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(HPLC-MS/MS) %Hifg ™ D125 v ity 8 WLAR VA PE s AT R DA I, 256 ZFh s 38 52 605 e 0 XU P4 7 12
HF 8= D2 B 2 AR DAY, 5 R 3, 7638 8 Y SE I 410 T, 8 i B AL i V75 4 DL 35 2 A Il i
ZEAE63.2% ~88. 8% ZIAl, J5 1 W kG % & (FH X AT M 22 (RSD) < 14. 5% ) FI R (B R 0. 5 ~
2.7 ng/g) RUF, RETH AL DUSHE Sl R I 220K . FERAERY 105 AT 5 7 DL 2EHE i v 42, 86% B i v
FRI T M BATE M AR R -1 (DTXD) S I RS, b 47. 6 we/kg, W7 D1 2875 e B
FEE, AREEAE B I DU BB (TDD) M AR N B E R AR FESEH & (ARD) @ i B A K
W46 %0 X ER EATTH 8537 DS B & M DPA 45 R I, # TRl (0 v 7 A B P 22 4 e SR s IR
T B T2 DL HE A 19.05% , Hevb s DL 0 P22 A XU B e, SRS S8 37 (10 5 T 1 7= DL 28 rp g 1k 00 24
KUY E A5 S KBS0 73, 55 R 1 = DL 28 R BR AR EIT M 7 i (CBRFR AR ) AH LB ™A%, 7l
Aot D 2 FH 285 O 0 b 3 v i XU

KEIF SRR EIE- BT, o2, RIEENRR, B854, ks
1 5|1 8§

W= DML RIERESE R AR S LW WWBFEE S, M T e s SR, A%
WAERIA KA Iz e DU R (g8 & ) M e E e h i B R AR B AE
I, THE 545 iV 7 DL SS9 2l 5 YA A () A Ml 2 G B 10 7 il A R R f B M . H T 2 e IR A T D
R SLHAT YA 200 250, P gtk N8 ZE 4 4 90% UL g A M DL 7 28 32 B0 K KA
U2 (OA) MHATA Y EERETE R -1 (DTX1) MFFEM IR (YTX) JEZ HERE R (AZAs) KR ICHH 3
FE(CGYM) MBIRNESEEZ (SPX1) I ZE2(PTX2) %5, ERNgy M T8 2205 Ye it DL 2577 5 | & 14 o
BRFE E R B NI & A, 3. EE 2 DL 2Kt 1E 38 52 N TR Fh 26 v 1k D # AT e b vh
FOEBA RS R, T T R L2 P R A DU 2 A AR R e A U TR, SR
B HE MR

H T, B 07 S IR DL 2 K60 59 7 vk 2 B 3 /N R AR kT R S W B RO
HHE L R -/ 22 Gk 45 S ETLR 7 SR AR LG, IR €6 3% - BB BT % 1 EA G
SRR VR R PRAR LA K nT LA TR] ARG 2 Ah 20 D1 FE 2 p e st gl RO e E TR
DT g DL B 2R A AT ik . R, AU = DL S LR BRI PE DL B R 0 & J il e 45 58, 15
SRTCTEERA VT DL S0 B F e 2 XU | e I 2 Xt T 2 Pl B M DL 8 R 2 Vs G T 7= i, A7 R e i
FHME RS R & 2 2 KBS TEN Tk,

FURT, 76 [ b _E A E X 7 b i LRR o DR I DL 7 3R, 26T H/ N R B S 00 R0 ) i 1 Ao
I RR AR AE , FT48 S8 B0 T 240 7 i B A TR, AN, B B & 42 JR) ( European Food
Safety Authority, EFSA) X U126 H ) OA DTX AZA \PTX 5% 2 1R B ERI 35 1 160 pe/ke, YTX R
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TARER 1000 pg/kg' ™" GYM il SPX #53 H s A B R br i, (H2, T’ EALE T 0As 5751
BRVSHE D B R T IR b, SLE IR ME N F R IR E IR bRt 281, R EFSA #i @ i BR it br
W AGE FF PP 32—l B LD & i G PR 5 {8) 25 2875 YL il ™ S i &8 2 4k % ek
W B By ARV B () R IR VI DU R AT e I TR 72 i, N TE VR 45 TS i & & MR 25 51
Ut &bl = DA A Z R et DL BE R B A5 Y BLIR | & R SL T Z R lR Ve v DL 88 K5 oL S 1R 1)
Vg7 DU FH 2 4 XU T il ol B30, AR 59 R FH R0 8OO €6 1% - 22 G0 0 3% 40 B 1 7™ DL S vh Z R IR
PEWFER, @ —FP BT 2R IRV PE DR 305 Yo 25 G PP (015 7 D128 B 22 4 XU, P A 97 5 1, O
T DS FH 2 2 KU 1T

2 SIGES

2.1 UE5iEH

1200 78 F= 508 A0 (3% A (36 B Agilent 23 ), Bt A DU JG A | AT A8 3 KRG I 2% . o oF BE 28 55
6320 A FBIFFE I ( SE 1 Agilent A F]) |, LA LTSS (ESD) B 7R ; FSH2A AJ I & 3 2 ML (& daTh
PRI SE B AL A ) ) 5 KQ-400KDE #Y iy Ty 32 45 4 i A5 A% (B Ll i B A5 AL R A FR A 7)) 5 Himac
CR22GII &8 4 5 AL ( H A HITACHI /A ] ) ; BSA224S-CW 7 Hi, 1 K7 (4 [# Sartorius 23 7] ) ;
Milli-Q H 4K 2 #E ZR 458 (3£ [E Millipore A ] ) .

ZUK AR (B4l Fluka 22 F)) 5 S HVEE (@540, 36 [E TEDIA 2] 5 S8 FH/Kh Milli-Q #
47K (18.2 MQ cm); OA Fil DTX1 % ZEAndEdh (bt B B i BHEE A IRA R ) 5 YTX AZAL (AZA2 |
GYM SPX1 PTX2 &K (2R ILEK 1) bRl (IS K E K552 0 il re A an B Ao i) o
2.2 MR ABBEEIEF

BERARE ] Y R R, TC MUTR G AR MEV W . 45 2040 MW B2 4331 A - OA (15. 00 wg/L) \ YTX
(24.58 pe/L) DTX1(25.00 ng/L) .AZA1(6.48 ng/L) . AZA2(6.12 ng/L) .GYM (12.50 wug/L) .SPXI
(35.29 pg/L) FI PTX2(11.02 pg/L) .

2.3 HRXERLE

2017 43 A, WH BT 5 AMTEX N B RV R K= i (T X K= i 2 (SB) (T g
XS 7K™ i i (SN) R PHAK™ S i 3 (CY) (W5 L X Vb H K™ i i 3 (LS) A & XK ™ il
(HD) ) HRAE 105 396 7= D1 A i, A0 55 SE B = MG 4T ( Ruditapes philippinarum) | F# Ul ( Vere pectines) \4i
1 ( Sinonovacula constrzcta ) B W ( Scapharca subcrenata) 414 ( Ostrea gigas thunberg) . ¥§ 42 ( Busycon
canaliculatu) WG UL ( Mytilidae ) 3 7 Fhifg = D1 2

HEWRFRI 2. 00 g L5 A B DU AURE S BT B0 P, DA 6.0 mL FH S 68 75 i 355 $2 L

15 min, 6000 r/min B.0> 10 min, B _FERIFE G SR, A1 2 IIMSRIBOR . BRI, 2 mL,
JMA 2.8 mL #4li/K | i Waters HLB 200MG HLB [EAHA<BURE (T4 H 1.0 mL FIEEFI 1.0 mL 30% (V/V)
F G AR AR B ) , TR 1.0 mL 20% (V/V) FEEWRYE, FH 2.0 mL HIEE (3% 0. 3% & /K) Ve, I SE VR IV,
i 0.22 wm BYJEIRFLIERE , BEWAFI
2.4 BEIE-REEHG
2.4.1 B%EEMH  ZORBAX Extend-C, (B35 (150 mmx3 mm,3.5 um, [ Agilent 24 7)), FishAH A
MK BN B N 90% M (s A A B H5 A 6.7 mmol/L & K) . BREEVEBEAEF: 0 ~15 ~20 ~
45 ~48 min, 20% ~30% ~47.5% ~100% ~20% JishH B, ik 0.4 mL/min; FEFERBUN S pL; £
IR FIR (20 + 2°C) , A5 1RHE] 48 min; SEAFRE] .8 min,
2.4.2 JRIEEME mmWiEBREIE(ESD) ; OA AZAL AZA2 GYM SPX1 F1 PTX2, % H ESI™ AR A6
YTX 1 DTX1 % ESI™ B A, 394578 Bl m/z 100 ~ 1300, 2546 (N,) JE /1 275.79 kPa; T4
(N,) J# 11 L/min; THEASIRE 350 °C; BANATHE 4000 V., MG 53 10 (o3 £ 18 Ao ) A — 2, —
PR RAEAR AL S B, He st (8] 43 Bridk 22 BN 85— Wil ( MRM) B0 46 4143 AT s kil . 4% H Ak
G R BT MRM B8R BE B8 F DA R S A G Y T 5 B F R RE S S8R 1,
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Table 1 ~MS/MS parameters in multi-reaction monitoring (MRM) mode for detection of 8 kinds of lipophilic shellfish toxins

g BN 1T LRI R
[lal7] Molecular Retention Precursor Qualitative and Fragmentation
Compound fo ecul ar time ions quantitative ions Ampl
ormula ('min) (m/z) (m/z)
KHKIEHER Okadaic Acid (OA) CyuHgg 05 10.6 [M+Na]*827.4 809.3/723.3 1.0
HR3E B DI #EZE Yessotoxin (YTX) CssHg, 05, S, 18.0 [M-H] 1141.5 1123.4/1061.4 1.5
FERTE R Dinophysistoxin 1 (DTX1) CysH705 19.2 [M-H] 817.4 799.3/563.1 1.5
Ji 22 F SRR DL 81 Azaspiracids ( AZAL) Cy7Hy NOY, 24.8 [M+H]*842.4 824.4/806. 4 0.9
B2 HUBERR DU #E 2 Azaspiracids (AZA2) CygHp3NO Y, 25.5 [M+H]*856.5 838.4/820.5 1.1
K ICHH %A Z Gymnodimine (GYM) C3,HysNO, 31.5 [M+H]*508.3 490.5/392.5 1.0
IR BRTER
13-Desmethyl Spirolide C CypHg NO; 34.7 [M+H]*692.4 674.4/656.4 1.1
(SPX1)
B3 DUEEE 2 Pectenotoxin ( PTX2) Cy7Hsp044 35.5 [M+NH, ] *876.4 805.7/823.4 1.0

2.5 iﬁf“"ﬂ%"éﬁ)ﬂi‘%éﬂﬂﬁﬁ%jﬁf

AR 7 DLV e IR v D3 3R H NI (TDD) A& R R 1L DL 2 R Ak b 8 2 2% 50
(ARfD) " i i 5 R v 1 DL 3 %’?%ﬁéﬂfﬁiﬁﬁﬁ ENERliR Sy iﬂ[&i’aﬁ(ZERl( X ERI= X (TDV/
ARID) ) , BEAT T 85 15 7 DL 2R 2 T4, 24 0 < X ERI<O0. 1 B, ] Fﬁfﬂ%’%’\FﬁﬂE gy 4
0.1< X ERI<1 i, ¥y~ DR I AE L 208 2 X ERT =1 i ™ DS AT

Wt WHO/FAO 7Y (R b Ak 27 0 o i 2 2 85 D) T ik v e mﬁrﬁ?/z%” T Ny
60 kg AR A H 43517 9% 100 g7 250 o' 5k 380 ¢ DAL, ARG A (1) 155 TDI[ pg/ (kg = d)]:
TDI=C,CQ/BW/1000 (1)

Hodp ¢ s DR b IR N B R & (wg/kg) 3 € IS HIE P (g7d) 5 Q i~
%%EET?%%E%E’J FefE; BW S AMAIKHE (Body weight, kg) .

S FIRTE LB R YR AT EFSA FUE B ARID (3£ 2) , % EFSA SR HLE 19 3R e 2 D 85 & (SPX1
I GYM %) , 2 %Bﬁ PEAE DL 75 2/ B BES200 5080, 04, OA | SPXT I GYM A9 I s v 5 e 3 5 =X
X /N U B BE I LD, 2051 0 204 wg/kg(BW) ) 6.9 wg/kg(BW) V1 96 peg/kg( BW) ') OA
ZI N FEZE 2D EFESEH S ARD 5 0.3 pg/(kg « bw) , RA“FHERIT—1E7 15 SPX R
CYM M FHREMF 2 HESEFIE ARD 2510 0.01 F10. 14 pg/ (kg - bw) (£2), “HEH—E”
%?HJ@E?/J SUE YR BRI 1) FE M SR, F RO L) AR C M S S 5 R B d MR 2
SERRBFERN I,

®2 S FMIREME N R RSP RS
Table 2 Acute reference dose( ARfD) of 8 kinds of lipophilic shellfish toxins

B e 1] 75 22 4]
H”]{'?' @d]&%:ﬂ?{ﬁ*ﬂ OA NIFEML  AZA NFZA  PIXWHZEA  YIX NHRA SPX I #: %41
ApOphItic Shetilis (OA I DTX1) (AZAl F1 AZA2) (PTX2) (YTX) (SPX1 fil GYM)
toxin groups
2 b Th 75 S e |
G 25 0.3 OA 0.2AZA1 0.8PTX2 25YTX 0.01SPX1/0. 14GYM

ARID[ pg/ (kg - bw) ]
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FERTIARESE > SR HPLC-MS/MS XK IR K S 77 BUk ) Fnii B b Z2 R g va v 01 2 2 it
PRI 438 K, EDE IR 1 A0 H SCik v D122 8 i vk DL a3 R AR A B 3k %) S it it
AL ERT IR AL SEBL T XHE T DU 4 8 i LR s e D1 BE R A LA O A A AR B B, BRI
PEDLEE RARMES 1928 DU ZURE 5 b 8 iR 1 DL 2 3 A S B s 7 1 LI 1, v LA FE AR A
ZUER, SALEYI T BB A

ST VA DU SRE S LT 8 Pl H AR B 2 A Y BE R, SR FHZS 1 DL S 2 R i ) R 4R Y
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= 4pAZA2 EIC 838.7+MS? (858.5) é 8 GYM EIC 490.5+MS? (508.4) = 6 _Sle EIC 674.5+MS? (6924) 2 4k FIXZ EIC 805.7+MS? (876.7)
x 3 X 6f X X 3
72 = 4r AT = ot
2 @ Z of 2 I
g 5 2 52 s |
Iy YA VI B S — E 9 g Qe
20 22 24 26 28 30 26 28 30 32 34 36 32 34 36 38 40 32 34 36 38 40
t (min) ¢ (min) t (min) t (min)

BT bsas i DU 2E2HSURE i HPLC-MS/MS 2} MRM 5 33% 4]
Fig.1 MRM chromatograms of blank shellfish tissue spiked with eight lipophilic shellfish toxin standards for
HPLC-MS/MS analysis

8 F VA DL 25 IR A bR A, LA FP I 1 114 1] — R 38 K 9 TR B A v VA A R Xof EE 3l 3 MS/MS
Sy BTS2 HAR GG P AR, BLm 0N (ME) #4820 (2) 7158

ME(% )= (A.-A_)/A.x 100 (2)
A s 1 D SR SR O C ) 35 R IR A An v b BAR L & W i m B A 3 A [R) ik 13 /K 7 H et
Be bR AR S P fE R A TN, SEIGEE IR (36 3) , DI 84 SR BUR 1) 6 4L 43 X 45 BARfE &9
(RS S A — B FERE G RAVE ], B 0RZ8TE 1. 65% ~ 7. 45% J0 1l PN, 150 Y 25k J3 2650 o ol 6 100 4% 5 114 4
BB IAN DRGSR FH Y 0 W2 0 R 8 b IR B A RIS M ARk, % B AR Ak & A7 5 |
LA B AR & A i A y SR bR BTN E AR Ab G 0 00 R B o SRR AR, 20 i S e I A
HHZk, K HPLC-MS/MS K:UAFME L (S/N) A 3 B 1 4% H b Ak A W 14 Jo 8 R B A Sk O 2k B G FR
(LOD) ,S/N=10 X Ji i J5i i B2 o o 1 FR (LOQ) o 8 i v P DL i 2= AGr DN 474 1m0 0 75 /8 AH DG R 8
LRAEJE R KGR B sE B BRI 3 s, 8 FhIRIA TE D f A SE R B0(R?) = 0.995 , A Fh i K 1
R H L T P R O 2R B, 45l 2 0 ARG L IR R A2 o R 4y 37 A T I T o 9 7= DL 2K v iR i DL 2 R PR
RLE , UL 7 VA RE I 1 D1 8 FhIRVA PR DL 35 R 0 =/ 2ok
23 RTINS B | AR R A SE I 25 R

Table 3  Linear range, sensitivity and matrix effects of the developed method

o AL R BXEE Gmm EEE R
H Linear range Regression . LOD LOQ Matrix effects
Compound . coefficient
(ng/g) equation (R?) (ng/g) (ng/g) (%)
KRR (OA) 1.7~172 y= 10.193x + 287388 0.9963 1.3 1.7 +2.80
IREEEE ILEE (YTX) 2.4 ~238 y=2.5794x + 44980 0.9975 1.4 2.4 +7.36
fiESE A 251 (DTX1) 2.6 ~258 y=24.098x-65949 0.9999 1.6 2.6 +1.65
J 22 F R DL 35-1 (AZAL) 2.2 ~216 y=59.656x + 67476 0.9985 0.5 2.2 +5.07
JF 2 T TR L 752 (AZA2) 2.9 ~289 y=54.925x + 476523 0.9999 0.7 2.9 +4.67
KEEHEHFEHEZ(CYM) 1.8 ~185 y=96.638x + 793914 0.9994 0.9 1.8 +3.85
IRER IR 5 2 (SPX1) 3.4 ~340 y= 118.61x + 2000000 0.9992 1.7 3.4 +5.00
J# L7 22 (PTX2) 3.6 ~358 y=4.1032x + 5877.4 0.9997 2.7 3.6 +7.45

. +. 15 54855 ( Signal enhancement) ,

K BRI A 22 T3 3% 0 L3 43 55106 100,200 1 300 wL 4 8 FhaE 22 1R G s E VS W A 2]
2.00 g5 [ WA LRE S BN TRINAKE AT AR 3 5y, 32 BERE T A T ) 4% 7 e b RE 5 | [ Bsf LA A
[ A JIbRZs (1 DR ZURE SR AE Rt HR 8 iy 22 A% [l i3] s 465 2R S AR oA vfE i 22 ( RSD) i3k 4 Jir
7N TEAS EIRE R BSOS [R) 35 509 8 IR 14 D1 82 31 19 DR TE 63. 2% ~ 88. 8% Z[8] , AH XS A v 22
(RSD) #<14.5% , Ut AN 5 45 S ELAT R A B0 AN e o, BE A% S BV P UL 2 i v 4% g 1 0
T 2 AMERG 2 AT
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3.2 MEBFNERERENSETLYRAR

XPAHEIR 105 A &5 T B 1 ™ DU AE S A T AR 1 DR 3R V5 e RS I ( 2465 2R DL H - RO 5 S2 R4
B SL) TE45 MRS EAR I T 1 FIRES T DL R A 30l 42, 86% 5 FER T T A FESL
BiARA GYM D3R i H T 7 Bl vk DR R N R AR A MR s, b OA YRS R A
(24.76% ) , & HALHEIH <LOQ ~39. 61 pg/kg; DTX1 &S (HIRE, N 47. 60 wg/kg, Horp— M
DTX1 fI & RE3] T 202. 54 we/kg, #H RCE X DTXT B9 FR AR HE (160 we/kg) MM, DLZERE Sy o
AZA1 F1AZA2 W& AR RN 0 LOQ , B 323X PR 85 238 5 L3 . YTX  PTX2 F1 SPX1 A4 th
FAY N 100 % 2 PTX2 B & S 0E S T YTX I SPX1, iK% 13,13 neg/kg, AR S
SCHR[ 29 1 HR T 5 T B DL 2K rp B ORI 45 SR A EL, AR S 5G AE 7 5 TBE DL 2R R B DTXT  AZAT
AZA2 1 SPX1 458E 2, JF H DTX1 (A R M & i m . ARSI 7 DL S rp IR i 1 DL 35 25 3 i A A
5 25 5 (R RROCR SCReE B3R S2) , ZEAHEIR T By i85 1y 7 Bl ™= DL RE b, g DTS e g s 1 O
BRMAEIZL 4 OA DTX1 AZA1 AZA2 SPX1 F1 PTX2 , HiH DTX1 & {HEE, N 72.90 pe/ke,
Fie IR DL Y R S TN AN R DL 2R R A0 75 Yo R B B I 2 il 4 28 h DL 75 %6>60. 00% , 15 YL i
JUE B RE R T 40. 0% ~60. 0% Z I8, AEFETE WA | 400 AT W5 Y B 2R AE 20. 0% ~ 40. 0% 1l
PN VBRI DL A L 354644 <20. 0% , 15 YL %
4 VR IO RS 5 S 5 S

Table 4 Results of recovery and precision

WK Added level

BRI R 100(pL) 200( pL) 300( L)
Lipophilic shellfish toxins A& RSD A& RSD IA] i 25 RSD
Recovery( % ) (%, n=3) Recovery( % ) (%, n=3) Recovery( % ) (%, n=3)

KGR (OA) 87.3 5.2 88.5 7.9 88.8 6.3

WR 33 DL 2 (YTX) 86. 1 4.7 83.9 10.3 84.8 7.1
fiEHETE -1 (DTX1) 85.3 9.3 87.4 6.4 82.4 4.8
JRZ SRR DL -1 (AZAT) 78.3 10.4 80.0 8.1 81.5 4.6
JiF 22 F BRI DL 52 ( AZA2) 71.3 12.5 73.3 9.7 72.2 8.3
KERBPHEHRZ(GYM) 73.3 6.4 78.3 8.4 80.9 4.4
BRER R HE R (SPX1) 69.3 13.6 73.6 10.6 71.1 8.3
T2 2(PTX2) 65.5 14.5 68.4 12.4 63.2 9.8

3.3 TEEFNEXRARENKE TN

FETAHE R T 5 T8 1™ DL rp IR 1 DL 2 ) B 20 A A 48 21 ( H WO SR 5 B3R S1) L1t
BTTEYRE DRI S ERT, 2550058 5 Fis . FEARHLK T &5 i1 8596 7= DL SRR i o AP 7 &8 e B B A s XL
oz ) D22 Bt DL B IR R DL 43 I AE 45 1 RS A RE S o ) IKURS: 1/ 432y 73.33% ,33. 33% ,20.
00% F16.67% ; MHEZR S 1 X ERI ATHREEE R, JE T DU 9% 38 B R AR DL 250 o XTAFFE R 4
I B AR e JRURG: 1) T B v 2 DL A 7 [ o 8 2R Sk 3 (S5 1 I il T OSSR R 6 S3) , R4 Fil
BRVEMEDI#EZE A, DTX1 B ARD B 5Tlk R, i858 1 53.72 %, FrLh DTX1 RAHER & 5 8 g 7 U1
Kl FEMEFAREER T, 55U AIEE T DTXI 4 ARD 5TRECR 5518 69. 02% F1 85. 46% , J& G54
FHE R A A 7 DL A DR e ) 2 S A

ARHEVR 105 A D12 HE 5 B8 1 RURG DAL &5 5 UL 36 5, A7 78 B FH 48 4 XUBS B B o B RE LR
19.05% , HrP A £ 2 4 I 28 R s B XURS: (9 L3R 530 R 6. 67 % 1 12.38% 5 AR 4 KRR A BIR
SEARESETTIPAN , 8 28 4 XU 284K 0. 95% 5 5 B A BR AR MEDEAS 73k (CBRA8 AR ) AHX 1L, AR B
FER R T BRI DL 205 Yo W A AP PAL 5 s SR B T R 2 A e s 1tk LR R 2 A 05 Yl U &
LA AR s A 0k 2 Fhag R IR T5 Yo i DS ™ S i & 22 TN | B AR VTAS 45 S BR B 1) FR
SRR B R TS (R AR B AP bR DL ST 2R T BRI XU . E 2009 4F (1 BRI i %2 42 Ry EFSA B
SR A P B I R R A 2R DL B R A DL RS PRAl vk R, R BT 2R IR
PEDL B R A5 Y 1035 7= DR B R S RPN ik e AR 5 B, SRl 7= b ot o A8 R 1 T R A 7 1A 7=
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Table 5 Results of food safety risk assessment for commercially available marine shellfishes

C=100 g/d €=250 g/d €=380 g/d
iy DL A A AR A A B
Marine shellfishes S ERI Risk S ERI Risk S ERI Risk
assessment assessment assessment
SB 3 U1 1#(SB Scallop 1#) 0.32 HD 0.80 HD 1.12 HR
SB J U1 2#( SB Scallop 2#) 0.42 HD 1.06 HR 1.49 HR
SB J3 Ul 3#(SB Scallop 3#) 0.34 HD 0.84 HD 1.18 HR
SB E#4 1#(SB Hiatula chinensis 1#) 0.23 HD 0.57 HD 0.80 HD
SN B3 1#( SN Hiatula chinensis 1#) 0.24 HD 0.59 HD 0.83 HD
SN i 2#( SN Hiatula chinensis 2#) 0.21 HD 0.54 HD 0.76 HD
CY 4i9% 1#( CY Sinonovacula constricta 1#) 2.11 HR 5.30 HR 7.40 HR
CY 4514% 2#( CY Sinonovacula constricta 2#) 2.51 HR 6.31 HR 8.80 HR
CY 4i1% 3#( CY Sinonovacula constricta 3#) 1.80 HR 4.50 HR 6.30 HR
CY Jii DU 1#( CY Scallop 1#) 1.97 HR 4.94 HR 6.85 HR
CY Jp D1 2#( CY Scallop 2#) 2.06 HR 5.10 HR 7.23 HR
LS F§ DU 1#( LS Scallop 1#) 1.53 HR 3.82 HR 5.35 HR
LS 55 D1 2#( LS Scallop 2#) 1.91 HR 4.87 HR 6.70 HR
LS 3 I 3#( LS Scallop 3#) 1.73 HR 4.33 HR 6.05 HR
LS B#4 1#( LS Hiatula chinensis 1#) 3.58 HR 8.85 HR 12.38 HR
LS B4 2#( LS Hiatula chinensis 2#) 0.13 HD 0.32 HD 0.45 HD
LS G DL 1#( LS Mussel 1#) 0.12 HD 0.31 HD 0.44 HD
LS i3 D1 2#( LS Mussel 2#) 0.002 VHS 0. 0059 VHS 0. 008 VHS
LS i3 D1 3#( LS Mussel 3#) 0.003 VHS 0. 008 VHS 0.01 VHS
HD i DU 1#( H Scallop 1#) 0.50 HD 1.25 HR 1.75 HR
HD f3 Ul 2#( H Scallop 2#) 0.61 HD 1.51 HR 2.14 HR
HD Ji DU 3#( H Scallop 3#) 0.43 HD 1.08 HR 1.51 HR
YO g AR T
The fj E ﬁ;‘g@fﬁ%ﬁ ol etf( %) 80.95 80.95 80.95
v o . v o L
Th)?jﬁiirl]arjf{ Lﬁﬁ ‘iﬁp‘ﬂs&‘(% ) 10.48 6.67 4.76
FIATIE it 1 XU o 17 8.57 12.38 14.29

The percentage of HR samples (% )

HE HR ;55 XU (High risk ) ; HD: 777EFsE (Hidden dangers) ; VHS: JE% %2 4% ( Very high safety)

4 % i¢

KA G 37 B L T e 1 DL 55 Z W) 40 HPLC-MS/MS 2341 i 78 7= DL 288 42 4 IS R 75
2, PTLAAS 2R IR DL 2R 5 B et AR 6 P 22 4 ARG, 5 R 1 i 2 4 SR A IR e A o 25 A
LY, REAS B w4 BV T 1 P 2 A i, IR IR 2 3 1 P 7™ D 28 1 v B XURS: | B L s
DU P R E . I S20F 58 v T AR FHROA €635 - 55 20 B S 6 B AR, o) o B 0 7= DL 2K oy S
R IE 7 T A DL AT O A AT B R 2R 2R 0 DL B 3R AT AR A A B 7 D 2R B AR e T
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Development of A High Performance Liquid Chromatography-Tandem
Mass Spectrometry Method for Determination of Lipophilic Toxins
in Marine Shellfishes and Edible Safety Evaluation

SHEN Hui-Hui'*, CHEN Jun-Hui “*>**, XU Xiu-Li', PAN Lei*, HE Xiu-Ping’, WANG Xiao-Ru*"
'(School of Ocean Sciences, China University of Geosciences, Beijing 100083, China)
*( Research Center for Marine Ecology, the First Institute of Oceanography ,
State Oceanic Administration, Qingdao 266061, China)
*( Xiamen Huaxia University, Xiamen 361024, China)

Abstract In view of the present situation that edible marine shellfishes are combinedly contaminated by
different kinds of lipophilic toxins, common lipophilic shellfish toxins in marine shellfishes were simultaneously
detected by liquid chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry, and the safety risk of commercial marine
shellfish was evaluated using the risk assessment method based on combined contamination of various toxins.
Under the optimum conditions, satisfactory recoveries (63. 3% —88. 8% ), precision ( relative standard
deviations RSD=<14.5% ) and sensitivity (limit of detection in the range of 0.5-2.7 ng/g) of the method
were achieved for all the analytes. Among the 105 commercially available shellfish samples, 42.86% of the
samples had at least a kind of toxin. The highest average content was 47. 6 wg/kg of DTX1, which was the
most serious contaminant for marine shellfishes. The total Expose Risk Index (ZERI) was calculated based on
Tolerable Daily Intake (TDI) and Acute Reference Dose ( ARfD) of each toxin to evaluate the safety risk of
commercial marine shellfish. The results showed that the ratio of commercially available marine shellfish with
safety risk was 19.05% and the food safety risk of scallop was the highest. In summary, a new method based
on the combined contamination of lipophilic shellfish toxins was successfully developed for risk assessment of
the commercial marine shellfish. The proposed method is more harsh compared with the European Food Safety
Authority (EFSA) regulation and can make shellfish consumers better to avoid the risk of poisoning.
Keywords  Liquid chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry; Marine shellfishes; Lipophilic shellfish
toxins; Combined contamination; Food safety
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