Korean Journal of Environmental Agriculture

Korean J Environ Agric. 2017;36(3):201-210. Korean Online ISSN: 2233-4173
Published online 2017 September 26. https./doi.org/10.5338/KJEA.2017.36.3.22 Print  1SSN: 1225-3537

Research Article @ CrossMark

LC-MS/MSE 0|28t E|H| %! oH

o
A
ol

o
0

R SA 2 0y

paks
(S

o

A o|gZF? o|8ta!, Md. Musfiqur Rahman', Md. Humayun Kabir', BI#Z’, ZIztof!, M5t
'00000 00000000 00000000, 00 00000 0000049,
‘0000000 DOODOO0 DOO0DO0, *00000 00000000 0000000

Development of Simultaneous Analytical Method of Veterinary Antibiotics in Manure

using Liquid Chromatography Coupled with Tandem Mass Spectrometry

Hyung Suk Chung', Young Jun Lee’, Han Sol Lee', Md. Musfiqur Rahman', Md. Humayun Kabir', Byung-Jun
Park’, Jang-Eok Kim' and Jae-Han Shim" ('Division of Applied Bioscience and Blotechnology, College of
Agriculture and Life Sciences, Chonnam National University, Gwangju 61186, Korea, *Kyung Nong Co., Ltd.,
Central Research Institute, Summeori-gil, Gyeongju-si, Gyeong Buk, 38175, Korea, *Chemical Safety Division,
Department of Agro-Food Safety and Crop Protection, National Institute of Agricultural Science, Wanju 53365,
Korea, “School of Applied Biosciences, College of Agriculture and Life Sciences, Kyungpook National University,
Daegu 41566, Korea)

Received: 22 June 2017/ Revised: 21 August 2017/ Accepted: 19 September 2017 ORCID
Copyright (© 2017 The Korean Society of Environmental Agriculture Jae—Han Shim

This is an Open-Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution  http://orcid.org/0000-0002-5361-2903
Non-Commercial License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0) which permits unrestricted
non-commercia use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the origind work is

properly cited.

Abstract 0.9920. The limit of detection (LOD) and quantifications
(LOQ) were 0.1-67.0 ugkg and 0.4-200.0 ug/kg,
respectively. Analyss of 13 solid and liquid manure
samples taken from the Republic of Korea reveded
concentrations less than 0.7 ug/kg for tiamulin, 1497.6 u
g/kg for sulfamethazine.

CONCLUSION: To monitor 9 veterinary antibiotics from
manure samples in 13 provincid areas throughout the
Republic of Korea, an anayticd method was devel oped.
The deve oped method wasfully vaidated and successfully
gpplied for monitoring various veterinary antibiotics in
manure samples.

BACKGROUND: The current study was to monitor of 9
veterinary antibiotics (ceftiofur, clopidol, florfenicol,
sulfamethazine, sulfamethoxazole, sulfathiazole, tetracydling,
tiamulin, and tylosin) in manure using liquid chromatography-
tandem mass spectrometry (LC-MSMS) in positive and
negetive dectrospray ionization mode.

METHODS AND RESULTS. Sample preparation was
carried out using Mcllvaine buffer and citrate saltsto adjust
the pH of the sample followed by purification with
dispersive solid phase extraction (d-SPE). Separation of
andytes during LC-MS/MS andysis was conducted using
an Edlpse Fus Cls_ column and th? mobl_le phase was in Key words: LC-MS/MS, Liquid, Monitoring, Solid
gradient mode with, 0.1% formic acid and 5 mM menure, Veterinary antibiotics

ammonium formate in methanol (A) and 0.1% formic acid

and 5 mM ammonium formete in distilled water (B). The M =
linearity of the matrix-matched calibrations of &l tested
antibiotics was good, with R determination coefficients > 000 000 OO0 0000 00 000 0000 O

00 000 0000 0000 00 O0(Arikan et al,
*Corresponding author: Jae-Han Shim 2009). OO0 0O0OO0O 00000 000 OO00O0 oOo0O
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00 0 000 000 000 000 0 o0.o00,o0o00
000000000000 00 0000 ooooo o
000 000 00 U0 0000 00 oooo ooo a
0 0000 000 00O 0 000 oooo oooo oo
0000 OO0 OO0 000 OO, ooo o ooo oo
OO0 00 000 00000 0000 O0(Chen, 2006;
Liu et al, 2010; Yu et al, 2012).

000 0000 000 00 ooooo, oooo oo
00 OO0 000000 00 000 ooooo oo oo
O 000 00000 000 O00(Seo et al, 2007). O OO
OO0 000 000 000 0000 8090%0 OoOod O
0000 0000 000 000 00 oooo ooo o
000 OO0 0000 00@00)o0 0000 Halling-
Sorensen et al, 2002; Aga ef al, 2003, Vaclavik ef al,
2004).

00 00 000 00oo 0ooo,o000,00 oo,
00 000 OO0 OO0 OoOooOo 0OO0(Choi et al,
2008; Lim er al, 2009; Lee et al, 2010; Ok et al, 2011;
Kim ef al, 2012; Lim et al, 2014). Borekaert 0 (2011)0
Seo 0(2007)0 OO0 OO O0O0OO0O OO OOOOO O
00 000 000000 00 penicillind0O tetracycline
0 0000 000 00 000 000oOoo oooo oo
O ODO00O00(Seo et al, 2007; Broekaert ef al, 2011). O
000 0000 OO0 OoOoOO0OO0O ooOoo ooo ooo
0 000 000 00 000 00 0000 ooo ooao
00 OO0 OO OO0 OO0 Ooo ooooo oo
(Broekaert et al, 2012; Ahmed et al, 2015). OO 0O0O
0000 0000 0000 O0OO00 oDOoOoOo ooo oo
00 000 O 0 00 (Son etal,2008). 00 OOOO0O
000000000 0000 0000 0ooo oo a
000 000 00O 000 Oo0ooo oo oo oooo
0000 O00. Michael 0(2003)0 Kwon 0(2011)0 OO
0 00 0000 000000 Charm I OO0 OOOO
0 0000 HPLC-ACPI-MS/MSO 00O erythromycin,
oleandomycin, roxithromycin, salinomycin, tiamulin,
tetracyclinesl], sulfonamidesd] O macrolidesd 0 00O
000 00000 00000 (Michael et al, 2003; Kwon

Table 1. Chemicophysical property of veterinary antibiotics

etal,2011). 00 O 00O OO OO0 OODOO OOO O
000 000 D000 00O 0,00 00 OO0 oooo
00 ood obobo 0oL oddo bobo ooo oo
0 0000 00O 00 000 OO0O00 0O0(Martinez-
Carballo et al, 2007; Hu et al, 2008; Zhao et al, 2010).

00 o0 o0oob o0 ooo oo,0b00bob oo
gdoo oobo ob odb oobob oo oo b gd
0obdd oo obobo obb oo o boo oo d
00 0000 00O OO 00 O o0 oo.oog,ooo
0000l oo oodo gooob obooo bbodaa
o0 oboo 0ob0.000,00 0bbboo Oooo oo o
oo ob odo bbb oo bo ooob.odg,ad
0Jod 0odo 0o bo O oobobob Oobob Oooo o
000 000 00 000 000 oo o ooooo oo
00 000U 0o ooobb oo 1B3d, 0o 130d dd
0 000 ODODO 0ODOOO, 00 OO0 00 oooo oo
0 oooobobob obobb 0bb 00 ood goad
O OO0 OO0 90 cephem[ (ceftiofur), ionophorel
(clopidol), phenicol( (florfenicol), sulfonamide (sulfamethazine,
sulfamethoxazole, sulfathiazole), tetracyclinel (tetracycline),
pleuromutilin{ (tiamulin), macrolide (tylosin)(Fig. 1,
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Fig. 1. Chemical structure of the target veterinary antibiotics

Vapor pressure

Water solubility Henry’s law constant

Veterinary antibiotics log Kow mmHg, 25C mg/L, 25C atmom’ /mole, 25°C
Ceftiofur 1.6 5.9E-10-20"" 23 2.2E-10-25"¢
Clopidol 2.71 1.21E-10-6™ 10 1.02E-10-9™'
Florfenicol - - 1,320 (207C) -
Sulfamethazine 0.14 3.1E-13™ 1,500 (29°C) 8.62E-9™
Sulfamethoxazole 0.89 6.93E-8"™" 610 (377C) 6.42E-13™"
Sulfathiazole 0.05 4.20E-8" 373 5.85E-14""
Tetracycline 1.37 - 231 -
Tiamulin 4.75 42E-10-14™ - 42E-10-16™'
Tylosin 1.63 1.98E-34™ 5 5.77E-38""
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Table 1)0 OO0OO0O0 pH 6 Mcllvaine bufferd] 00O
QuEChERS OO0 0000 LC-MS/MSO 0000 O OO
O 0000 00000 000d0.0 00 ooo oo o
0 0 000 000 O0O0O0O OO0 Ooooo0 oooo
O 0000 0000 000 OO0oooo ocoooo od.

R

Alet H Mz

00000 ceftiofur (purity, 97.0%), clopidol (purity,
99.7%), florfenicol (purity, 99.0%), sulfamethazine (purity,
99.0%), sulfamethoxazole (purity, 99.9%), sulfathiazole
(purity, 99.9%), tetracycline (purity, 98.0%), tiamulin
(purity, 98.3%), tylosin tetrate (purity, 95.5%) OO
Sigma-Aldrich (St. Louis, Missouri, USA)O O OOO0OO.
000MeOH)O, 000000MeCN), O000(HO)O
SK Chemical (00O, OO0, 0000)00 OO0O000O. 004,
000 (Formic acid), 000 OO0 (Ammonium formate),
sodium citrate dibasic sesquihydrate (Na:Cit. 5HO,
purity, 99.0%)0 Sigma-Aldrich (St. Louis, Missouri, USA)
0 000 soidum citrate tribasic dihydrate (NazCit. 2H,O,
purity, 99.0%)0 Junsei Chemical Co. Ltd. (Chuo-ku,

Tokyo, Japan) OO0 OO0O00O. CgO PSA (Primary
Secondary Amine)l] Agilent Techonologies (Palo Alto,
California, USA)O0O OO0 0000 OO0 OO0 O 000
000 0O HPLCOOO O00000o.
EZEA

Ceftiford clopidold 000 OO0 OO0 0O (Florfenicol,
sulfamethiazine, sulfamethoxazole, sulfathiazole, tetracycline,
tiamulin O tylosin)0 1000 ug/mLO 000 0000 O
000 00000 0000 ceftiofurd clopidold OO0
0 0000 100 ug/mLO OOO0O00O. OO OO0 00O
00000 0000 0bOooooo oo 0 oooooo
(the lowest calibrated level, LCL)O 10000 OO OO
000 OO0 00000. 00 O0obo boo 0o o
00 00 0000 LCL1, 2, 5, 10, 20, 40 OOO 50
0000 00000 0000 matrix-matched 00000
00o0DO0O. 00 0000D 0000 0oo0 26C0O0 OO0
00do 0ooDD 4C0O0 DOOO DOoOo.

CHAY SHAMXI 2 A= RHZI(E] - 24H))
0 OO0 O OO 0000 flofenicol, sulfamethazine,
sulfamethoxazole, sulfathiazole, tiamulin 000 tylosin

Table 2. Sampling points of the manure in Republic of Korea

Liquid manure

No. Province City/District Name of Establishment
1 Gangwon Chulwon Chulwon Chukhyup
2 Kyunggi Pocheon Pocheon Chukhyup
3 Kyunggi Icheon Icheon pigsties
4 Chungnam Hongseong Hongseong Chukhyup
5 Chungnam Gongju Gyeryongsan Hanwoo Youngnong
6 Chungbuk Chungju Chungju Yangdon Youngnong
7 Kyungnam Tongyeong Tongyeong Chukhyup
8 Kyungbuk Goryeong Goryeong Woogoek Yangdon
9 Kyungbuk Gunwi Gunwi Chukhyup
10 Jeonnam Gurye Gurye liquid manure Yangdon Youngnong
11 Jeonnam Muan Yangdon muan Yongnong
12 Jeonbuk Buan Nambuan liquid manure
13 Jeonbuk Namwon Ecobio Youngnong
Solid manure
No. Province City /District Name of Nonghyup
1 Gangwon Chulwon Chulwon
2 Kyunggi Anseong Ijook
3 Kyunggi Icheon Daewall
4 Chungnam Hongseong Hongdong
5 Chungnam Cheonan Ipzang
6 Kyungnam Sancheong Sancheong Chukhyup
7 Kyungnam Hadong Yokjong
8 Kyungbuk Seongju Beokjin
9 Kyungbuk Gunwi Gunwi Chukhyup
10 Jeonnam Jangheung Jangheung Chukhyup
11 Jeonnam Muan Mokpo-Muan-Shinan Chukhyup
12 Jeonbuk Buan Nambuan
13 Jeonbuk Namwon Jerisan Nakhyup
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| Sample 10g |

| Extraction
- McIlvaine buffer (pH 6) 10 mL

- MeCN 16 mL, MeOH 4 mL
- Naxcit2HO 1 g NaxcitbH:0O 05 g
- Vortex 5 min

- Sonication 10 min

Centrifuge
(4,000 rpm, 5 min, 47)

- Take supernatant (1.5 mL)
- PSA 30 mg, C18 30 mg

- Vortex 1 min

Centrifuge
(4,000 rpm, 5 min, 47TC)

- Take supernatant (0.2 mL)

- N> evaporate

- 0.1% formic acid in MeOHDW (5:5, vv)
- Syringe filter

‘ LC/MS/MS ‘

Fig. 2. Flow chart of analytical method of antibiotics in
manure.

000 000000 0D 00000 ceftiofur, clopidol,
sulfamethazine, sulfamethoxazole, sulfathiazole[] tetracycline
0 00000.00 000 U0 O0oo oooo oooao
OO0 000 00 0000 00000 oooo oo 130,
00 1300 000 00000 (Lee efal, 2016). OO0 O
000 000 000 000 oooooo,o0o0 oa, o
000 0O 00000 D00 000 00000 (Table 2).

MNEFE & FHl

00 0 00 00 10g0 50 mL OO0O00O OO O
000 pHO 0000 000 pH 6 Mcllvaine buffer(
000000 000000 16 mLO OO0 4 mLO OO
00 1 g NaxCit.5HO, 0.5 g Na;Cit.2H OO 00 0O 50
0 0O 000. 1000 Branson 8510 OO0 OOO(St.
Louis, Missouri, USA)O OO0 000 OO OO0 OO
00(4,000 rpm, 5 min, 4°C, Combi514R, Hanil Biomed
Inc. Incheon, Republic of Korea)JOOO 000 OO0 O
00 15ml0O 000 GO PSAODO 003g O OO0 O 1
00 00 0O 00 00004000 rpm, 5 min, 4C)000.
0000 000 OO0 Oobob 0000 0 000 02mL
0O 000 O00OO(N; evaporate)l 0 OO0 OO0OO 0.1%
000 00O O0oo/0 booeo/so, v/v) 1mlO O0O0O0O
syringe filter (PTFE-hydrophilic, 0.2 pum, ADVANTEC
Co., Ltd. Ehime, Japan)d 000 O 000000 00O
00.00 0 00 0O 000 00 0o0b0 0000 Fg. 2
O og.

Table 3. Analytical HPLC conditions for the veterinary
antibiotics

HPLC Condition

Eclipse Cis (3.0 mm i.d.x150 mm, 3.5

um, Agilent Technologies, Palo Alto,

CA, USA)

A: 0.1% formic acid+5 mM
ammonium formate in MeOH

B: 0.1% formic acid+5 mM
ammonium formate in H,O

Column

Mobile phase

Flow rate 0.3 mL/min
Injection volume 5 pL
Time A (%) B (%)
0 5 95
1 5 95
. 4 50 50
Gradient 9 100 0
18 100 0
18.5 5 95
21 5 95
MS/MS Condition
Mode LC/MS/MS ESI, positive/negative

mode

Capillary voltage 3.25 (positive), 3.50 (negative) kV

Source temp. 150C
Desolvation temp. 350C
Software MassLynx (Ver 4.1)

LC—-MS/MS conditions2| 2AZxZ MY

Ceftiofur,
sulfamethoxazole, sulfathiazole, tetracycline, tiamulin[]
tylosin 0 9000 0000 Waters Alliance 2695
Separations Modulell LCO Micromass Quattro Microtriple
tandem mass (Waters Crop., Milford, Ohio, USA)O
Ms/MSO 0O0O0O0O COOO0OO. OO0 OOoO ooo
Eclipse Cis (3.0 mm id.150 mm, 3.5 um, Agilent
Technologies, Palo Alto, CA, USA)O0O OOO0OO peak O
00 intensitydl OO0 0000 OO0 OO O 00O OO
O (Mobile Phase A : 0.1% formic acid+5 mM ammonium
formate in MeOH, Mobile phas B : 0.1% formic acid+5
mM ammonium formate in HO)O OO0O0O gradient
moded 000000 000 03 mL/min, 0000 5 plLO
00.0000 000 ammonium formate (5 mM)O OO0
0 0000 000000 OO0 OO0 formic acidO
ammonium formated OO0 O OO OO0 00O O OO
oo0 00000 0oob oobo Oo0 oo bbb bo
000 Darryl ef aZ, 2013). OO0 0000 OO00O0O0OC OO
0O HPLC O MS/MS 000 Table 30 OO0 O0OO0OO.

clopidol, florfenicol, sulfamethazine,

2 Aol A

HAEHO|

0000 000 (Linearity, £). 0000 (limit of detection,
LOD), 0000 (limit of quantitation, LOQ), OO0 O
0 O00O(accuracy)d OO0 (precision)l OOOO0O. O
000 0000 D000 00 0 0000 peak OOO0O
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Table 4. Annual sales and production of manure in the

Republic of Korea (2014, ton)

Area ‘ Sales of $ales of Sum
liquid manure solid manure

Hoengseong 0 42,896 42,896
Anseong 0 150,015 150,015
Icheon 30,593 45,923 76,516
Pocheon 0 74,178 74,178
Gimhae 0 79,466 79,466
Sancheong 14,931 18,863 33,794
Jinju 9,000 26,450 35,450
Seongju 19,719 78,615 98,334
Uiseong 600 67,699 68,299
Sejong 9,795 48,525 58,320
Muan 21,435 20,562 41,997
Jangheung 0 42,488 42,488
Namwon 39,385 51,696 91,081
Jeongeup 29,778 39,659 69,437
Yesan 40,746 15,310 56,056
Hongseong 18,706 31,275 49,981
Goesan 31,026 41,984 73,010
Total 422 485 2,223,685 2,646,170

0000(@LOQx1/2, LOQ, LOQx2.5, LOQx5, LOQXx10,
LOQx20, LOQx25)0 00000 OO0 (coefficient of
determination, £)0 O0000. 000 OO0 0OO0O
000 0 00 0000000 000 o0oooo oo
000 000 O 0000 o0ooo. 0ooo ooo o
00 00 O 00 000 0O OO0 OO Uooo ooo
0000 00 000D 000 OoOooo.0 0o oo o
00 LOQ50 LOQ10 0000 000 00oooo oo
0 OO0 30000 0oooo oo oo boo boooo
U (relative standard deviation, RSD, %)0 OO0O0O OO
00 0000 ODO00 oOo0ooo. oooo(@op) 0 O
O00@CoQU OO00OO00o00 o0 0 OO0O(signal to
noise (S/N) ratio)d 00O O00O0O0O.
Zo o @
ZMXE o SSEUYE ME

000000 000 000 obooo, 000,000 o
000 00 0000 000 0000 oooo ooooao.
00,00 0000 00000 00 0000 oooo o
0 0000 00000, 00000 D000 ooo ooo
00 00 O 000 00 000 00000 Oooo ooo
00 00 0000 00O0OOo ooooo.

00 000 OO0 000 0000 0000 oo ooo
00 0O OO0 0000 OO0 0O 20140 00 OO0 OO

L S B A ALY LA A LR RAR AN LARLE AL AN LR RARAY RARSE RASSN MRS RESAN RALLS RASSH ReaLs ] T T T 1 Time
700 750 800 850 800 950 10.00 1050 1100 1150 1200 1250 1300
®) (B)
©
E o)
@
@
@
Lo AR AR AN AR RAAS SRS RARA RALAN RARASUAE] RARAN RAGRS RASAN WS T e T e
1004
®
®
K ®
700 75 sbo | 8L | soo | 950 10a | 1058 | 11B0 | 1156 | 1280 | 1250 oo

Fig. 3. LC-MS/MS chromatograms of the tested veterinary
antibiotics in a blank liquid manure sample (A);
control liquid manure sample fortified with
appropriate concentration of the tested analytes
(B); and field-incurred samples collected from
Jeonbuk (Namwon) (C).

(1) : sulfathiazole, (2) : sulfamethazine,
(3) : sulfamethoxazole, (4) : florfenicol,
(5) : tiamulin, (6) : tylosin

0 000 0 000 000 000 000,000,000
0, 0000, 0000, 0000, 0000, 000000
000 0O 0000 00 000 OO0O0O0O(Lee ef al,
2016, 00000, 201400 0000 00O, 00000,
00 0000 OO, Table 4). 00 00000 0O0O0@O
0), 000(00O, 00), 0000(0, 00), 0000(@
0, 00), 00000, 00), 0000(©0o, 00), 00
00@O, 00); 00 00000 000@O0), 0000
0,00), 00000, 00), 0000(@0), 0000(@
0), 00000, 00), 0000@0,00), 00000
0,00)0 00 O 13 000 00000 (Table 2).

LC-MS/MS 244

0 0000 florfenicol D000 0000 OO OO 0O
0000 electrospray ionization (ESI) modell positive
model 0 precursor ion [M+H]" 000 000000.
Florfenicoll] electrospray ionization (ESI) model] negative
modell 0 precursor ion0] [M-H]- 000 OOO00OOO.
000 0oob 0bo0o0 o000 000 00 ooao
MS/MS 00 O MRM (multiple reaction monitoring)
mode] O00OO0. 0 O O 0000 collision celldO
collision energyll] OOOO product iond responsel]
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Table 5. Molecular weight (MW), precursor and product ion masses, cone voltage (CV), collision energy (CE) of the tested

veterinary antibiotics in LC-(ESI)-MS/MS

No. Veterinary antibiotics E'lect'rosl':)ray Precursor ion - Product ion (m/?) . <y

ionication (m/2) Quantitation (CE) Confirmation (CE) %)

1 Ceftiofur Positive 523.97 241.06 (16) 94.99 (38) 30

2 Clopidol Positive 193.93 102.97 (24) 103.42 (28) 44

3 Florfenicol Negative 357.93 185.02 (21) 337.99 (13) -26

4 Sulfamethazine Positive 279.03 186.01 (17) 155.97 (19) 30

5 Sulfamethoxazole Positive 253.97 155.99 (15) 107.99 (29) 26

6 Sulfathiazole Positive 255.97 155.98 (15) 107.99 (23) 26

7 Tetracycline Positive 445.03 154.01 (29) 410.08 (17) 26

8 Tiamulin Positive 494.22 192.10 (21) 119.04 (41) 30

9 Tylosin Positive 916.46 17410 (41) 100.97 (47) 54
000 000 oooooo, 0 00 000 precursor/
product ion paird OOO000. OO0 OO0 OO0 O0OO O (A)
00 product iond 00 0O0(quantitaion ion)J0 OO :

00 0000 00 0000 product iond OO OO )
(qualification ion)J0 0000 OOO0OOO. 00 OOO
0 Peak 000 OO0 O 130 0000 OOOOO(Fig. 3, R e
4). MS/MSO 00O precursor ion O product ion mass,
collision energy (CE)O cone voltage (CV), capillary 7 (B)
voltage (CP)0 Table 50 OO0 OO0OO0O. .
Cw® ©
SNEZS m N\

oooo oooo oooo oo oobo oo oo o i 1 iy s
00 000 booobO 000 bbb oooooo obobo (©)
00 0O 0000 000 OO0 00 peakd OOO0O OO
O(Fig. 3, 4). OO0 OO0 OOOO OO OO O OO -

00@ 000 00 0000 000 o0ob 0D)o oo @
OO00o0 0000 0o 0 Le/MSs/MSs Oo00 0ooo A

matrix-matched J0000 OOOOO.0 OO O O0OO
0 0000 0000(®) >09925 0000 00 0000
00000(Table 6). OO0OO0 OO OO0O, 000 OOO
000 000 OOO00OO0 OODOO oo 0o O oo oo
(O OOO U0 0000 OO0 oooo oo)o LoQs
0 LOQ10 0000 0000 OO0O0O 00O O oooo
00 90.2-120.4% O 71.5-106.2% OO0 O0O0O0O OOO
0000 29.8% 0 25.7% O0000O. 0000 OO OO O
000 00 000 0000 ooooooo ooooo. o
OO0O0(@COD)d 0000(LoQ)0 DOoooooo oo O
0000 000000 000 0oooo oo 0.13-67, 0.7-
13.3 ng/kg (LOD)O 0.4-200 ug/kg, 2-40 ug/kg (LOQ)
00 00 0O 00 0000 000000 ooooo oo
00 0000 000 ooo ooood.

E|H| & oHH| & che YN THRAE] ZAL

00 0 00000 00 130 00000 oooo o
00 00 0000 0000 0000 O 00 Table 70
00. European Commission Decision 2002/657/EC O

Fig. 4 LC-MS/MS chromatograms of the tested veterinary
antibiotics in a blank solid manure sample (A);
fortified with appropriate concentration of the
tested analytes (B); and field-incurred samples
collected from Kyunggi (Anseong) (C).

(1) : sulfathiazole, (2) : clopidol,
(3) : sulfamethazine, (4) : tetracycline,
(5) : sulfamethoxazole, (6) : ceftiofur.

00 00 matrix-matched 00000 000 O0O0OOO
00000 O peak OO0 OO0 O0O,00000 OO0
0 000000 oooo ooooao.

00 00 0600 OO0 O florfenicold sulfamethoxazole
0 000 sulfathiazole, sulfamethazine, tiamulin, tylosin
0 400 0000 OO0O0O0OO0. Tiamulind OO0 OO, O
0, 0o, 0oo0o o767 pug/kg 0000 OOOOOO
00000 O 46%, 00 00 OO0 OO0 0000 ooo
0 6.7 ug/kg 0OOOO. Michael 0(2003)0 OO O
tiamulind 00 00 43.0 ug/kgD0 O0OO0O0O0O OO
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Table 6. Linear range (LR, p g/kg), coefficient of determination (), recovery (%), relative standard deviation (RSD, %),
limit of detection (LOD, p g/kg), and limit of quantitation (LOQ, YU g/kg) of the tested veterinary antibiotics in
manure using LC-MS/MS (n=3)

Liquid manure

X . Recovery (Mean+RSD)%

No. Veterinary antibiotics LR R 5L0Q 10LOQ LOD LOQ
1 Florfenicol 100 - 5000 0.9985 94.9+24.4 103.8+14.2 67.0 200.0
2 Sulfamethazine 2 - 100 0.9981 99.9+15.4 117.6+29.8 1.3 40
3 Sulfamethoxazole 2 - 100 0.9984 120.4+10.7 106.0+19.8 1.3 4.0
4 Sulfathiazole 2 - 100 0.9995 99.949.0 90.249.1 1.3 4.0
5 Tylosin 2 - 100 0.9991 96.6+4.9 100.2+11.3 1.3 40
6 Tiamulin 02 -10 0.9987 100.0+5.8 97.8+1.1 0.1 0.4

Solid manure
. L Recovery (Mean+RSD)%

No. Veterinary antibiotics LR R 5L00 10LOQ LOD LOQ
1 Ceftiofur 20 - 1000 0.9999 72.6+19.4 85.1+25.7 13.3 40.0
2 Clopidol 5 - 250 0.9925 78.3x11.1 73.7£17.2 3.3 10.0
3 Sulfamethazine 1-50 0.9942 86.7+3.2 106.2+8.8 0.7 2.0
4 Sulfamethoxazole 2 - 100 0.9996 715454 76.6+19.3 1.3 4.0
5 Sulfathiazole 4 -200 0.9998 75.3+1.9 79.1+7.9 2.7 8.0
6 Tetracycline 10 - 500 0.9999 71.7+6.4 98.1+6.9 6.7 20.0

Table 7. Monitoring results of the veterinary antibiotics in liquid and manure samples (7=3, 4 g/kg)

Liquid manure

No. Arpe‘;tlblonc Florfenicol =~ Sulfamethazine  Sulfamethoxazole Sulfathiazole Tylosin Tiamulin
1 Gangwon (Chulwon) - 131.5+£21.6 - - 15.4+2.4 5.8+0.8
2 Kyunggi (Pocheon) 14.6+4.7 0.7+0.1
3 Kyunggi (Icheon) - - - - - -

4 Chungnam (Hongseong) - - - - - -
5 Chungnam (Gongju) - - - - - -
6 Chungbuk (Chungju) 1497.6+97.0 516.9+48.3 10.5+1.2 6.7+0.4
7 Kyungnam (Tongyeong) - - - - - -
8 Kyungbuk (Goryeong) - - - - - -
9 Kyungbuk (Gunwi) - - - - - -

10 Jeonnam (Gurye) - 397.3+43.3 - 15.5+1.1 7.3+0.8 6.3+0.9
11 Jeonnam (Muan) - - - - - -
12 Jeonbuk (Buan) - 118.9+26.4 - 508.1+23.5 13.3+1.7 3.1+0.2
13 Jeonbuk (Namwon) - 61.2+13.9 - 23.17+£2.2 - 0.7+0.1

Solid manure

No. Area Antibiotic Ceftiofur Clopidol Sulfamethazine Sulfamethoxazole  Sulfathiazole Tetracycline

1 Gangwon (Chulwon) - 237.3+34.7 - - - -
2 Kyunggi (Anseong) - 100.1+15.4 - - - -
3 Kyunggi (Icheon) - - - - - -
4 Chungnam (Hongseong) - - - - - -
5 Chungnam (Cheonan) - 18.5+4.1 - - - -
6 Kyungnam (Sancheong) - 148.8+30.6 - - - -
7 Kyungnam (Hadong) - 194.5+9.9 - - - -
8 Kyungbuk (Seongju) - - 2.3+0.5 - - -

9 Kyungbuk (Gunwi) - - - - - -

10 Jeonnam (Jangheung) - 22.9+3.9 - - - -
11 Jeonnam (Muan) - - - - - -
12 Jeonbuk (Buan) - 574.4+91.2 - - - -
13 Jeonbuk (Namwon) - 443.4+41.1 - - - -
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0000 00 O 000 damulind OO0 OOO0O OO O
7000 00 O00000. Tylesind 00O, OO0, 00, OO
00 7.3-154 ug/kg 0000 000000 O0OOOO
31%,00 00 00 000 000 0000 154 pg/kgO
00000. Sulfonamided OO0 O sulfathiazoled O
0,00,00,0000 232-5169 ug/kg 0000 OO0
000 00000 O 31%, 00 00 00 000 oooo
o000 5169 pg/kgd O0O0OO0O. Sulfamethazined O
0, 00,00, 00, 000 0000 14.6-1497.6 ug/kg
0000 00000 00000 46%, 00 00 OO0 OO0
0 0000 0000 14976 ng/kgd O00O0OOO. OO O
000 00 0000 00 0000 oood oo ooo
00 000 00 000 0000 OO0 Table 400 OO0
00 00 00 0 0O0ODODO OO0 000 oooo oo o
00 0000ooo oo oo 0 0 00.00,00 000
00 O sulfonamided 0 O0O00 O OO0OD OO OO
O 00 0O0O0O00O. 00 ooooooo oooo oo o
00 0000 OD000O0 000 oooo 0o oo oo
00000 000000 0O000 Oo0o oo oo oo
000 0000 Hu O0(008)0 OO O sulfamethoxazole
0O 0000 DO0OO0O OO0 O 000 sulfamethoxazole
00 O00 00000 (@Perez et al, 2005, Hu ef al,
2008).

00 00 0 600 000 O ceftiofur sulfamethoxazole,
sulfathiazole, tetracyclined OO0 clopidol, sulfamethazine
0200 0000 0OO0000. Clepidold OO, 00,00,
oo, o0, 00, o0, 000 0000 185-574.5 ug/kg
0000 OO00000 OoOoooo e1.5%, 00 00 00
o0o oOO0o00 ooo0 5745 ug/kgh OOOOO.
Sulfamethazined 0000 23 ug/kg 0000 OOOOO0O0O
00000 O 8%00.0 00000 00 O tetracycline
O sulfamethoxazoled 0000 OO OO Hu O(2008)0
OO0 000 O tetracyclined sulfamethoxazoled 00O
00 41500.0 ng/kgd 5200.0 nwg/kgOO OO0 OO O
00 000000 00000. Zhao 0201000 OO OO
0 0000 sulfamethoxazoleD OOO0 OO0O0 OOO
00 000000 00 OO0 840.0 ug/kgO 2800.0 ug/
kOO 000000 ODOOOO. 00, Karchld Balcloglu
(200900 OO OOO O sulfamethoxazoled OOOO
3760.0 ng/kgd O OOOO OO0O OO0 OO0O0O
000 00 000 000000 O0O0000(Karc and
Balcioglu, 2009). Martinez-Carballo 0 (2007)0 00O O
0000 tetracyclined 360.0-23000.0 ug/kgh OO OO
O 000000 Oooog o 70%0 00 ooooo
sulfathiazole[l sulfamethoxazolel 00O 00O OOO0O 0O
00000 0000 0000 O0OO000. Lee O(2016)0
000 OO0 0 00 O D00 (clopidol, sulfamethazine,
sulfathiazole, tiamulin0 tylosin)d 0000 O OOO0O
00 3.048 (9.8%), 3.8-6.6 (5.9%), 3.1-7.7 (11.8%),

0.2-10 (56.9%), and 0.7-5.3 ug/kg (7.8%) 0000 OO
0 000 o000 0o 0ooo obooobo 0o oo oo o
0O 0 0o0obo oooo ooo o oo oooo oo o
0 0o0oo 0ooo 0o oobo oooo oo ooao
oo.

2 o

000 00 0O 00 0000 00 000 90 (ceftiofur,
clopidol, florfenicol, sulfamethazine, sulfamethoxazole,
sulfathiazole, tetracycline, tiamulin, tylosin)d pH 6
Mcllvaine bufferd] OO0O0 0000 OO O0OO0O0OO,
Na,Cit.5H,O, NazCit.2H, OO 00 O Cis0 PSAO OO
00 LC-MS/MSO 0000 00000 OoOOooo. o0 o
500 000 sulfamethazine, sulfathiazole, tylosin,
tiamulin O clopidold OO 0O 00 0000 00O00O
0 ool oooo b 0o 0o oob obboo gd
gdbo 0oob boodbD 00 Oob.bo obbo boo oo
000000000000 0000000 oooo o
00 oooobdo 0od gobb boo gobbo odad
00 0O 00 00 000 000 00 o000 ooo oo
00 00 OO0 0 00@)0 00 ooooo oo o oo
00 ooo 0o o0 oob booo.
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