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W OE: BRY  #r—FEB S SO & BCS TS L (ultra liquid chromatography tandem mass spectrometry,
ULPC-MS/MS) 7 7K 7™ i vy 2 1 H s R AR vk . ik SRR & @M e/ SRR BRI, 1EC bt
FBRAIRWT i UEAb IS, SR FH Waters ACQUITY HSS T3 (il 1748, ZNE-5 mmol/L ZR4E/KIEH+0.1%
BRIK (V) BAE A I S AR A TR FE TR, BB TR T 2 R s e . S55% S Mt v S 5 #b
RIFPITE 1~50 ng/mL 2k B N RME AT, HOCRECH 0.9991~0.9996; 2% 7 ik (A6 i BR A1 f5E B 4351y
0.03 pg/kg F1 0.1 png/kg; 6, FHik. *F. BHLPARES Y, ZBEH M JACEIZE 0.1, 0.2, 1.0 pg/kg IMARZK
S 34 [N R 66.6%~106.6%, H NS FETE K 2.1%~11.1%, H AR ETE RN 1.3%~13.2% i &
TUERRE . e R, PRI, BEAETE KT b SR R M R LA AR B A BT SR

KB WSRO @R BT KT SR e AR

Determination of mequindox and its metabolites in aquatic products by ultra
liquid chromatography tandem mass spectrometry

LIU Wen-Jing, PAN Wei', WU Jian-Hong

(Institute of Agricultural Quality Standards and Testing Technology Research, Fujian Academy of Agricultural
Sciences/Fujian Key Laboratory of Agro-products Qualitiy& Safety, Fuzhou 350003, China)

ABSTRACT: Objective To establish a method for determination of mequindox and its metabolites in aquatic
products by ultra liquid chromatography tandem mass spectrometry (ULPC-MS/MS). Methods The tissue
samples were extracted with dichloromethane/ethyl acetate and filtered with n-hexane to remove fat, separated
with Waters ACQUITY HSS T3 column by gradient elution using acetonitrile-5 mmol/L ammonium acetate
solution +0.1% formic acid solution (V:V) as mobile phase, the contents were determined by multi-reaction
monitoring mode under positive ion scanning mode. Results Mequindox and its 5 metabolites had good
linearity in the linear range of 1-50 ng/mL, with correlation coefficients of 0.9991-0.9996, the limit of
detection was 0.03 pg/kg, and the limit of quantitation was 0.1 pg/kg. In eel, moth, shrimp and crab muscle
samples, the average recoveries of mequindox and its metabolites at the spiked levels of 0.1, 0.2, and 1.0 pg/kg

were 66.6%—106.6%, and the daily precision range was 2.1%-11.1%, the daytime precision range was

HEWR: REE AR iR 2 2005 A B H (STIT2017-1-12) . #6848 8 23 25 2SR B T 2 A RHIF£ 35 (20 18R 1018-1)

Fund: Supported by the Technology Innovation Team of Fujian Academy of Agricultural Sciences (STIT2017-1-12), and Fujian Province Basic
Research Projects for Public Service Research Institutes (2018R1018-1)

“BITWES: W, BIDFR 5L, EERIGR T 10 A ™ G4 4 . E-mail: 870993292@qq.com

*Corresponding author: Pan -Wei, Associate Professor, Institute of Quality Safety for Agro- products, Fujian Academy of Agricultural Sciences,
Fuzhou 350003, China. E-mai:870993292@qq.com



884 B dn 2 4 R R I A 4R

81

1.3%-13.2%. Conclusion The method is stable, accurate, sensitive and fast, and can meet the needs of

analysis of mequindox and its metabolites in aquatic products.

KEY WORDS: ultra performance liquid chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry; aquatic products; mequindox;

metabolites
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LT M (mequindox), 1% R, 2R 22 M E
B BRI T & B B 2512, ek SR v R
FFBaaAR . A0 T R S5 A i st ), Hoa e ik
A R RIS TUA R, 7EE NS R
b AR B2 B AT 2T R s R AR A 35 T s kR
254y, EWRRZG Y AL & W) B R B 0 L ORI AL 1
PESOL FEFRFE R T Sh VLA N R B BB AR B R
PrEt A R IR AR ST R B IR 43 2 M E Sh )
PRI RE 7 BE MR R M AR, 2ex 4 4 il —
SEMTEPERLE, PRS0 . BO0%, BRI, BT
25 L3 A s TR - 2R TR T 3-SR MR- 2- R TR
PRy ok B B2 0 A5 1) E R U7 BRI WK = i
rh i 2 gt s JE O AR R B e A B

20Tk F v R AR B4 1 A DU = A v AR AR 2
% H B 9T 3% 5 (high liquid chromatography tandem mass
spectrometry, HPLC-MS/MS)!'8 | 5 %50 A8 € 1% 32 (high
performance liquid chromatography, HPLC)!"4% ., Hif, /K
7 i Y T TR e AE A A I H AR £ T e
2P0 S TF K v T R s R i B AR P, A
UL Z T R s i v 20 il S U R B o U e 1 B R D
B BT T o AR ETL AP K i 2 kR s AR 4y
TTR-2-R 1R | 3-SRk -2 SR BR A TR A A, (HE R
MIBFE C RS S ETEXS | . K BESFEAS IR S 4 it
R AR AR B R BRI, K s i A
i 3t S AN IS AR R], % 2T H e ARG 7 A= A Pt 25 A7
TEZE S o DRIHGA S Ny —Ffrm] L[] s AG: ) 2 i P s 22
R AN 5

ARAF 5 308 3 SR P oo 20 A K T 3 ] P 5 T
g | A B RS K G b S e S S R, T
PR, fRTAE . SRR HIE VSR, WK
I RARL A HAR T L S M

2 MRS

21 # ®
SEOGAE S SRR S AR IR . SE N BB AR ) AR A K 2R
SR SR, 0F . . H W A ANR RS

il

22 AFIRILEE

CNR(gal, TEEBCA D) FER(EigaE, e Waters
oD, TR ZBRZEE. 2B, IEC k(g E2iEH
F AL AT, SR MEXT R (C HoN,O3 MEQ, 4
=97%, EEZNEERAN, N LM XTI 5 (C HN,O;
M1). INER—A ZBEH T B (C 1 H N0, M2), B—5Z,
Tt F 0 SF B (C 1 H N, O, MI3) L I 480 2 Tk Y 1 6 B
(CHoNO, M4y, IS — 5 2 T FF s X6 B 5 (C H1oNL O,
MI10) (@ = 97%, TM B FRAF]).

UPLC H-Class # = 350 AH €015 - 5 56 B i A (2
Waters 23 dl); FW100 % 53 J7 e iR AL (LT 2% B
I EEA BRZS Fl); TDL-5-A FEAR 3 K 25 4 850 HL (1 g 42
SR ERTT); KQ-500DE K2 7 i 3 vk A (B 1 i
AL B A ), Direct-Q®3UV B4 i Kk A (H [ 25 7§
AR H); KA-RVS JEHE 28 B AL (T E IKA 2 #l);
AL204 BUHLF RO (1 A R 3 - FE R 2 (0 B H);
0.2 pum £ HLZR I8 I CR HEH B 28 |l ) o
23 REEHSRIEEG
23.1 @&t

{4 Waters ACQUITY HSS T3 #1(100.0 mmx
2.1 mm, 1.7 pm), FiHH 250 pL/min, A0H 40 °C, #EFEAK
R 2 L, WBh#H: Z0EA), 5 mmol/L ZMRE/KIFIK
+0.1%(V: V) BRK IR (B); BRI F: 0.0~2.0 min, ¥
ShAH A 1 20%T1E 70%, 2.0~3.0 min, FEH A 1 70%T+ &
95%; 3.0~5.8 min i ZAH LLBIAZE, 5.8~6.0 min JEBITH A H
95%% % 20%, 6.0~8.0 min, AR HLHIAAS
232 A

JO T 43 BT 1) B TR HUE 5% IE B 1 R (ESTY), R
RIS WA 1000 L/, #3000 2y 22 50 W (multiple-
reaction monitoring, MRM), & FHIEE K 120 °C, Hif
IR IEEFHEE, BRSIRE 500 °C, RS &
R, WP EF . TR PR LR 1
24 BKREECH

o U £ 45 ;A 2 R L 2 I Y 0 s o AR i R AR 3
FEIRRAE S, T SRR R, O 25 2 100 mL 25 5
B, 52000 pg/mL bR AEV I, BUE S °CLLTR UKA PR AF o

Frufemhize: B 0.05, 0.10, 0.50., 1.00, 2.00, 2.50 mL
IR WE | AR IR R A AT 100 mL 255, JFH
TSR T 2R 8 W B A B e T AR ZE 1 ~50 ng/mL.
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Table 1 Parameter conditions of drug substance spectrum

L&Y BB T (m/2) FEF(m2) THE R/ V BEUNEHIE/V {4 55 1 8] /min
143.00% 30 16
LT s (MEQ) 219.00 3.14
159.90 30 12
186.99% 30 14
= s
I L 21.15 2.78
M1 203.05 30 11
A — 4R 2 Bk 168.07* 30 18
205.16 3.07
FE(M2) 187.04 30 1
v 158.02% 27 17
TS LT e 203.15 3.99
(M3) 186.04 27 14
e 145.00% 30 26
e — S L e 187.17 4.44
(M4) 159.03 30 18
U — 4 2 143.00 30 19
?ﬂi " 189.17 3.50
#(M10) 171.05% 30 11
RN ERE T

2.5 HGAETAIE

PR T B 28 IR B2 oy 5 pg/mL 19 2 T FH v 24 ) 1
Xif 9 Y 688 B 1 i Vs AR B, VR A 500 pg/mL (1) 2T
F s 2 W Vs VRN T gk . L BRIV AL EE, RIS 18 h
JEBAT By, AT IRA), F-20 °CR IR

FREURESD 5 g(RE1 2 0.01 g) T 50 mL Ak g0,
IMA S bt - R CBRIRA R BOR. 20mL, &% 44k % IF
5] 20 min, FAFEEEL 15 min, K EIARFES 4000 r/min Z .0
10 min, AW FEE A TR ARBOEE LB 1K, &7
PR, WeR AR AP EZE R IR T, Rk

FESARIUI A 0.50 mL i shAHl, #HEmw, B2
10 mL HZEE.LEYH, A 5 mL 1FE S 4EiEiRiR-4E | min,
4000 r/min .0 10 min, FE FEMITEC K, FI2ER
1F 0.2 pm MALIERE S, R EAL,

B AN FH 20T H s 2 g A BRRE SR AL, LAY R Bk
W7 B 2% PR 28 BRI AT A2 1R At

3 ZER59%

3.1 HmErEEHRmKE

K i TR 2 0 8 43 oA R R U A
AR T AWk, KRB, 2. MRS
BRI BOBRI M Bk . S5R%W: RAZAR
Y+ 2R IR A VA LU 3:1(V: V) [ R A3 (18] 1),
N B — S H i+ 2R Z IR TR A I R BB 5

3.2 WAL
3.2.1 Az

HAE D Z5-0.1% H BR/K (V) . @H -5 mmol/L Z,
PR B H0.1% FH FROK I (V:V) . DI EE-0.1% H FRK I
MWFI@DZIE-5 mmol/L 2, R 8 K 75 R +0.1% H R K V5 I
(V:V)4 R sh AR IR, 250 2 TR, Yk shie
OFGT 2T s B AR5 4y o g i) B 2/, 6o T4 ™
VTR, 2 RIS M1 A I, Jogve e
iy FERRRT, 6 FPEIN ) (o 3 IR i o A AR, (R
F R, BT, IR -5 mmol/L 2Rk /K
TR+0.1% FF BR/K IR (V- VTE sl

120

o S
100}
o LR
g 80 0 Z. i
L o0 o 4T+ Z MK
E 40 o B 20
20 o LI+ B2

0 Ll L
Ml MEQ M2 M3 MI0 M4

B 1 ANTR] SR EGA F XT 2 15 B s R AR IS4 S
Fig.l1 Effect of different reagents on recovery rate of mequindox
and metabolites

322 &%
OFERE IR B (R IR, . Ze bk . RAYBURD
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P2 P BN R T SRR PR R SRR, FL it
HORIOAIEE | SRR M AR F RO, LASIERHA R AR
ARSI A FE RO BE R/ A SRR ) B340 B TR
AT Waters ACQUITY HSS T3 #1711 Waters BEH Amide #1:
XK E S50 SR F BEH Amide AER, M1 3% i, Higy

R eI A2, R HSS T3 i} 6 FhERII4 R H
BLIF-ARG I . Waters ACQUITYHSS T3 €154 Jy AR
BT Cig A, ATSSREXIRAME TR RARCRER, IES IR o O
B HULEE HSS T3 A, LB M KA T LASRAS i)
REYEE, WA, B

6.01
100 221.15>186.99 3
el o |
I |
L I 1 L I L I i A I| L—- A L
0550 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500 550 600 650 7.00
100 4
- . 219.00>143.00
os L
@i 475 54
0 i i ; i ) i P o 355
050 1.00 150 2.00 250 3.00 3.50 4.00 450 500 550 600 6.50 7.00
100 44 205.16>168.07
wl M d
0
5-28 539564 6,26
1 Y7050 100 150 2.00 250 3.00 350 400 450 500 550 6.00 6.50 7.00
- 490
100 M3 = 203.15>158.02
g it
Y7050 1.00 150 2.00 250 3.00 350 400 450 500 550 600 650 7.00
100 44
0
= hd || f 189.17>145.00
ok
: ; 2 J_ 527 A ;
Y050 1.00 150 2.00 250 3.00 350 400 450 500 550 6.00 6.50 7.00
1000 v 7 189.17>171.05
&
485 J1
Y7050 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500 550 600 650 7.00
s fia) -
100 - 276 221.15>186.99
" M1 f\ b
L ] -
|. 470
077050 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500 550 600 650 7.00
100 - 311
MEQ 219.00>143.00
%h
R & n : B B + 3.155l - : . . P -
0=—350 100 150 200 250 3.00 3.50 400 450 500 550 600 650 7.00
100 p 205.16>168.07
M2
%h
499 X
2 0050 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500 550 600 650 7.00
100 s 3.98 203.15>158.02
[+
%_
0350 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500 550 600 650 7.0
100 - 3.49
il 189.17>171.05
ol f
0050 100 150 200 250 300 3.50 400 450 500 550 600 650 7.00
100 - M 187.17> 14500
M4
% r\e
0.50 1.00 1.50 200 2.50 3.00 3.50 400 450 500 550 600 650 7.00

e [l] /53

1. OHE-0.1%H BRK IR (V:V); 2. -5 mmol/L £ R %E K IR +0.1% FF R /K (V2 V); 3. F BE-0.1% H IR K I IR (V2 V); 4.4
-5 mmol/L Z R4 /K +0.1% H R /KIE W (V:V)
B2 SR 2 AR 3 AR X S Ak B R

Fig.2 Effects of flow relative to ionization of different components
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100 404
221.15>186.99
el M \
n i L L i I ke s'ﬁs | i L L i 1
0050 100 150 200 250 3.00 350 400 450 500 550 600 650 7.00
100 - 1.94
219.00 > 143.00
«} MEQ n & 293,15
[ i\ ) 353 )
Y7050 1.00 1.50 200 2.50 3.00 3.50 4.00 450 500 550 600 650 7.00
100 - 1.97
205.16>168.07
Wl M2 d
U="050 100 150 200 250 3.00 350 400 450 500 550 600 650 7.00
100 - 396
M3 c 203.15>158.02
%_
) . ) ) 242 X " . ) ) .
3 UTTT050 1.00 1.50 200 2.50 3.00 3.50 400 450 500 550 600 650 7.00
100 e
MI0 e 189.17>171.05
ol |
R TR NI S Ny PR T —-——
0050 100 150 200 250 3.00 350 400 450 500 550 600 650 7.00
00F s T 187,17 145.00
|
! i : . A ; s ; i i ;
0050 100 150 200 250 3.00 350 400 450 500 550 600 650 7.00
e o] 4 e
100 ”3 221.15>186.99
” Ml » 382
(] P 16 /
0 '(T_u_, 099 138 178 216 252 283 43362' l.ln)bnﬁ“wﬂ“gsw”u SR 500
050 1.00 150 200 250 300 350 200 450 500 550 600 650 7.00
100 i 219.00>143.00
MEQ a 0=14
%_
342 356
050 700 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500 550 600 650 7.00
100 o' 205.16>168.07
M2 d
%_
G I A I i L i 374 A i L i L i 1
i 050 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500 550 600 650 7.00
100r M3 " 203.15>158.02
ol C
0 ; . ; . ; 21 . . . . . .
050 100 150 2.00 250 3.00 3.0 400 450 500 550 600 6.50 7.00
100 338
o \ " 189.17>171.05
J
0050 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500 550 600 650 7.00
100 1 187.17>145.00
M4 e ’ ’
%} |
. L . . L - L . L . L .
0050 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500 550 600 650 7.00
o 1/l

1. ZH5-0.1%M K%

F(V:V); 2. FTBE-5 mmol/L 2R B K I H+0.1% FF R /K 7%

S (V:V); 3. EE-0.1% 1 BROKIE (V2 V); 4.2 016

-5 mmol/L Z FRE K IFI+0.1%H R /KB W (V:V)
el 2 ORI RR 7 ShAR X B Ak A S

Fig.2 Effects of flow relative to ionization of different components

33 FRIEHARNMK

BT K™ G LR AL 45 S, FF BRSO H AR 5%

WA R, AR SCRAIEE FHE#it, %R 100 ng/mL 5

7&?%’“4&:;”%?3# W T, AR RT3, B
AE IS4 F. MEQ. M1, M2, M3. M4, M10 L)

[M+H T+l 3%, miz 43504 219.00, 221.15, 205.16.

203.15, 187.17. 189.17, fCit#y M1 &) m/z kb 2. T8t Y s

K2, JEFE ML A 2P w4 i S08 EAC P, st
M2 AR M1 EAR I vz Lt M1 16; AR
¥ M3 & T e I — AR, H miz B MEQ /) 16;
R M4 g 20T H e i I — A, H miz tE MEQ
/N 325 AR M10 2 20Tk Y s 4 o &0 — AR
H miz t MEQ /)y 30, 2Tk P s 1 AR 3 4 4 41 o i 1
ULE 3, 2R v S AR o UL 4.
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Inten. (x1,000,000)
45| 14f1.1 i,
40} M4 MEQ
354
3.0 203.1
205.1
2.5+ M3
20k 180.1 M2 . 2282
L5F M10 M1
1.0f J
226.2 239.2
0.5}
0 U n_r;AJ\..A,. A L J A VY aVaY e b\\.\ - ,\(\/\v,‘/\rJ‘J 7 N Y
T170.0 175.0 180.0 185.0 190.0 195.0 200.0 205.0 210.0 215.0 220.0 225.0 230.0 235.0 240.0
miz
3 T s R AR AR 2 T 1
Fig.3 Full scan MS spectra of mequindox and its metabolites standard
o K 0 LS BRI 15 W FE 320K, 454 N Tl L 10 B A e 24
A ! A SR UTRL, W5 A 2 e (R B O
N_ _CH - CH; N__CH ' N .
(j:j%: (;[1%/ [;:j%; fiE . F4kP 9 LOD W 0.03 pg/kg, LOQ 4 0.1 pg/kg.
N N N ot i
E V 3.5 FERWERMBERE
o OH OH N N —
0‘ o , FEBOAN T 1k FR s 5% B ) SE DN gl . IR . L K
MEQ M M FEMZRBF 0.1, 0.2, 1.0 pg/kg 3 A/KF-HeE E4T 2. Bt
o] s — e N -
+ W K AR bR LSS 56, TSR0 b [ R A X
N _CH, N__CH, N ~CH, PR 22, [ H R R A H RS 3 AR IR 3.
©:N/I[( @N,IH/ @N/Ir 2Tk B v T AR AE 3 AN IFRAKSE R, SN 686, IR
OH Nl A T Uy S N R ) N g S N )
M3 0 M4 ? MI10 66.6%~106.6%, H N HE % B (A7 X A5 E fid 2%, relative

B4 2 A 2 75

Fig.4 Chemical structures of mequindox and its metabolites

34 FAENREE. ZMHXRKHRANESR

S 2Tk VP s R AR ) 2R 90 s 0 TR 4 1) R R A T
W, DA TR Y X 2 1ok FF v e A 0 o i v B X AT
AR BT, W3 2, 7E25 (a6 . 0F . 8 IR
PRSI — E VR BE AR HEVS W, DAE MR L (SIN= 3) W i 2%
ZH 43K Y BR (limit of detection, LOD), {ZM: I (SN=10)
1 E 4% 2043 € it BR (limit of quantitation, LOQ), £54: %
P, MEINKES RN 0.3, 1.0 ng/mL B, 55 2 H R

standard deviation, RSD)JE /& 2.1%~11.1%, H [A[¥5%
RSD JE[F 1.3%~13.2%, REWEEIN6B6E, F, A% ik
H 2T P s AR B R I
3.6  EBRFE QN

7 FH AR 7 R ARG I R T B K T 4 Y 58 B
BR . B8 HIREE 108 MFEAL, BIAKS Hh 2k s R AR
Yo XK S IR B BORE SR Sz IR i 2, T A P s T 2
bR b g 2 I b, AR ML, M2, M3, M10
Yf bk it WALl K ™ 57 56 3 25 05 v A 3K 7
18 hm, R, B SRR AT 3 D i L R AR
IR .

®2 LMK BHRMERR
Table 2 Results of regression relationship, LOD and LOQ

ST 8115 7 LG /(ng/mL)  MXRE KlR/(ugke)  ERBR/(ng/kg)
Z T H ¥ (MEQ) Y=110734%-10155.9 1~50 0.9993 0.03 0.1
JNE 2 B s M) Y=18158.8X-1448.06 1~50 0.9995 0.03 0.1
T — 4L 2 1 H s (M2) Y=26288.8X-1597.37 1~50 0.9991 0.03 0.1
ot — % 2 Tk Y g (M3) Y=56214.5X-3917.98 1~50 0.9992 0.03 0.1
o =S 2T s (M4) Y=89048.4X-6032.96 1~50 0.9996 0.03 0.1
TSR A 2 Bt EE(M10) Y=28268.6X-2757.73 1~50 0.9991 0.03 0.1
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®3 HSEPAYRMRE YR E A R B EE (n=0)

Table 3 Recovery rates, daily and interspecific precisions of drugs in samples (n=6)

S5 Y o 5 1
| H H il H H [l H Py H [ H Py H [l
Bro kI

Y Npg/ke) Ik RSD [ikZ RSD [EigZ RSD g RSD [EigZxE RSD [EIgZE RSD [EgZE RSD [EgZE RSD

% 1% % % 1% 1% 1%

1%

1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1%

0.1 739 88 852 77 699 95 752 8.5 79.8 7.4 85.2 8.7 68.9 6.4 75.6 7.5

MEQ 0.2 814 63 785 54 735 73 725 8.6 80.8 8.4 80.8 7.5 74.3 5 78.4 5.7
1 839 49 887 52 805 55 925 42 96.3 9.2 96.5 4.7 89.9 4.1 75.4 8.5

0.1 784 87 82.1 94 753 9 75.3 7.9 87.9 7.1 81.2 8.6 74.4 7.1 86.5 7.1

M1 0.2 853 72 905 63 832 64 912 8.6 93.2 8 90.2 53 83.7 6.4 75.4 6.3
1 86.1 5 88.6 58 885 52 1066 4.2 102.8 8.7 1028 4.7 1053 4.8 105.3 5.2

0.1 71.3 7 75.4 9 73.6 84 705 102 828 7.9 72.8 9.7 79.3 8.4 88.4 9.9

M2 0.2 825 55 873 3.7 827 7 77.6 8.6 85.9 8.7 85.9 7.7 87.7 6.4 74.3 5.7
1 87.6 38 915 35 681 4.7 883 6.3 92.4 9.2 98.7 6.9 98.9 4.3 103.5 5.7

0.1 82.1 92 786 12,1 85.1 73 784 58 717.9 6.5 78.6 9 69.6 8.6 70.5 11.2

M3 02 836 74 854 84 668 56 89 64 89.5 8.9 88.5 7.6 79.9 6.7 82.6 5.7
1 864 6 899 65 903 32 923 3.7 99.7 10 103.6 8.4 81.1 4.8 88.9 3.5

0.1 79.1 9 712 102 772 85 78.6 8.5 733 8 75.4 9.8 66.6 11.1 70.5 13.2

M4 0.2 79.7 63 824 85 673 63 869 7.9 82.5 9.4 85.7 8.5 68 7.3 78.6 8.4
1 923 48 889 42 836 54 953 2.5 97.1 9.9 97.4 6.8 89.8 4.1 85.4 5.1

0.1 80.3 7 786 92 792 6.8 865 9 80.1 7.7 77.6 9.9 76.1 8.9 71.6 9.9

M10 0.2 835 49 887 52 846 34 889 65 88.3 8.4 85.4 7.6 89.7 9.3 88.7 8.4
1 8.1 3.1 926 53 921 2.1 969 43 95.2 9.9 1024 83 1025 93 105.5 1.3
4 2= i JrkEENE . MEFTE . R R AE, RUNERAE . OF . A

AT A RO R BEARAR,  ELARME | B 7L B 2 1
PCPEBOA TR, R e R T 38 S B i) ot %) 3 2 AR A T 0T
e, DNTTAT 0 i 2 21 P s S AR i e Y, 3 vy
Wi O 5 B8, ARAH R ) SRR RNy B o AN S H X
TR AR S AR, RIS T AR IR . AT
H AR 2R I R o 2 R TR BT PO AL, A SR IE 8 114
B, B 10 ng/mL PRl RES T A4, #0E T iRfEE
HAENE B X, ISP B 2 1

AW FEHENL T K i T s R LA 1Y) 43 A
Tk, SEBLZ RN 2 H VA 5k B B Rl A D . 3%

FHik 4 FoK SR BAESATE 0.1, 0.2, 1.0 pg/kg 3 PG
ACE b B RAF A s A AR Ry 0.03 pg/ke,
FERPRN 0.1 pe/ke, AR T TG A 7 bR 2 g
WA E AR PR 1.0 mg/kg; AR AR P2V i Ak
AE L35 ER BT I 5 7K 7™ it P s A I . 2 T Y s S
E TR0 pg/ke), A7 5 H bR 5 225 SCHRAH HE,
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