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Abstract: To evaluate the effect of cellulosic polymers (CEL) and curcumin (CUR) on aflatoxin B1
(AFB1) toxic effects on performance, and the biochemical and immunological parameters in broiler
chickens, 150 one-day-old male broiler chicks were randomly allocated into five groups with three
replicates of 10 chickens per pen: Negative Control (feed); AFB1 (feed + 2 ppm AFB1); CUR (feed +
2 ppm AFB1 + Curcumin 0.2%); CEL (feed + 2 ppm AFB1 + 0.3% Cellulosic polymers); and, CEL +
CUR (feed + 2 ppm AFB1 + 0.3% Cellulose polymers + 0.2% Curcumin). Every week, body weight,
body weight gain, feed intake, and feed conversion ratio were calculated. On day 21, liver, spleen,
bursa of Fabricius, and intestine from five broilers per replicate per group were removed to obtain
relative organ weight. Histopathological changes in liver, several biochemical biomarkers, antibody
titers, and muscle and skin pigmentation were also recorded. Dietary addition of 0.3% CEL and 0.2%
CUR separately significantly diminished some of the toxic effects resulting from AFB1 on performance
parameters, relative organs weight, histopathology, immune response, and serum biochemical variables
(P < 0.05); however, the combination of CUR and CEL showed a better-integrated approach for the
management of poultry health problems that are related with the consumption of AFB1, since they have
different mechanisms of action with different positive effects on the responses of broiler chickens.

Keywords: aflatoxin B1; broiler chickens; cellulosic polymers; curcumin; performance

Key Contribution: The dietary addition of 0.3% cellulosic polymers and 0.2% curcumin, separately
or in combination, significantly diminished some of the toxic effects that resulted from AFB1 on
performance parameters, relative organs weight, histopathology, immune response, and serum
biochemical variables.
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1. Introduction

Poultry and mycotoxins have been closely linked for several decades, as they are one of the
most sensitive animal species to the toxic effects of mycotoxins. In the poultry industry, the ingestion
of aflatoxin B1 (AFB1) lead to the impairment of all the essential productive parameters [1,2] and
decreased resistance to common infectious diseases due to the depression of the humoral and cellular
immune responses [3,4], resulting in substantial annual economic losses [5]. Furthermore, there is a
public concern for the possible contamination with toxic residues into poultry products, such as meat
and eggs, resulting in a potential hazard to human health, since the AFB1 residues may pass to these
products at deficient levels [6].

Nowadays, there is no single method to counteract the toxic effects of AFB1, but different strategies
and technologies have been implemented to address the challenges that are related to AFB1 and its
toxic effects [7,8]. Undoubtedly, preventing the contamination of feed and grain with AFB1 is the best
and first attempt; however, since prevention is not always possible, chemical, physical, and biological
methods to decontaminate or detoxify feed and grains have been gaining attention [9–11]. Among
these, the use of adsorbents is the most widely studied method as an alternative to diminish the toxic
effects of AFB1 in animals, due to its economic practicality and its aptness for nutritional insight [12].
Additionally, since AFB1 cause cell damage, free radical production, and lipid peroxidation, the use of
antioxidants acting as superoxide anion scavengers could aid in the overall detoxification process in
the liver, and hence may help in the alleviation of aflatoxicosis [13,14]. In this sense, for practicality
and effectiveness reasons, the most recent dietary approach to prevent aflatoxicosis in poultry is the
combined use of adsorbents and antioxidants [15].

Curcumin (CUR), a polyphenolic curcuminoid, is one of the active natural products that have been
extensively studied. CUR has been shown to possess antioxidant, anti-inflammatory, antimutagenic,
antimicrobial, and anticancer properties [16,17]. Some researchers have demonstrated that CUR can
ameliorate AFB1 toxicity through the increased activity of antioxidant enzymes, neutralizing the free
radicals, and inhibiting AFB1 biotransformation into its 8,9-epoxide [18,19]. However, despite the
demonstrated positive effects of CUR, its beneficial effects remain limited by its low solubility and
poor bioavailability [20,21], which has encouraged researchers to use several strategies to increase both
the solubility and bioavailability of CUR [22,23].

Previous research that was conducted in our laboratory has demonstrated that cellulosic polymers
have great potential to adsorb AFB1 in vitro [24], but in vivo studies are needed to confirm the
effectiveness of these materials. Furthermore, we have focused on the improvement of the solubility
and permeability of CUR through the formation of a stable dispersion with polyvinylpyrrolidone
(PVP) [25], with the results suggesting that the increase in solubility of CUR could be involved in
the improvement of its antimicrobial activity. Hence, the objective of this study was to evaluate
the effectiveness of cellulosic polymers, a stable dispersion of CUR, and the combination of both in
reducing the adverse effects of AFB1 on performance parameters, serum biochemical parameters,
cellular and humoral immunity parameters, and pathological damages of the liver in broiler chickens.

2. Results

The results of the performance parameters of Negative Control (NC), Positive Control (AFB1),
and treated groups with Curcumin (CUR), Cellulosic polymers (CEL), and the combination of both
(CEL+CUR) are summarized in Table 1. Apparent differences in body weight (BW) of the AFB1 group
and the other groups began to be observed from day 14 of the study. At day 21, the body weights of
the three treated groups and NC were significantly higher than AFB1 (P < 0.05). Although feed intake
(FI) during the 21 days of the experiment was statistically similar for all of the groups, there were
differences in body weight gain (BWG) that began in the second week of the study. At the end of
the experiment, the BWG value of AFB1 group was approximately 150 g lower than NC and it was
around 100 g below the rest of the treated groups. Therefore, the same trend was observed in the Feed
Conversion Ratio (FCR), whose values were significantly higher for the AFB1 group as compared
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to the other groups. The detriment in performance parameters that was caused by 2 ppm AFB1 in
the diet, which may be due to the impaired general health and the inhibitory effects of AFB1 on
protein synthesis and lipidic metabolism, was diminished by the addition of the three treatments when
compared to the control groups (Table 1).

Table 1. Evaluation of body weight (BW), body weight gain (BWG), feed intake (FI), and feed
conversion ratio (FCR) in broiler chickens consuming a corn-soybean based diet contaminated with
AFB1 (2 ppm) supplemented with the three treatments 1.

Item NC AFB1 CUR CEL CEL + CUR SEM2 P-Value

BW, g/broiler

day 0 46.48 ± 0.66a 47.77 ± 0.66a 48.12 ± 0.83a 48.46 ± 0.63a 46.71 ± 0.73a 0.3198 0.2181
day 7 135.28 ± 4.37b 132.28 ± 2.79b 138.78 ± 3.79b 154.56 ± 3.96a 132.07 ± 3.33b 1.7493 <0.0001

day 14 326.82 ± 17.18a 286.57 ± 10.30b 318.17 ± 13.33ab 349.09 ± 12.03a 325.24 ± 11.73a 5.9347 0.0165
day 21 651.28 ± 30.67a 500.48 ± 18.30b 590.47 ± 20.67a 615.06 ± 20.74a 604.57 ± 18.99a 10.5226 <0.0001

BWG, g/broiler

day 0–7 88.80 ± 4.02b 84.52 ± 2.74b 90.66 ± 3.42b 106.09 ± 3.90a 85.36 ± 3.28b 1.6593 0.0001
day 7–14 191.54 ± 13.79a 154.28 ± 8.49b 179.40 ± 10.71ab 194.54 ± 9.45a 193.17 ± 9.45a 4.7468 0.0293

day 14–21 324.46 ± 15.81a 213.92 ± 10.01c 272.29 ± 12.27b 265.96 ± 13.59b 279.33 ± 10.09b 6.1797 <0.0001
day 0–21 604.80 ± 30.43a 452.72 ± 18.40b 542.34 ± 20.52a 566.59 ± 20.65a 557.86 ± 19.02a 10.5017 <0.0001

FI, g/broiler

day 0–7 138.60 ± 4.03b 160.17 ± 3.16a 161.17 ± 4.36a 157.35 ± 7.11a 133.40 ± 4.90b 3.6393 0.0054
day 7–14 219.50 ± 8.81a 237.25 ± 13.63a 241.42 ± 3.44a 233.05 ± 6.75a 234.13 ± 8.34a 3.8787 0.5135

day 14–21 392.45 ± 14.54a 378.52 ± 11.89a 383.63 ± 11.36a 360.48 ± 28.15a 391.97 ± 7.95a 6.9276 0.6461
day 0–21 750.55 ± 17.23a 775.93 ± 3.51a 786.22 ± 17.42a 750.88 ± 39.17a 759.50 ± 21.15a 9.4079 0.7466

FCR

day 0–7 1.08 ± 0.06abc 1.21 ± 0.03a 1.17 ± 0.05ab 1.05 ± 0.05bc 1.02 ± 0.01c 0.0250 0.0420
day 7–14 1.20 ± 0.07b 1.39 ± 0.05a 1.28 ± 0.03ab 1.18 ± 0.02b 1.15 ± 0.02b 0.0288 0.0215

day 14–21 1.27 ± 0.07b 1.55 ± 0.05a 1.35 ± 0.03b 1.29 ± 0.01b 1.27 ± 0.02b 0.0326 0.0036
day 0–21 1.38 ± 0.08b 1.72 ± 0.07a 1.47 ± 0.04b 1.41 ± 0.02b 1.38 ± 0.03b 0.0390 0.0037
1 Data are expressed as mean ± SE. 2 Standard error of the means. a–c Superscripts within rows indicate significant
difference (P < 0.05), according Duncan’s multiple range tests; n = 30.

Relative organ weights from birds that were used in the study are presented in Table 2. In the
present study, chickens that received AFB1 showed a significant increase in the relative weight of
their livers, since liver is the most sensitive organ to the effects of this mycotoxin. Interestingly, no
significant differences in the weight of livers from birds given the three treatments as compared to NC
were observed (Table 2). The weight of the intestine significantly increased in the AFB1 group when
compared with the CEL and CEL+CUR groups, but just numerically when compared to the NC and
CUR groups, making the intestine an organ relatively resistant to the toxicity of AFB1. The relative
weight of spleen increased significantly only in birds from the AFB1 group and those that were treated
only with CEL, as compared to the NC and CEL+CUR groups, which did not show a significant
difference between them. The spleen weight of the group that was treated with CUR remained
statistically similar to both control groups, while the CEL+CUR group was the only one that had no
significant difference in comparison with the NC group. Regarding the relative weight of bursa of
Fabricius, only the group treated with CUR remained similar to NC, with these two groups being
significantly different from AFB1. The CEL and CEL+CUR groups showed no difference with any of
the control groups. These observations in these two lymphoid organs are common in birds that were
exposed to AFB1, in which lymphoid cell depletion and degeneration of follicle associated epithelium
could be associated. The Spleen/bursa weight ratio showed the highest values for the AFB1 group,
which was statistically different from the rest of the groups, suggesting that an increase in systemic
inflammation may occur. In fact, unpublished studies that were conducted in our laboratory indicate
that AFB1 affects intestinal permeability and increases liver bacterial translocation. However, it was
remarkable to observe that the spleen/bursa ratio of all the treated groups were significantly lower
than the AFB1 group, and the groups CUR and CEL+CUR reached spleen/bursa ratios statistically
similar to the NC group (Table 2).
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Table 2. Relative weight of liver, spleen, bursa of Fabricius and intestine in broiler chickens consuming
AFB1 (2 ppm) contaminated feed for 21 days supplemented with the three treatments 1.

Relative Weight (g) NC AFB1 CUR CEL CEL + CUR SEM 2 P-Value

Liver 3.245 ± 0.101b 4.200 ± 0.158a 3.558 ± 0.179b 3.418 ± 0.147b 3.282 ± 0.111b 0.0739 <0.0001
Intestine 9.635 ± 0.499ab 10.620 ± 0.362a 9.326 ± 0.529ab 8.813 ± 0.444b 8.873 ± 0.333b 0.2060 0.0330
Spleen 0.119 ± 0.008b 0.159 ± 0.011a 0.136 ± 0.008ab 0.157 ± 0.016a 0.123 ± 0.010b 0.0051 0.0257

Bursa of Fabricius 0.281 ± 0.021a 0.214 ± 0.010b 0.272 ± 0.016a 0.264 ± 0.017ab 0.252 ± 0.023ab 0.0083 0.0924
Spleen/bursa ratio 0.433 ± 0.020c 0.755 ± 0.050a 0.528 ± 0.050bc 0.600 ± 0.040b 0.527 ± 0.047bc 0.022 <0.0001

1 Data are expressed as mean ± SE. 2 Standard error of the means. a–c Superscripts within rows indicate significant
difference (P < 0.05), according Duncan’s multiple range tests; n = 15.

The histological analysis of the liver revealed a degree of hepatic injury that was significantly more
critical in the AFB1 group, as compared to the NC group (Table 3). As shown in Figure 1, extensive
vacuolar degeneration was observed in AFB1 group. Additionally, a change in the disposition and
proliferation of cells in bile ducts near the liver portal space or among the hepatocytes was observed,
with the presence of focal necrosis, as well as inflammatory cell infiltrates (Figure 2). Using any of
the three treatments, since they were able to maintain significantly lower lesion scores than those
in the AFB1 GROUP, diminished Hepatocellular degeneration and lymphoid infiltration. However,
the combination CEL+CUR was the only treatment that reduced heterophilic infiltration to a lesion
score that was statistically similar to the NC group.

Table 3. Hepatocellular degeneration and inflammatory cells infiltration in livers from broiler chickens
consuming AFB1 (2 ppm) contaminated feed during 21 days supplemented with the three treatments 1.

Item NC AFB1 CUR CEL CEL + CUR

Hepatocellular
degeneration 2.50 (2.00; 1.37)a 3.50 (3.00; 1.07)b 2.00 (2.00; 0.40)a 2.00 (2.00; 0.50)a 1.50 (1.00; 1.60)a

Lymphoid infiltration 1.00 (1.00; 0.40)a 3.50 (4.00; 1.37)b 1.50 (1.00; 0.67)a 2.00 (1.50; 0.70)a 2.00 (2.00; 0.27)a

Heterophilic infiltration 0.50 (1.00; 0.30)a 1.50 (1.00; 3.87)b 2.50 (2.50; 1.87)b 3.00 (3.00; 1.80)b 1.00 (1.00; 0.97)ab

1 Data are expressed as median (mode; variance). a,b Superscripts within rows indicate significant difference
(P < 0.05), according Mann-Whitney U test; n = 12.Toxins 2019, 11, x FOR PEER REVIEW 5 of 21 
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Figure 1. Liver histopathology showing the different values of the lesion score used to evaluate
hepatocellular degeneration. (A) Hepatocellular degeneration score of 0.5: liver section from a bird of
NC group showing a scarce number of intracytoplasmic vacuoles. (B) Hepatocellular degeneration
score of 3.0: liver section from a bird of AFB1 group, after 21 days receiving a diet with 2 ppm of
AFB1, showing an increase of the number of intracytoplasmic vacuoles (arrows). Stain: Hematoxylin
and Eosin.
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Figure 2. Inflammatory cell layers (heterophiles) around hepatic perivascular spaces in a liver section
from a bird of AFB1 group, after 21 days receiving a diet with 2 ppm of AFB1. The yellow line indicates
that the counted inflammatory cell layers contained in the radius with the greatest number of cell
layers, when considering the center of the perivascular space as the origin of the radius.

In Table 4, the effects of 2 ppm AFB1 on some serum parameters are presented. When compared to
the AFB1 group, SOD activity was significantly higher in the NC group. The SOD activity of the treated
groups was also higher than the AFB1 group, but lower than the NC group, showing significantly
improved antioxidant status in terms of superoxide dismutase activity. No statistical difference was
observed in serum levels of mucin in any of the groups. For the serum levels of citrulline, there was
no statistical difference between both control groups and the CEL and CEL+CUR groups. Only the
CEL treated group was significantly higher when compared with the AFB1. As markers of intestinal
function and absorption, these indicators did not show any affection in intestinal function. Regarding
CRP levels, there was also no statistical difference between the control groups, but the treated groups
had significantly lower concentration as compared to the AFB1 group, which suggests that there are
less damaged cells when treatments were used, since the main function of this protein is to bind to the
damaged cells and initiate their elimination.

Table 4. Effect of the three treatments on serum levels of superoxide dismutase (SOD), mucin, citrulline
and C-reactive protein (CRP), and the antibody titers against Newcastle disease (ND) and intestinal
IgA levels in broiler chickens consuming a corn-soybean based diet contaminated with AFB1 (2 ppm)
for 21 days 1.

Group SOD (U/mL) Mucin (pg/mL) Citrulline
(nmol/mL) CRP (ng/mL) ND Titer Intestinal IgA

(µg/mL)

NC 13.33 ± 0.15a 104.00 ± 28.25a 22.30 ± 3.54ab 25.10 ± 1.35ab 1327.4 ± 99.70a 42.47 ± 7.46a

AFB1 9.83 ± 0.81c 68.67 ±14.24a 13.90 ± 1.97b 30.18 ± 4.11a 846.5 ± 29.03b 25.47 ± 2.38b

CUR 11.32 ± 0.49bc 62.67 ± 7.06a 21.40 ± 3.19ab 21.86 ± 2.31b 1258.8 ± 112.72a 36.39 ± 2.84ab

CEL 11.50 ± 0.67b 92.00 ± 15.90a 26.27 ± 3.77a 22.51 ± 1.87b 1467.2 ± 126.66a 39.62 ± 5.28ab

CEL + CUR 11.45 ± 0.13b 73.67 ± 16.90a 17.72 ± 2.89ab 20.88 ± 2.13b 1313.9 ± 165.06a 41.43 ± 4.72a

SEM2 0.2753 7.9510 1.5035 1.1861 57.8831 2.2718
P-value 0.0010 0.4522 0.0793 0.0871 0.0063 0.1129

1 Each value represents the mean ± standard error. 2 Standard error of the means. a–c Mean values in the same
column that do not share a common letter differ significantly (P < 0.05), according Duncan’s multiple range tests;
n = 12.

For immunological parameters, the antibody titer against Newcastle disease and intestinal IgA
levels were measured. In both cases, the AFB1 group showed significantly lower levels with respect to
the NC group. The three treated groups were found to have antibody titers that are statistically similar
to the NC group, while the intestinal IgA levels showed statistical similarity only between NC group
and the group that was treated with the combination CEL+CUR. For CUR and CEL groups, intestinal
IgA levels were only numerically higher than AFB1 group. These results suggest that including these
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treatments in the diet of broilers preserve both the systemic and local humoral immune response,
since intestinal IgA level, which plays an important role in humoral immune responses of intestinal
mucosa, and antibody titers against Newcastle disease were similar to that of the control group without
aflatoxin. This effect was also observed for the cellular immune response, as determined by the CBH
response that was increased with the use of the treatments evaluated, especially with the combination
CEL+CUR (Table 5). Results from the AFB1 group confirmed the suppressive effect of AFB1 on the
immune system, since there was a significant decrease in CBH response at both, 12 and 124 h, after the
PHA-M injection as compared to the NC group, evidencing again that both cellular and humoral
immunity may be adversely affected after feeding with AFB1 to poultry. At 12 h after the injection,
the CUR treated group was not different from the AFB1 group, while the CEL and CEL+CUR groups
were only numerically higher. At 48 h postinjection, the three treatments were numerically higher than
AFB1, but only the group that was treated with the combination CEL+CUR was significantly different
from the AFB1 group.

Table 5. Cutaneous basophil hypersensitivity (CBH) response induced by PHA-M in broiler chickens
consuming a corn-soybean based diet contaminated with AFB1 (2 ppm) supplemented with the three
treatments 1.

Group 12 h (mm) 24 h (mm)

NC 0.692 ± 0.052a 0.788 ± 0.072a

AFB1 0.486 ± 0.041b 0.577 ± 0.057b

CUR 0.481 ± 0.060b 0.702 ± 0.043ab

CEL 0.555 ± 0.040ab 0.719 ± 0.036ab

CEL + CUR 0.617 ± 0.047ab 0.741 ± 0.050a

SEM2 0.023 0.025
P-value 0.0151 0.0798

1 Each value represents the mean ± standard error. 2 Standard error of the means. a,b Mean values in the same
column that do not share a common letter differ significantly (P < 0.05), according Duncan’s multiple range tests;
n = 12.

The effects of the evaluated treatments against 2 ppm AFB1 on serum biochemical variables
are shown in Table 6. Feeding AFB1 caused significant changes in almost all the serum biochemical
parameters between both control groups, except for AST and BUN. For ALP, there was no significant
difference either, although there is a relatively clear numeric difference of more than 60 U/L between
the control groups and lower levels for CUR and CEL treated groups as compared to the AFB1 group.
A significant decrease in the serum levels of albumin, total proteins, cholesterol, triglycerides, glucose,
creatinine, inorganic phosphorus, magnesium, and iron was observed in the AFB1 group in comparison
with NC. CUR and CEL treated groups, as well the group that treated with the combination CEL+CUR,
helped in diminishing the adverse effects of AFB1 maintaining higher serum concentrations of albumin,
total proteins, cholesterol, glucose, inorganic phosphorous, and iron, in comparison to the AFB1 group.

Nevertheless, none of these treatments achieved the maintenance of similar serum values of
triglycerides, creatinine, or magnesium to those values of the NC group, since they were somewhat
statistically similar to AFB1 group. According to the results, an increase in the serum levels of ALT,
GGT, and uric acid was observed in the AFB1 group in comparison with the NC group. The results also
suggest a positive effect of the three treatments on these parameters, since the increase in the activity
of both enzymes and uric acid levels were controlled with at least one of the treatments. For ALT and
uric acid, all of the treated groups remained statistically like the NC group. For GGT, the group that
was treated with CUR was the only group that remained statistically similar to NC group, whereas the
CEL+CUR group resulted in only being numerically lower than the AFB1 group and the CEL group
did not change when compared to the AFB1 group. The increased or reduced serum levels of these
biochemical parameters are indicative of the toxic effect of AFB1 on hepatic, and maybe, renal tissues,
or the result of a damaged metabolism, owing to disturbances in the mobilization, regulation, and use
of these biomolecules and metabolites.
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Table 6. Effect of the three treatments on serum biochemical parameters in broiler chickens consuming
a corn-soybean based diet contaminated with AFB1 (2 ppm) for 21 days 1.

Item NC AFB1 CUR CEL CEL + CUR SEM2 P-Value

Albumin (g/dL) 1.12 ± 0.03a 0.63 ± 0.07c 0.82 ± 0.07b 0.71 ± 0.07bc 1.00 ± 0.03a 0.0360 <0.0001
Total proteins (g/dL) 2.09 ± 0.06a 1.61 ± 0.18b 2.27 ± 0.18a 1.96 ± 0.11ab 2.34 ± 0.10a 0.0694 0.0040

ALP 3 (U/L) 278.10 ± 19.96ab 344.50 ± 28.76a 247.40 ± 27.30b 242.40 ± 34.21b 299.90 ± 25.14ab 12.9300 0.0712
ALT 4 (U/L) 1.78 ± 0.22b 3.49 ± 0.59a 1.16 ± 0.24b 1.24 ± 0.24b 0.96 ± 0.23b 0.1952 <0.0001
AST 5 (U/L) 201.43 ± 7.48ab 200.39 ± 14.45ab 175.02 ± 7.49b 194.66 ± 10.17ab 207.43 ± 6.92a 4.4586 0.1797
GGT 6 (U/L) 12.70 ± 0.68b 15.30 ± 0.76a 13.10 ± 0.62b 15.20 ± 0.76a 13.90 ± 0.57ab 0.3295 0.0272

BUN 7 (mg/dL) 2.89 ± 0.07a 2.54 ± 0.19ab 2.54 ± 0.14ab 2.69 ± 0.20ab 2.29 ± 0.15b 0.0732 0.1170
Cholesterol (mg/dL) 115.20 ± 4.95a 66.70 ± 8.41c 104.50 ± 8.95ab 91.30 ± 11.09b 126.20 ± 3.58a 4.4809 <0.0001

Triglycerides (mg/dL) 135.10 ± 11.91a 69.50 ± 6.44b 70.50 ± 6.98b 80.90 ± 10.11b 96.20 ± 6.97b 5.1114 <0.0001
Glucose (mg/dL) 422.00 ± 18.09a 287.50 ± 12.60d 331.10 ± 9.69bc 297.20 ± 12.29cd 353.40 ± 12.69b 8.9404 <0.0001

Creatinine (mg/dL) 0.28 ± 0.01a 0.20 ± 0.00b 0.20 ± 0.01b 0.18 ± 0.02b 0.18 ± 0.02b 0.0090 0.0006
Uric acid (mg/dL) 11.56 ± 0.72b 13.61 ± 0.89a 9.66 ± 0.32b 11.29 ± 0.71b 11.12 ± 0.49b 0.3350 0.0032

P 8 (mg/dL) 9.04 ± 0.29a 7.36 ± 0.41b 7.88 ± 0.41ab 8.59 ± 0.51a 8.48 ± 0.30ab 0.1883 0.0381
Mg 9 (mEq/L) 3.75 ± 0.15a 2.72 ± 0.10b 2.57 ± 0.12b 2.99 ± 0.21b 2.98 ± 0.21b 0.0913 <0.0001
Fe 10 (µg/dL) 130.30 ± 5.21a 95.40 ± 8.94b 116.70 ± 5.95ab 110.70 ± 4.22ab 120.80 ± 10.09a 3.5183 0.0212

1 Data are expressed as mean ± SE. 2 Standard error of the means. 3 ALP: alkaline phosphatase; 4 ALT: alanine
aminotransferase; 5 AST: aspartate aminotransferase; 6 GGT: gamma glutamyltransferase; 7 BUN: blood urea
nitrogen; 8 P: phosphorus; 9 Mg: magnesium; 10 Fe: iron. a–d Superscripts within rows indicate significant difference
(P < 0.05), according Duncan’s multiple range tests; n = 10.

Finally, the effect of the CUR inclusion as part of the diet on the skin of the thigh muscle and
footpad color profiles is shown in Table 7. Dietary supplementation with CUR and CEL+CUR produced
a significantly increased mean yellowness (b*) value in both, the skin of thigh muscle and footpad,
of broilers (P < 0.05), in comparison with the rest of the groups that did not receive CUR as part of the
diet, suggesting that there may be a greater absorption of CUR due to the improvement of its solubility,
resulting in a better intestinal absorption, and therefore, a higher level of yellowness. The b* values
in the footpad were higher than those in the skin of thigh muscle. In the thigh muscle, there were
significant differences in lightness (L*) and redness (a*) among some of the groups. On the other hand,
there was no significant difference in L* or a* from footpad amongst any of the study groups.

Table 7. Effect of dietary supplementation with the three treatments on skin of thigh muscle and
footpad color of broiler chickens consuming a corn-soybean based diet contaminated with AFB1
(2 ppm) 1.

Item NC AFB1 CUR CEL CEL + CUR SEM2 P-Value

Thigh muscle

L* 71.14 ± 0.47ab 72.27 ± 0.50a 70.55 ± 0.28bc 70.98 ± 0.38b 69.71 ± 0.38c 0.2118 0.0015
a* 3.36 ± 0.43a 2.15 ± 0.29b 1.89 ± 0.29b 1.88 ± 0.31b 1.79 ± 0.17b 0.1460 0.0011
b* 2.75 ± 0.56c 4.89 ± 0.41b 7.83 ± 0.57a 6.13 ± 0.29b 7.54 ± 0.29a 0.3270 <0.0001

Footpad

L* 70.89 ± 0.76a 70.94 ± 0.53a 71.65 ± 0.97a 70.66 ± 0.58a 70.66 ± 0.32a 0.2978 0.5395
a* 2.36 ± 0.26a 2.03 ± 0.32a 1.92 ± 0.11a 2.56 ± 0.44a 1.82 ± 0.31a 0.1376 0.4001
b* 13.08 ± 0.59b 13.65 ± 0.34b 19.12 ± 0.96a 14.66 ± 0.55b 17.25 ± 1.36a 0.4875 <0.0001

1 Each value represents the mean ± standard error. 2 Standard error of the means. a–c Mean values in the same
row that do not share a common letter differ significantly (P < 0.05), according Duncan’s multiple range tests.
L* = lightness; a* = redness; b* = yellowness; n = 12.

3. Discussion

One of the most economic impacts of AFB1 in poultry is the decrease of performance parameters.
The results of this study are in agreement with those that were reported previously [26,27]. In the
present study, the administration of 2 ppm AFB1 in poultry diets significantly decreased BW and
BWG and increased FCR at the end of the 21-day feeding period, which must be related to alterations
in protein and energy utilization, probably as a consequence of a deterioration of the digestive and
metabolic efficiency of the birds [28,29]. The addition of CUR (0.2%) or CEL (0.3%) to the diet containing
AFB1 significantly alleviated its adverse effects on these performance parameters, since these treated
groups had no difference with the NC group, indicating that CUR and CEL did not negatively affect
its nutritional integrity. Nevertheless, the combined inclusion of CUR (0.2%) and CEL (0.3%) to the
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diet did not result in a further amelioration of the toxic effects of AFB1 when compared with groups
that were treated with CUR or CEL alone. Although it has been shown that CUR supplementation
improves BW, BWG, and only shows better FCR results at high doses (0.5, 1.0, and 1.5%) [30–32],
our results confirm the same effects, even with a much lower dose of CUR (0.2%), which could be the
result of the improvement of its solubility and bioavailability through the use of a stable dispersion
with PVP.

The results show that contamination with 2 ppm of AFB1 in feed caused a significant increase
in the relative weight of liver and spleen, and a decrease in the relative weight of bursa of Fabricius,
while no significant difference was observed in relative intestine weight. These results are consistent
with findings of several studies [33,34], in which the increase in the relative weight of liver is
attributed to lipid deposition, producing characteristic enlarged, friable, and fatty liver [35]. Moreover,
the results of the relative weight of the liver are supported by the histopathological findings, which are
also in agreement with previous studies [36,37]. Hepatocellular degeneration lesions that were
recorded in the liver of AFB1 birds were the result of vacuolar degeneration and severe fat deposition
(Figure 1), which could be due to impaired lipid transport rather than increased lipid biosynthesis [38].
In this group, we also observed severe inflammatory cell infiltrates mainly that were composed of
lymphocytes and heterophils as a mechanism to respond to degenerate vacuolated hepatocytes [39].
In this study, the results of the relative weight of liver and histopathological findings that were
obtained from the treated groups are close to the NC group, showing that the addition of CEL and CUR
(0.2% and 0.3%, respectively) to the diets could be an option to decrease the detrimental effects of AFB1,
either alone or in combination, mainly through the adsorption properties that CEL has shown [24],
but also through the hepatoprotection properties of CUR [40].

On the other hand, a decrease in the relative weight of bursa of Fabricius may be caused by necrosis
or cell depletion of this lymphoid organ, since it has been shown that bursal follicles are reduced
in size during aflatoxicosis as a result of the depletion of both cortical and medullary lymphocytes,
as well as a cell cycle arrest in the bursal cells of broilers [41], which might also explain the increase
in the relative weight of spleen as a compensatory mechanism to the damage that is caused in the
bursa of Fabricius [42]. This effect was confirmed with the spleen/bursa ratio, whose values are
indicative of the development and growth on these lymphoid organs. The higher spleen/bursa ratio
in the AFB1 group may indicate atrophy of the bursa and the increased migration of the lymphocyte
subpopulations to the spleen and their proliferation [43,44], and then it can be used as a field indicator
of the immune status. The addition of CUR and CEL in combination appeared to be effective in
reducing the relative spleen weight, while CUR was the only treatment that maintained the weight
of the Bursa de Fabricius as statistically similar to the NC group, evidencing its immunomodulatory
effect by reducing the severity of lesions in this organ. Interestingly, both CUR and CEL, alone or in
combination, showed values of the spleen/bursa ratio that were similar to the NC group, signifying
that these treatments could help in decreasing the toxic effects of AFB1 on the bursa of Fabricius.
There was no difference between the relative weights of the intestine in the control groups, suggesting
that it is a dynamic organ that can adapt to a chronic AFB1 exposure, as has been demonstrated [45].
This finding confirms the results of serum mucin and citrulline, two biomarkers of the intestinal barrier
health [46,47], which were not significantly modified in the control or treated groups (Table 4).

SOD serum activity was determined to investigate the effect of the treatments against the oxidative
stress that was induced by AFB1, since this enzyme is a fundamental part of the antioxidant system.
In Table 4, our data show that SOD activity was markedly decreased in the AFB1 group when
compared with that of the NC group, suggesting that broiler chicks that were treated with 2 ppm AFB1
may face a down-regulation of SOD gene expression, which is consistent with previous studies [48].
When compared with the AFB1 group, the SOD activity was higher in chicks that were fed the diet
supplemented with the three treatments, although they could not reach SOD levels that were similar
to those of the NC group, these data suggest that both CUR or CEL alone, but more efficiently their
combination, counteract the oxidative damage that is caused by AFB1 through the adsorption of
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this mycotoxin by CEL and the anti-oxidant capacity of CUR to reduce lipid peroxidation and cell
membrane damage [49].

The results of this study regarding the humoral and mucosal immunity agree with previous
studies and confirm the immunosuppressive effect of AFB1 in broiler chickens [3,27]. AFB1 chickens
showed the lowest antibody response to the ND vaccine and the total intestinal IgA concentration.
This effect could be due to the capacity of AFB1 to inhibit RNA polymerase, resulting in a decrease in
protein synthesis in general, but particularly immunoglobulins; or, to increased lysosomal digestion of
immunoglobulins, with severe depletion and degeneration of lymphocytes in the bursal follicles and
impairment of cytokines formation by lymphocytes [50,51]. CUR (0.2%), CEL (0.3%), and combination
of both treatments were able to ameliorate the immunosuppressive effects of AFB1 with respect to the
antibody titer against ND; nevertheless, the CEL+CUR combination (0.5%) was the only treatment that
could maintain an intestinal IgA level that is comparable to the level of the NC group.

Likewise, it was clear from the results of the CBH test that feeding the birds with 2 ppm AFB1 implies
a significant decrease in cellular immunity. The PHA skin test is used to evaluate cellular immunity,
since PHA is a potent stimulant that activates immune cells infiltrating tissue from peripheral blood,
causing local temporary inflammation at the injection site [52]. In the present study, AFB1 chickens
also showed the lowest response to CBH at both, 12 and 24 h, after PHA injection. Interestingly,
at 12 h after injection, no treatment was significantly different from the AFB1 group. However,
by 24 h only, the CEL+CUR group had a CBH response that was statistically similar to that of
the NC group, which indicates that neither CUR nor CEL alone could improve cellular immune
function well, but a combination of both achieved an improvement in this response. These findings
suggest that the immunomodulatory effects of CUR are mainly related to an improvement in humoral
immune response, exerting either null or beneficial effects in cellular immune functions, due to its
anti-inflammatory activity, whereby lymphocyte proliferation is inhibited and T cell-mediated immune
functions are suppressed [53,54]. However, a combination of CUR with the adsorptive properties of
CEL might also assist to ameliorate the AFB1 adverse effects in cellular immune response.

Regarding biochemical serum parameters, the results of total proteins and albumin were significantly
diminished in the AFB1 group with respect to the NC group, which is an indicator of hepatic injury [55].
Since the liver mainly synthesizes serum proteins, including albumin, it is expected that hepatic injury
that is caused by AFB1 consumption results in compromised protein synthesis. There are three probable
mechanisms by which AFB1 might cause a decrease in the serum protein levels, which are related to the
formation of adducts. AFB1 can form DNA or RNA-adducts that disturb transcription and translation
in gene expression, and it can also form lysine adducts, resulting in proteins degradation or excretion,
or by impairing messenger RNA synthesis by the selective inhibition of RNA polymerase II [56,57].
Even though CUR and CEL alone could ameliorate AFB1 toxic effects on serum levels of total proteins
and albumin, it was the combination CEL+CUR that showed results that were statistically similar to the
NC group. Changes in the serum enzyme activities of poultry resulting from hepatocellular injury that
are caused by AFB1 have been previously reported [58]. Herein, chickens from AFB1 group receiving
2 ppm AFB1 showed a significant increase in serum activity of ALT and GGT enzymes, and although
it was only numerical, there was also a clear rise in ALP activity. This increase in the levels of serum
enzymes might be interpreted as a consequence of hepatocyte degeneration and subsequent leakage of
enzymes into the bloodstream, as well as biliary cholestasis and the hyperplasia of bile ducts [55,56].

On the other hand, no significant changes were found in AST activity when birds where fed 2 ppm
AFB1, which could be expected to occur, since AST is not exclusively a hepatic enzyme in domestic
species, but it is also present in the cytoplasm and mitochondria of tissues, such as skeletal and cardiac
muscles of all [59]. The serum enzyme activities of ALP and ALT were diminished by any of the
evaluated treatments, either CUR or CEL alone, or the combination of both. Nevertheless, to reach
a serum activity of GGT that was similar to the NC group, only CUR alone or in combination with
CEL (CEL+CUR) worked, which once again shows the hepatoprotective activity of CUR, and the good
adsorption properties of CEL against AFB1. The results show no significant difference in the BUN levels
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between AFB1 and NC groups when broilers were fed with 2 ppm AFB1, while there was a significant
decrease in cholesterol, triglycerides, glucose, and creatinine serum levels, as well as an increase of uric
acid. AFB1 has been reported to cause alterations in lipid metabolism, decreasing serum cholesterol
and triglyceride levels, and our results coincide with those that have been previously reported [60,61].
A significant decrease in cholesterol and triglyceride serum levels might be attributed to the inhibition
of cholesterol and fatty acid biosynthesis, concomitant with an inhibition of mobilization and transport
of these lipids to peripheral tissue, resulting in an accumulation of these lipids in the liver [62,63],
as described above. More recent studies have shown that AFB1 can downregulate the liver peroxisome
proliferator activated receptor α (PPARα), a nuclear receptor protein that is a major regulator of lipid
and glucose homeostasis, leading to an increase of the expression and activity of a lipolysis enzyme,
lipoprotein lipase, and therefore promotes the clearance of triglyceride-rich lipoproteins, as well as
circulating triglyceride levels [64]. Changes that were observed in cholesterol and triglyceride serum
levels and the fatty liver observed in this study corroborate the deleterious effect of AFB1 in the lipid
metabolism of broilers. Interestingly, neither CUR nor CEL alone could completely counteract these
effects, even though numerically higher levels of these lipids were found in groups that were treated in
comparison with the AFB1 group. Only the group that was treated with the combination of CEL+CUR
reached cholesterol levels statistically similar to NC group, while none of the three treatments achieved
triglyceride levels that were similar to those of the NC group. Both glucose and creatinine serum levels
were decreased in AFB1 group when compared with the NC group, which is coincident with what has
been previously reported when the birds were fed with AFB1 [64,65]. Decreased serum glucose might
be a consequence of the reduced activity of enzymes that are involved in glucose metabolism, joined in
the downregulation of PPARα by AFB1 [64,66]. On the other hand, low serum creatinine level results
from the lower muscle mass gain, which is associated with severe hepatic injury during aflatoxicosis,
since creatinine is a metabolite that results from the degradation of muscle phosphocreatine, so its
level increases when muscle activity rates rise [64,67].

No treatment was able to maintain glucose serum levels that are similar to the NC group, there was
an improvement with CUR and CEL alone, but the greatest increase in glucose serum levels was
observed with the combination CEL+CUR. Nevertheless, the inclusion of these treatments was not
enough to improve serum creatinine levels. An increase in the serum uric acid level in chicks from AFB1
group was observed with respect to those of the NC group, which might be an indication of impaired
renal excretory function due to the toxic effect of AFB1 on the renal tissue [68,69]. Although no changes
in creatinine serum levels were observed during 21 days of study, these would probably be increased
in later days, since it has been reported that most pronounced changes in creatinine serum levels
happen after 42 days of AFB1 exposure [70]. The results suggest that CUR and CEL supplementation
counteracted the increase in serum uric acid levels, either individually or in combination. Serum
mineral levels, such as P, Mg, and Fe, were significantly reduced after the birds consumed 2 ppm
of AFB1, which is coincident with previous reports [61,71]. Lower levels of P and Mg may be due
to the alteration of their metabolism, since AFB1 directly alters the renal, intestine, and parathyroid
regulation of these minerals [72,73]. Moreover, it has also been reported that AFB1 produces changes
in the serum Fe level, which is probably related to inflammation of the liver and perturbed proteins
metabolism [74]. Nevertheless, the exact causes of the alteration in the mineral metabolism that is
caused by AFB1 in broiler chickens have not been established and they cannot be elucidated from
the results of this study. No treatment was completely capable of reversing the decreased serum
mineral levels in the birds; however, both CUR and CEL alone or in combination were able to
numerically improve the serum levels of P and Fe, while none of these helped to regulate the levels of
Mg. According with the results of this study, improvement in most of the biochemical parameters of
broilers that were fed with 2 ppm AFB1 corroborated the intrinsic capacity of CUR and CEL to maintain
biochemical homeostasis [68,75–77], as well as their protective effects against AFB1, which might be
due to the hepatoprotective and antioxidant activity of CUR and the adsorption ability of CEL in the
digestive tract.
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Lastly, the effect of supplementation with CUR on skin pigmentation was evaluated and then
compared with NC group, since it has been previously reported that CUR has, in addition to the
beneficial effects to counteract the toxicity of AFB1, positive effects on skin pigmentation of broiler
chickens, which is an essential quality of poultry meat for consumers in many countries [78]. In the
present study, we did not have much interest in skin redness, since it is not a good parameter when the
birds are alive because the redness from blood vessels interferes with the reading. Moreover, the yellow
pigments of CUR might have masked redness from the blood vessels and muscle, which is maybe
the reason that NC group had the highest skin a* values [79]. Nonetheless, the results of this study
showed that groups, including CUR in the diet as part of the treatment against toxic effects of AFB1,
resulted in better skin pigmentation than those that did not receive it, producing a yellow color in the
skin of thigh muscle and footpad of birds from these groups. Yellow color resulted to be higher in the
skin of the footpad than the thigh muscle. This result may provide extra benefit to the use of CUR to
achieve the aflatoxicosis control in poultry and increasing the skin color acceptance by the consumer.

The use of adsorbent materials against AFB1 is a field that has been explored in the last few decades;
although most of these studies have been focused on inorganic materials, new organic adsorbents,
or biopolymers, and synthetic polymers are being studied and recently tested [80]. Our laboratory has
already demonstrated the adsorption efficiency of cellulosic polymers in vitro, with results suggesting
that they have high adsorption capability for binding AFB1 [24]. The results of the in vivo study
reported herein confirm the efficacy of cellulosic polymers to adsorb AFB1, and therefore to prevent
its toxic effects in broiler chicks. Studies have shown that the main forces that are responsible for
CEL adsorption capacity is a combination of electrostatic attractions and hydrogen bonding [81,82].
Since AFB1 is a very polar molecule, it is possible that electrostatic interactions between this mycotoxin
and CEL are responsible for the formation of a mycotoxin monolayer on its surface, and therefore it is
effective in preventing the deleterious effects of AFB1.

Moreover, an increased cellular immune response was observed with the addition of CEL into
the diet, which coincides with previous reports of CEL immunomodulatory activity. This may result
from the changes in gene expression of several molecules upon stimulation with CEL; molecules,
such as nuclear factor kappa B (NF-κB), are activated via signaling pathways when CEL bind Toll-like
and c-type lectin receptors, besides several genes within these pathways, are downregulated in their
expression, which modulates cytokine profiles and immune status [83,84]. Additionally, as discussed
above, CUR has been shown to be an effective natural chemoprotector against the toxic effects of AFB1
through three primary mechanisms, its antioxidant effects, immunomodulatory actions, and inhibitory
activities against cytochrome P450 isoenzymes, without forgetting its significant hepatoprotective
properties [40,85], which, due to the increase in its bioavailability, and thus, its efficiency and
functionality were potentialized.

4. Conclusions

Data that were obtained from this study showed that feed broilers with 2 ppm of AFB1 caused
severe toxic effects on productive, biochemical, and immunological parameters, as well as severe
hepatic damage, which was evident from the results of performance parameters, relative organs
weights, histopathology findings, immune response, and serum biochemical variables. Even though
there are many methods to counteract the toxic effects that are caused by contamination with AFB1,
there are not perfect strategies to eliminate this problem. Hence, new research must be done combining
effective strategies to overcome the limitations that each technique has, leading to better prevention or
even the elimination of aflatoxicosis problems in the poultry industry, improving food security, public
health problems, and economic benefits. In this study, the dietary addition of 0.3% CEL and 0.2% CUR
separately significantly diminished some of the toxic effects that resulted from AFB1. In the present
study, the combination of CUR and CEL showed a better-integrated approach for the management
of poultry health problems that are related with the consumption of AFB1, since they have different
mechanisms of action with different positive effects on responses in broiler chickens.
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5. Materials and Methods

5.1. Animal Source, Diets, and Experimental Design

One hundred fifty one-day-old male broiler chicks (Cobb-Vantress, Arkansas, USA) were raised
in floor pens for 21 days. The chicks were neck-tagged, individually weighted, and randomly allocated
to one of five groups: Negative Control (feed); AFB1 (feed + 2 ppm AFB1); CUR (feed + 2 ppm
AFB1 + Curcumin 0.2%); CEL (feed + 2 ppm AFB1 + 0.3% Cellulosic polymers); and, CEL + CUR
(feed + 2 ppm AFB1 + 0.3% Cellulose polymers + 0.2% Curcumin), each group had three replicates
of 10 chickens (n = 30/group). Non-medicated mash corn-soybean-based broiler starter diet was
formulated to approximate the nutritional requirements of broiler chickens, as recommended by
the National Research Council [86] and then adjusted to breeder’s recommendations [87] (Table 8).
AFB1 was added to the diets and mixed thoroughly to reach the specified concentration. Once prepared,
each treatment was added to the experimental diet and then mixed thoroughly to the specified
concentration. Birds had ad libitum access to water and feed. This study was carried out in accordance
with the recommendations of Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee (IACUC) at the University
of Arkansas, Fayetteville. The protocol #15006 was approved by the IACUC at the University of
Arkansas, Fayetteville on 28 May 2015 for this study.

Table 8. Ingredient composition and nutrient content of a basal starter diet used for the study.

Item Corn Soybean-Based Diet

Ingredients (g/kg)

Corn 574.5
Soybean meal 346.6

Poultry oil 34.5
Dicalcium phosphate 18.6

Calcium carbonate 9.9
Salt 3.8

DL-Methionine 3.3
L-Lysine HCl 3.1

Threonine 1.2
Choline chloride 60% 2.0

Vitamin premix1 1.0
Mineral premix2 1.0

Antioxidant3 0.5

Calculated analysis

Metabolizable energy (MJ/kg) 12.7
Crude protein (g/kg) 221.5

1 Vitamin premix supplied per kg of diet: retinol, 6 mg; cholecalciferol, 150 µg; dl-α-tocopherol, 67.5 mg; menadione,
9 mg; thiamine, 3 mg; riboflavin, 12 mg; pantothenic acid, 18 mg; niacin, 60 mg; pyridoxine, 5 mg; folic acid, 2 mg;
biotin, 0.3 mg; cyanocobalamin, 0.4 mg. 2 Mineral premix supplied per kg of diet: Mn, 120 mg; Zn, 100 mg; Fe,
120 mg; Cu, 10–15 mg; I, 0.7 mg; Se, 0.2 mg; and Co, 0.2 mg. 3 Ethoxyquin.

5.2. Aflatoxin Production

AFB1 was provided by Dr. George E. Rottinghaus, Veterinary Medical Diagnostic Laboratory,
University of Missouri, Columbia, MO 65211. AFB1 was produced through the fermentation of
rice, according to the methodology that was previously described [88], using Aspergillus parasiticus
NRRL (Northern Regional Research Laboratory) 2999 from Agriculture Research Service (ARS) culture
collection, United States Department of Agriculture, and the aflatoxin content was measured by
spectrophotometric analysis. The aflatoxin within the rice powder consisted of 74.62% AFB1, 22.38%
AFG1, 2.48% AFB2, and 0.49% AFG2, based on total aflatoxin in the rice powder. Diets containing
AFB1 were analyzed and the presence of parent AF was confirmed by the high-performance liquid
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chromatography with fluorescence detection (HPLC-FLD) method by using a Romer Derivatization
Unit (Romer Labs Inc., Washington, MO, USA).

5.3. Preparation of Treatments

The CUR treatment was a stable dispersion that was prepared by dissolving CUR in a solution
containing PVP in a 1:9 ratio, followed by the solvent evaporation at 40 ◦C for 48 h, and subsequently
sieving. For CEL treatment, Microcrystalline Cellulose (MCC, Avicel™, FMC, Philadelphia, PA, USA),
and Sodium Carboxymethylcellulose (CMC, Aqualon™, Ashland, Columbus, OH, USA) were
combined in a 1:9 ratio, and then they were granulated, dried, and sieved. The last treatment was a
mixture of the CUR and CEL treatments. In all of the treatments, the particle size was homogenized
using a No. 25 mesh sieve to obtain particles with an average size of 700 µm.

5.4. Performance Parameters

Replicates in the experiment were used as experimental units for growth performance parameters.
The birds were individually weighed on a weekly basis and the feed intake per pen was recorded at
weekly intervals for 21 days. Body weight (BW), body weight gain (BWG), feed intake (FI), and feed
conversion ratio (FCR) were calculated every week.

5.5. Relative Organs Weight

On day 21, all of the birds were humanely euthanized by CO2 inhalation. Liver, spleen, bursa
of Fabricius, and intestine from 15 birds (five broilers from each replicate) per group were removed,
cleaned of adherent tissues, rinsed with 0.9% saline solution, and then preserved at 4 ◦C until being
weighed. The weight of these organs was measured and expressed as relative organ weights: Relative
weight = (Organ weight)/(Final body weight) × 100. Spleen/bursa weight ratio was also calculated.

5.6. Evaluation of Aflatoxin B1 on Histological Lesions in Liver Tissue

Hepatocellular degeneration, lymphoid, and heterophilic infiltration were evaluated in the liver
of the experimental birds. For this, livers from 12 birds from each treatment group (four chickens
from each replicate) were removed on day 21. Livers were cleaned of adherent tissues, rinsed
with 0.9% saline solution, and then fixed in 10% neutralized buffered formaldehyde. Once fixed,
a transversal section of the middle part of the left liver lobule was processed routinely, dehydrated in
increasing alcohol concentrations, and embedded in paraffin. Tissue samples were sectioned at five µm
thicknesses, stained with hematoxylin and eosin, and mounted with coverslips for histological analysis.
Hepatocellular degeneration was scored, as follows. Score: 0 = absence of cellular swelling; 0.5 =
vacuolar degeneration and/or mild fat deposition; 1 = vacuolar degeneration and/or mild to moderate
fat deposition; 2 = vacuolar degeneration and/or moderate fat deposition; 3 = vacuolar degeneration
and/or moderate to severe fat deposition; and, 4 = vacuolar degeneration and/or severe fat deposition.
The score was obtained by evaluating five fields with a magnification of 20x per tissue cut. The lesion
score was obtained when it covered 50% or more of the cut. The median, mode, and variance of the
30 scores were calculated (five fields for twelve tissue cuts).

The quantification of inflammatory cells (both lymphocytes and heterophils) was obtained using
an adapted methodology that was previously described [89]. In a general field from the upper left
end of the tissue cut, with the 5× objective, an area of 3.4 mm2 was evaluated. The total number of
perivascular areas and clusters of inflammatory cells of each tissue cut were counted. Those fields with
less than four perivascular areas or inflammatory cell clusters were excluded. To quantify the number
of layers in the perivascular area, the largest radius containing a significant number of perivascular
layers next to the center of the polygon in the vein was used. In lymphoid clusters, inflammatory
cells were quantified by counting the number of cell layers when considering a radius resulting from
the largest diameter of the cluster. The number of clusters multiplied the number of layers, and the
average was then obtained. The lesion score was assigned by counting the number of cell layers, from
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the center of the cell cluster or the space of the perivascular area, towards the perimeter of the cluster
where the greatest number of cell layers were present. The lesion score was used, as follows. Score: 0 =
0 cell layers per cell cluster (absence of inflammatory infiltrate); 0.5 = 1–11 cell layers per cell cluster
(mild inflammatory infiltrate); 1 = 12–24 cell layers per cell cluster (mild to moderate inflammatory
infiltrate); 2 = 25–50 cell layers per cell cluster (moderate inflammatory infiltrate); 3 = 51–100 cell layers
per cell cluster (moderate to severe inflammatory infiltrate); and, 4 = more than 100 cell layers per cell
cluster (severe inflammatory infiltrate). The median, mode, and variance of the total of the 30 scores
were calculated (five fields for twelve tissue cuts).

5.7. Serum Biochemical Analysis

Following the euthanize of birds on day 21, 12 birds from each treatment were randomly selected
(four broilers from each replicate) and bled from the femoral vein before necropsy. Blood was centrifuged
at 2500 rpm at 4 ◦C for 15 min; serum was separated and preserved at −20 ◦C until submitted for
biochemical analysis. Serum concentrations of albumin, total protein, alkaline phosphatase (ALP),
alanine aminotransferase (ALT), aspartate aminotransferase (AST), gamma-glutamyltransferase (GGT),
blood urea nitrogen (BUN), cholesterol, triglycerides, glucose, creatinine, uric acid, phosphorus,
magnesium, and iron were determined using a Corning clinical chemistry analyzer (Chiron
Corporation, San Jose, CA, USA). Superoxide dismutase (SOD) activity, as well as mucin, citrulline,
and C reactive protein (CRP) levels, were determined in serum samples using commercial assay kits
and following the manufacturer's instructions. For SOD an assay kit was used to determine three
types of SOD (Cu/Zn, Mn, and FeSOD) (Cayman chemical company, Ann Arbor, MI, USA. Catalog
No. 706002), with an optimal dilution of the samples of 1:5. ELISA kits employing double antibody
sandwich technique were used for the quantitative determination of mucin, citrulline, and CRP
serum concentrations (MyBioSource, San Diego, CA, USA. Catalog No. MBS2505849, MBS2601045,
and MBS261842, respectively), using undiluted serum samples for mucin and citrulline, and an optimal
dilution of 1:20 for CRP. All of the samples were measured at 450 nm using an ELISA plate reader
(Synergy HT, multi-mode microplate reader, BioTek Instruments, Inc., Winooski, VT, USA).

5.8. Intestinal IgA Levels

Intestinal IgA levels were determined in gut rinse samples, as previously described [90]. For this,
intestine from 12 birds (four broilers from each replicate) per group was removed after their euthanize
on day 21. Subsequently, 5 cm sections from Meckel's diverticulum were taken, they were rinsed,
and then extruded three times with 5 mL 0.9% saline solution to obtain the intestinal mucosa. The rinse
was collected in a tube and centrifuged at 3000 rpm at 4 ◦C for 10 min. The supernatant was retrieved
and frozen at −20 ◦C until used. An indirect ELISA was performed to quantify IgA. The commercial
chicken IgA ELISA quantitation set (Bethyl Laboratories Inc., Montgomery, TX, USA. Catalog No.
E30-103) was used, according to the manufacturer's instructions. 96-well plates (Nunc MaxiSorp,
Thermo Fisher Scientific, Rochester, NY, USA. Catalog No. 439454) were used. Samples were measured
at 450 nm using an ELISA plate reader (Synergy HT, multi-mode microplate reader, BioTek Instruments,
Inc., Winooski, VT, USA). The chicken IgA concentration that was obtained was multiplied by the
dilution factor to determine the amount of chicken IgA in the undiluted samples. The optimum
dilution for total IgA quantitation in gut rinse samples was 1:100.

5.9. Evaluation of Humoral Immunity: Antibody Production against Newcastle Disease Virus

On the first day of age, before all of the chicks were separated to form the groups, blood samples
were taken, and the maternal antibody titers against Newcastle disease virus were determined using a
commercial ELISA kit (AffiniTech, LTD., Bentonville, AR, USA. Catalog No. NDV-0200). Afterwards,
all of the chicks were vaccinated with Newcastle Disease (ND)—Infectious Bronchitis (IB) vaccine
(B1 ND strain plus Mass & Ark IB serotypes, Live Virus CEO, Merial, Athens, GA, USA) by ocular
administration. On day 14, the broilers were vaccinated ocularly again with the same vaccine. On day
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21, 12 birds (four broilers from each replicate) per treatment were randomly selected, humanely
euthanized by CO2 inhalation, and bled from the femoral vein before necropsy. Blood was centrifuged
at 2500 rpm at 4 ◦C for 15 min, and serum was separated and preserved at −20 ◦C until used.
The antibody titers against ND were determined while using the same commercial ELISA kit.

5.10. Evaluation of Cellular Immunity: Skin Response to Phytohemagglutinin (PHA)

To evaluate the cellular immune activity, the phytohemagglutinin-induced cutaneous basophil
hypersensitivity (CBH) response in the interdigital skin of birds was used. On day 18, 12 birds (four
broilers per replicate) from each treatment were randomly selected and intradermally injected in the
interdigital skin between the third and fourth digits of the right foot with 0.1 mL of PHA-M (Gibco,
Grand Island, NY, USA. Catalog No. 10576015). The CBH response was evaluated by determining the
thickness of the interdigital skin at the injection site with a digital caliper before injection and 12 and
24 h after the injection. The CBH response was calculated by:

CBH response (mm) = (thickness 12 and 24 h postinjection, right foot) − (thickness preinjection, right foot)

5.11. Skin Pigmentation

The CIE system color profile of lightness (L*), redness (a*), and yellowness (b*) was measured by
a reflectance colorimeter (Minolta Chroma Meter CR-300, Minolta Italia S.p.A., Milan, Italy) to evaluate
skin pigmentation. For this, the color measurements of 12 birds (four broilers per replicate) from each
treatment were carried out on the skin of both thigh muscle and footpad on day 20.

5.12. Statistical Analysis

Data from performance, relative organs weight, serum biochemical analysis, intestinal IgA levels,
humoral, and cellular immunity evaluation, as well as skin pigmentation, were subjected to ANOVA
as a complete randomized design using the General Linear Models procedure of SAS [91]. Data are
expressed as mean ± standard error, and significant differences among the means were determined
by using Duncan's multiple range test at P < 0.05. Data from lesion scores of liver histopathological
analysis are expressed as median (mode; variance) and the differences among median values of the
groups were analyzed with the Mann–Whitney U test, with a level of significance set at P < 0.05.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, K.P.P., E.B. and G.T.-I.; Data curation, V.M.P., J.D.L., X.H.-V. and
R.M.-G.; Formal analysis, C.O., B.M.H. and R.L.-A.; Investigation, V.M.P. and R.M.-G.; Supervision, B.S.-C., D.H.-P.
and G.T.-I.; Validation, B.M.H. and R.L.-A.; Visualization, K.P.P. and E.B.; Writing—original draft, B.S.-C., D.H.-P.
and J.D.L.; Writing—review & editing, X.H.-V., C.O., B.M.H., R.L.-A. and G.T.-I. All the authors approved the final
version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Acknowledgments: This research was supported by the Arkansas Bioscience Institute under the project:
Development of an avian model for evaluation early enteric microbial colonization on the gastrointestinal
tract and immune function. The authors thank the CONACyT for the doctoral grant number 270730.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Jones, F.; Hagler, W.; Hamilton, P. Association of low levels of aflatoxin in feed with productivity losses in
commercial broiler operations. Poult. Sci. 1982, 61, 861–868. [CrossRef]

2. Khlangwiset, P.; Shephard, G.S.; Wu, F. Aflatoxins and growth impairment: A review. Crit. Rev. Toxicol. 2011,
41, 740–755. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Ghosh, R.; Chauhan, H.; Jha, G. Suppression of cell-mediated immunity by purified aflatoxin B1 in broiler
chicks. Vet. Immunol. Immunopathol. 1991, 28, 165–172. [CrossRef]

4. Qureshi, M.; Brake, J.; Hamilton, P.; Hagler, W., Jr.; Nesheim, S. Dietary exposure of broiler breeders to
aflatoxin results in immune dysfunction in progeny chicks. Poult. Sci. 1998, 77, 812–819. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://dx.doi.org/10.3382/ps.0610861
http://dx.doi.org/10.3109/10408444.2011.575766
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21711088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0165-2427(91)90138-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ps/77.6.812
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9628528


Toxins 2019, 11, 121 16 of 20

5. Dalvi, R. An overview of aflatoxicosis of poultry: Its characteristics, prevention and reduction. Vet. Res.
Commun. 1986, 10, 429–443. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

6. Bryden, W.L. Mycotoxin contamination of the feed supply chain: Implications for animal productivity and
feed security. Anim. Feed Sci. Technol. 2012, 173, 134–158. [CrossRef]

7. Udomkun, P.; Wiredu, A.N.; Nagle, M.; Müller, J.; Vanlauwe, B.; Bandyopadhyay, R. Innovative technologies
to manage aflatoxins in foods and feeds and the profitability of application—A review. Food Control. 2017,
76, 127–138. [CrossRef]

8. Pankaj, S.; Shi, H.; Keener, K.M. A review of novel physical and chemical decontamination technologies for
aflatoxin in food. Trends Food Sci. Technol. 2017, 71, 73–83. [CrossRef]

9. Méndez-Albores, A.; Arambula-Villa, G.; Loarca-Piña, M.; Castano-Tostado, E.; Moreno-Martínez, E. Safety
and efficacy evaluation of aqueous citric acid to degrade B-aflatoxins in maize. Food Chem. Toxicol. 2005, 43,
233–238. [CrossRef]

10. Galarza-Seeber, R.; Latorre, J.; Wolfenden, A.; Hernandez-Velasco, X.; Merino-Guzman, R.; Ledoux, D.;
Rottinghaus, G.E.; Bielke, L.; Hargis, B.; Tellez, G. Evaluation of Bacillus spp. as direct fed microbial (DFM)
candidates for aflatoxin B1 biodegradation in broiler chickens. Int. J. Probiotics Prebiotics 2016, 11, 29–37.

11. Aziz, N.H.; el-Zeany, S.A.; Moussa, L.A.A. Influence of gamma-irradiation and maize lipids on the production
of aflatoxin B1 by Aspergillus flavus. Nahrung 2002, 46, 327–331. [CrossRef]

12. Avantaggiato, G.; Solfrizzo, M.; Visconti, A. Recent advances on the use of adsorbent materials for
detoxification of Fusarium mycotoxins. Food Addit. Contam. 2005, 22, 379–388. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Galvano, F.; Piva, A.; Ritieni, A.; Galvano, G. Dietary strategies to counteract the effects of mycotoxins:
A review. J. Food Prot. 2001, 64, 120–131. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Gowda, N.; Swamy, H.; Mahajan, P. Recent advances for control, counteraction and amelioration of potential
aflatoxins in animal feeds. In Aflatoxins-Recent Advances and Future Prospects; Razzaghi-Abyaneh, M., Ed.; InTech:
Rijeka, Croatia, 2013; pp. 129–140. Available online: https://www.intechopen.com/books/aflatoxins-recent-
advances-and-future-prospects/recent-advances-for-control-counteraction-and-amelioration-of-potential-
aflatoxins-in-animal-feeds (accessed on 19 January 2019).

15. Surai, P. Natural antioxidants and mycotoxins. In Natural Antioxidants in Avian Nutrition and Reproduction;
Nottingham University Press: Nottingham, UK, 2002; pp. 455–509.

16. Hewlings, S.J.; Kalman, D.S. Curcumin: A review of its’ effects on human health. Foods 2017, 6, 92. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

17. Priyadarsini, K. The chemistry of curcumin: From extraction to therapeutic agent. Molecules 2014, 19,
20091–20112. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

18. Lee, S.E.; Campbell, B.C.; Molyneux, R.J.; Hasegawa, S.; Lee, H.S. Inhibitory effects of naturally occurring
compounds on aflatoxin B1 biotransformation. J. Agric. Food Chem. 2001, 49, 5171–5177. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

19. Limaye, A.; Yu, R.C.; Chou, C.C.; Liu, J.R.; Cheng, K.C. Protective and detoxifying effects conferred by
dietary selenium and curcumin against AFB1-mediated toxicity in livestock: A review. Toxins 2018, 10, 25.
[CrossRef]

20. Anand, P.; Kunnumakkara, A.B.; Newman, R.A.; Aggarwal, B.B. Bioavailability of curcumin: Problems and
promises. Mol. Pharm. 2007, 4, 807–818. [CrossRef]

21. Liu, W.; Zhai, Y.; Heng, X.; Che, F.Y.; Chen, W.; Sun, D.; Zhai, G. Oral bioavailability of curcumin: Problems
and advancements. J. Drug Target. 2016, 24, 694–702. [CrossRef]

22. Hernandez-Patlan, D.; Solis-Cruz, B.; Cano-Vega, M.A.; Beyssac, E.; Garrait, G.; Hernandez-Velasco, X.;
Lopez-Arellano, R.; Tellez, G.; Rivera-Rodriguez, G.R. Development of chitosan and alginate nanocapsules
to increase the solubility, permeability and stability of curcumin. J. Pharm. Innov. 2018, 1–9. [CrossRef]

23. Suresh, K.; Nangia, A. Curcumin: Pharmaceutical solids as a platform to improve solubility and
bioavailability. Cryst. Eng. Comm. 2018, 20, 3277–3296. [CrossRef]

24. Solís-Cruz, B.; Hernández-Patlán, D.; Beyssac, E.; Latorre, J.D.; Hernandez-Velasco, X.; Merino-Guzman, R.;
Tellez, G.; López-Arellano, R. Evaluation of chitosan and cellulosic polymers as binding adsorbent
materials to prevent aflatoxin B1, fumonisin B1, ochratoxin, trichothecene, deoxynivalenol, and zearalenone
mycotoxicoses through an in vitro gastrointestinal model for poultry. Polymers 2017, 9, 529. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02214006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3541365
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.anifeedsci.2011.12.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.foodcont.2017.01.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tifs.2017.11.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.2004.09.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/1521-3803(20020901)46:5&lt;327::AID-FOOD327&gt;3.0.CO;2-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02652030500058312
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16019808
http://dx.doi.org/10.4315/0362-028X-64.1.120
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11198434
https://www.intechopen.com/books/aflatoxins-recent-advances-and-future-prospects/recent-advances-for-control-counteraction-and-amelioration-of-potential-aflatoxins-in-animal-feeds
https://www.intechopen.com/books/aflatoxins-recent-advances-and-future-prospects/recent-advances-for-control-counteraction-and-amelioration-of-potential-aflatoxins-in-animal-feeds
https://www.intechopen.com/books/aflatoxins-recent-advances-and-future-prospects/recent-advances-for-control-counteraction-and-amelioration-of-potential-aflatoxins-in-animal-feeds
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/foods6100092
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29065496
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/molecules191220091
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25470276
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jf010454v
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11714299
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/toxins10010025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/mp700113r
http://dx.doi.org/10.3109/1061186X.2016.1157883
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12247-018-9341-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C8CE00469B
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/polym9100529


Toxins 2019, 11, 121 17 of 20

25. Hernandez-Patlan, D.; Solis-Cruz, B.; Pontin, K.P.; Latorre, J.D.; Baxter, M.F.; Hernandez-Velasco, X.;
Merino-Guzman, R.; Méndez-Albores, A.; Hargis, B.M.; Lopez-Arellano, R.; et al. Evaluation of a solid
dispersion of curcumin with polyvinylpyrrolidone and boric acid against Salmonella Enteritidis infection and
intestinal permeability in broiler chickens: A pilot study. Front. Microbiol. 2018, 9. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Suganthi, R.U.; Suresh, K.; Parvatham, R. Effect of aflatoxin on feed conversion ratio in broilers: A meta-analysis.
Asian-Aust. J. Anim. Sci. 2011, 24, 1757–1762. [CrossRef]

27. Yunus, A.W.; Razzazi-Fazeli, E.; Bohm, J. Aflatoxin B1 in affecting broiler’s performance, immunity, and
gastrointestinal tract: A review of history and contemporary issues. Toxins 2011, 3, 566–590. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

28. Denli, M.; Blandon, J.; Guynot, M.; Salado, S.; Perez, J. Effects of dietary AflaDetox on performance, serum
biochemistry, histopathological changes, and aflatoxin residues in broilers exposed to aflatoxin B1. Poult. Sci.
2009, 88, 1444–1451. [CrossRef]

29. Verma, J.; Swain, B.K.; Johri, T.S. Effect of various levels of aflatoxin and ochratoxin A and combinations
thereof on protein and energy utilisation in broilers. J. Sci. Food Agric. 2002, 82, 1412–1417. [CrossRef]

30. Al-Sultan, S. The effect of Curcuma longa (turmeric) on overall performance of broiler chickens. Int. J. Poult.
Sci. 2003, 2, 351–353.

31. Durrani, F.; Ismail, M.; Sultan, A.; Suhail, S.; Chand, N.; Durrani, Z. Effect of different levels of feed added
turmeric (Curcuma longa) on the performance of broiler chicks. J. Agric. Biol. Sci. 2006, 1, 9–11.

32. Arslan, M.; Haq, A.; Ashraf, M.; Iqbal, J.; Mund, M.D. Effect of turmeric (Curcuma longa) supplementation on
growth performance, immune response, carcass characteristics and cholesterol profile in broilers. Veterinaria
2017, 66, 16–20.

33. Aravind, K.; Patil, V.; Devegowda, G.; Umakantha, B.; Ganpule, S. Efficacy of esterified glucomannan
to counteract mycotoxicosis in naturally contaminated feed on performance and serum biochemical and
hematological parameters in broilers. Poult. Sci. 2003, 82, 571–576. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Indresh, H.; Devegowda, G.; Ruban, S.W.; Shivakumar, M. Effects of high grade bentonite on performance,
organ weights and serum biochemistry during aflatoxicosis in broilers. Vet. World 2013, 6, 313–317. [CrossRef]

35. Tung, H.T.; Donaldson, W.; Hamilton, P. Altered lipid transport during aflatoxicosis. Toxicol. Appl. Pharmacol.
1983, 22, 97–104. [CrossRef]

36. Fan, Y.; Zhao, L.; Ji, C.; Li, X.; Jia, R.; Xi, L.; Zhang, J.; Ma, Q. Protective effects of Bacillus subtilis ANSB060
on serum biochemistry, histopathological changes and antioxidant enzyme activities of broilers fed moldy
peanut meal naturally contaminated with aflatoxins. Toxins 2015, 7, 3330–3343. [CrossRef]

37. Tessari, E.; Oliveira, C.; Cardoso, A.; Ledoux, D.; Rottinghaus, G. Effects of aflatoxin B1 and fumonisin B1 on
body weight, antibody titres and histology of broiler chicks. Br. Poult. Sci. 2006, 47, 357–364. [CrossRef]

38. McLean, M.; Dutton, M.F. Cellular interactions and metabolism of aflatoxin: An update. Pharmacol. Ther.
1995, 65, 163–192. [CrossRef]

39. Hinton, D.M.; Myers, M.J.; Raybourne, R.A.; Francke-Carroll, S.; Sotomayor, R.E.; Shaddock, J.; Warbritton, A.;
Chou, M.W. Immunotoxicity of aflatoxin B1 in rats: Effects on lymphocytes and the inflammatory response
in a chronic intermittent dosing study. Toxicol. Sci. 2003, 73, 362–377. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

40. Farkhondeh, T.; Samarghandian, S. The hepatoprotective effects of curcumin against drugs and toxic agents:
An updated review. Toxin Rev. 2016, 35, 133–140. [CrossRef]

41. Hu, P.; Zuo, Z.; Li, H.; Wang, F.; Peng, X.; Fang, J.; Cui, H.; Gao, C.; Song, H.; Zhou, Y.; et al. The molecular
mechanism of cell cycle arrest in the Bursa of Fabricius in chick exposed to Aflatoxin B 1. Sci. Rep. 2018,
8, 1770. [CrossRef]

42. Teleb, H.M.; Hegazy, A.A.; Hussein, Y. Efficiency of kaolin and activated charcoal to reduce the toxicity of
low level of aflatoxin in broilers. Sci. J. King. Faisal. Univ. 2004, 5, 14–25.

43. Madej, J.; Stefaniak, T.; Bednarczyk, M. Effect of in ovo-delivered prebiotics and synbiotics on
lymphoid-organs’ morphology in chickens. Poult. Sci. 2015, 94, 1209–1219. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

44. Li, Z.; Nestor, K.; Saif, Y.M.; Anderson, J.; Patterson, R. Effect of selection for increased body weight in
turkeys on lymphoid organ weights, phagocytosis, and antibody responses to fowl cholera and Newcastle
disease-inactivated vaccines. Poult. Sci. 2001, 80, 689–694. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

45. Galarza-Seeber, R.; Latorre, J.D.; Bielke, L.R.; Kuttappan, V.A.; Wolfenden, A.D.; Hernandez-Velasco, X.;
Merino-Guzman, R.; Vicente, J.L.; Donoghue, A.; Cross, D.; et al. Leaky gut and mycotoxins: Aflatoxin B1
does not increase gut permeability in broiler chickens. Front. Vet. Sci. 2016, 3, 10. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2018.01289
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29973919
http://dx.doi.org/10.5713/ajas.2011.11124
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/toxins3060566
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22069726
http://dx.doi.org/10.3382/ps.2008-00341
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jsfa.1203
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ps/82.4.571
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12710475
http://dx.doi.org/10.5455/vetworld.2013.313-317
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0041-008X(72)90229-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/toxins7083330
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00071660600756071
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0163-7258(94)00054-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/toxsci/kfg074
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12700391
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/15569543.2016.1215333
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-20164-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.3382/ps/pev076
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25877410
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ps/80.6.689
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11441833
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2016.00010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26913286


Toxins 2019, 11, 121 18 of 20

46. Berkeveld, M.; Langendijk, P.; Verheijden, J.; Taverne, M.; Van Nes, A.; Van Haard, P.; Koets, A.P. Citrulline
and intestinal fatty acid-binding protein: Longitudinal markers of postweaning small intestinal function in
pigs? J. Anim. Sci. 2008, 86, 3440–3449. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

47. Chen, J.; Tellez, G.; Richards, J.D.; Escobar, J. Identification of potential biomarkers for gut barrier failure in
broiler chickens. Front. Vet. Sci. 2015, 2, 14. [CrossRef]

48. Yarru, L.; Settivari, R.; Gowda, N.; Antoniou, E.; Ledoux, D.; Rottinghaus, G. Effects of turmeric (Curcuma
longa) on the expression of hepatic genes associated with biotransformation, antioxidant, and immune
systems in broiler chicks fed aflatoxin. Poult. Sci. 2009, 88, 2620–2627. [CrossRef]

49. El-Bahr, S.M. Effect of curcumin on hepatic antioxidant enzymes activities and gene expressions in rats
intoxicated with aflatoxin B1. Phytother. Res. 2015, 29, 134–140. [CrossRef]

50. Corrier, D. Mycotoxicosis: Mechanisms of immunosuppression. Vet. Immunol. Immunopathol. 1991, 30, 73–87.
[CrossRef]

51. Thaxton, J.; Tung, H.; Hamilton, P. Immunosuppression in chickens by aflatoxin. Poult. Sci. 1974, 53, 721–725.
[CrossRef]

52. Santiago-Quesada, F.; Albano, N.; Castillo-Guerrero, J.A.; Fernández, G.; González-Medina, E.;
Sánchez-Guzmán, J.M. Secondary phytohaemagglutinin (PHA) swelling response is a good indicator of
T-cell-mediated immunity in free-living birds. IBIS. 2015, 157, 767–773. [CrossRef]

53. Gao, X.; Kuo, J.; Jiang, H.; Deeb, D.; Liu, Y.; Divine, G.; Chapman, R.A.; Dulchavsky, S.A.; Gautam, S.C.
Immunomodulatory activity of curcumin: Suppression of lymphocyte proliferation, development of
cell-mediated cytotoxicity, and cytokine production in vitro. Biochem. Pharmacol. 2004, 68, 51–61. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

54. Varalakshmi, C.; Ali, A.M.; Pardhasaradhi, B.; Srivastava, R.M.; Singh, S.; Khar, A. Immunomodulatory
effects of curcumin: In-vivo. Int. Immunopharmacol. 2008, 8, 688–700. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

55. Bbosa, G.S.; Kitya, D.; Lubega, A.; Ogwal-Okeng, J.; Anokbonggo, W.W.; Kyegombe, D.B. Review of
the biological and health effects of aflatoxins on body organs and body systems. In Aflatoxins-Recent
Advances and Future Prospects; Razzaghi-Abyaneh, M., Ed.; InTech: Rijeka, Croatia, 2013; pp. 129–140.
Available online: https://www.intechopen.com/books/aflatoxins-recent-advances-and-future-prospects/
reviewofthebiologicalandhealtheffectsofaflatoxinsonbodyorgansandbodysystems (accessed on 19 January 2019).

56. Hussain, Z.; Rehman, H.; Manzoor, S.; Tahir, S.; Mukhtar, M. Determination of liver and muscle aflatoxin
B1 residues and select serum chemistry variables during chronic aflatoxicosis in broiler chickens. Vet. Clin.
Pathol. 2016, 45, 330–334. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

57. Monson, M.S.; Coulombe, R.A.; Reed, K.M. Aflatoxicosis: Lessons from toxicity and responses to aflatoxin
B1 in poultry. Agriculture 2015, 5, 742–777. [CrossRef]

58. Quezada, T.; Cuellar, H.; Jaramillo-Juarez, F.; Valdivia, A.; Reyes, J. Effects of aflatoxin B1 on the liver and
kidney of broiler chickens during development. Comp. Biochem. Physiol. C Toxicol. Pharmacol. 2000, 125,
265–272. [CrossRef]

59. Rocha, T.M.; Andrade, M.A.; Gonzales, E.; Stringhini, J.H.; Santana, E.S.; Pôrto, R.N.G.; Minafra-Rezende, C.S.
Liver function and bacteriology of organs in broiler inoculated with nalidixic acid-resistant Salmonella
Typhimurium and treated with organic acids. Ital. J. Anim. Sci. 2013, 12, e55. [CrossRef]

60. Gowda, N.; Ledoux, D.; Rottinghaus, G.; Bermudez, A.; Chen, Y. Efficacy of turmeric (Curcuma longa),
containing a known level of curcumin, and a hydrated sodium calcium aluminosilicate to ameliorate the
adverse effects of aflatoxin in broiler chicks. Poult. Sci. 2008, 87, 1125–1130. [CrossRef]

61. Huff, W.; Harvey, R.; Kubena, L.; Rottinghaus, G. Toxic synergism between aflatoxin and T-2 toxin in broiler
chickens. Poult. Sci. 1988, 67, 1418–1423. [CrossRef]

62. Donaldson, W.; Tung, H.T.; Hamilton, P. Depression of fatty acid synthesis in chick liver (Gallus domesticus)
by aflatoxin. Comp. Biochem. Physiol. B 1972, 4, 843–847. [CrossRef]

63. Siloto, E.; Oliveira, E.; Sartori, J.R.; Fascina, V.; Martins, B.; Ledoux, D.; Rottinghaus, G.E.; Sartori, D.R. Lipid
metabolism of commercial layers fed diets containing aflatoxin, fumonisin, and a binder. Poult. Sci. 2013, 92,
2077–2083. [CrossRef]

64. Chen, X.; Horn, N.; Cotter, P.; Applegate, T. Growth, serum biochemistry, complement activity, and liver
gene expression responses of Pekin ducklings to graded levels of cultured aflatoxin B1. Poult. Sci. 2014, 93,
2028–2036. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.2527/jas.2008-1167
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18708596
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2015.00014
http://dx.doi.org/10.3382/ps.2009-00204
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ptr.5239
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0165-2427(91)90010-A
http://dx.doi.org/10.3382/ps.0530721
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ibi.12295
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bcp.2004.03.015
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15183117
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.intimp.2008.01.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18387511
https://www.intechopen.com/books/aflatoxins-recent-advances-and-future-prospects/ review of the biological and health effects of aflatoxins on body organs and body systems
https://www.intechopen.com/books/aflatoxins-recent-advances-and-future-prospects/ review of the biological and health effects of aflatoxins on body organs and body systems
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/vcp.12336
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27044011
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/agriculture5030742
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0742-8413(99)00107-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.4081/ijas.2013.e55
http://dx.doi.org/10.3382/ps.2007-00313
http://dx.doi.org/10.3382/ps.0671418
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0305-0491(72)90097-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.3382/ps.2012-02777
http://dx.doi.org/10.3382/ps.2014-03904


Toxins 2019, 11, 121 19 of 20

65. Ledoux, D.; Rottinghaus, G.; Bermudez, A.; Alonso-Debolt, M. Efficacy of a hydrated sodium calcium
aluminosilicate to ameliorate the toxic effects of aflatoxin in broiler chicks. Poult. Sci. 1999, 78, 204–210.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

66. Zhao, J.; Shirley, R.; Dibner, J.; Uraizee, F.; Officer, M.; Kitchell, M.; Vazquez-Anon, M.; Knight, C.D.
Comparison of hydrated sodium calcium aluminosilicate and yeast cell wall on counteracting aflatoxicosis
in broiler chicks. Poult. Sci. 2010, 89, 2147–2156. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

67. Sobrane, F.S.T.; Junqueira, O.M.; de Laurentiz, A.C.; da Silva, F.R.; da Silva, R.M.; Ferreira, D.K.; da Silva, L.R.
Effects of mycotoxin adsorbents in aflatoxin B 1-and fumonisin B 1-contaminated broiler diet on performance
and blood metabolite. R. Bras. Zootec. 2016, 45, 250–256. [CrossRef]

68. Gholami-Ahangaran, M.; Rangsaz, N.; Azizi, S. Evaluation of turmeric (Curcuma longa) effect on biochemical
and pathological parameters of liver and kidney in chicken aflatoxicosis. Pharm. Biol. 2016, 54, 780–787.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

69. Rathod, P.; Gangadhar, K.; Gangane, G.; Bhojane, N. Effect of aflatoxin on haematological and biochemical
alteration in broilers. Int. J. Sci. Environ. Tech. 2017, 6, 824–831.

70. Valchev, I.; Kanakov, D.; Hristov, T.; Lazarov, L.; Binev, R.; Grozeva, N.; Nikolov, Y. Effects of experimental
aflatoxicosis on renal function in broiler chickens. Bulg. J. Vet. Med. 2014, 17, 314–324.

71. Kececi, T.; Oguz, H.; Kurtoglu, V.; Demet, O. Effects of polyvinylpolypyrrolidone, synthetic zeolite and
bentonite on serum biochemical and haematological characters of broiler chickens during aflatoxicosis.
Br. Poult. Sci. 1998, 39, 452–458. [CrossRef]

72. Chen, X.; Horn, N.; Applegate, T. Efficiency of hydrated sodium calcium aluminosilicate to ameliorate the
adverse effects of graded levels of aflatoxin B1 in broiler chicks. Poult. Sci. 2014, 93, 2037–2047. [CrossRef]

73. Glahn, R.; Beers, K.; Bottje, W.; Wideman, Jr.R.; Huff, W.; Thomas, W. Aflatoxicosis alters avian renal function,
calcium, and vitamin D metabolism. J. Toxicol. Environ. Health 1991, 34, 309–321. [CrossRef]

74. Edrington, T.; Harvey, R.; Kubena, L. Effect of aflatoxin in growing lambs fed ruminally degradable or escape
protein sources. J. Anim. Sci. 1994, 72, 1274–1281. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

75. Akiba, Y.; Matsumoto, T. Effects of dietary fibers on lipid metabolism in liver and adipose tissue in chicks.
J. Nutr. 1982, 112, 1577–1585. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

76. Graham, A. Curcumin adds spice to the debate: Lipid metabolism in liver disease. Br. J. Pharmacol. 2009, 157,
1352–1353. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

77. Peschel, D.; Koerting, R.; Nass, N. Curcumin induces changes in expression of genes involved in cholesterol
homeostasis. J. Nutr. Biochem. 2007, 18, 113–119. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

78. Rajput, N.; Naeem, M.; Ali, S.; Zhang, J.; Zhang, L.; Wang, T. The effect of dietary supplementation with
the natural carotenoids curcumin and lutein on broiler pigmentation and immunity. Poult. Sci. 2013, 92,
1177–1185. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

79. Castaneda, M.; Hirschler, E.; Sams, A. Skin pigmentation evaluation in broilers fed natural and synthetic
pigments. Poult. Sci. 2005, 84, 143–147. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

80. Vila-Donat, P.; Marin, S.; Sanchis, V.; Ramos, A. A review of the mycotoxin adsorbing agents, with an
emphasis on their multi-binding capacity, for animal feed decontamination. Food Chem. Toxicol. 2018, 114,
246–259. [CrossRef]

81. Wang, J.; Somasundaran, P. Adsorption and conformation of carboxymethyl cellulose at solid-liquid
interfaces using spectroscopic, AFM and allied techniques. J. Colloid Interface Sci. 2005, 291, 75–83. [CrossRef]

82. Tan, K.B.; Abdullah, A.Z.; Horri, B.A.; Salamatinia, B. Adsorption mechanism of microcrystalline cellulose as
green adsorbent for the removal of cationic methylene blue dye. J. Chem. Soc. Pak. 2016, 38, 651.

83. Vogt, L.M.; Boekschoten, M.V.; de Groot, P.J.; Faas, M.M.; de Vos, P. Cellulose alters the expression of nuclear
factor kappa B-related genes and Toll-like receptor-related genes in human peripheral blood mononuclear
cells. J. Funct. Foods 2015, 18, 520–531. [CrossRef]

84. Di Caro, V.; Cummings, J.L.; Alcamo, A.M.; Piganelli, J.D.; Clark, R.S.; Morowitz, M.J.; Aneja, R.K. Dietary
cellulose supplementation modulates the immune response in a murine endotoxemia model. Shock 2018, 8.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

85. Mohajeri, M.; Behnam, B.; Cicero, A.F.; Sahebkar, A. Protective effects of curcumin against aflatoxicosis:
A comprehensive review. J. Cell. Physiol. 2018, 233, 3552–3577. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

86. National Research Council. Nutrient Requirements of Poultry, 9th ed.; The National Academies Press:
Washington, DC, USA, 1994.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ps/78.2.204
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10051032
http://dx.doi.org/10.3382/ps.2009-00608
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20852106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S1806-92902016000500007
http://dx.doi.org/10.3109/13880209.2015.1080731
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26450181
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00071669889051
http://dx.doi.org/10.3382/ps.2014-03984
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/15287399109531570
http://dx.doi.org/10.2527/1994.7251274x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8056674
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jn/112.8.1577
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6284893
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1476-5381.2009.00335.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19681867
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jnutbio.2006.03.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16713233
http://dx.doi.org/10.3382/ps.2012-02853
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23571326
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ps/84.1.143
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15685954
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.2018.02.044
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jcis.2005.04.095
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jff.2015.08.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/SHK.0000000000001180
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30080745
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jcp.26212
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29034472


Toxins 2019, 11, 121 20 of 20

87. Cobb-Vantress. Cobb 500 Broiler Performance and Nutrition Supplement. 2015. Available
online: http://cobb-vantress.com/docs/default-source/cobb-500-guides/Cobb500_Broiler_Performance_
And_Nutrition_Supplement.pdf (accessed on 20 January 2019).

88. Shotwell, O.L.; Hesseltine, C.; Stubblefield, R.; Sorenson, W. Production of aflatoxin on rice. Appl. Microbiol.
Am. Soc. Microbiol. 1966, 14, 425–428.

89. Petrone, V.; Escorcia, M.; Fehervari, T.; Téllez, I. Evaluation of an early granulocytic response of chick
embryos inoculated with herpesvirus of Turkeys. Br. Poult. Sci. 2002, 43, 213–217. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

90. Merino-Guzmán, R.; Latorre, J.D.; Delgado, R.; Hernandez-Velasco, X.; Wolfenden, A.D.; Teague, K.D.;
Graham, L.G.; Mahaffey, B.D.; Baxter, M.F.A.; Hargis, B.M.; et al. Comparison of total immunoglobulin A
levels in different samples in Leghorn and broiler chickens. Asian Pac. J. Trop. Biomed. 2017, 7, 116–120.
[CrossRef]

91. SAS Institute Inc. SAS/Share: 9.4 User’s Guide, 2nd ed.; SAS Documentation: Cary, NC, USA, 2002.

© 2019 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://cobb-vantress.com/docs/default-source/cobb-500-guides/Cobb500_Broiler_Performance_And_Nutrition_Supplement.pdf
http://cobb-vantress.com/docs/default-source/cobb-500-guides/Cobb500_Broiler_Performance_And_Nutrition_Supplement.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00071660120121418
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12047084
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apjtb.2016.11.021
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Results 
	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	Materials and Methods 
	Animal Source, Diets, and Experimental Design 
	Aflatoxin Production 
	Preparation of Treatments 
	Performance Parameters 
	Relative Organs Weight 
	Evaluation of Aflatoxin B1 on Histological Lesions in Liver Tissue 
	Serum Biochemical Analysis 
	Intestinal IgA Levels 
	Evaluation of Humoral Immunity: Antibody Production against Newcastle Disease Virus 
	Evaluation of Cellular Immunity: Skin Response to Phytohemagglutinin (PHA) 
	Skin Pigmentation 
	Statistical Analysis 

	References

