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The depletion of residual amoxicillin (AMO) and its metabolites, amoxicillin acid
(AMA) and 2,5-diketopiperazine (DIKETO), in Jinghai chickens was studied.
Chicken tissue samples (muscle, liver and kidney) were deproteinized with
acetonitrile and water and extracted with saturated dichloromethane, and the
supernatants were analyzed by high-performance liquid chromatography-tandem
mass spectrometry (HPLC-MS/MS). After the drug was withdrawn, the depletion
times of AMA and DIKETO were longer in the liver and kidneys than in muscle. In
the chicken tissue, the AMA residue levels were higher than the AMO and DIKETO
residue levels, and the concentrations of AMA were highest in the kidney and liver.
Because AMA is an allergen, we recommend monitoring AMA levels even though
maximum residue limits (MRLs) for the metabolites of AMO have not been
specified. In addition, the calculated withdrawal times for AMO at doses of 30 and
60 mg/kg chicken body weight were 4.01 and 4.33 days in muscle, 5.17 and 5.78
days in the liver, and 3.92 and 5.19 days in the kidney, respectively. To guarantee
food safety, AMO withdrawal times of 6 days are required for doses of 30 or 60

mg/kg chicken body weight.
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INTRODUCTION

Amoxicillin (AMO), which contains a penicillin-type
B-lactam moiety with a side chain, is one of the most
commonly used broad-spectrum antibiotics (Lara et al.,
2012). The bactericidal and antibacterial activity of AMO
is related to the B-lactam structure (Anfossi et al., 2002).
The activity of AMO against gram-negative and gram-
positive bacteria is broad, and AMO can permeate tissue.
Given its wide-ranging antibacterial/bactericidal activity
and relatively low cost, AMO is commonly used in
veterinary products and feeds.

However, drugs such as AMO are overused and
abused, which can lead to trace amounts of the drug in
materials such as milk and animal tissue. Because these
drugs are transmitted via the food chain, they pose a risk
to human health. Trace amounts of penicillin have been
reported to be harmful to people who are allergic to
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penicillin (Ang et al., 1996; Fagerquis et al., 2005). The
major AMO-associated metabolites are amoxicillin
diketopiperazine-2°,5’-dione  (DIKETO), which s
generated by the degradation of AMA and formation a
new stable six-membered ring, and amoxicillin acid
(AMA), which is generated by p-lactam cleavage of AMO
(Né&gele and Moritz, 2005). Studies have shown that the
anaphylaxis caused by penicillin is related to these
metabolites (Blaha et al., 1976; Marimuthu et al., 2015).
Currently, many countries and organizations around the
world have strict limits on the maximum residue levels
(MRLs) of veterinary drugs. According to the regulations
set by the European Commission (Commission
Regulation No. 37, 2010), the MRLs for AMO in edible
tissue (kidneys, liver, muscle and fat) and milk are 50
pg/kg and 4 pg/kg, respectively, and inspections for AMO
are required for imported animal foods. To protect human
health and guarantee proper conduct in the export trade,
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residual AMO detection methods must be developed, and
its elimination Kkinetics in animal tissue must be
determined. The MRLs used in this study for AMO in
chicken tissue were in accordance with the EU standards

(50 pg/kg).
At present, a number of methods, including
ultraviolet detection (UV) (Serensen et al., 1999),

fluorescence detection (FLD) (Ang et al., 2000) and mass
spectrometry (Bogialli et al., 2004; Morenogonzalez et
al., 2017; Bessaire et al., 2018), have been developed for
detecting residual B-lactam antibiotics in animal-derived
foods. Several single- and multi-residue methods have
been developed for the extraction and detection of f-
lactam compounds in animal tissue or milk (Liu et al.,
2011). Additionally, many studies have used liquid
chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry (LC-MS/MS)
approaches to detect AMO in milk (Liu et al., 2011), beef
tissue (Fagerquist et al., 2005), chicken tissue (Hermo et
al., 2013, 2014; Wang et al., 2017), and pig tissue (Reyns
et al., 2008a). However, studies on the depletion of trace
amounts of AMO and its primary metabolites in tissue
derived from chicken are not available. Therefore, in our
study, the residues of AMO and its major metabolites
were detected using LC-MS/MS, and the depletions of
residual AMO and its primary metabolites in chicken
tissue were compared at two different doses (30 and 60
mg/kg) to provide a scientific basis for the use of AMO in
the clinic.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Standard reagents: Analytical standards of AMO (purity
98.0%), AMA (purity 92.6%), DIKETO (purity 95.4%)
and penicillin V (PV) (purity 98.8%) were supplied by Dr.
Ehrenstorfer GmbH (Augsburg, Germany). Soluble AMO
powder (purity 97.7%) was obtained from Jiangsu
Beikang Pharmaceutical Co. (Taizhou, China).

Experimental design and sample collection: In total,
162 Jinghai yellow chickens (Nantong, Jiangsu Province,
China) at 16 weeks of age were randomly divided into
Groups A, B and C. The chickens were fed a formula feed
without any antimicrobial drugs. After a 7-day adaptation
period, soluble AMO powder was mixed with sterile
ultrapure water to a final concentration of 50 pg/mL.
According to the veterinary pharmacopoeia of China,
Groups A and B were administered AMO at 30 (normal
dose, Group A) or 60 mg/kg (twice the normal dose,
Group B) via crop injection twice daily for 7 consecutive
days. Group C did not receive any further treatment. The
drug was withdrawn after 4 hours. Then, at 1, 3, 5, 7, 9,
11, 13, and 15 days, the breast muscle, liver, and kidneys
of 6 chickens were sampled and stored at —70°C.

Sample preparation: Aliquots of 2+0.02 g was placed
into 50-mL centrifuge tubes with 100 puL of the internal
standard solution of PV and vortexed for 1 min. Then,
acetonitrile (4 mL) and water (4 mL) were added, and
samples were placed in an ultrasonic bath for 20 min at
25°C for extraction followed by centrifugation for 10 min
at 7000 rpm. Next, the supernatants were collected, and
the precipitates were removed. The supernatants were
combined, 5 mL of water-saturated n-hexane was added,
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and after standing for 1 min, the mixture was vortexed.
The n-hexane layers were discarded to afford the final
extracts, which were concentrated and freeze-dried at -
55°C. The dried samples were completely dissolved in 10
mL of 3% acetonitrile and centrifuged for 10 min at
13000 rpm. The supernatants were filtered through 0.22
um filters, and the filtrates were analyzed using HPLC-
MS/MS.

Instrumentation and conditions: LC analysis was
conducted on a Waters Alliance e2695 device. The
samples were analyzed on a Waters SunFire™ Cy5 column
(5 um, 150 mmx4.6 mm). The flow rates were 1.0
mL/min, the injection volumes were 20 pL, and the
temperature of the column was set to 35°C. A solution of
AMO, AMA, DIKETO and PV was separated by gradient
elution using 0.1% formic acid in water (A) combined
with an acetonitrile solution (B). The chromatographic
gradient elution was performed as follows: 0-2 min, 97%
A; 5 min, 80% A; 12-14 min, 30% A; 15-20 min, 97% A.
An AB SCIEX Triple Quad 5500 mass spectrometer
was used for analysis. The sample analysis was carried
out in a multiple reaction monitoring setting using
positive electrospray ionization. The ion spray voltage
setting was 5500 V, the ion source gas temperature was
550°C, the nebulizer and heater gas were set to 50 psi, and
the curtain gas and collision gas were at 40 and 8 psi,
respectively. Table 1 presents the specific retention times,
molecular weights, and MS parameters for each analyte.

Table I: The specific retention times and MS parameters for each analyte

Compounds Retention Mass Declustering  Collision
P Time (min) Transitions (m/z) Potential (V) Energy (eV)
366.2>114.0" 29
366.2>208.0 19
AMO 806 366251600 >0 29
384.2>323.1" 19
384.2>189.0 45 29
AMA 79 384251600 34
366.2>160.17 22
366.2>114.1 52
DIKETO 9.25 366.2>207.1 52 18
351.2>160.17 19
351.2>114.1 46
PV I5.12 351.2>192.2 >0 15

Note: “Quantification ion pair.

Method validation: This method for the quantitative
determination of AMO and its major metabolites was
validated based on parameters such as linearity, recovery,
precision, limit of detection (LOD), and limit of
quantitation (LOQ) (Feng et al., 2012; Sharmili et al.,
2016; Wang et al., 2017).

Statistical analysis: Experimental data are presented as
the meanzstandard deviation. Withdrawal times were
estimated using WT1.4 software.

RESULTS

Method validation: Linearity: In muscle samples,
concentrations of AMO, AMA, and DIKETO between
0.45-2000 pg/kg exhibited good linearity with correlation
coefficients r>0.9994. In the liver samples, AMO, AMA
and DIKETO concentrations in the range of 0.90-2000
pg/kg exhibited good linearity with r>0.9999. In the
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kidney samples, concentrations of AMO, AMA and
DIKETO between 1.38-2000 pg/kg exhibited good
linearity with r>0.9997.

LOD and LOQ: In this study, the LOD and LOQ
values of AMO were 0.52 and 4.10 pg/kg in the muscles,
0.85 and 3.60 pg/kg in the liver and 1.20 and 4.50 pg/kg
in the kidneys, respectively. Comparatively, the LOD and
LOQ values of AMA were 1.04 and 4.10 pg/kg in the
muscles, 1.65 and 6.40 pg/kg in the liver, and 2.20 and
8.50 pg/kg in the kidneys, respectively. Finally, the LOD
and LOQ values of DIKETO were 0.15 and 0.45 pg/kg in
muscles, 0.30 and 0.90 pg/kg in the liver, and 0.46 and
1.38 ng/kg in the kidneys, respectively.

Precision: The intra-day relative standard deviation (RSD)
values when AMO (25 pg/kg), AMA (50 pg/kg) and
DIKETO (100 pg/kg) were added were 4.20~13.73% in
the blank muscles, 3.09~11.44% in the blank livers, and
3.52~10.58% in the blank kidneys, and the inter-day RSD
values were 6.32~15.39% in the blank muscles,
6.41~11.84% in the blank livers, and 6.38~13.66% in the
blank kidneys, respectively.

Recovery: The recovery rates were determined by adding
standard solutions to blank samples. The recovery rates
for AMO, AMA and DIKETO were 90.8~106.3%,
90.5~94.8% and 95.2~104.5% in the blank muscles,
92.9~97.2%, 83.1~97.7% and 93.5~101.0% in the blank
livers, and 92.4~102.9%, 95.1~103.6% and 99.9~101.4%
in the blank kidneys, respectively. These tests were
conducted by adding AMO, AMA and DIKETO at
concentrations of 25, 50 and 100 pg/kg, respectively.

Therefore, the linearity, LOD, LOQ, precision and
recovery values of the samples are consistent with the
regulations of the Commission Decision 2002/657/EC,
which indicates that the testing method is reliable.

Residue depletion: For AMO doses of 30 and 60 mg/kg
per body weight, after the drug was withdrawn, the
residual concentrations were determined in chicken
tissues (Tables 2-4).

The experimental groups were administered AMO at
doses of 30 or 60 mg/kg of body weight. The
concentrations of AMA and DIKETO in the three chicken
tissues peaked 4 hours after the drug was withdrawn. The
concentrations of AMO and its key metabolites in the
kidney were higher than those in the muscle and liver, and
elimination from the kidney was rapid. The first day after
the drug was withdrawn, the elimination rates of AMO,
AMA and DIKETO rapidly decreased and the elimination
rate was slow at the final measured time point. Higher
concentrations of AMA and DIKETO were present in the
liver and kidneys than in the muscle at the same time
points after the drug was withdrawn. Elimination was
slow, and the elimination times were longer in the liver
and kidney. The level of AMO residue in the muscle was
below the MRL on the first day after the drug was
withdrawn, and the levels of AMO residue in the liver and
kidneys were below the MRL on the third day after the
drug was withdrawn. In addition, we also found that
AMO, AMA, and DIKETO were present in muscle, liver,
and kidney, and the levels of AMA residue were the
highest among the analytes.
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Table 2: Residual AMO in chicken tissue (n=6)

Group Withdrawal Residue (pg/kg) Mean + SD
Time Muscle Liver Kidney
g(’W";g/ K& 4hours 1249742350 178.67+1069 221.00+22.26
| day 347611220 45.46+7.65 51.64+15.26
3 days 6.55+0.33 22.8419.78 12.48+3.07
5 days 5.20%1.93 17.45+6.68  7.33%1.10
7 days 4.09+0.53 12.63+4.83  4.86x1.11
9 days 3.53+0.23 6.45+2.37 <LOQ
I'l days <LOQ <LOQ <LOQ
13 days <LOD <LOQ <LOD
15 days <LOD <LOD <LOD
E(\)Nn;g/kg 4 hours  166.94+40.31 252.95+16.55 334.52+48.61
| day 32.33+8.35  65.65+821 84.80+15.77
3 days 20.70+5.44  31.36+5.01  19.08+2.90
5 days 10.44+2.06  25.75+4.10 9.37+1.85
7 days 7.76£1.50 18.6413.65 5.97+1.59
9 days 4.58+0.98 9.06+2.10 4.60+1.05
I'l days 3.25+0.65 4.12+1.23 <LOQ
13 days <LOD <LOQ <LOD
15 days <LOD <LOD <LOD

Table 3: Residual AMA in chicken tissue (n=6)

Group Withdrawal Residue (pg/kg) Mean + SD
Time Muscle Liver Kidney
E?N“;g/ K& 4hours 404.67+64.37 112335+131.77 4282.20+144.24
| day  45.43$23.36 182.23+70.72 241.30+40.60
3days  21.194934 4040552  28.76%7.80
5days  10.18£5.84 1656723  1524%6.26
7 days <LOQ 11.20+4.09 9.4342.72
9 days <LOQ 6.50+3.47 <LOQ
I'l days <LOQ <LOQ <LOQ
13 days <LOD <LOQ <LOQ
5 days <LOD <LOD <LOD
s%v”;g/ K& 4hours 31593044255 6234.41+8023 8735.75+73.16
| day  124.86+39.93 3287944325  584.53%35.42
3days  36.66:8.99  69.15:1045  57.22+8.83
5days 2688543  30.80+4.45 30.74+5.98
7days  19.36+4.87  22.68+4.20 18.73+4.36
9 days 6534234 15494317 10.98+3.21
Il days <LOQ 8.35+2.09 <LOQ
13 days <LOD <LOQ <LOQ
I5 days <LOD <LOD <LOD

Table 4: Residual DIKETO in chicken tissue (n=6)

Group Withdrawal Residue (pg/kg) Mean + SD
Time Muscle Liver Kidney

g%v”;g/ K& 4hours 50.97+17.68 3803863 237.30+3283
| day 8.16+328  1623+482  26.44+422
3days  358£127  469+065  3.95+0.77
5 days I.55£1.03  425:0.74  2.77+1.0l
7 days 1214065  3.98+092  2.160.73
9 days 1.06£072  2.79:0.42 1.95£0.71
Il days  0.83%026  2.031.02 1.3940.56
13 days <LOD 1.58+0.56 <LOQ
15 days <LOD <LOD <LOD

E?N”;g/ K& 4hours 144.60+24.53 279.24+15.40 32627+4523
| doy  2028%532 [1.65:3.04  36.41+8.67
3days  1040:425  6.88+492  14.62+3.80
5 days 3714121 4694235 744227
7 days 290137  427#157 513138
9 days 205+054 345052  3.89+125
Il days 152£0.87  2.50£1.05  2.43%1.58
13 days <LOD 1.78£0.96 1431023
5 days <LOD <LOD <LOD
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Fig. 1: Withdrawal times, i.e., the time point at which the one-sided
95% upper tolerance limit fell below the MRL of AMO, for AMO
residues in chicken muscle after the administration of 30 mg AMO/kg
body weight (A) and 60 mg AMO/kg body weight (B).
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Fig. 2: Withdrawal times, i.e., the time point at which the one-sided
95% upper tolerance limit fell below the MRL of AMO, for the residues
of AMO in chicken liver after the administration of 30 mg AMO/kg
body weight (A) and 60 mg AMO/kg body weight (B).
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Fig. 3: Withdrawal times, i.e., the time point at which the one-sided
95% upper tolerance limit fell below the MRL of AMO, for the residues
of AMO in chicken kidney after the administration of 30 mg AMO/kg
body weight (A) and 60 mg AMO/kg body weight (B).

For doses of 30 or 60 mg/kg of body weight, the
residual concentrations of AMO in the muscle, Kidney,
and liver were below the LOD after 13 days, 15 days, and
13 days after the drug was withdrawn, respectively.
Moreover, the levels of AMA and DIKETO in muscle,
kidney, and liver were below the LOD after 13 days, 15
days and 15 days after the drug was withdrawn,
respectively (Fig 1-3). The amounts of residual AMO,
AMA and DIKETO in each tissue sample were positively
correlated with the dose.

DISCUSSION

AMA and DIKETO were found to be degradation
products of AMO. In the present study, we found that
AMO, AMA, and DIKETO are present in chicken tissues.
In the chicken tissues, the levels of AMA residues are
highest among the analytes, and the levels may be
affected by the pH of the tissue. Freitas et al. (2012) found
that AMO has different degradation products at different
pH levels; acidic pH levels can lead to AMA, DIKETO
can be generated under weak alkaline conditions. Reyns et
al. (2008b) only found high concentrations of AMA in the
liver and kidneys of pigs. At the same time, Freitas et al.
(2012) noted that temperature changes could influence the
degradation of AMO. Furthermore, the concentration of
AMA was highest in the kidney and liver. The metabolite
levels were high in the kidney, which may be related to
the excretion of the drug from the kidneys. However, the
liver is a detoxifying and metabolic organ; therefore, it
also contained high concentrations of the metabolites.



Previous studies have primarily focused on AMO
consumption and subsequent concentrations, and few
studies have analyzed AMA. Baere et al. (2002)
developed a quantitative assay for AMO, AMA and
DIKETO in animal tissues and described the long-term
presence of AMA as a metabolite of AMO in kidney and
liver samples of swine. In practice, AMO metabolites
have lost the antimicrobial activity of the parent
compound (Liu et al., 2017); however, the metabolites,
AMA and DIKETO, have been reported to be allergens
(Fagerquist et al., 2005; Reyns et al., 2008a). Therefore,
AMA residues should be determined to ensure the safety
of animal-derived foods despite MRLs for the metabolites
of AMO not being specified. Therefore, we recommend
that the MRL of AMO should depend not only on the
amount of parent compound present but also on the sum
of the levels of AMO, AMA and DIKETO.

Because AMO and its metabolites may pose various
unknown risks, estimating the withdrawal time of AMO
and its metabolites in chicken tissue is important. The EU
has established MRLs for AMO in edible chicken tissues
(muscle, liver, and kidney), but MRLs for its metabolites
have not yet been established. Consequently, the
withdrawal time for AMO metabolites cannot be
calculated. Therefore, residual AMO was used as the basis
for determining the drug withdrawal time in this study,
and the MRL of AMO was used to determine the most
reasonable withdrawal time. The withdrawal time was
estimated by linear regression analysis of the log-
transformed tissue concentrations and was calculated as
the time point at which the 95% upper one-sided tolerance
limit was below the MRL with 95% confidence (Zhao et
al.,, 2015). The AMO concentrations versus the
withdrawal time are shown in Figs. 1-3. For AMO doses
of 30 and 60 mg/kg body weight, the withdrawal time of
AMO was 4.01 and 4.33 days in the muscle, 5.17 and 5.78
days in the liver, and 3.92 and 5.19 days in the kidney,
respectively. To ensure food safety, a withdrawal period
of 6 days is warranted for AMO doses of 30 and 60 mg/kg
body weight. Reports indicate that a residual amount of
penicillin as low as 0.6 pg can cause an allergic reaction
(Dayan 1993; Beyene, 2015). Therefore, MRL standards
for AMO should be developed, which requires the
establishment of the withdrawal period of AMO.
Moreover, monitoring the residual levels of AMA and
DIKETO is also recommended.

Conclusions: This study indicated that AMO and its
major metabolites were detectable in chicken tissue. AMA
was observed at higher concentrations in chicken tissue
than AMO or DIKETO. However, the EU defined an
MRL for only AMO and not its metabolites. Because
AMA has associated health risks, we recommend
monitoring AMA levels. For AMO administered to
broilers at 30 or 60 mg/kg body weight, we recommend a
withdrawal time of 6 days to ensure food safety.

Acknowledgments: This research was financially
supported by the China Agriculture Research
System (CARS-41-G23), by the National Science and
Technology Pillar Program during the Twelfth Five-year
Plan Period (2014BAD13B02), by the Priority Academic
Program Development of Jiangsu Higher Education

23

Pak Vet J, 2019, 39(1): 19-24.

Institutions (PAPD), and by the high-end talent support
program of Yangzhou University.

Authors contribution: Xie KZ, Wang R, Wu HQ, Zhang
GX, Dai GJ and Wang JY designed, guided and
supervised this research. Zhao M and Zhang YY
conducted the experiments and drafted the manuscript.
Wang B, Zhao X and Wang YJ assisted in sample
collection. Pang MD and Xing X helped in the statistical
analysis.

REFERENCES

Anfossi P, Zaghini A, Grassigli G, et al., 2002. Relative oral bioavailability
of microgranulated amoxicillin in pigs. | Vet Pharmacol Ther
25:329-34.

Ang CY, Liu FF, Lay O, et al., 2000. Liquid chromatographic analysis of
incurred amoxicillin residues in catfish muscle following oral
administration of the drug. ] Agric Food Chem 48:1673-7.

Ang CY, Luo W, Hansen EB, et al., 1996. Determination of amoxicillin
in catfish and salmon tissues by liquid chromatography with
precolumn formaldehyde derivatization. ] AOAC Int 79:389-96.

Bessaire T, Mujahid C, Beck A, et al., 2018. Screening of 23 B-lactams in
foodstuffs by LC-MS/MS using an alkaline QUEChERS-like
extraction. Food Addit Contam A 35:661-73.

Beyene T, 2015. Veterinary drug residues in food-animal products: Its
risk factors and potential effects on public health. ] Vet Sci Tech
07:285.

Blaha JM, Knevel AM, Kessler DP, et al, 1976. Kinetic analysis of
penicillin degradation in acidic media. ] Pharm Sci 65:1165-70.
Bogialli S, Capitolino V, Curini R, et al, 2004. Simple and rapid liquid
chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry confirmatory assay
for determining amoxicillin and ampicillin in bovine tissues and

milk. ] Agric Food Chem 52:3286-91.

Commission Decision 657/EC, 2002. Commission decision of
implementing Council directive 96/23/EC  concerning the
performance of analytical methods and the interpretation of
results. Off ] Eur Commun No L221:8-36.

Commission Regulation (EU) No. 37, 2010. Regulations on
pharmacologicallyactive ~ substances and their classification
regarding maximum residue limits in foodstuffs of animal origin.
Off ) Eur Commun No L15:3-65.

Dayan AD, 1993. Allergy to antimicrobial residues in food: assessment
of the risk to man. Vet Microbiol 35:213-26.

De BS, Cherlet M, Baert K, et al, 2002. Quantitative analysis of
Amoxycillin and its major metabolites in animal tissues by liquid
chromatography combined with electrospray ionization tandem
mass spectrometry. Anal Chem 74:1393-401.

Fagerquist CK, Lightfield AR and Lehotay §J, 2005. Confirmatory and
quantitative analysis of beta-lactam antibiotics in bovine kidney
tissue by dispersive solid-phase extraction and liquid chromate-
graphy-tandem mass spectrometry. Anal Chem 77:1473-82.

Feng S, Chattopadhaya C, Kijak P, et al, 2012. A determinative and
confirmatory method for ceftiofur metabolite desfuroylceftiofur
cysteine disulfide in bovine kidney by LC-MS/MS. ] Chromatogr B
898:62-8.

Freitas A, Barbosa | and Ramos F, 2012. Determination of amoxicillin
stability in chicken meat by liquid chromatography—tandem mass
spectrometry[]]. Food Anal Method 5:471-9.

Hermo MP, Gémez-Rodriguez P, Barbosa J, et al.,, 2013. Metabolomic
assays of amoxicillin, cephapirin and ceftiofur in chicken muscle:
application to treated chicken samples by liquid chromatography
quadrupole time-of-flight mass spectrometry. | Pharm Biomed
Anal Biomed 85:169-78.

Hermo MP, Saurina J, Barbosa |, et al, 2014. High-resolution mass
spectrometry applied to the study of metabolome modifications in
various chicken tissues after amoxicillin administration. Food
Chem 153:405-13.

Lara FJ, del Olmo-Iruela MD, Cruces-Blanco C, et al., 2012. Advances in
the determination of B-lactam antibiotics by liquid
chromatography. TrAC Trends Anal Chem 38:52-66.

Liu C, Wang H, Jiang Y, et al, 20ll. Rapid and simultaneous
determination of amoxicillin, penicillin G, and their major
metabolites in bovine milk by ultra-high-performance liquid



chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry. | Chromatogr B
Analyt Technol Biomed Life Sci 879:533-40.

Liu YN, Pang MD, Xie X, et al., 2017. Residue depletion of amoxicillin
and its major metabolites in eggs. ] Vet Pharmacol Ther 40:383-91.

Marimuthu M, Adamu L, Faez-Firdaus JA, et al, 2015. Antimicrobial
residues in beef animals slaughtered in abattoir and non-abattoir small
holders slaughter houses in Negeri Sembilan. Alex | Vet Sci 44:1-8.

Morenogonzilez D, Rodriguezramirez R, Del OM, et al, 2017.
Validation of a new method based on salting-out assisted liquid-
liquid extraction and UHPLC-MS/MS for the determination of
betalactam antibiotics in infant dairy products. Talanta 167:493-8.

Nagele E and Moritz R, 2005. Structure elucidation of degradation
products of the antibiotic amoxicillin with ion trap ms(n) and
accurate mass determination by ESI TOF. ] Am Soc Mass
Spectrom 16:1670-6.

Reyns T, Cherlet M, De Baere S, et al, 2008a. Rapid method for the
quantification of amoxicillin and its major metabolites in pig tissues
by liquid chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry with
emphasis on stability issues. | Chromatogr B Analyt Technol
Biomed Life Sci 861:108-16.

24

Pak Vet J, 2019, 39(1): 19-24.

Reyns T, De Boever S, De Baere S, et al., 2008b. Tissue depletion of
amoxicillin and its major metabolites in pigs: influence of the
administration route and the simultaneous dosage of clavulanic
acid. ] Agric Food Chem 56:448-54.

Sharmili K, Jinap S and Sukor R, 2016. Development, optimization and
validation of QUEChERS based liquid chromatography tandem
mass spectrometry method for determination of multimycotoxin
in vegetable oil. Food Control 70:152-60.

Sorensen LK, Snor LK, Elkaer T, et al, 1999. Simultaneous
determination of seven penicillins in muscle, liver and kidney
tissues from cattle and pigs by a multiresidue high-performance
liquid chromatographic method. ] Chromatogr B Biomed Sci Appl
734:307-18.

Woang B, Pang M, Xie X, et dl., 2017. Quantitative analysis of amoxicillin,
amoxicillin major metabolites, and ampicillin in chicken tissues via
ultra-performance liquid chromatography-electrospray ionization
tandem mass spectrometry[J]. Food Anal Method |-14.

Zhao M, Xie KZ, Guo HS, et al., 2015. Residue depletion of ampicillin in
eggs. ] Vet Pharmacol Ther 38:508-12.



