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Aspergillus in almond mummies:
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Aflatoxins, produced by Aspergillus flavus and A. Can 100 . o o5
parasiticus, are the most potent liver carcinogens and are produce a0 | 577
widely regulated by governments who have set very low e aflatoxins
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tolerances for aflatoxins in food and feed. The almond
iIndustry has taken extensive successful measures to
control aflatoxin. This project seeks to further this effort
with the two objectives outlined below.
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Figure 6. NOW damage found in almond mummies varieties.
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NP = Nonparell, BU = Butte and PD = Padre.
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1. ldentify risk factors and spatial patterns associated

with aflatoxin development in California almonds. _ ——
Sl 10 selection n=77 87.5 == toxigenic
2. Determine the spread and survival of the atoxigenic media 80 -
(non-aflatoxin) Aspergillus flavus strain AF36 Figure 2. Soil plating and identification of S S e
previously applied to an orchard. Aspergillus species. < o0 58.3
c 41.7
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6. The bio-control technique of “seeding” the atoxigenic (non-
. aflatoxin) producing AF36 strain of A. flavus is showing a lot
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