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Analysis of beauvericin in Isaria cicadae Miquel culture on different media
XU Wenjing, HAN Xiaomin, ZHANG Jing, LI Fengqin
(China National Center for Food Safety Risk Assessment, Beijing 100021, China)

Abstract; Objective To analyze beauvericin and enniatins concentrations in the culture complex after Isaria cicadae
Miquel was inoculated on different media for certain time. Methods One strain of Isaria cicadae Miquel was inoculated on
4 kinds of liquid culture media and 4 kinds of solid culture media. After incubation for 1-7 weeks under 25 °C, high
performance liquid chromatography tandem mass spectrometry was employed to detect beauvericin and enniatins. Results

The detection rates of beauvericin in Isaria cicadae Miquel culture on 4 kinds of liquid media ranged between 42.9%-
100. 0% , and the beauvericin concentrations varied from 1.0 to 94. 6 pg/L. The positive rates of beauvericin in Isaria
cicadae Miquel culture on 4 kinds of solid media were 100. 0%, and the beauvericin concentrations ranged from 60.9 to
44 677.5 pg/kg. Enniatins were negative for Isaria cicadae Miquel on 8 kinds of culture media. Conclusion The strain of
Isaria cicadae Miquel used in our study could produce beauvericin in 8 kinds of culture media after incubation for certain
time, and the beauvericin concentrations in solid media were much higher than in liquid media. The strain of Isaria cicadae

Miquel didn’t produce enniatins in 8 kinds of culture media after incubation for certain time.

Key words: Isaria cicadae Miquel; beauvericin; enniatins; high performance liquid chromatography-tandem mass

spectrometry ; detection
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1.1.1 BAIERE R

H B EF AR AE 4 B ER BN K A A R 2
2 Bt B TR PR 5T BT K U
1.1.2 FEAUE 5l

QTRAP™ 5500 =5 A4 i AH € 1% - 53 ¢ o3 3% A ( i
#% Exion LC A1 & 48 f1 QTRAP™5500 it 3% 1%,
HPLC-MS/MS, 25 [ AB Sciex) . [ A1 % Bt ( SPE) 4
(200 mg,3 mL, & [F Waters) AW % M (L AR

AR RAR) AR R Ote R
e A NI AR (3% Interscience)

BEA #7 #E i ( CAS:26048-05-5) 1 ENNs Fr i
& ENA (CAS:2503-13-1) \ENA, ( CAS:4530-21-6) .
ENB( CAS:917-13-5) \ENB, ( CAS19914-20-6) 4li
¥ =97% (R K F| V. Bioaustralis) ; FEE g . LR
B Yy oy 0 % A, Al K (O AR S 56 Al K A A
1) o B ek R R ar W B e sk T R
iR 2R T AL s R A Y HOR A R BT
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1.1.3 Kz

WA TR R TG A T B 3% B Dy B 4% ) 0 B IR
(PDA) KR 55, A5 b 8 B A T 85 52 Wi 48 H 5%
FrHEALHE 4 PR A B I IR 4 b A B IR Ak B K
fFEMBCH T ERLE L,
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Table 1 Culture medium and preparation method for Isaria cicadae Miquel toxins production
K 3 LR KR B4 R i il 7
I . LA 200 ¢ VI B, A B 25 M K 0 30 min, L UEEUIT, NG AT A 20 o, FHZE KR SEE
T AA S5
SREMAHPD) AL 000 mL J& , 4834 % 500 mL 4B T, 480 100 mL, 121 °C & E R 15 min £
L 4 T 2 R R O MIFRE S S R R S o I AIRE 15 ¢ H MK 10 ¢ AL S ¢ T 1 000 mL ZE AR, 70
- (PDB) §5 F5 % fift )5 43 %€ %2 500 mL #EIE I P, AR 100 mL, 121 °C & FE KB 20 min 4% JH
W T — 53 3 BRURERE 50 g KNO, 10 g KH,PO, 5 g MgSO, 2.5 g FeCl, 0.02 g F 1 000 mL % 7k
e ! M ARG 43 2 500 mL TR A0 100 L, 121 C 85 FE KB 15 min £ 11
- -l S FRECH A 10 o BEREF 10 g B AR S ¢ T 1 000 mL 2K, BB WG 8 E
(PDJ) ¥ 97 3 500 mL #EJE ML, A4 100 mL, 121 °C 5 K K E 15 min £ H
- N I IFRBUNAE 70 o BERERY 3 o BEME 2 ¢ T 500 mL HEIE P, N A ZEME K 150 mL, IR A1
R (W) i3 2 121 C & K K 1 45 min %11
. . S MFRICE K 70 g FEREHS 3 g BERE 2 ¢ T 500 mL HEFE I h, A ZEE UK 150 mL, R4S
Fook(C) i3k 4 121 °C %5 JE K 45 min % 1]
[ {4 . . I FRBUR A 70 o BERERY 3 o BEHE 2 ¢ T 500 mL 4ETEH A, I A ZE K 150 mL, R4 )5
KK (R) 355 2 121 °C#&JERKH 45 min % H]
N Kk KIS P IFRBUE B /NE ER Kok R L 1 1 e BIRA S, BRI SR IE IR AW 70 g,
’ RN e FERERY 3 ¢ RTEME 2 ¢ F 500 mL #ETE M A, I A Z8 487K 150 mL, IR 515 121 °C & JE KA
(3MIX) #5372 5 .
45 min ?&ﬁﬁ
1.2 ik JEE , R 32 5L 10 7 A AT #ER R BOE 1
1.2, 1 WRAE TR R G 1L WAL B 2 W, B 45 B 3% R AP AR K WA R T

W 37 WAL TR AR 42 R T PDA SF AR I, T 28 C
Kige 7 d ATk . K0S AR R R B AR L PP T PDA
WHf_E 28 CHEFRE T d A R AR
1.2.2 2 il £ Sz mh

FHICHE A BEER K oh e 1. 2.1 i 45 B 0 28 B b 4
T b 98T, I 0 B AR B AR 78 T B R Tk
PR 10°/mL, A BIEL 1 mL IR A) 78 72 0% 1%
FizE 8 A SR 5L B A G IR AN 7 A AT HER M,
ST 25 CEEREFR 1~T R, MG —HEH
I F R 0 6 R 55 S R AT RIS
KR B B — A b 0 B A B R K A 28 10 R
H L2 W 4K 7 A Fh 5 92 56 B AR KRS O, O TR
(IR IR I I R N PRI S N

A FFYE T -20 CE R, &
1.2.3 BAFERE Y BEA Al ENNs $2HL

VWL R TR R IR ST JG, LW & T B I
S5mL 5 g WAEE: Y THRMS B &S, A
40 mL 85% Z NG /K VAW (85 = 15,V/V) I A =
A% R A 120 s, 180 r/min R 3 41 HL
30 min, ZE R 15~20 min, B 10 mL &R
F 50 mL B0 A 20 mL B 4K TR B TR
TR A1 )5 B IR R 15~20 min, X 4 mL 7 RS B RE
it B RO 43 i F e 3 mL B EE AN 3 mLL R 4lik
TS G LAY SPE A1, FEAK IR A 3 mL 10% & i 7K %
W 3 mL 50% &N 7K ¥ WOk B L R T Bl T SPE
o BJEH 2 mL 90% &K W e i, 57 T il 1
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1.2.4 WRAEEFEY)H BEA Ml ENNs % 558
KRR K % B #5721 HPLC-MS/MS 3 I =2

WAL B F W ) BEA FI ENNs, AMz i 10,

2 ERS5HH
2.1 WRAEEE SR A RAE I

ZARBAAETE 8 i IR Lo 9R 1 AR SERE 5%
FLR WY B — 2 1R BE, — B i (8] J5 2 76 TR I 3% 1w A
Kb AR A AR KRB LI 1,

2.2 HPLC-MS/MS J5 %563

AT BAE WAL KRG F2 ) Y AR K ) ENNs, 8¢5
HZ AN BEA K DU 7 ik 22 8 IE S 40, BEA 7F
4 B ARG I FE R 4 B [ R B 5 5 1 £k 1R 9 1] 43 03
$90.5~500 pg/L Al 1~1 000 wg/kg, ¥ HA BIFH
LHRR( > 0.999), WK 2, 7F 4 P iRz 53
H1 4 P R B 5 3 b R I BR 3 <1 pg/L(pg/kg) o
ITIEAE 1,10 F1 50 pe/L( peg/kg) =Rk, 4
AT EZ I AE 5 YY1 IR FL R 79. 4% ~
120. 0% , X AR v Al 22 21 < 10% , 16 J2 3BT 2R
2.3 R[FWALEREFRY T BEA & hE Y I e 25 51

AR WAL E 8 Fh AN [ BE 3% 3 L8 9% — @ i A
J& AR SR Y R R BEA (LR 2) 1825 [ xR
R A BEA . T A VR AR T AR B AR 1% SR )
Wi R K Y ENNs ( ENNs £ % P4 #f . ENB, ENB, |
ENA #1 ENA,),

S84 MT TR A TE WK R R B 35 W) P BEA
R S DL LR 3, BEA 7E 4 R 1 55 5% 9 v 1 ik
JEJEEAE 1.0~94. 6 wg/L Z[E, Hob 7R 55 245
2 JE % PDJ B Sk b BEA K MR e i, 1R 50 4
) PDB 15 5 Fkrh BEA K i3 Wk B2 B fR . ARG 1 32
E,PD ¥ 3R 3 BEA A R &5 (100.0%,7/7) ,

PDB Bk = A5 R

PDBREFF B EE 1 A

PDBH RIS HELT A
T £0 A8 Sk 0T 48 D WK B 37 A K A SRR
P1 A [l W TR B 0 ) 70 5 57 — S N 18] 14 A2 1 2

Figure 1  Growth of different culture complex after
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Table 2 Methodological parameters for determination of BEA concentration in different culture complex

i s 2 2ty P /da e 00 B E i B
PD 0.5~500 pg/L y=170821. 7x—671.5 0.999 99 0.3 pg/L 1.0 pe/L
N PDB 0.5~500 pg/L y=176302. Tx—4565. 2 0.999 98 0.8 pg/L 2.7 pg/L
bk PDJ 0.5~500 pg/L y=74682. 24+12039. 6 0.999 99 0.1 pg/L 0.3 pg/L
RD 0.5~500 pg/L y=173866. 2x-3399. 9 1..000 00 0.8 pg/L 2.7 pg/L
W 1~1 000 pg/kg y=78214. 9x+13982. 1 0.999 85 0.5 pe/kg 1.7 pe/kg
C 1~1 000 pg/kg y=175507. 14-6731. 8 0.999 99 0.1 pg/'kg 0.3 pg/kg
i R 1~1000 pg/kg y=68773. 8x+31741.9 1..000 00 0.3 pg/kg 1.0 pg/kg
3MIX 1~1 000 pg/kg y=67528. 3x—10040. 8 0.999 99 0.3 pe/ke 1.0 pg/kg

PDJ 3535 3 5 (42.9% ,3/7) . W ERI{EHFE ,PDJ 15
FrHE BEA W3 & iE (14,9 pe/L) ,PDB K 5%

Hrp BEA WS BERME (2.1 pg/L) , BRI AARES

FeW N R3S S 0T TR A BEA A vk B R e S
{E Y FC (B MK R A PDJ 5 358 3£ (29.6) >RD 15 35 3%
(18.6) >PD } £ (7.3) >PDB ¥ # 3 (6.1).
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ENB ENB, 8.0e6 BEA
6.7e5 BEA
6.05 7.0e6
” 5065 2 6.0e6
o 4‘0 i 5066
ENA,
2 4003 ‘ % 4.0¢6
g 3.0e5 ‘é 3.0e6
2.0e5 \ ENA 2.0e6
1.0e5 | "1 1.0e6
LA
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
t/min t/min
A B
TE A2 UM AR RE G s B 55 35 258 7 R 3MIX B 3% 3 ob 4 3 5% M 4 L
2 HPLC-MS/MS J5 ¥ K ill BEA F1 ENNs () 2 S 1 i ) [l %
Figure 2 Multiple reaction monitoring chromatograms of BEA and ENNs detection using HPLC-MS/MS method
K3 OWRAETEAR A S IR N R B SRIS A] BEA 77 AR A 00
Table 3 BEA production of Isaria cicadae Miquel inoculated on different culture media and incubation for different time
BEA & it/ (ng/L 8 ng/kg S 44 5 /
B g ot : : L &t (kug Mi? g) _ . K %% ¥lﬁﬁ /(ng/L Hijt{ﬁ
W W2 Hm3H W4 s MeM W7 Fopg/kg)  HOME
PD 13.8 13.5 9.5 2.0 2.6 2.3 14.5 100.0(7/7) 8.3 7.3
i PDB 1.8 6.1 5.6 1.0 - - - 57.1(4/7) 2.1 6.1
RS
PDJ 6.3 9.6 — — — 3.2 — 42.9(3/7) 14.9 29.6
RD — — 3.6 2.2 27.0 41.0 13.5 71.4(5/7) 12.5 18.6
w 1 247.5 594.9 742. 1 306. 2 60.9 6648.7 16 607.0 100.0(7/7) 3743.9 272.17
il ¢ C 184.2 824.9 2474.7 409. 1 62.9 19 967.9 14 030.7 100.0(7/7) 5422.1 317.5
R 596.5 962.3  5045.7 2485.5 117. 6 190. 6 13 696.7 100.0(7/7) 3299.3 116.5
3MIX 1367.0 3031.6 3320.5 863. 8 81.0 32721.7 44677.5 100.0(7/7) 12 294.7 551.6

HE— R KRt S BT AT B B0 5 R P 1 18
4 PR B R W AE PDY B 35 3 rh ™ £ 1 BEA K OF-
5% 5, 7 PDB }5 3 b = 4 1) BEA /K F-5fiL,

H 3% 3 0 UL X MR WAL AE 4 [ R B 75 kv
A=) BEA 7 i 7E 45 55 SR B (] 03 e PR o R 0

80 F
SR N 60.9~44 677.5 wg/kg, Hib | 785 3% S "
Z4 7 BT 3MIX 3535 5 b 2 AR Y BEA 9 i ﬁéﬁ
- o o - 40 b
LAESS S FEREHO W OB FE S R 9 BEA B Ik i g“

ik, BEA WA th R 7E 4 P IR B 552 L h 3 ok
100. 0% (7/7) . M F¥IM{EF ,3MIX #5577 FL ' BEA
(-2 i B (12 294.7 pg/kg) , R B 35 L h
BEA MY P38 f MK (3 299. 3 we/kg) o 45 & &
s BEA Y BE (9 55 (8 5 S AR A 09 LU A8 R
FK AR WK O 3MIX B 37 3 (551.6) > C K 37 %
(317.5)>W B3R (272.7) >R #5553 (116.5) , 4
ot [ 44 35 SR W) 7E 3MIX 35 F2 Fk v BEA 77 & fie i , 7F
R B %3 BEA P2 5K,
2.4 WALEREFEY T BEA F i BE R IR A AR AL i
TR WA T VR R A % 5% b P A2 ) BEA
TKAF- 25 BEA R, DR 5 R A 5 75 1y R ] K 5 5= ) v
BEA & & A8 bl B8 JF iR . FE 4 Bl IR 8 55
Yrep 7= A ) BEA K P Bl 55 3% 5 18] A9 A8 Ak WL IR 3,
WAAEAE 4 BRI B 55 B b 7 A2 1) BEA 7K 285 AIK
(BN 94.6 pg/L) , fE PDJ i #2377 2L 1) BEA
TR IR 2 R IA B 0 BL S R R IR 4E R

TERARAKF AR A K, Hofth 3 B85 9% 2 h BEA
(7= R AR AE R IR 220 4 IR A%

100 ¢

3
<
T

’ HUE B2 F3R BAH FSA HoA FTH
HEFrIn i)
B3 WAAEAE A B SRR T A ) BEA 5 R IR
I [6] 4 728 1 3
Figure 3 Change trend of BEA concentration produced by
Isaria cicadae Miquel inoculated on liquid media over

incubation time

TE 4 Bl AR 55 IR 1 b AR 9 BEA 5 A B 5
R[] B4 SiE A 172 o T oo, A 55 9% 248 3 SR I RS T
i, B R OT 8 T BEIRAE T SR 24 5 J8 I [ 2 A A%, 4k
MTESR 6 JH B2 7 J ik 3 fr i K- (WA 4) . 1E
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TR TR IR
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Figure 4 Change trend of BEA concentration produced
by Isaria cicadae Miquel inoculated on solid media over

incubation time

SEHA 1600 ZFEMAN L, REAAZEIL
B RGP A WAL IR H9E H G #E , B B
B ek IR MEE ST, WARE
AR U WAETE T 18 P B | HE 22 VB 5 A U T A AR
T RAFRIFEL SR, R EF AR RS 4 BB
FHMAAE S 2orb 35 09 20, b B A 1 O K
AT B AEAN KON, BRI WA ) i ek s R —
MG

LUANGSA-ARD %5 % H] HPLC ¥ 78 Wi 46 1Y
PDB WK 29 P 46t BEA, oMk 4 0.6 mg/L,
ARG AE 8 FhAS [F) 15 % Jk b 1 Wi A 5% 3% 1 vh 5 K6
BEA , H. & B0 [I7E 4 FBKEE R Y 1.0~94.6
pe/ Ly 7E 4 FiE ARG SR YTl 60.9~44 677.5 pe/ke,
H BEA & Bl 55 5% 0 6] (9 A 4 7 A8 b, Al UL, 6N
TR SR A op AR W] A UL 3R T A
JER) BEA, H T BEA AJ/E N B 20k 3% in 48 it i
I BH B - 5 A, AT A 4 e P S O
(A= B B U [t BEA T3 S B4 0 40 M P 4
R T S R R A R N D) I T
5 DNA i B b i 4n it 08 T & 4 L B O 2 1E
FHE L Z2 Rl A i R iR AT AR 06 g R
N, —EWE R BEA Al 55 DNA Wi 24 FZ i 7,
HLUH DNA W72 50 200 i 08 12155 504K 40 B b 28 Fn i R
WEARM S, =10 pmol/L 25 wmol/L 1 5 wg/mlL
A3 TS 30N BB A b e 40 N 3R 8 1 A 40 i
T B PKIS 4Rt o5 A T, R pr s &
W], BEA B 40 i 5 M PUmd AR SRR, X 4R
TNBIFSE N B AR W AR HE AT N FE R R B 8 7 I
J it — 2 A e vEAL AR B R Atk

[F) B, N 355 75 WA A 9 25 A 350K 43 T R o o 3
HWoAFmESE L AHBEER, KaEE" &
PR 2 FPORTR) N T 8E 7% ok 55 i Wi A ) O H A5 43
By e s A2 — 3 B & i 75 & = B AU

2, AU AR R, WAL B SR ) A [ R
Bigrdkrh BEA B AR HY 5 O G i TR A B 9 A
PR, 5 B 8t 8 9 N T 0% R B (15 WA AL 55 e )
A ROR S i A E R AT 4 S R
S ) BIREFE T 18]

AWESEE K 5T WAAETE 4 TRl IR B 57 26 A
4 PR SR B SEEISR 1~7 5 BEA S8/
Rt B0, S AT 5% ) A 8 DA A 22 4k i {3
Z % N TR FR AL a] 52 3R RURE Tl A= 7=, i 2>
Xt B AR R A e BT S TR AR A 0 A A )
AR R, DI 5 . SR TN T SR AR 2
T REAE Sy BT A 4K R A i B Y R A A AT A X
LAV E AT W5 25 I, O % 24 B 2 A O AT 5
HEO AN XL AR 7 A T R R AT )T 5
E MR 57 N TR 3% A ™ T AE T bR 19 4 4 1
PR v T AR R R 4 4 i WAE N T 3R A
TR, X0 T 5 M ) S 5E Y EAE BEUR E AEA
FHEAEEMIAIEL,

5% 3k
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