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Determination of Virginamycin M, Resedues in Pork and
Chicken by LC - MS/MS

YUE Xiu - ying,SUN Ji, WU Xiao - lan, LU Qiang,LI Ran,GE Rong "
( Sichuan Institute of Veterinary Drug Control ,Chengdu 610041, China)

Abstract; A LC — MS/MS method was established for the determination of virginamycin M, resedues in pork and
chicken . The samples were extracted by 0. 2% formate of acetonitrile — water solution (80:20,V/V) ,then purified
and concentrated on an Oasis PRIME HLB cartridge ,and then determined by LC — MS/MS. The results showed
the good linearity in the rage of 0.25 ~200 ng/mL with correlation coefficients ( R*) above 0. 999, The limit of
detection of the method was 0.5 pg/kg,and the limit of quantification was 2. 0 pg/kg,The average recoveries at
2 ~200 pwg/kg (2MRL) were 80% ~ 100% , and intra — and inter — batch RSD were < 8.0% . The method is
simple , rapid , sensitive and accurate.
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1 10 pg/kg RMFERBLAERPEEREREM, HEIETRERILE

2.3 FEMmEHE EREAEAEPRN2.10,
100 200 wg/kg PY A~ R ¥R B2 1 4 75 JE % R M,
PEAT GRS, 5 RIC R WK 3, WTLUE R,

N H A e R E M, SE % R 80% ~
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x3 HEREEM, FMEKERKBER(n=5)

R WAL/ (ng - mL™") SR IR % HEP RSD/ % HtlE] RSD/ %
AN 2 86.2 6 6.5

10 87.5 6.3 7

100 89.3 3.6 5.6

200 90.1 3.3 4.1
pEAn| 2 86.9 6 7.1

10 88.2 6.6 7.2

100 86 7.5 7.9

200 87.9 5.6 6.6
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