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HE RS QR BEFT 25 “CF ¥R 0 R T % (20 mg/ke) J5 AR Y B0 25 4 4 3 i 45
3 d Hi# (20 mg/ (kg « D) FAJEH 5 I LR B IHBR A . X045 AR W), S0 J8 75 16 2 6 4% P I I ik | 20
BUr AR Tz . MR BE LB WE UL DA o sgUR 2 5 1Y 3k 048 J5T b Yk BE (Cln) FHIR MBS 8] ( T ) 53 3 R 6. 07 pg/mlL,
7.57.9.34.5.87 pg/mg Ml 3.67.4.45.2.01.9. 28 h, £ LUH BRI 110 B9 K/NITF 2 B IE(29. 26 >
JFMEC19. 32 D >WLA(17. 22 b > 1% (10. 84 h) . F5UA e 25 i 76 2 6 R D9 A 2248, B O o 030 8 B3k 21 3 A A AR

A (MR f i - 23300 0 45. 93 h A 49, 2106, JEZE 3 K S bR 5k B W0 1 206 5 ik 41 2 A 3 Bt e g HE

MHFRERNLA . 4525 10 d J5 Fr 3 AU AR RI5R

F I HARFE 0.1 mg/kg 1Y iR K5k B R i (MRL) 1t

LRI RRZE I 12 d, 55 S0 B ) T v A 1 A AR 2 AR — B

KR
MESEES S948  XEKARIZE A

i (Monopterus albus), & J& & I8 H (Syn-
branchiformes) & B #} (Synbranchidae) B & & . H
FHAANE & DHA EPA R Ab 24 B 4y . BRI %
] N AN 2 5 % 1 28 IR A B R R PR A B L A
E NS bl s . ARk h T 5% % R AR N
B FRFH I R P ERAE AR 2 U ROK IR AR SR 2
PRZR ol i B 2 2 200 R D S 2 2 T SRR 0

WA T B AR LY L bk
RLOHAPEE R AR R A R AL
SRR L T BB BRI B K 7 3l 0 A R T R TR T
HORBE . MR H AR B & A £
KT Bl A BT ARGE S B8 A ) R e
TE B 6% A4 P 1 245 W A8 3l ) 2 Sk BRI AR AT 4y
Br & 150 IR JE 75 1 o 85 57 51 op 0 07 H 32 At 3R
WIERIHA 2%,

1 #RlE7I*E

11 UFE5&EE
Agilent1200 /= R0 AH €L 3 (A gk FERR . 5
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Y B 47 2012-06-06

AP BT W AR E ; BORE
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i R
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3K3D A 2l A VR B0 ML, 55 [ Sigma 23 A 75 i
Diax900 & 3 41 21 2) K AL, f8 [/ HeidoLph 2 A =
A s Sartorius BS-2245 B % HL 7 K-, AL 38 2
WA R Ge A R B 7 s MTN-2800W 2 WK vk 4
FEH R IE R AES A PR A 7 s WH-2 (Rl
WEP IR A A, B P9 AL 3 A T 5 PB-20 A i Y
pH 1, U FE 2 R R G A PR )77 i s Elga
2l KA, FEFE VWS AT FEH ; Oasis MCX [ AH 28 BURE
(60 mg,3 mL),3EE Waters A& 7= .
1.2 KWz

TR0 BT FH B 6 W 7 XTI SR A b, R
R A (71£5) g, TR M5 14 d 5T IE
Kk g, R HF FEEFRIE T 50 cm X 45 cm X 35 cm
MIBCEKEA . WA EE 6 B, ARE., Xw
FHIK Ry 28 33 B SO R IK S KR 5~ 6 em, 7K 45 1l
7E(25+1.4) C,pH{AE R 7.240.4,
1.3 #mE5ikH

SR JE AR UE S (LB 99%) , 35 [ Sigma 23 A
FE s R 2 75 bR UE S (4l 98%0) , & K To-
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JEORY Cati BE 99 %) # L LN 4 e 265 b A BR 2y |
w3 2 2 AV 1L 55 [ Tedia 23 w5 A L — 4
B e B R — A 40 (NaH, PO, » 2H, O) M & /K | IE
St T IR BB AN (SDS) | = & SR 7 24 43
Brli, W 1 [ 25 4k 22 380 A R #D
1.4 RKBH*E

DS ZI5EEE, /DR N, N- 356 B
T sOoRJE % el , FE 3R & Ul 300 22 25 L i)
80 mg/mL FHEZH, I I A D it F 66 R 7 )
BN RN . EXAZ507 1 d 25l
I RAE 25 P MK By 20 2R S A Sy W R, 8 B 4 R
FERTIR] 204 . 45 24 B o 0 R BB 36 (AR o &, o 3%
Foz VS 4% 00 37 WY 9ORL O N T SR A L 50
pe L ol A B o T R e 0 SRR 2 R 24 4235 W
WG HE AT 4525 5 ¥ i — P ST K R AR
HHEEE 15 min NG L TG . sk 1
4k 20 mg/kg, kW B2 20 mg/kg 1Y
L LS 3 A B RER 09:00, BRI
2H Y R FE R 8] 5 R 25 ) 0. 25.0.5.1.2.3.5.7.9,
11,13.15,18.24.36.,48.60.72 Fl1 128 h, £k H#
YL R AR ) 5o e 1 RIEZGJE 1.4.8.12.24,
48.72,120,168,240 Fl 360 h, %A~ B} ] &5 R kE
6 . H 1 mL {E4E B R & IKCR i, & T R bk
B, 4 000 r/min .0 10 min, B I 3, {4 £F 18
—20 CUKFEP A . RIS BUIL PR I E | B
i ARAETE — 20 C KA P A

OFE AL, KA DA TR PR B, 2 I
o W10 mL MIMAKE 1.0 g AL LKA 10
mL [ HZE B LS P K KINA 1 mL 1 mol/L
pH 7.0 MBERREL 28 v AT 4 mL AP 308 e 9% 3%
2 min,10 000 r/min &.0> 6 min ¥ FIHWH A 15
mL BEOE R, 4 mL NEIEE 2 K. &3 3 1K
VW, 1 ISR A 300 pl 25 % By & K F
3 mL AW G REYET 2 min,5 000 r/min & .0
6 min, f b2 WA A 10 mL BE0 . H 3 mL
i AP BRI 1 BT 2 R IO, B T AR
I E 45 CRT, RTEREMA 1 mL 10484
Ji v g, B4 S0 3 mL A IE ke BEAR 2 k. I .
JEF O R0 O R 5 T 28 0. 22 o WFL D8 et L UL
WEEMBBRIECKZFIMA 2 mL 5% W 4R
(V/V B R BR ) i J5 4% B8 Zhang %57 )38 1)
J5 %M Oasis MCX [EAHZE B 4k . 45 CR TG
HABRHEH 1 mL 10% 1Y NG 8 iEHR % 1 min

JEEHZ 0. 22 pm WFLUEME L JE. 50 pl HEFEAE
o,

338 & F. (i Agilent EcLipse XDB-
C18(250 mm X 4. 6 mm,5 pum). WaIM: A K (&
&) + B0, 04 moL/L B — 4 4,0. 004 moL/L
SDS H1 0. 10% [ = Z i) A 30 = 70(V/V) . F i R
PH pH M 3.8 : 1. 0 mL/min; H:RE : 40 °C ; £ 4
K 225 nm.,

A)BREVE W) T . MERIFREL 0. 01 g 1 JRL AR
JE 75 K A 75 Wi s e i 5 43 0 T /2D 1 1Y) G s i
Ja 2K E 2 2 100 mL, B H K 100 pg/mL
2 Fhbs it 25 VR AR 5 PR A B K G 0 e R B
WHER 0.5.1.0.2.5.10,50 Fl 100 pg/mL [#) R 5
P e B B W . JH br ME W RS VR TC R R 0. 05 ~ 25
pg/mLAL O AT BV BE AR BE A0 bR A T .

SIPREM L BT & . 7EEEE 1 mL 25 1 Il K 5L
1 g = A SV O BE B BERLAD thom A 2 A
W BE A TR VA VL T SRR JE 5 R R JE i T i
WlE N 0.05,0.1,0.25,0.5,1.0,2.5,5,10,25
peg/ m LI I 2R A i BT & 43 40h 0. 05,0, 1,0, 25,
0.5.1.0.2.5.5.10.25 pg/mg WAL, i IR AT
AL BERE S5 L $EAT HPLC 43 81 2R A5 o il
2 [l 05 77 F2 A 56 R AL

6) [l AC 238 W 28 B VRS D R a0 7 . B Fam 3R
JULPAS  JFF I RIS At im A3 s o A B VAR TR 11
IR JE % R e % R BT Wk R 43 S 0. 1,
1.0.5. 0 mg/L By Il %A i #5882 53 %0500 0.1,
1.0.5. 0 mg/kg M2 ZURE &, e JEHT A 77 3 b PR
fn s BN UEVRRE 5 RE A LIS 5 d W E , TH AR
WCRARE ., Diglii 3 A4 & (S/N=31
25 B A R
15 HELE

2303 12 S HCR ] 3p97 254030 Iy A Bk
R 3 R4 WSS F ATC Bk 1) W f 3 & 19 2518
B ER A FOR e F R AR (MR) Sk H 24
MR=AUCn/AUCk 5 . 22U F I U FE -1 [1] £
PR Origin 8. 5 8 LA— il bR sh 1% R C. =
Coe " HEATHIA 20 B - FRAF I BR i & HEE C) &
T B 2 B s TH BRI 110 3 2 A 3 1105
0.693/k I H K25 11 (WDT) # it 24 X WDT =
In(C,/MRL) /k 5, 1AL 34 8 % 1) MRL (i K
FREE PR &) 2 B L 0. 1 mg/kg (WDT,) 1 1. 0
mg/kg(WDT,) 5,
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Calibration curves for florfenicol and florfenicol amine in
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Table 1

plasma and tissues of rice field eel(Monopterus albus)

LEESEN

FE ST [EYEp ¥ . .
. . . Correlation
Sample  Analyte Regression equation .
coefficient
13 FED Y=103.670X+11. 732 R2=0.999 1
Plasma  FFA? Y=93.624X+9. 544 R2=0.999 3
i3l FF Y=100.800X+8. 217 R?=0.999 3
Liver FFA Y=092.147X+9. 723 R?=0.999 2
B FF Y=102.060X+7.395 R2=0.999 1
Kidney FFA Y=92.619X+9.715 R2=0.999 4
ALK FF Y=100.210X-+3. 708 R2=0.999 7
Muscle FFA Y=89.385X+12.018 R2=0.999 4

DFF: 54 Je % Florfenicol; 2)FFA.: 4% Je % % Florfenicol amine.

Hi 2 1 ] W 7E 28 P38 i 0. 05~ 25 pg/mL
(n="6) N, I3 hr i i 2 A C R R*>>0. 999, AR
Je 75 R AR JE %5 B (1) €0 1% 06 1 AR5 0 o 43 Bk M AR
Rk R, T LA R E A AT R R L R R
ok 0.01~0.03 mg/kg, HIIK F R (1. 0 mg/kg)
FH A 0. 1 mg/kg) B 1Y I i 5% B BR 4k, 45 & %
B BT ZER
22 EWRFMIBEE

AR JE F R FR T B i Tl i R A3 i
86.11%~92.08% il 85. 80% ~91. 23 % , 4 RE ik 7
e oKk, H A H TEDKE % B2 43 Wil o 1. 2106 ~
3.95%.2.05% ~4.99%, ¥I/NF 10% ., fF A G 5
I 2 K
23 BROBAABRNHERINZHE

TE 25 COKIRZ&AF TN, % 8 % L) 20 mg/kg 197
PR OERARCE G, A RAY 142 80F
R 2, RS T 2 I B A i UL A AT I 2 2
FFA — P — = TP B IR 2p 5 S —
G E OB AR A SRR T i 25 B A
VIRF & — W s T O A

R BROESERERAVEEBEANGRI NESHY

Table 2 Pharmacokinetic parameters of florfenicol and florfenicol amine in rice field eel( Monopterus albus)

after a single 20 mg/kg oral administration at 25 C

- WK E FF WA F M FFA

Pharmacokinetic parameters 1L ETHE '%H}i WA 1L H{Hﬂ: '%HH: LA
Plasma Liver Kidney Muscle Plasma Liver Kidney Muscle

t1/2./h 0.94 0.98 1.21 3.06 4. 60 0.18 2.84 1.55
t1/23/h 10. 84 19. 32 29. 26 17.22 16. 39 29.58 45.93 20.99
Toax/h 3.67 4. 45 2.01 9.28 7.21 11. 27 4. 20 15. 50
Cax/(mg/L) 6.07 7.57 9.34 5.87 1. 89 1.58 2.57 1. 85
AUC/((mg * h)/L) 119. 60 247.51 309. 04 211.67 51.59 91.79 152.08 89. 80
CL/((L « kg)/h) 0.33 0.08 0.06 0.09 0.39 0.22 0.13 0.22
Vd/(L/kg) 5.23 2.25 1.34 2.35 6. 29 1. 07 5.57 5.96
MR/ % — - — — 43.14 37.09 49.21 42. 42

D81 /502172953 900 R 23 A5 20 SR BR 2 8 015 T S0 45 28 15 11 B 5 O 24 00 50 4k 90K B BRI ) 5 oo D 5 24 5 ) 5 25 900 IOk R B
AUC 252k B mi A CL b B AHBR A Vd R W1 25 B MR A JE % % AR 3 . 21/20 4 21/25: The absorption half-

life and the elimination half-life; Th.c: The time to reach peak or maximum drug concentration; Cp..: The peak drug concentra-

tion; AUC: The area under the concentration-time curve; CL: The total body clearance; Vd: The apparent volume of distribution;

MR: Metabolic ratio.
EZ3RONELRARRERENZBHBRIE

W JARJE % R JE % e ke B =2 AR S sl Wy
TR B IR AR R R B 25 C &I
FiEsE 3 d L 20 mg/ (kg « d)BYFH O R A S %
S+ BR 7 5% BR W A v A 5 20 2 P A J5 A B0 T 1
JHFHIE R UL IR R i o 8 25 W TE B s — IR G 2 )R 10

24

RERMAR B PR TR — KA 2554 15 K
KA 2R 7R 5% B 1 . R JE 5 MR e 25 11 114 A
B3l 1 80T 45 R (GR 3) R WL UK JE % AL
e 2 WA BER R N T BRI o A e B
BERIULPY 0B UE TP AR 7 B B B4 T 00 5
35.02.31.63 HI 38.82 h,
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Table 3 The parameters of elimination equation and withdrawal time of residues in rice field eel
(Monopterus albus) after multiple oral administrations
FE i x| 2% Parameters
Sample Analyte k/h C,/(mg/kg) R? t12p/h WDT; /d WDT,/d
FF 0.026 13. 94 0.99 27.10 7.91 4,22
JIFHE Liver FFA 0.017 3.01 0. 96 41.42 8. 34 2.70
FF+FFA 0.022 16. 07 0.99 31.63 9.62 5.26
FF 0.021 13.78 0.98 33.69 9.77 5.20
HHE Kidney FFA 0.013 3.06 0.96 53.23 10. 96 3.58
FF+FFA 0.018 16.13 0.99 38.82 11.77 6. 44
FF 0.023 15.10 0.99 29.54 9.09 4.92
LA Muscle FFA 0.015 3. 44 0. 99 47.69 9.83 3.43
FF+FFA 0. 020 16. 48 1. 00 35.02 10. 63 5. 84
"o - SEIRAALE IR JE 75 A B A 9 1 e R I 24 9k 1
- I Kidney . e g
3 i BN AR 25 24 b AR % 46 SR U Y 69
« iver . RN e
LR S 25 5k W LS AR B 1. 65 mg/ L, K T IR % 4
% KEHOK T BURHE ) MIC0. 5~2. 0 mg/L)",
=5, S 2B BRI JE % 1 W T o
§§ TP T 2 8F , 3] B8 15 A [a) 49) o 7o Jas i) 11 2 S 7R B
= B . N Y
=2 5 A 0 LR A5 0 B 7 AR B 90 5
%= EESPS
N T 0 B0 e o) LB R R (CLD S S 0L 24
0 v ! y - i N " e iy "
0 48 96 144 192 240 YITER T BRI EZ SR R JE 75 18 B 6% 1A N TH
ISfE]/h Time N N e - N K
BRI\, HIHE 45 25 ), SR JE 75 10 B 6 LK B9 100
1 EE3RNERERALTRTEREYHNRESH

Fig. 1

amine in rice field eel ( Monopterus albus) after

The sum mass fraction of florfenicol and florfenicol

multiple oral administrations

3 i i
31 AEREERBENRGZNZEEE

TE 25 °C 44 F L 20 mg/kg 17 H X 8 i o
YIS 5 b Py I3 U U 2H 2L b g R e B
WL 35 B W L, B R I 24 5 VR (Cl) B 6. 07
mg/ L, B W] 54 JE 5 78 B 66 (R N BOIGR il TiE
AR VLB G AE & 8 H R N A R IE R
K AR 56 KA 5 () b 24 ) A A e A DY 8 I WA T
B FEAR R ) A 45 25 75 :0F L Lim S0 HRE T
(18.5 = 1.7) C &M T HOKIE % 18 F 6F (Parali-
chthys olivaceus) & P fie K [ I 25 Jit & vk B2
(12.8143.21) mg/L,ikWERF[E] S 4. 00 h; 1M Park
EIRAA (23,5 + 1.7) C &M FHIE R % 1
55 ( Silurus asotus) W N 1) F K I 25 Bt & W B N
9.59 mg/L, MR BWEREY 8 h, SHHTA M L5

A1 CL 4354 10. 84 h #10.33 (L * kg)/h, 5 Feng
N 1 B AR 1 (Oreochromis niloticus X
O. caureus) ) 10. 03 h, Martinsen 25" 42 38 K P4 7 fi:
(Salmo salar) P 10. 3 h LA K ik e 260 2 i 5
H M (Allogynogenetic crucian carp) By 9. 7 h F
0.18 (L « kg)/h LI, 1M Samuelsen %17 %
il 8 CHKMUTF % (Gadus morhua) W t123 1 CL il
943 h A10.015 1 (L« kg)/h; Lim 21375618 °C 4%
T # BkE S #R e % (5 mg/ke) Ja F#F (Paralich-
thys olivaceus) ¥ >~ 38.06 h #10.012 1 (L « kg)/h, F
R FELE SRR G0 e 2% AN [F) A 3l ) = 18] AR 35
5 RE MERARZEZME,
BARREEANHA R REAR, Bn
TEJT o B T AT B9 3K W 1] (T 00 23900 2 2,01 h
Fl 4. 45 b, F W25 WA B AR E AR B AL S AR
B gl A H T8 0 SR JE 5 1E RO 88 B (Anguillaan-
guilla) RN FIH LU A AR o 2100 TEAS D EHZUY
KNG S B IE (29. 26 h) > JiFJIE(19. 32 h) > LA
(17.22 b, A A F Sun ZNFE H 8P (Carassius au-
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ratus cuvieri) FIHIE AT 1120 15 B NE== LA > FFIE A9
g Horsberg 2570 }} 18 78 K VG 7 f: vh Gl 25 JE %
2 B SE A B R0 AE T HE Y A 358 PO IE Y 20 B
R 150 B R U e 3 A e A D R JE P 1Y N R
.

SR B e S TR e 1 = AR L X TR
2 0100 i LA R S, BT DLAE A AR i B
F12EAT TS . AR b, R P R e %
i 1) JO 5 VR E i /N T R JE Y T B VR BE L R4
W5 Park SR — 3, FUK S A o 6 1k
DIV R0 L I Y B 20,058 1639 by /N T i [
(21,7245, 77) W' BFREH R E F R Co
212 B K X AT BE S R 0OR JE % e m] LA B 4
FEARMAER T ROARMA L b KB R
;e
32 HBYSFMERKGHFRIT

el iESE 3 W IHE G, 3K 2 % R 3K 2 % i
v Bk 1 20 o A R AR DL . B B VR e i 4
UM B E LR LA FRFRE . N 3 AT LA L bR
7N BRBA AR I E 0 T R B R, T BR P R N
31.63 h, i 76 B WE 0 08 bR B 12 0 BR 2 = R
38.82 h BT F LA 25 W) & e o e fen 1711 91 B3k 2 46 e
15 Y L2, WK B IR SRy B b SR JE 5 Bk B A BT Y
ALY, FEAHESE b B E b bR B8 B A ) & TR I
Ja— W% Zj 5 240 h (55 10 K B 4 U {4 4 0. 34
mg/kg, & 360 h (% 15 K) 5t T & H (K F #4
TBR)

RZGH (WD) 48 M= 1k 45 265 B04E S & dh i
o B f% s D B L B 452 11 20 25 B IR T A B A 4
R R R MR R R R A Wk LLT R I R
WDT — 822 % 259 i) MRL I 25 9 16 & 4 41
rh Y g B R A R L T T WDT i E A ] [
FOMML IR IR — B, v [ R R R
WL B MRL 4 1 mg/kg. & HLE BE £ 32 il A
B A K WL A R R e F OB MRL h
1 mg/kg™ . HAXHFEIM MRL ¥LE R 0.1
mg/ kg, 7E 886 H £ 25 h 1) MRL 4 0. 2 mg/kg"™"' .
ARG BEFE 0.1 mg/kg A1 1 mg/kg NPRHETH AT
AL, 25 °C M 3R A 0F T BEEE UL P L N UE RS ODE Y
WDT, fl WDT, 43 % & 10. 63.9. 62,11, 77 d A
5.84.5.26.6.44 d, RAEEEEFZ LA A& HIER
3 I R JE 25 6 B B8 B I0E v 5% B vk B8 o e s AR AR
MRL 3R 25 fe KO B o T8 AR B % 4

ZBOH e O AR 25 °C FRAE AT ik
223 d 1k 20 mg/kg WA H G ARAHI R 12 d.

2 % x #
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Pharmacokinetics and elimination regularity of
florfenicol and florfenicol amine.in rice field eel(Monopterus albus)

XIE Ling-ling WU Zhi-xin YUAN Juan LIU Jia-jia
PENG Xiao-yun ZHU Xu CHEN Xiao-xuan

College of Fisheries , Huazhong Agricultural University ,Wuhan 430070 ,China

Abstract The aim of this study was to evaluate the pharmacokinetics of florfenicol (FF) and its
metabolite,florfenicol amine (FFA) ,after oral (p. o.) administration and investigate their depletion af-
ter multiple oral administrations for 3 consecutive days in rice field eel (Monopterus albus) at 25 C. Af-
ter p. o. administration of 20 mg/kg,the peak concentration of FF (C,,,) and time to reach FF peak con-
centration (T, ) in plasma,liver, kidney and muscle were 6. 07 mg/L,7.57 mg/kg,9. 34 mg/kg,5. 87
pg/mg and 3. 67 h,4.45 h,2.01 h,9. 28 h,respectively. The order of 55 was kidney (29. 26 h) >liver
(19. 32 h) >muscle (17. 22 h) >plasma (10. 84 h). FFA was also found in all tissues with a lower con-
centration than FF after p. o. administrations throughout the study. The longest #,,5; of 45. 93 h and the
largest metabolic rate (MR) of 49. 21% were observed in kidney. After multiple oral doses (20
mg/(kg + d) for 3 d),the highest residues was observed in kidney,next in liver and then in muscle. The
residues was undetectable in all tissues after 10 d which was similar to the former 12 d withdrawal time
to ensure that the residues of florfenicol are less than the maximal residue limit of tolerance established
by Japan.

Key words pharmacokinetics; rice field eel; florfenicol; florfenicol amine; residue
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