? In: Creppy, E.E., Castegnaro, M. and 
Direimer, G., Eds., Human Ochratoxicosis and Its Pathologies, John Libbey Eurotext Ltd., London, 177-187. 

[38] Busby, W.F. and Wogan, G.N. (1984) Aflatoxins. In: Searle, C.E., Ed., Chemical Carcinogenesis, II, American Chem-
ical Society, Washington DC, 945-1136. 

[39] Hohler, D. (1998) Ochratoxin A in Food and Feed: Occurrence, Legislation and Mode of Action. Zeitschrift für 
Ernährungswissenschaft, 37, 2-12. 

[40] Aly, S.E., Abdel-Galil, M.M. and Abdel-Wahhab, M.A. (2004) Application of Adsorbent Agents Technology in the 
Removal of Aflatoxin B1 and Fumonisin B1 from Malt Extract. Food and Chemical Toxicology, 42, 1825-1831.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.2004.06.014 

[41] Sposito, G., Skipper, N.T., Sutton, R., Park, S., Soper, A.K. and Greathouse, J.A. (1999) Surface Geochemistry of the 
Clay Minerals. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, 96, 3358-3364.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.96.7.3358 

[42] Afriyie-Gyawu, E., Wang, Z., Ankrah, N.A., Xu, L., Johnson, N.M., Tang, L., Guan, H., Huebner, H.J., Jolly, P.E., El-

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.2009.12.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-079X.2004.00184.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.toxicon.2008.07.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/carcin/21.12.2237
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00313029800169645
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0192-0561(99)00081-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.2337/diabetes.52.1.93
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.mrgentox.2011.04.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jat.1057
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0891-5849(01)00507-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nut.2010.04.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0024-3205(01)01482-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.2004.06.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.96.7.3358


M. A. Abdel-Wahhab et al. 
 

 
35 

lis, W.O., Taylor, R., Brattin, B., Ofori-Adjei, D., Williams, J.H., Wang, J.S. and Phillips, T.D. (2008) NovaSil Clay 
Does Not Affect the Concentrations of Vitamins A and E and Nutrient Minerals in Serum Samples from Ghanaians at 
High Risk for Aflatoxicosis. Food Additives and Contaminants. Part A, Chemistry, Analysis, Control, Exposure and 
Risk Assessment, 25, 872-84. 

[43] Abbès, S., Ben Salah-Abbès, J., Ouanes, Z., Houas, Z., Othman, O., Bacha, H., Abdel-Wahhab, M.A. and Oueslati, R. 
(2006) Preventive Role of Phyllosilicate Clay on the Immunological and Biochemical Toxicity of Zearalenone in 
Balb/c Mice. International Journal of Immunopharmacology, 6, 1251-1258.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.intimp.2006.03.012 

[44] Wang, J.S., Luo, H., Billam, M.,Wang, Z., Guan, H., Tang, L., Goldston, T., Afriyie-Gyawu, E., Lovett, C., Griswold, 
J., Brattin, B., Taylor, R.J., Huebner, H.J. and Phillips, T.D. (2005) Short-Term Safety Evaluation of Processed Cal-
cium Montmorillonite Clay (NovaSil) in Humans. Food Additives and Contaminants, 22, 270-279.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02652030500111129 

[45] Hassan, A.M., Kenawy, A.M., Abbas, W.T. and Abdel-Wahhab, M.A. (2010) Prevention of Cytogentic, Histochemical 
and Biochemical Alterations in Oreochromis niloticus by Dietary Supplement of Sorbent Materials. Ecotoxicology and 
Environmental Safety, 73, 1890-1895. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2010.07.041 

[46] Maisanaba, S., Puerto, M., Pichardo, S., Jordá, M., Moreno, F.J., Aucejo, S. and Jos, A. (2013) In Vitro Toxicity Eval-
uation of Unmodified Commercial Clays on the Human Hepatic Cell Line HepG2. Food and Chemical Toxicology, 57, 
266-275. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.2013.03.043 

[47] Houtman, J., Maisanaba, S., Puerto, M., Gutiérrez-Praena, D., Jordá, M., Aucejo, S. and Jos, A. (2014) Toxicity As-
sessment of Organomodified Clays Used in Food Contact Materials on Human Target Cell Lines. Applied Clay Science, 
90, 150-158. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.clay.2014.01.009 

[48] Sharma, A.K., Schmidt, B., Frandsen, H., Jacobsen, N.R., Larsen, E.H. and Binderup, M.L. (2010) Genotoxicity of 
Unmodified and Organo-Modified Montmorillonite. Mutation Research/Genetic Toxicology and Environmental Mu-
tagenesis, 700, 18-25. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.mrgentox.2010.04.021 

[49] Silvestre, C., Duraccio, D. and Cimmino, S. (2011) Food Packaging Based on Polymer Nanomaterials. Progress in 
Polymer Science, 36, 1766-1782. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.progpolymsci.2011.02.003 

[50] Baek, M., Lee, A.J. and Choi, S.J. (2012) Toxicological Effects of a Cationic Clay, Montmorillonite in Vitro and in 
Vivo. Molecular and Cellular Toxicology, 8, 95-101. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s13273-012-0012-x 

[51] Liu, Q., Liu, Y., Xiang, S., Mo, X., Su, S. and Zhang, J. (2011) Apoptosis and Cytotoxicity of Oligo (Styrene-co-Acry- 
lonitrile)-Modified Montmorillonite. Applied Clay Science, 51, 214-219. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.clay.2010.11.019 

[52] Bouwmeester, H., Dekkers, S., Maryvon, Y., Noordam, M., Hagens, W., Bulder, A.S., de Heer, C., ten Voorde, S., 
Wijnhoven, S., Marvin, H. and Sips, A. (2009) Review of Health Safety Aspects of Nanotechnologies in Food Produc-
tion. Regulatory Toxicology and Pharmacology, 53, 52-62. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.yrtph.2008.10.008 

[53] Dougherty, S.H., Fiegel, V.D., Nelson, R.D., Rodeheaver, G.T. and Simmons, R.L. (1985) Effects of Soil Infection 
Potentiating Factors on Neutrophils in Vitro. American Journal Surgery, 150, 306-311.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0002-9610(85)90066-2 

 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.intimp.2006.03.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02652030500111129
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2010.07.041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.2013.03.043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.clay.2014.01.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.mrgentox.2010.04.021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.progpolymsci.2011.02.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s13273-012-0012-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.clay.2010.11.019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.yrtph.2008.10.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0002-9610(85)90066-2

	Efficacy of Organo-Modified Nano Montmorillonite to Protect against the Cumulative Health Risk of Aflatoxin B1 and Ochratoxin A in Rats 
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. Introduction
	2. Materials and Methods
	2.1. Chemical and Kits
	2.2. Clay Sample
	2.3. Preparation of Organo-Modified Nano Montmorillonite (OMNM)
	2.4. Experimental Animals
	2.5. Experimental Design
	2.6. Statistical Analysis

	3. Results
	4. Discussion
	5. Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	Conflict of Interest
	References

