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ABSTRACT: Objective To establish a method for the detection of gamithromycin residues in Oryctolagus
cuniculus meat by ultra performance liquid chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry (UPLC-MS/MS).
Methods Oryctolagus cuniculus meat samples were extracted using acetonitrile, subjected to defatting with

n-hexane, and further purified with Qasis MCX solid-phase extraction cartridges, and analyzed by Xevo TQ-XS
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UPLC-MS/MS with gradient elution, electrospray ionization positive scan mode (ESI"), multiple reaction monitoring

(MRM) and internal standard method were applied for quantitative analysis. Results There was an excellent linear

correlation between the target peak area and the injection mass concentrations of gamithromycin at the range of

0.25-50.00 ng/mL (r*>0.999). The limit of detection and limit of quantitation were 0.25 pg/kg and 0.50 pg/kg. The

average recoveries ranged from 76.8% to 102.3%, with intra-batch and inter-batch relative standard deviations both

lower than 15% (n=6) at the addition levels of 0.5, 1.0 and 50.0 pg/kg. Conclusion The method is sensitive,

accurate, and suitable for the detection of residues of gamithromycin in Oryctolagus cuniculus meat. This study can

provide scientific basis and technical support for the monitoring and quality safety control of veterinary drug residues

in Oryctolagus cuniculus meat products.

KEY WORDS: ultra performance liquid chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry; Oryctolagus cuniculus meat;

gamithromycin; residues
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JCIHR KA WEER S AR, B TREANERL L, &%
AT shwmbirzy, Bkt v ER ey, T2/
TR 2 A PEC AP . W I 2 FCAT 7R L e Ay ¢
TR T AT 45 SURR R T S0 7 S R IR IR g i ik
B 3% 2 B A g B AR U B A fefy DA I 0 S U R R R
BK R AEIM A AR, BA SRS HG e .
GIL W R CRIE /N e Ak SRR A
i I IB= I e

G HA ARG . AR (R X E . S
PR, RTHARE SRS, R AR, EEN
INITEZ =R S 3 XA P 2~ N AW S I A
ML R BT 56 5 | 190 P W T 2 PR R R 0 v 114 v e M A
Yot H R, IOKREE R AR TR s E L
2R CERIAI Y, (T4 A o R WA ok 2 &
TESHRAT AFRIA T A R B, 1 b E s R
HH I e P BRI T AL, IR A S R PR SRy 4 1)
BT/

T R B K SR A L, (HH X R A E R
BA ARG DU 2 1 2>, T2 5 B R AR AN (S 2 118 3 T 2 o ik
JE, TRt 2l 29 9% B G = S EL PR R 5 bR . PR
ai i LZS 51 2 B R WA 1 S TIOR8 R I 2Bk g — ik B IR
TAniE, (HERE . EE . HARSEZAE R M X XA A
WL R R OK R FE AR R AR A A I BR R, R
GB 31650.1—2022 { & dh 2 FE e & 41 FlEzg
I RFR A B & ) WL T KRB RS . AL ik R
HHEAE 20~300 pg/kge CRIE MK RS ZEARI ik £ 247
T RCROM i L P, R T RO ik Y, M (-
TEIEPY R RSO - TR U R
R TR A2 R B S e, NS A AR

SEHHE AN 2 R IR B AT o T L RO L U
PEDIE A AVBORH (0 385 - AR 1B 5 1% 1k 2 28 1y B B DN 7 18
TFE.

) — Rl 5 15 0 5 5 A AR, B Pl G I 57 3R 2R
AL EWINE AR, RO R NAR, J&7E BTG 2 A 4 ek
Jz R —F AR E SR, A% H X A TEA
BAN 73 2o A5 H ) E 2 AR b e JE SR 3% 0 (matrix effect, ME)
PEATRCIERY R He ST I OKR B 2 -Ds 1 bR, 2
SET AU JHERE BRI AR ) oI oK R R Ak
052 4 T ACTRORE € T - R BB T v AR AR S 3 i ok
B R-Dy MENNAR, HENL T A Wh b ok 25 3R I & 1WA €2
- ER IR BT T . AR /D R S OBOR €% - R
(ultra performance liquid chromatography-tandem mass
spectrometry, UPLC-MS/MS)H FH A k& KR B &
DN SE BIWFFEARGE, ASBIFTE 8 F -5 0ok 2 3 HAT AR TR i 2544
P IRAL 2 R TR 2 RNOK 22 3R -Dy VRN NER, BTERE
SE—Rh AT AR SRR A DU R TR RPN oK B R AR B R
UPLC-MS/MS F3 M5k, LUK 22 375 P S i 2454080
FIFRFFE VIS 77 i B 2 5% B MR A BOR A5 Ty i Ay i
BES

1 #MR57H%

1.1 XE5RF
111 MELE4

Xevo TQ-XS UPLC-MS/MS {¥ (HL 25 5 ) . Qasis
MCX [EAHZERUAE(3 cc, 60 mg). Waters BEH Cg o iiFE
(2.1 mmx50 mm, 1.7 um)(3£[E Waters /A #]); Vortex Genie 2
N IEIR S #% (35 [E Thermo Fisher Scientific /A #]); VMV-5 £
e PR A (L UL RIS RO R F]); XPE205 HL
ST RAECRE B 0.01 mg, Hit: Mettler Toledo 23 7l); YP5002
PR 001 g BB RA RAF);
Multifuge X3R KA IR 25 L AL(SE E Scientific Industries
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FH1TE

23 l); XDNS-24 HMRAL (N R ER A BRZ2A F]); DPS-20
Z IIRE H 3T Ee(3EE Pro Scientific 23 ]); USE-20S [ HZE
e E Jb R A R A FRAFD; 0.20 pm £k 0ERF (15
[ 2R 72 Millpore 23 ).
1.1.2 X7 544

TR ZFRE S LS 13481007GS, 4lFF 97.2%, 7%
YIRS RA R, KRB R -Dy R RS
S191253, BtV EN 100 pg/mL, KEBT/RERHEA PR
Al); LIREE . oK. LR HTal, EZER bR A R
Nl . ECKE. FER(EIELE, fE2E Merk 2AH]); H
BR (i 4li, 1:F Cleman 2\ w]); Waters BEH C g {0 1%4: (B
#% 2.1 mmx50 mm, K4 1.7 pm, FE[E Waters A7) KK
— 2K,

G R OB (PHRL IR B, o kT 1R 8 7R Bl IR 55 A R
Hl); MR RTEF R W44 KREET, Bk 50 mL: 7.5 g,
Fresh Wy g A FRA DD .
1.2 ZHFFE
1.2.1 ik fedl

TR R IR GG R R A EARIL 10 mg K& R
HES, BT 10 mL FEHT, 2B R EmE g x5 %)
L, RS, HIAAFREEREN 1 mgmL RIARMERE SR,
—20 °CilEFHN 17 o

TKEE FprdEE R aC ] BT 100 pL ik
1 mg/mL MK RARER AR 2 10 mL A8, M
ERIFIRA], BUHIR 10 pg/mL FRUEZEIK, —20 °CIR-AE.

PR ZARUE TARE LT B MARTE I | mL |
i 10 pg/mL MK ZAR AR 2 10 mL A5, MO NEE
FIFRAY, B | pg/mL ARl TAERR, 4 CCY MR AT

TK S 2 -Dy WARE L] FHRS AR RS 100 pL 5t
N 100 pg/mL MIPKEE 2 -Dy AREA R 2 10 mL 4
B, MK ERFIFRS), BiHR 1 pg/mL NFRE, 4 °C
R IRAT o

5%EA WG BB 5 mL 2K T 95 mL HI s,
AT

0.1 mol/L LR FRELZ RS 7.7 g, MIKERE,
FERZE 1000 mL, ZERIETT pH X 4.5,

ZIEWAIE AT ke imAER 20, 1’5,
ESZE, #E L hEEH.
1.2.2 eI

PRI 55 PR A FE R (2.00£0.01) g, BT 50 mL
BT, AL pg/mL MK E-D, WARIETR 20 uL,
WHERST, BUE S min, WA ZNE 8 mL, WHERTFHEIK
10 min, 10000 r/min &.L» 5 min, ¥ FIERHEBE S —
50 mL B.LAEH, FIAREIMAZE 8 mL EE LidfE
Y, A PR BB, A 5 mL Z I ANIE C kB AR,

WE 1 min, 10000 r/min &.0> 5 min, Hik L2, FENE
MW, frgfbr.
1.2.3  #HdmAie

Qasis MCX [ AL IUKE(3 cc, 60 mg), i A IR v
3mL FEEFI 3 mL 0.1 mol/L ZFR &k VA W (pH=4.5)1% 1k - #¢
1.2.2 W& R et H:, 572508, A 3 mL 0.1 mol/L &
BRE 7 W (pH=4.5) . 3 mL HIEHMRRIMKDE, 3RV, i
T, B 5 mL 5%Z A0 e, T, IR TR,
ARET. R 1 mL WG AIAHER, i3 0.22 pm £+
KUERS, HE AL,
124 BBELEH

(Ot &t

K Waters BEH Cg (435%41:(2.1 mmx50.0 mm, 1.7 pm)
BT, UL 0.1% (VVHIR-Z G i shll A; LU
0.1% (V:V)F - KIS WAE MR sAH B, %€ i 0.3 mL/min,
PEEERE 2.0 uL, HEIRZERS 30 °C, BEREVEM AL 1.

®1 REEESERRER

Table 1 Gradient elution program of liquid chromatography

i 5] /min i #/(mL/min) A% B/%

0.0 0.3 10.0 90.0

1.0 0.3 10.0 90.0

1.5 0.3 5.0 95.0

2.0 0.3 98.0 2.0

2.5 0.3 5.0 95.0

3.0 0.3 10.0 90.0

5.0 0.3 10.0 90.0
QBTG

B 2% 8 TR F B T F 3552 (electrospray ionization
positive, ESI"); £ i Wil (multiple reaction monitoring,
MRM); B TFIREE R 150 °C; BANEHIEN 3.0 KV; B
FIFHEFLR I RS, T 45108 1000 L/h A1 150 L/
JRVAFIELE 450 °C; RS RS .

1.2.5 AR B 4

PRI RS FIRE S 18 107, FIRATAL B 5240 38 25 <2
WRET, 403 A, B 643, 45IMA 1,10 #1100 ng/mL
PR B RB WS | mLAAS TR ERBIE R 0.5.5.0
1 50.0 ug/kg), WHE | min IR S LHLIET TR o 4K
MATUSZEWSKI 225 238 s (3 BUS ik iEAh ME, 1
BRI,

ME/%=M, / M; x100% (1)

2 My A IR R 2 VHE VA VR P 000 P 7 0 M A A
[ Jonn >k 5 28 N i 2k %) 3 S5 DG L 5 S 100 0 A e A . 34
ME<90%H 3 B 77 78 5L s 55 40007, 4 ME>110%H 3= B
FEAEBE TG SR AL
1.2.6  AR/f & 244

JEAL ME B9 520, R AR LI T 2 . ek
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FHRIEEWRE N 0.25, 0.50, 1.00, 5.00, 10.00, 20.00,
50.00 ng/mL HH IR 2 -D, R WM 20.00 ng/mL
B RS FRUE TAEW A UPLC-MS/MS #&: . LU 40
KB B T A S KB R -Dy W R LU (B 2L
ABFR(Y), AH NI SR 20 v B A AR BR (X, ng/mL), i
FPERAE BIA ST
127 #dmE5EErk

ERAE AR PRI —EZ N IORER, 5550
15 0.1~2.0 pg/kg B Nvk BEAYIRCRL, FERTALIR L, S8R,
LSRR . DA i T i i (5 (SN R T
T 31, HoE MR AR B 3 B 25 15 G HLE 1 s A
Jind A Y BR (limit of detection, LOD), i & &M 44 HE
HEFORIERERE SN 101 MRMERINE g
R (limit of quantitation, LOQ),
128 BEHELHERE

ARS8 3 (BT 6 2 2 e iff 6, it PRI T AR o A v
ﬂﬁ%(relative standard deviation, RSD)%%?*%%EO W3t
W2 RS, FODREERMREE y LOQ. 2LOQ. 100LOQ i
AFESINEMN KB RN 0.5, 1.0 1 50.0 ug/kg), MR
TNV BESEAT 6 4%, FERGAE M AT AN Jr e RS S5 T 24 T4
W, PIPRIEE R, TG DR SRR RR v (i 2
1.2.9  FEFRAERNE

WA 60 H S HHHIPI % 20 X, #eh T wiAHE 3 mg 45
KRB Z S, 3% 7 d FER, SBOWLIAAZY 100 g,
B VE A SEBRRE i, 7RO E 1 RTALFR RS A T ik
ARSI, NFRTEE i, T SEBRRE A IR B R W BR ik
1.3 HIEAIE

KM MassLynx V4.2 8 RAE RS E 775 FR H 2
T T L P (UG I A T LR P S DD 0 X A I L B
P AbF M 51158 . R WPS Office 2024 B4 5icd it
TTAEFRIFHIER . A, FEA 6 UOTATIEE

2 HEREHR

2.1 MRM NS

76 ESI'BESUF, LS uL/min B93EEEKF 100 ng/mL 0
KERMMAKEE D, R EHETEA Xevo TQ-XS
UPLC-MS/MS 3, JEFTIIY, 5 B30 T 07 L e H
RIS L P T, I SR RE AL, IR 2 3 I
HI2ABEFREEMERE T, IKREZR-DERFEEE S
B 1AETFRhERE T, MLEHSEILE 2.
22 BIERMHMHK

RIR PR 2 A 0 1 2 338 5 288 R 5 970 S 1 4
ELUEAHZE, UPLC-MS/MS it 8l AH i 158 B B B 2 i P
BHLER, HH L ER#(0.01~0.02 mol/L)sk FF l2(0.1%)

PER i AR OO ABIFSE He A T 22 Sk b o T Y
HlE- R RGP WRE- KRG -tk &7 501
MZNE-KZGE 4 FEpE R, ML 4 EFREANL
- /K RGBSR IR A, FFEMATR A 0.1%H iR
PRI P 0 AL FRECRAF AR E o SRS FIRE S
TR B 2 bR ity A0 G PRSI IR B R (= 2 1
KEEZR-Dy NFR) R HRIBCES T RGP ULIAT 10 Ik Es RS
ST B CTE AR TN 25T BB -SRI WA G P rp FU A 2 B 5 4
O, USTIVRE b G T PECEAR T S AR D 07 5 R ) ) i,
HARYIIEIE AT, I ELE 2.1 min A4, BEWTEET 6
AP R G P R IR B 3 A RE AN E B T 25K

F2 MABHEMMAKEE-D Y MRM M SH*F

Table 2 MRM parameters for gamithromycin and
gamithromycin-D,

FEVER TR GE R TN HEfLHUE AR

A2
nem (m2) (m/2) v JeV
- 777.7>158.2 40
kR e /7182 18 3
JnkE 2 -D, 781.80>623.55 22 32

2.3 FEmEICEMRL

MK R st &8, JLFEANET K, BiEF
N, AR 2R O BRI R (%, IEC
Bt LA AR BRIGRUCR, GRS R M TTE & 1, )
YL IS A, & 1E O e BRI 10 kAT SR . ek
W Tz 0 A Y e 4 5k Qasis MCX
(3 cc, 60 me)FEAHZEIUE, HhiE T2 ME P BEOKTE L.
P SCHR[311 R A BE4+0.1 mol/L ZFR%: (pH 4.5)7%
b, Wk, ZBURHE LR R ENCR R, HCRA TR & .
24 ERMMNITHER

S R S FURE S PR B R W Nl 0.5, 5.0
1 50.0 pg/kg BF, XFRIAFEI4 ME 5390008 182% ., 174%F1
141%, HHEBMILFIRER . T CBERC 2, S5
A7 2K EE 2 -Day ME N NARIEA T N ARTE 8 |40 HT
25 ZMXAR RUERSEEMR

Zkr M, bk H O R R Y=0.1249X+0.0046
(r’=0.9998), 4 S 3 WA fn >k 55 K of BE AWK
0.25~50.00 ng/mL i [l Py 5 28 £ 2 e 1E PR 2 R AT A 2Rk
KF. AWFSEAY LOD 2 0.25 pg/kg, LOQ Jy 0.50 pg/kg, i
SRR PR IICRE R AR R oK .
2.6 HEMESHEEE

AT GG SR B ARSI RR e 225 245 R W3 3. 45
BRIKRE: B AE R AT EICRTE RN 76.8%~102.3%,
HEPY RSDs 4 5.9%~10.3%, L[] RSDs<15.0%, ¥4k K AT,
FIME R AF, REAST I SRR R R R I R
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781.8>623.55 (I EK-D,)
3.59¢5

A 2.15
% 100 24781\ Pk
5
£ ) . . . . . . . . . .
0 0.50 1.00 1.50 2.00 2.50 3.00 3.50 4.00 4.50 5.00
{4 E5 15} [E] /min
777.7>619.6 (AKEXR)
889
M
bl
= W\AWMM
.]g
0.50 1.00 1.50 2.00 2.50 3.00 3.50 4.00 4.50 5.00
5 B4 st ] /min
777.7>158.2 (hnﬂé%i?)
M
bl
E
-lg ALY L
0.50 1.00 1.50 2.00 2.50 3.00 3.50 2.00 250 5.00
5 ¥4 Bt ] /min
781.8>623.55 (NIKEFZ)
B 4100 2.15 2.10e5
= 14081 AR
E‘
E 9 . . \ L L L L .
0 0.50 1.00 1.50 2.00 2.50 3.00 3.50 4.00 4.50 5.00
5 B4 Bt ] /min
51 777.7>619.6 (A EZ)
% 100 5285 1.98¢5
=
E 9 . L 1 L 1 L . L . )
0 0.50 1.00 1.50 2.00 2.50 3.00 3.50 4.00 4.50 5.00
1 B BsF 18] /min
o1 777.7>158.2 (k%)
100 . 2.60e5
% 17428
=
E 9 . . . | . . . . . )
0 0.50 1.00 1.50 2.00 2.50 3.00 3.50 4.00 4.50 5.00
A4 B3 Bt ] /min
781.8>623.55 (AEE %)
C 2.14 3.09e5
g 100 229347\ WHR
5
E 9 . L L L L L L )
0 0.50 1.00 1.50 2.00 2.50 3.00 3.50 4.00 4.50 5.00
A5 B4 Bt ] /min
)14 777.7>619.6 (INKFEEK)
. 3.10e5
% 100 22763
5
E 9 1 . 1 1 1 L 1 L . )
0 0.50 1.00 1.50 2.00 2.50 3.00 3.50 4.00 4.50 5.00
£ B3 s} ] /min
21 777.7>158.2 (A R)
. 4.14¢5
= 100 30403
5
0 0.50 1.00 1.50 2.00 2.50 3.00 3.50 4.00 4.50 5.00
5L B4 b5t ] /min

B 1 SPES AR (A). PR SR ZARMER (10 ng/mL) (B)FIA VR ITANK 85 Z4E 5 (5 ng/ke) (C)R4 (a3 [&

Fig1 Chromatogram of blank Oryctolagus cuniculus meat sample (A), gamithromycin (10 ng/mL) (B) and Oryctolagus cuniculus meat
sample added with gamithromycin (5 pg/kg) (C)
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Table 3 Results of recovery and precision of the method (n=6)
S ik Pl A £ )]
/(ug/kg) /% RSDs/% RSDs/%

1 78.1 9.6

0.5 11 85.0 8.9 10.0
I 76.8 9.8
1 85.5 7.8

1.0 11 83.4 8.9 8.8
11 87.5 10.3
1 102.3 6.4

50.0 11 100.7 5.9 6.9
11 100.1 9.1

2.7 EPREERME

2R, SEFBRFES IR R 45 Bl 33 ng/ke,
VLB AHIFSE B 7736 AT DA T 32 Bait i i ok B i, HLA
PR E

3 Wit 54

TR EE Z 5% AT A B X 24 h TR 36 IR
AR WS, A i A 1R X R IR T A A
W75 %, AR Rk Jr 1 A SR B S R . (AT A 1Y
FATL IR R R R, S35 AT Xot G A G ) JUL PR 2 40 TR 4G
T, R e 2 A A e i R DA SR . I L I S 2 4,
WARF LK RTER N A FIGEAE A QR 2R L HR)
TRREYE, SRS KRR SR I, Bk S
FEAb e e M SIS, S SRS I R b ) i A Ak B
FEARLEAR A

AR5 308 2o %o €0 33 2% 0 R A B 5 ik A A B Y
FrE REROVERE, #1577 UPLC-MS/MS 52 S [A ik 25
FHR FR AR 5 i 12 I PR EE FAE 0.25~50.00 ng/mL
J R B B N M TRE REORT 0.999, 7E 0.5~50.0 pg/kg
IR BEVS RN, PRI 76.8%~102.3%, HEM
HLiE RSDs ¥9/NF 15% (n=6), LOD A 0.25 ug/kg, LOQ N
0.50 pg/kg, W JrEE2EFIIR BRI SR o AR 7 I HRAE
i, P, REER, BB NIRERER RN

SEWETE LD AP b H 2h 5k B M BRI ST A T R A
tE & RS
S 3CHk
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