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Abstract; Alternaria mycotoxins are the secondary metabolites of
Alternaria species, which have obvious toxicity (mutagenicity,
teratogenicity and carcinogenicity, etzc) to humans and animals.
Alternariol ( AOH), alternariol monomethyl ether ( AME),
alternuene (ALT), tenuazonic acid (TeA) and tenoxin (TEN)
are the most studied at present. Alternaria mycotoxins was
reported in apples, corns and other

orange, tomatoes,

agricultural products. Eating these foods contaminated by
Alternaria mycotoxins will cause serious harm to human health.
In this paper, the pollution status and the detection technology of
Alternaria mycotoxins were summarized, and the future research
direction of Alternaria mycotoxins was prospected. The purpose
was to provide references for the risk assessment, detection and
prevention of Alternaria mycotoxins in foods.
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% W @ (Alternaria species) = A [ — 28 BLA B R 28 L
P B L BOAE A0 T L DR R VR IR R T A 2
PER G = T . H AT T B A WS R R A
WAL RERA 70 20, B i rY 35 S A A2 B 16 B
(AOH) ., AAL #F % (AAL-toxin) . 3¢ % 4 iy 20 F ik
(AME) A2 HE TR R (ATXs) 40 22 6 700 4 B R (TeA) (%
FHE (TEN) 188 85 0 4 (ALT) 2%, H d, AOH,
AME.TeA\ TEN,ALT 2 HAjZ XERZH 5 TR,
K VB SRR ) A B R L 8 s R R P, SR a2 )
AR AR B TE Y A T R A R Ak A O B
TG s 1085 55 R fa S AR

AR T8 T 2R UL AR & W B AR AR 0 6 T
2 A0 H T E N AN 6 T AR T8 T R 10 L R SR
BB T AR, REMNAH T 4 MEREESE
1) 75 B 2% 5C VE BIE . AOH 1 AME 3} 2.5 ng/ (kg BW « d),
TeA #1 TEN J7 1 500 ng/ (kg BW « )P, 7 [& [ 4% ) 5
fRREME R Z2E R E T 2R - TR ETR
A BR AR E  JLE R 3R /K B LE S TeA BYBR
R 500 pg/ket™ . HATH EAUE A T H KR B R
5 FiveE A% 7018 B R % & 09 I J7 % (SN/T 4259—2015) ,
T £t A G R o s of o R ) . R, O R B P B
e A8 TR 09 R DU R D 5 B RUR PR AL, B B

FRipie 0 O 4 R RE AR 1 TR K TR M
ATHEIR (] B 28 T 55 A% 7055 75 3 09 75 4 IR AR A 7
Peo SURAEMLEERE b X B S PR A T R s e
AR LB B FEATAE IR L B A O B A5 B R 1 E
U DAL BT 6 45 DT iR S %

1 RS AR TEE AR 0io e8Ik

HEMS AR o — P 22K B A A TR PR
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IR 25 5 T BOKRE B30 A5 A ™ il B R A2 Joi 7 1
FOWILTAY DK BB B 54 X
W 7% 3 205 L O RO BIE TS MG 3 0 L/ 22 R A
2R i PR Y BEAR AR RE B b TeA K th AR fm i
W& AOH 1 AME,
L1 KkREEHRFEER

HCRTEAA R IR iz i S R P 5 R B
Y RS R R ORI T TR AR
SRR IS BIOHE i B v S A4 9 1R R R LK R

I B RATHERESESLAARERNBEAARER

ZARIE o L NG 8 K R R JE A R 3R
Z OO NI e G g 1, ¥ R HUOP X PR T
I3 MM R ERE S T B T 5 Fh 4 4% 70 55 75 2 (TeA,
TEN,AME . AOH Fil ALT) By 55047 . 53R LW, 2
ARG L R EE R AR R AR E 38.9% , Hf TEN
K R s, ik 15.93%:5 M R B A 211 ~
66.55 pg/kg, HH TeA i % i i & . 15 66.55 pg/kg, 5K
T RS g T R AR S AME, ALT, TeA, AOH,
TEN %4 H S EN SR AR LN, TAARWE R

B B B 1E 35.61~88.40 pg/kg, AME, AOH, TEN #
HAT. R TR R H W M Z G s R RO A 2.68~22.46 pg/ke.
1 KRREFNSHEGRPEERESEHENER
Table 1 Monitoring results of Alternaria mycotoxins in fruits and their processed products
FE i 24 Ky 1 H B/t Mm% M/ (pg s kgD SCHk
FER MR AME.ALT.TeA.TEN.AOH 43 15 34.9 2.24~66.55
{55 AME,ALT.TeA . TEN 36 16 44.4 2.14~14.67
Fr s TEN.AOH 18 6 33.3 4.75~23.67 [107]%2
GBS ALT,TeA 8 2 25.0 2.11~2.40
i TEN,.AME 8 5 62.5 2.48~10.60
AOH 15 8 53.3 0.06~9.19
SR AME 15 7 46.7 0.02~1.08 [12]
TeA 15 6 40.0 2.35~51.76
AOH 0.28~3.70
AME 0.60~0.81
F Rt 41 7 17.1
TeA 11.90~20.60
TEN 2.20~3.20
[13]
AME 1.77
L 34 1 2.9
TeA 14.50
AME 1.17~4.42
3R 14 3 21.4
TEN 10.10

1.2 BEREHmPTEER

B SAE A 0 202 i A AR T 8 AR A R
TR, HAl, ZHEMAESTERTTRMERZ WEF N
FHH S e 2 pr), H TeA & R m, HR 2
AOH fl AME,

FEAR IR R MM R AW Z — 13 H
FAFTOCHIE T K 78 2 IR BB R, 5 51 & A A,
T B S 8 B R 5 DY, Noser 25070 5 i - i 45 19
85 M FAMMMHAT T S BRI HENWE. EHREHR,
TeA {3 (95.3%0) Rl & & (790 pg/ke) s AOH,
AME, TEN & ALT # & 2 9~ 30.6%, 30.6%,
10.6%0,2.4% e e R H{E 50 51 K 33,9,3,2 pg/ke, B
BILE ST R M S2 AU L T 0 L 7 e S R
T ARG TR S RGO 45 R I T R
st H R A L B A 70 R A R 5 TR M N R A A R0

rhoR AN [ e B B B R R TR R HLBE B A T AR A 4
K Gt T 3E TR B T 3 0 76 AR ™ 8 9 B0 i AR
o2 B RE RS R T Y AR R L PRI 2,
1.3 AYREHRTRER

HEMS T R A T A S B ez, B
HI > 289 S G il o 32 B A% 70 25 B R TS Y am o 3 3l 1 A2 )
2 Bo/INFE R LG /N R A . REEILTT O i
JEmt AR R AR5 X Y 323 /N Y
TeA \AOH,AME K TEN [ {5 3 i 006 i 47 ke 0 43 B . 25
PRI TeA & & 53k 520.0 pg/kg, AOH,AME & TEN
Sy R 30.2,3.8,27.1 pg/kg. BRAE ST XL
12 A3 X 105 f53 /N 22 M3 K i EAT 4 FhBE A% 055 5 R R
W, R LM AFBRIERE . Hh TeA,AOH, TEN
or R B 100 %, TeA R i fE 5 - TEN IRZ .

5 B Ho A o R 2 e R R BE S TR TR R R
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TeA LR AME Al TEN, AOH Ht % Bl AR % 1~% 3 a0 24 S o i o5 s ok 11
W T B o R LK 3.t AT R,
%2 BAREHSHENEBERNENER

Table 2 Monitoring results of Alternaria mycotoxins in tomatoes and tomato products

FEd AR RIOTE  REARR/HE R/ R/ B/ (ee e ke D SCHR

T hn ¥ TeA 31 31 100.0 10.20~1 787.00 [147%
AOH 31 14 45.2 2.50~300.00
TEN 31 26 83.9 1.53~158.00
AME 31 28 90.3 0.32~38.00
e il TeA 85 81 95.3 2.00~790.00 [15]
AOH 85 26 30.6 4.00~33.00
AME 85 26 30.6 1.00~9.00
TEN 85 9 10.6 1.00~3.00
ALT 85 2 2.4 2.00
T (A TeA 8 5 62.5 25.50~132.60 [16]
AOH 8 3 37.5 6.13~18.70
AME 8 4 50.0 7.32~12.60
TEN 8 1 12.5 4.21

R3 BYRENBRTHBEESESINENER

Table 3 Monitoring results of Alternaria mycotoxins in grains and its products

HaAME RHmEE REAE/M R/ /0 BRI (g - ke™?) 3CHR

INFE By TeA 181 180 99.4 1.76 ~520.00 [147]57—68
AOH 181 11 6.1 16.00~98.70
AME 181 165 91.2 0.32~61.80
TEN 181 176 97.2 2.72~129.00

HH TeA 52 50 96.2 4.86~158.00
AOH 52 3 5.8 9.59~11.80
AME 52 32 61.5 0.18~4.10
TEN 52 42 80.8 2.25~32.30

INFE By TeA 105 105 100.0 5.90~173.50 [17]
AOH 105 105 100.0 1.40~4.70
TEN 105 105 100.0 1.40~15.50
AME 105 93 88.6 0.20~8.20

INZE Be il TeA 41 40 97.6 12.80~610.00 [18]
TEN 41 27 65.9 5.80~50.00
AME 41 29 70.7 4.40~37.00

KA TeA 31 22 71.0 2.02~125.00 [19]
TEN 31 11 35.5 4.30~18.50
AOH 31 6 19.4 1.97~3.20

M TeA 16 5 31.3 2.31~45.00

ESP TeA 47 11 23.4 1.24~32.51 [20]
AOH 47 5 10.6 1.24~8.14
TEN 47 2 4.3 1.02~1.05
AME 47 30 63.8 0.12~6.70
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2 KB A UF 5 BLIR

A B A% 05 HE 22 A0 R I 32 A R G A R B
2RV A 03 kM R — A TR S VR WA
BT IO € 1% — R G T S 0 45
2.1 EEEK R WMk

it JC 9 58 W 3 (ELISAD 285 0 J5UHE 1 10 4 55 1k
N5 T X IR A v A HEA A R 2 A ROk B R R
RESER MRS TN T T AOHLAME Hil TeA % 7
FR T HE RN AME 54 miEE AL A
TRER S, il 2 T B s AME Bk, #2577 @ AME
O3 QL iy R NN S 7 i D N = X | )
64 fX 49 (32 i £ oK .32 iy /NZE) T i) AME #E47 K
SRR WA XY A PR AME BB MR 45 R
40.300 0 23.4% XA R SR Th IS M #E R TS R lE
DULAIAE A Bher AT 5l a3 A7 A Ak A B B R, BT DAY
PETR BB AR R B, 3R N PR I A R R
P HE ST IR 4 T G IR A 9% W BFE U B P TeA &
VA B ARG I 9 R S AR N R R s R L
SrEE I E W E H R RRE I ER, Wang
ST At A B AOH 2 Bt R ] 4 B v [ B 1 L 3 T 1)
B AOH Al AME Ry $uik, g7 1 RIBH R i 2 #hig &R
B8 MR E B R /T AOH A AME 5 &l
FE o FLAGI 25 S 55 YR0R o AR IR T — B

ELISA J5 i B S A5 o /N Ak B RS S ¢
PR R, B I AR OR A AR I L R R T k.
ELISA #R SR A7 78 % 12k 771 326 % M w5 ¥k LA [8] B 43 01 22 b i
O3 o BB 4k S R
2.2 HE@LE

RS B AR R B AT (TLO) , R IR A T X iR
L S VE S T AR LA 3 0 R A B AR R A
B AT AT B VA M R I —Fh B M B R Y i
ATE P, g T T E R R R MR, Matysik
TR 2 A T IR P LD N SR A
AOH #l AME % 4, Hasan % 5% B & 05— B
Vs + Vi =97 + XMER R IR R F) T2 €305 5 17
R VG 47 # R AOH. AME 1 TeA., & 1 # Il FE 4
0.1 pg/kg.

T2 00 R B AR R AR AT A, % i 56 4% 1 A 2 1 22
SRS i AR R A7 AR A HE PR e L R I B () K B LR R L A
PR 2L M, FE S BRl a2 B — A BRI . s
A N R A X A b 7 LAt 3k TR AR
2.3 WFEHEHE

b2 RSk (CL) J& 30T 4F R 3 & 8 1) — i 3 o AR
SRR RHETE B A B 20T b2 k6 T AR I R G BR
E RO MR T A R B R A
Bl B AXES AT AR I 25 1 S P A0 0 Alberto 250 #y

I B RATHERESESLAARERNBEAARER

T Eu (DB 43 5 B0 38 58 G W1 & 6 A% 48 91 B2 1
FFRK R TeA B9 43 B,k DU 25 5 5 WA 58 k% —
. WIGHEA], Eu (D -8R 4 F ED i 54 91 & 1% 45
TP EMERESEZWN AOH. B EKIGEEILTBE
SR HAaz s s AR & G B s TeA Pt
HE
2.4 HEREREE

A2 5 65 9% o B B R (CLIA) J& 7 b 2 & 6 Fi
PR AR bk ke ke i — R R Uy s RO RBUE R
ST NS o e A (TR NS R R = X =
B B A BRI R R 2 A R AR L T — bR
R R R WA 3R s K T B,

Yao %5 SE T B0 PT AR AE 5 RO, BESE T — Fl
A& AOH F by KOCEE e o A or i, XL E;m T
K VEK VA ERI T AOH & i g i a i, H R
(= Sy AN VAL I 1 VAN N R A S ES R S
AOH PRI 7 b 1) BIF ) A ) 32 8 T B S
%%, GREVRABAHIN TeA 25 EHIA. # T L
BAR o F A A AL B K T B A RO R R Y A
e n G A R OGRS 43 B T 0k o Rk MR MR SE 1 O
0.032~0.244 ng/mL, J& K4 £ B M 0.010 ng/mL; 7£ M
B HEZZ TP T35 0 b LR B 81,5 %6 ~96.1% 5 5 iR AH
3% — BRI EE R A R — 2

CLIA J2& H iy & J& FHE ) I 5 B 19 56 82 43 4 7 12
7 RE FURE B FE 14 8 T I R A 0 43 BT R0 9 O B g 43 AT
B, CLIA MR I 25 2R o £ 32 B AR 10 90 09 LU 3% o L B R
B3 70 B T o KT BRI 1R A R A A U R AR AR
AL T AL UE AR S SR 0 3 T AL Y BRI AR U Al 9 22
FEREMEWT . 5 ELISA M E, CLIA MR H &
NI (BB
2.5 SHEBEENMSHEBIE—BBERILE

AL (GO B msk . R R PR, o 2 <A
3 — FRI%IE FH2 (GC-MS) , B A R R o P 45
S BRI 4. Harvan 000 D
IR O M — = W R B IE (Ve omm
Vieomues @ Ve =6 2 O NATER . —FllE TeA
FEMAMETE L. TR Y 0.1 pg/gs Scott FHY
N7 — ] B R T AOHLAME, TeA %548
ik — BB . GC K& GC-MS N Z A7 A4k, 1746
IV 2E I A R 4 ) A, A I G R R A A P
BEAR 175 B R I E
2.6 WHEBEENEEBIE—BBERILE

WORR €8 3% v (LC) HLAG 43 17 3 B PR R OB W 43 B9 K
RAF RS B4R — B T B R IS IR I i B
Myresiotis 45 1% B A DAD K Il #5 14 185 25 A 33
0T 3 FhEEMS T T B 8 I vk RS
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4 0.05~10.0 pg/mL, K H FRALF 0.02 pg/g, B E A
82.0% ~109.4% , kP, R MER.E AT A X
HAE s AOH,AME.TEN % & (] £ . Pavon 259 i
I AR A% AR S R ALT VAOH F1 AME #9795
e i DR PE M PCR yL 25 8 #E A6 0 % 5 Z R 1. B Ay
Pegh WA — 3, Rico-yuste ZEM Fi| 1M E Wi 44 25 BUFH
3 B 30 3 AR 25 S AR 5 1 Tk R A A g — A e
FeiAEdh H AOH Rl AME £ 55 0OR 8135% 2 S A i 2, 4
HR A1 7,15 pg/kg. WOAH €6 3 vk 2 it o . HR AT
Wb BRI F HRERT 5 32 3 R Tk .

TOM 83— & BB R 3 3 (LC-MS/MS) B A 2 i
o M LA ) BRIG A5 EAR OR R A b L
BHEERE MR F k. s ZAFEESEZ MM
FENTT . HAET.SN/T 4259—2015 1 A F 1 0K R #5 3%
Hh AR TR B T R I I E AR O 0.01 mg/kg. AR
TR FH A 28 JORE L B I 18 35 €0 T AN &5 £ 44 Bk T A 2E
TRCRE WAk o VO 8 335 — B TG O 1% 13000 . i AL 3 A5 R
B KBRS, NGB A T LR P SE S A R
iRl

De-Berardis 251 #4790 M (5 3% — 5 J6 i ok,
T 2R ORI M T 0 7 8 i dh o AOHLAME, TEN Al
SR LI TeA Ky o .4 Fhag 28 i (H
B ik (814+69) pg/kg, Walravens Ll 2 [ 2 N
bk kg T [E B E 4 b AOH L AME, TEN, ALT,
TeA % 6 T ag 2 MRAR G35 — BB BTG %, 6 Fhag KAt
J [ 5.0~80.0 pg/kg. ki PR Ky 0.67~1.63 pg/kg., R
FAZ TR T B 9 31 0% KOK R S 1975 Yo 00 45 R &
B, ROk AR R R % O R EAIG R K 2 TeA| TEN,
AOH, TeA # H fH ££ (1. 90 £ 0. 12) ~ (113. 00 +
12.00) pg/keg.

Walravens Z£H9 ¢ 57 1 48 = 85000 M €0 3% — £ BE %
2 (UPLC-MS/MS) [a] i} Ml & # Al il 5 & 2R & it o
AOH,AME,ALT,.TEN, TeA 4 6 i % % 7 & (4 )7 ¥,
HEE RN 0.7~5.7 pg/kg. BT FE N 87.0% ~
110.6% . SR FHIZ I R 0 T &5 1Y 129 £ B & GO SR 3R
) BRI TeA 263 Al &b 100 %046 L K H e
%y 333 pg/ke. H 4 AOH,AME,ALT,TEN # i % 1£
2196 ~86 Y M e {H o 62 pg/kg. BLAL, RE B VEAE B
JR T &R A AOH, AME B, X A {4 £ B 77 1 — &
AR

B B8 2001 57 B QUEChERS i b B8 45 A& L #5777 K 5
w5 bRl A 0 2 S I E Y RO £ R T
& 7k (HPLC-MS/MS), 7 ik i W & T IR 2 0.02 ~
1.00 pg/kg, i P A7 | 15 38 5 6k 25 58 A AT i R
e R T RS 1 T R I oK . Bk AT Sy
TP R HERR I e 7 R A R (PAT.OTA,
AOH,AME, ALT, TEN, TeA) ff§ UPLC-MS/MS J5 ¥,

TeA & iE,

BE 29 | 202355 A | ARSHME

5 A D A0 L, % B R T QUEChERS R, 45 4 1
I AL BN 8] 452 T AR

Rico-Yuste 01 & i 187 28 43 7 Bk 2R & ) Ok
JHF i AL 380 Al 2 57 7 oA o B2 RR T b AOH A
AME 5 455 I 5 10 VAR €2 3% — R 6 5T 335 2 O 1 o kPRI
F1.12,1.27 pg/kg, R Mo T BT B A AR
PEAT AT AL 3L 4T 43 B30 R A A8 RCER (9 L
5 58 5% T 1 A ) 45 2R R A — B 38 T o A
BRI AOH Fi AME & & /9 W 2 . BA R 45 19 1 1

5

3 e

R ETR RN AR MY REAERERE.C
Zen| T A A R G, B R B A A R
RBE R B AR AR A AE P R 77 ik 5 A
o W0 o B A 2 D XUR: T A O R SE IR
B, I JE S ER LR LA 5 ST

(D FFRFEAR I FE 7R PEIA R AR . BE B
R KRR 4 g R | TS s s E B
B 4 B € ' fi 928 J22 A S5 R SR T B AR A T I B L
BATEHEEFRNESM P R EEEEM. B, A%
HEAR IR T R AR AR D, B ELISA 2% &t
TR TG 38 R 3 S B AR RS I 1) 5 A TR 5 T R R 2 DL O
EICR S TN T % N A oy N S ) A S % - )
HHERMRHEARTENE FER O JF &R AR
G A AR AR AR GE T R AR A TR R
VLR Z2 R B AR TR A FER T BF ) — b L ) AR i 4
KIG ik Q FFRERBEFERREHEA, LU
Z R g 2P T[] BRI O R P R A A R
.

(2) I RORS YR 6 AR ) F 53 00 B L S PR e 1
ERWE G /L RT WA HER R . R IOR B b
BRI S LB R A 2 R R R LA 0y O . BT
SRR A B . T TR AR 0 B B R A B R AR
W BT R S AR 4 A7 ARG I 2 80 L3S T B )
A, ET . PR DG T HE A 7 R R DU Y AR v R AT
Frif SN/T 4259—2015, iZ AR K i& T 5 KRB SR
T JF T B S LA AL B A TR B RE T L A IE T LR RE
HR B AR R A B R R A R K A A
BEZ MBI B B SEWFGT N S L g T B 4 T & 5 A
PR R .

(3) TR B f v B A% 10025 7 3K 1 KU HE ) 5 % R 0T
o BRI O F4E A% 00 25 1 20 A2 I Bl W A OGS 1
B B b B R i RS 108 0 R 00 BR AR .
PR . B ISR A R 2 ) SR AR TR R
PR ARG 6] B0 o £ b b A 90 B R 0 XUR W
R EWAL .
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