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ABSTRACT

AN experiment conducted at the department of veterinary public health, college
of veterinary medicine, Mosul-Iraq, during September to October 2009 to study the
effect of Mycofix ® plus (MY) on broiler health performance during aflatoxicosis
Eighty, one- day- old commercial male broiler chicks (Ross 308), were distributed to 4
dietary treatment groups with 2 replicates of 10 chicks each. Birds were reared for 35
days. All birds were fed on diet with or without aflatoxin (AF), and with or without (MY)
in feed. The treatment groups were as follow: G1 (0 part per million (ppm) AF without
MY); g2 (2.5 ppm AF without MY ); g3 (0 ppm AF & 0.25% MY ); G4 (2.5 ppm AF &
0.25 % MY ). Body weights and feed intake were recorded weekly. At 35 of bird’s age,
five birds were randomly selected from each group for estimation of WBCs, RBCs, HB
and ESR; glucose, total protein, cholesterol, and triglycerides; serum levels of AST,ALT
and ALP enzymes; antibody titers and CV% against Newcastle disease (ND) vaccine;
relative weights of bursa of Fabricious , thymus, spleen, proventriculus, gizzard, kidney,
liver, heart and pancreas, in addition to recording liver lesions. Results show that MY was
effective in ameliorating the negative effect of AF on growth performance (body weight
gain ,feed consumption and feed conversion ratio); on relative weights of affected
internal body organs and the score lesion of liver; on blood picture (WCS, HB and
glucose); serum enzymes (AST, ALT and ALP); antibody titer and CV% against ND

vaccine in comparison to AF contaminated feed and control groups.
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INTRODUCTION

Aflatoxins (AF), the toxic secondary metabolites produced by Aspergillus flavus,
Aspergillus parasiticus and Aspergillus nominus, are of major concern in the poultry
production. AF metabolites are stable and fairly resistant compounds to degradation
(Edds,1997). These metabolites are usually produced during the growth of the above
mentioned fungi on certain foods and feedstuffs under favorable conditions of moisture,
temperature and aeration (Dragan, et al., 2010). Their toxicity depends on several factors
including their concentrations, duration of exposure, species, sex, age, and health status
of animal (Akande et al, 2006). Contamination of feed with AF causes aflatoxicosis in
poultry which is characterized by reduced feed intake, decreased weight gain, poor feed
utilization (Al- Sadi et al,.2000; Bennett et al., 2003; Clanek et al., 1997; Dalvi and
Ademoyero, 1984), increased mortality (Giambrone et al., 1985), changing in the relative
weight of internal organs (Smith and Hamilton, 2001), affecting blood profile, blood
biochemical's and blood enzymes (Al-Jubory et al., 2001; Oguz et al., 2000a), inducing
pathological conditions in liver and other organs (Espada et al., 1992). AF can also lead
impairment of immunity, which is able to enhance susceptibility to some environmental
and infectious agents (Campbell et al., 1983; Chang and Hamilton, 1982) and Severe
economic losses have been reported in the poultry industry due to aflatoxicosis (Sharline
et al., 1980; Johri and Sadagopan, 1989).

Pre and post-harvest contamination can be reduced by using appropriate
agricultural practices. However, the contamination is often unavoidable and still remains
a serious problem associated with many important agricultural commodities, which
emphasizes the need for a suitable process to inactivate the toxin. Besides the preventive
management, several approaches have been employed including physical, chemical
biological treatments and solvent extraction to detoxify AF in contaminated feeds and
feedstuffs (Doyle et al., 1982). All these methods cannot be used in practical feed
manufacturing, because of the limitation of the nutrients decomposition, non availability
of commercial methods and their residual effects. The increasing number of reports on
detoxification of AF in poultry feed using different techniques has given rise to a demand

for practical and economical detoxification procedures. Since the beginning of 1990s, the
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adsorbent-based studies have also been reported to be effective in removing AF from
contaminated feed and minimize the toxicity of AF in poultry. Among several adsorbents
commercially available in the market, Zeolites (Miazzo et al., 2000), bentonites (Ibrahim
et al., 2000; Pasha et al., 2007,2008) and clinoptilolite (CLI), (Oguz et al., 2000a,2003;
Oguz and Kurtoglu , 2000b), and a new promising adsorbent, Mycofix® plus, were
preferred because of their high binding capacities for AF and their reducing effect on AF-
absorption from the gastrointestinal tract. Mycofix® plus was effectively used by many
authors in alleviating T-2 toxicosis (Omar, 2010), and impartment of infectious bursal
disease antibodies in broilers (Jargees ,2007).

For understanding the effect of Mycofix on aflatoxin detoxification, a study was

conducted to investigate its effect on broiler health and performance during aflatoxicosis.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Birds and diet:

Eighty, one-day-old commercial male broiler chicks (Ross 308),were randomly
distributed into 4 dietary treatment groups with 2 replicates of 10 chicks each. Birds were
reared for a period of 35 days in batteries with continues lighting and good ventilation.
All birds were fed on diet with or without either aflatoxin (AF) or Mycofix® plus (MY).
The ingredient composition is contained 22.0 % crude protein and 3060 kcal/kg
metabolizable energy for the staeter diet ; 20 % crude protein and 3145 kcal/kg
metabolizable energy for grower diet and 18.0% crude protein and 3200 kcal/kg
metabolizable energy for finisher diet based on lesson and summers (1997). Feed and
water were available on ad libitum basis. All the birds were vaccinated against Newcastle
Disease in drinking water with B, vaccine at one day and with Lasota strain at 21 days .(

Nagy, 1999)

Experimental design:
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The experimental design consists of four dietary treatment groups; G1 (0 ppm AF & 0
MY); G2 (2.5 ppm AF & 0 MY); 3G (0 ppm AF & 0.25 % of MY); G4 (2.5 ppm AF &
0.25 % of MY).

Aflatoxin production and analysis:

Aflatoxins were produced by the inoculation of A. parasiticus NRRL 2999 (Kindly
provided from the college of Agriculture and forestry, Mosul University) on rice in 1/2-
liter Erlenmeyer flasks as described by (Shotwell et al., 1966). Fifty ml distilled water
were added to the rice, and the mixture was allowed to stand for 5 minutes with frequent
shaking. The flasks were tightly plugged with cotton and autoclaved at 121°C at 15
(pounds per square inches) (psi) for 15 min and cooled at room temperature. They were
then inoculated with 3ml spore suspension in a sterile environment, placed on an orbital
shaker at 60 rpm and incubated at 28 °C. On 7-d the flasks were again autoclaved at
121°C at 15 psi for 15 min, and placed in a hot oven at 60 °C for 24hr till all the moisture
was removed. The AF containing rice was grinded to powdered form and was
quantitatively evaluated using thin layer chromatography (TLC) technique according to
(Thomas et al., 1975), using the formula:

DM X 106

AF mg/kg =
EX200X 10X L

Where D = optical density(optical density at 326 nm-optical density at 420 nm).
M= molecular weight.
E= absorbance factor.

L cell thickness (cuvette) in cm.
The AF containing rice was mixed in feed according to the calculation to get the
desirable level of aflatoxin ( 2.5 ppm) in the feed. The prepared experimental diets were

analyzed again using TLC technique to confirm the AF levels.

detoxification of AF:
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A commercially available Mycofix® plus was added to the feed at the recommended

dose rate of 0.25 % (Treatment groups 2&4).

Sampling:

Body weights and feed intake per group was recorded weekly. At 35 of bird’s age, blood
samples (3 ml) were collected from wing vein of randomly selected five birds per
replicate for the calculation of WBCs, RBCs, HB, ESR, according to Coles et al., (1986).
Blood serum was separated for estimation of total protein, glucose, triglycerides
cholesterol ALT, AST and ALP according to instructions of commercial kits from
BIOLABO SA, France, by spectrophotometer (JENWAY 6300). After blood collection,
birds were humanely killed and liver, kidney, heart, proventriculus, gizzard, pancreas,
bursa of Fabricius , thymus and spleen were removed and weighed. Liver lesions were
recorded. Antibody titers to Newcastle disease (ND), was determined using Enzyme

linked immune-sorbent assay (ELISA) as described by (Nagy , 1999).

Statistical analysis:
The results (group means) were subjected to analysis of variance (ANOVA). Means were
subjected to Duncan’s test and statistical significance was accepted at P < 0.05 (Bruing

and Kintz, 1977)

RESULTS

Growth performance:

Body weight of broiler chicks through 5 weeks of experimental period show
significant differences between experimental treatment groups (Table 1). There was a
significant (p<0.05) reduction in body weight in G2, when chicks fed 2.5 ppm AF,
compared with control group G1,G3 and G4. The reduction was noticed from the first
week and persist through the following four weeks of rearing broilers. Addition of
Mycofix ® plus, in feed at a rate of 0.25 % (G4), was effective in ameliorating the
negative effect of AF on weight gain compared to G2, and by restoring the body weight
to that of control one at 35 days of age. Numerical better body weight in G3 was
obtained, after addition of Mycofix ® alone to the basal diet than that of the control
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group. The total body weight gain through 35 days of rearing period represents in (Figure
1). From figure it is evident that the gain was highest in both Gland G3 , in which birds
fed AF free diet, or when amended with 0.25 % of Mycofix® plus alone. In the second
order was G4, in which AF effect was counteracted by Mycofix ® plus addition in feed.
The least gain weight was noticed in G2, in which chicks fed AF only.

There was no significant difference in the feed consumption between G1,G3 and G4. A
significant (p<0.05) reduction in the feed consumption was found when AF contaminate
broiler diet with 2.5 ppm AF . A reflection of feed consumption and body weight gain in
the four treatment groups was noticed in the results of feed conversion ratio. The lowest
feed consumption and feed conversion ratio were reported in G2, in which chicks fed AF
compared to all other groups (G1,G3 and G4). Addition of Mycofix ® plus alone to feed
(G3) had not negative effect on the studied growth performance parameters (Table 2).
Liver lesions:

The effect of AF and Mycofix ® plus on liver in broilers at 35 days of age is
presented in table 3. From table , it is evident that AF had a significant negative effect on
the liver parenchyma of broiler chicks in treatment group 2, when compared with that of
control group, by changing liver color from mahogany (Figure 2), to that which
characterized by enlarged muddy or even to yellowish discoloration, with friable
consistency and sub capsular hemorrhages ( Figure 3). The addition of Mycofix ® plus to
the diet of broilers in treatment group 4, was effective in restoring the normal red brown

liver color to that of chicks in treatment group 1 (Figure 4).

Table (1): Effect of dietary AF with and without the addition of Mycofix® plus on

BW in broiler chickens'

Treat- | Dietary AF Days of exposure to the experimental diets
ment or Mycofix
AF MY 0 7 14 21 28 35
ppm | %
G1 0 0 43.0+ | 89.6+ | 254.7+ | 547.4+ 1128.3+ | 2061+ 28.6
0.9* | 3.8° 16.2* 182 a 246" ?
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G2 2.5 0 43.4+ | 82.6+ | 218.4+ | 453.8+ 1008.4+ 1824.5+
0.5 | 50" | 248" | 444D 51.0 ¢ 57.0 ¢
G3 0 0.25 | 43.8+ | 88.1+ | 246.1 521.0+ 1171.2+ 2101.6=
0.7* | 2.8% | £16.6" | 21.8 ab 26.8" 43.0"
G4 2.5 0.25 | 43.2+ | 84.5+ | 236.9+ | 495.4+ 1110.0+ 2027.5+
0.3 | 3.8 | 21.6™ | 224ab | 568" 71.2*°
a,bMeans within a column lacking a common superscript differ (P <0.05).
1=Values are means = SEM of two replicates per treatment group (20 birds).
1000 a ab p
900 - i
800 -
a0 700 -+ . ®
fn 600 -
g 500 -
=>
3 400 -
o 300 a b ab ab
200 a b a ab
o | Nimmiumm
1 2 3 4 5
Weeks

G3 (0 ppm AF & 0.25 %
of MY);

G4(2.5ppmAF&0.25%0f

G1 (0 ppm) AF & 0 G2 (2.5 ppm AF & 0
MY); MY);

a,bMeans within a column lacking a common superscript differ (P <0.05).

MY).

'Values are means + SEM of two replicates per treatment group (20 birds).

Figure (1): Effect of dietary AF with and without the addition of Mycofix® plus on BWG

. . . 1
in broiler chicken.

Table (2): Performance of broiler chickens fed diets contaminated with AF with and

without the addition of Mycofix'
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Treat- Dietary DAS or Gain (g)1to35d Feed intake (g) Feed:gain
ment Mycofix ratio
AF MY % Mean % of Mean % of g/g
ppm +SEM control +SEM control
G1 0 0 933.2+ 14.3 100 2141.9+ 100 2.29+0.02
a 51 8 a a
G2 2.5 0 816.1+28.5 | 8745 2038.5+ 95.17 | 2.49+ 0.04
¢ 56.7" b
G3 0 0.25 930.4 £21.5 | 99.69 2181.4+ 101.81 | 2.33+0.03
a 66-7 a ab
G4 2.5 0.25 917.5+24.2 | 98.31 2128+ 99.35 | 2.32+0.05
ab 86 5 a ab

a—cMeans within a column lacking a common superscript differ (P [1110.05).

'Values are means [ [ISEM of two replicates per treatment group (20 birds).

Table (3): Effect of MY on liver lesions of broiler chicks fed diets containing 2.5

ppm AF
Treatments

No. with lesion) Score %

G1 5(5) x 0%
G2 5(1) + 20%
5(2) ++ 40%
5(2) +++ 40%

G3 5(5) - 0%

G4 5(3) - 0%
5(2) + 20%

*: no lesion; +:congested liver;+ +: fatty change in liver with muddy or yellowish

discoloration;
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+ + +: liver with yellowish discoloration and sub capsular hemorrhage.

Relative internal organs weight:

At 35 days of broilers age, Liver, kidney, heart and spleen relative weights were

significantly (p<0.05) enlarged, while bursa of Fabricious and thymus were decreased

with no change in the weight of proventriculus ,gizzard and pancreas when AF was added

to the broiler diet in G2, compared with G1. Amending broiler diets with the detoxifying

Mycofix ® plus (G4), was effective in ameliorating(p<0.05) the negative AF effect on

these organs , when compared with G2. Addition of Mycofix ® plus alone (G3) had no

negative effect on the above mentioned organs.(Tables 4,5 &6).

Figure 2: Liver of broiler in
treatment 1, fed no AF or.
Mycofix ® plus. Normal, red or
mahogany liver of broilers at 35
days of age.

Relative internal organs weight:

Figure 3: Liver of broiler in
treatment 2, fed AF , Extreme pale
, Yyellowish greasy liver (fatty
change), large and fragile of
broilers at 35 days of age

Figure 4: Liver of broiler
in treatment 4, fed AF and
Mycofix ® plus Normal,
red brown liver of broilers
at 35 days of age.

At 35 days of broilers age, Liver, kidney, heart and spleen relative weights were

significantly (p<0.05) enlarged, while bursa of Fabricious and thymus were decreased
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with no change in the weight of proventriculus ,gizzard and pancreas when AF was added

to the broiler diet in G2, compared with G1. Amending broiler diets with the detoxifying

Mycofix ® plus (G4), was effective in ameliorating(p<0.05) the negative AF effect on

these organs , when compared with G2. Addition of Mycofix ® plus alone (G3) had no

negative effect on the above mentioned organs.(Tables 4,5 &6).

Table (4): Effect of MY on relative liver, heart and kidney weights of broiler chicks fed

diets containing 2.5 ppm AF '

Treatment Dietary AF or Liver Heart Kidney
Mycofix
AF ppm | MY % g/100 g body weight
G1 0 0 2.50+0.25* 0.59+0.014 * 0.60 +0.14
G2 2.5 0 3.99+0.70 0.82+ 0.005" | 1.00+0.05
b
G3 0 0.25 3.05£0.74 ™ | 0.67 £0.008 ** | 0.62 +0.11
G4 2.5 0.25 3.23£0.90 ™ | 0.70£0.09™ | 0.71 £0.05

a—cMeans within a column lacking a common superscript differ (P [1110.05).

'Values are means [ [1SEM of two replicates per treatment group (20 birds).

Table (5): Effect of MY on relative proventriculus, gizzard and pancreas weights of

broiler chicks fed diets containing 2.5 ppm AF !

Treatment Dietary AF or Proventriculus Gizzard Pancreas
Mycofix
AF ppm | MY % g/100 g body weight
Gl 0 0 2.69+ 0.58 * 0.6220.09 ** | 0.39 £0.06 *
G2 2.5 0 2.62+0.61° 0.85+0.01" | 0.61x0.04
ab
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G3

0.25

2.60+0.53 *

0.55 £0.05"

0.42 £0.06 *

G4

2.5

0.25

2.70+0.49 *

0.68+ 0.07 *°

0.40 £0.03 *

a—c Means within a column lacking a common superscript differ (P [1110.05).

'Values are means [ [JSEM of two replicates per treatment group (20 birds)

Table (6): Effect of MY on relative organ weights of broiler chicks fed diets

containing 2.5 ppm AF !

Treatment | Dietary AF or Mycofix Thymus Bursa of Spleen
Fabricious
AF ppm MY % g/100 g body weight
G1 0 0 0.13+0.003* | 0.30+0.007 * 0.18
+0.005 *
G2 2.5 0 0.08+0.001" | 0.24%+0.004" 0.25+
0.001"
G3 0 0.25 0.12+0.002 ** |  0.29 +0.007° 0.18
+0.003 *
G4 2.5 0.25 0.110.004 * | 0.27+0.007* 0.16
+0.002 *

a—c Means within a column lacking a common superscript differ (P [1110.05).

'Values are means [ [1SEM of two replicates per treatment group (20 birds).

Blood profile:

The effect of feeding diet contaminated with AF to broiler chickens at a rate of 2.5

ppm (G2) was responsible for significant (p<0.05) increase in the WBCs, but in the

opposite manner was lowered erythrocytes, hemoglobin and erythrocyte sedimentation

rate, when compared with the control group (G1). Amending the AF contaminated diet

with Mycofix ® plus (G4), was effective in counteracting (p<0.05) the negative effect of
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AF in the above mentioned blood parameters compared with AF alone (G2).The addition

of Mycofix ® plus alone (G3) had no negative effect on blood profile (Table 7).

Table (7): Effect of MY on blood parameters of broiler chicks fed diets containing

2.5 ppm AF '
Treatment | Dietary AF or WBCs RBCs HB ESR
Mycofix (10°/mm’) (10%/mm’) (2/100ml) %
AF MY
ppm %
G1 0 0 25.80+1.78a | 2.43+0.03a |30.40+1.85a| 19.40+
1.59 a
G2 2.5 0 35.40£2.00c | 2.13+0.01b | 11.60+£2.07c | 15.76+
0.65b
G3 0 0.25 | 24.20+2.28a | 2.27£0.02 ab | 25.80+1.94 | 18.9 £0.58
ab a
G4 2.5 0.25 | 28.00 £7.03 ab | 2.26 £0.03 ab | 23.00 +1.00 17.48+
ab 0.17 ab

a—c Means within a column lacking a common superscript differ (P [1110.05).

'Values are means [ [JSEM of two replicates per treatment group (20 birds)

Blood biochemistry:

Biochemical parameters of broilers at 35 days of age after feeding diet

contaminated with AF to broiler chickens at a rate of 2.5 ppm (G2) was responsible for

significant (p<0.05) decrease in the total protein, glucose, triglycerides and cholesterol,

when compared with the control group (G1). Addition of Mycofix ® plus (G4) to the AF

contaminated diet , was effective in ameliorating (p<0.05) the negative effect of AF in the

above mentioned blood biochemical parameters compared with AF alone (G2).The

addition of Mycofix ® plus alone (G3) had no negative effect on blood profile (Table 8).

294




Bas.J.Vet.Res.Vol.18, No.1, 2019.

Serum enzymes:

Serum enzymes of broilers fed AF at a rate of 2.5 ppm (G2) was responsible for

significant (p<0.05) increase in ALT,AST and ALP enzymes, when compared with the

control group (G1). Inclusion of Mycofix ® plus (G4), to the AF contaminated diet was

effective in alleviating (p<0.05) the negative effect of AF in the above mentioned serum

enzymes compared with AF alone (G2).The addition of Mycofix ® plus alone (G3) had

no negative effect on blood profile (Table 9).

Table (8): Effect of MY on blood biochemistry of broiler chicks fed diets containing

2.5 ppm AF '
Treatment Dietary AF Total Glucose Triglycerides Cholesterol
or Mycofix protein | Mg/100 ml Mg/100 ml Mg/100 ml
AF MY | Mg/100
ppm | % ml
G1 0 0 3.34+ 282.14 106.02+ 13.72 a | 217.14% 90.77
0.42 a +29.85 a a
G2 2.5 0 2.35+ 168.00 62.70 £12.09 b | 145.30+ 30.18
0.28 b +15.92 ¢ b
G3 0 0.25 3.30+ 259.58+ | 101.34 £13.05a | 198.66 +63.15
0.22 a 21.40 ab a
G4 2.5 0.25 2.67 244.20 76.38 £9.53 ab | 178.88+ 14.13
+0.40 ab | £36.44 ab ab

a—cMeans within a column lacking a common superscript differ (P [1110.05).

'Values are means [ [JSEM of two replicates per treatment group(20 birds)

Table (9): Effect of MY on serum enzymes of broiler chicks fed diets containing 2.5

ppm AF !
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Treatment Dietary AF or ALT AST ALP
Mycofix IU/L) U/L) (IU/100ml)
AF MY %
ppm
G1 0 0 20.80 £0.68 | 31.95 £2.15 | 52.59+4.03°
a a
G2 2.5 0 36.40+1.22 | 55.18+2.90 | 90.96 +1.65 "
b ¢
G3 0 0.25 | 20.80+2.25| 30.63+6.74 | 54.78 £2.93 °
a a
G4 2.5 0.25 |20.60 +£0.91 | 39.86 +9.33 [ 63.53 +1.87*
a ab

a—cMeans within a column lacking a common superscript differ (P [1110.05).

'Values are means [ [JSEM of two replicates per treatment group(20 birds)

Newcastle antibody titer:

The means of antibody titer (HA) against Newcastle disease (ND) showed
significant (P>0.05) difference between treatments when analyzed at 35 days of the trial
(Figures 5&6 ). Aflatoxin had detrimental (p<0.05) effect in reduction of Log;o)ND
ELISA mean antibody titer of 3.387 with % CV of 74.92, compared with the control
treatment (G1), which had Log;oND titer of 3.741 with % CV of 36.69. A significant
restoring of Log;oND antibody titer to those of control group (Gl) was recorded by
addition of Mycofix ® plus to the feed of broilers in (G4) to be 3.458 with % CV of
38.74 , compared with the AF fed T2 group.

DISCUSSION
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The results from the present study are in agreement with other studies where
significantly reduced body weights were observed when birds were exposed to dietary
AF (400 ppb, 750 ppb). The depression in growth upon feeding AF was attributed to
reduced protein and energy utilization (Dalvi and Ademoyero, 1984; Verma et al., 2002)
which impaired nutrient absorption and reduced pancreatic digestive enzyme production
(Osborne and Hamilton, 1981) and consequently reduced appetite (Sharline ef al., 1980)
and above, and these depression in body weight in toxin fed groups were reported to be
dose dependent (Beura et al,, 1993). Similarly, significant depressions in body weight
gain were also recorded in broilers given diets containing 1 and 2 mg/kg of AF (1000 to
2000 ppb) at 4 and 7 weeks of age and in a dose-dependent manner (Huff and
Doerr,1981; Nandakumar et al., 1984; Johri and Majumdar, 1990). With the line of our
results, reduced feed intake and poor feed efficiency in broilers has also been reported in
birds fed diets containing AF at 2, 4 and 6 weeks of age when level of dietary AF was
higher than 100 ppb (Nandakumar,1984). These authors have suggested that the reduced
appetite during aflatoxicosis could be due to impaired liver metabolism caused by the
liver damage, as seen in our study by the significant increase in the liver score lesion
(Table 2& Figure 3 ). It is likely that broiler chicks may highly respond to AF in diet as
their physiological needs and capacity to absorb is higher compared to older birds. Gabal
and Azzam, (1998), suggested that prolonged administration of AF at the low levels may
cause relevant lesions in liver and renal tissues. Moreover, the metabolism of broilers
seems to be more adapted to high concentrations of aflatoxin in the feed when
administered to 35 d of age, when compared with data reported from similar experiments
conducted with broilers aging 1 to 21 d and with other species such as turkey poults
(Giambrone, 1985).

The effect of AF on the relative internal organs weight of broilers fed AF at a rate
of 2.5 ppm by significant changes in liver, spleen, kidney, bursa of Fabricious, went in
the same line with what was founded by (Ibrahim ef al, 1997).The increased liver size
and its yellowish color and creasy consistency in broilers fed AF could be attributed
disturbance in the formation of the proteins responsible for transportation of fat from the

liver to other tissues especially low density
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Figure (5): Effect of MY on ND antibody titer of broiler chicks fed diets containing
2.5 ppm AF '
a—c Means lacking a common superscript differ (P [1170.05).

'Values are means of two replicates per treatment group (20 birds)

Figure 6: Effect of MY on CV% OF ND antibody titre of broiler chicks fed diets
containing 2.5 ppm AF !
a—b Means lacking a common superscript differ (P [1110.05).
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'Values are means of two replicates per treatment group (20 birds)
Lipoproteins”LDL”. It is well known that liver is the main target organ for the effect of
AF even at low concentration (0.5 ppm) ( Bryden , et al., 1979).

Hemolytic anemia caused by AF is one of the factors of heterophilia noticed in G2 birds
and in the same time may be the principle factor in spleen enlargement of chicks fed AF
toxin , which is agreed with (Jargees, 2007). The protective effect of MY against the
negative AF effects on blood profile, biochemistry and enzymes is its role as a chelating
agent in the sequestration of the AF through the gastrointestinal tract, preventing them
from absorption, and so help in getting rid of these toxins from the body outside the
body. Adsorption starts in the oral cavity during salivation and continues in stomach and
gut. The fixed mycotoxin being unable to enter the blood and subsequently excreted in
feces.

Immunosuppression induced by feeding AF is referred by many investigators (Ibrahim et
al., 2000), that results from involution of the lymphatic organs ( thymus and bursa of
fabricious), and reduction in Logl0 ND titers. The sensitivity of the immune system to
mycotoxin-induced immunosuppression arises from the vulnerability of the continually
proliferating and differentiating cells that participate in immune mediated activities and
regulate the complex communication network between cellular and humeral components
(Shivachandra et al., 2003). AF was reported to inhibits the histological development and
functional maturation of lymphoid organs .Morphological evidence to explain the
immunosuppressive effects of AF was documented . in broiler chickens from 1 week to 7
weeks of feeding 20,40,60,80 and 100 ppb and the major signs were reduction in the
weights of lymphoid organs including bursa of Fabricius, spleen and thymus (Arulmozhi
and Varghese, 2011).

Means of antibody titer with (ELISA) against Newcastle disease (ND) showed
differences (P>0.05) between treatments when analyzed at 35 day of the trial (Figure 5).
The presence of AF in the feed is reported to decrease vaccinial immunity and may
therefore lead to the occurrence of disease even in properly vaccinated flocks (Ibrahim et
al., 2000; Sadeghi et al, 2012). Aflatoxins have been associated to have
immunosuppressive effect due to direct inhibition of protein synthesis, including those

with specific functions such as immunoglobulin’s IgG, IgA, inhibition of migration of
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macrophages, interference with the hemolytic activity complement, reduction in the
number of lymphocytes through its toxic effect on the Bursa of Fabricius and impairment
of cytokines formation by lymphocytes (Giambron et al., 1978 a, b). In present study,
significant difference (P>0.05) in ELISA titres was observed when treatment with AF
(treatment 2) was compared with all other treatment groups suggests that birds exposed to
2.5 ppm AF in diet did show signs of immunosuppression.

Mycofix ® plus, is one of the adsorbent that can be added in poultry feed and is claimed
to neutralize moderate levels of aflatoxin (up to 2500-3500 ppb) in poultry feed. The
counteracting effect of AF by Mycofix ® plus on the growth performance parameters,
organs lesion scores, blood profile, biochemistry, and serum chemistry, relative internal
organs of these the lymphoid organs and ND antibody ELISA titers. Adsorption starts in
the oral cavity during salivation and continues in stomach and gut. The fixed mycotoxin
being unable to enter the blood and subsequently excreted in faces. The beneficial effect
of Mycofix ® plus in ameliorating the negative effect of AF on ND antibody titers in this

study is attributed to the excellent contents of this detoxifier.

aalll z 9 8 £la g daua Ao Y& au g (mycofix® plus) il
S pudld ol 5 Ty 8 desna Jie

GBI ¢ Jempall ¢ Jom gl el ¢ (5l alall A0S ¢y ylal) dalal) Al anid®
Bl il Sl (g sl it

dadal)

¢ 3/ Jem sl daala/ (5ol bl A0S ¢ A ) Ael) Aaall and 3 Al ol o3 oy ol

Y1 Sle Mycofix® plus (MY)osSé Silall 58 48 jadd Yoo @ Js¥1 cp i ) Job) e 32all DA
ps ama (Yo A Gusy) anlll s 585583 i a8 3 ¢ DY) and 4 pad ol palll & 5 il ALY aall
s O s e e g La sy WO Bl AN A i o3 (Laghe JST 180V 0) (S @Bl s el € ) aal s
e it a1 e panall 1A et e 2131 galae e 35 (MY) oS58 51 (AF) S6Y)
LA (AF) S8 o salall (86 52 2.5 1 400l Ao ganall ¢ (S8 Sl (e 405 (AF) 8V o O ol
2.5 4 )l de senall ¢ BBV o (e AlA 5 (MY) 0sS5S3Le % . V0 ¢ AU de ganall ¢ (S8 Sl (e
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s Ue gl Alal) @Dlginl 5 el (35 dannsi i L S8 Sila % ¢, YO 5 (AF) DY) s sl e a
A eV il I3 Ay V) paalaall 5% S e Ll plie gl Guad JA) & sl jee e ps YO
5 OsSstall sty ¢ (ESR) ¢l el aall by S G i de jus (HB ) aall lzad g ¢ ¢l jeall aall LA
Jhze b 5 ALP. 5 ALT cAST Clay 53V iy sy 9 450N (ysaall s 5 J gyt sSI 5 JSI (4 g 50l
Gl Ll o551 @) 5 LS aall Jhae (8 JulS 5 e W i Lg8DlEa) Jalra s Baliadll aluaY)
e ) Adlia) Gy Sl 5 ) ¢ 2SI ¢ SN ¢ Aatldl) ¢ dgardl sasall ¢ Jadall ¢y simaall sad) ¢ Ly il
el e DY) aud Ll Sl Qs 8 Vs S (MY) oSSl o ) bl @ ls) Al @l
prall sbime Y Al 0155V e s (Lebisad dui s A8dall il 5 ansall 055 83k 3) aalll 558 &1 3V saill
(AST) Jeaall Glay3ils (5sSsialls HB «WBCs ) pdll 3)5a o @iy akll cildl 5 5 ki) dglalal)
ASlginal) maalaall ga 4 )l50 JulS g (2 30 i LR Jalaa g 830l abua¥) Jlmas (ALP 5 ALT

Y aud
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