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Surveillance of Nitrofuran Metabolite Residue in
Pacific White Shrimp (Litopenaeus vannamei) at Local Market in Bangkok
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Abstract

The study aimed to analyze nitrofuran metabolite residues in Pacific white shrimp
(Litopenaeus vannamei) from the 5 local markets in Bangkok. The samples weighing from 9.20+0.79
to 31.00+0.67 g were analyzed for nitrofuran metabolites: 3-amino-2-oxazolidinone (AOZ), 3-amino-5-
morpholinomethyl-2-oxazolidinone (AMOZ), 1-aminohydantoin (AHD) and semicarbazide (SEM) by
using LC-MS/MS technique. The results showed that only SEM in the range 0.104-0.160 ug/kg was
found. The correlation coefficient between weight and SEM showed the negative linearity (r = -0.6867).
It was found that there were less SEM residues in large shrimps than small shrimps. Therefore, the
size of white shrimp can be used as an index for purchasing shrimp that are safe for consumers.
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Aavmauwauunly (Litopenaeus vannamei) videlasitaluidenduin “favn” WWudaiifiddey m
\swgiavesUsemelng esniduduidseenuazaianeldyadgsliiulszima 1l 2563 Tsununis
d9m0n 114,398.93 fu yaA1 34,096.17 A1UUI™ Ay 76.53% way 76.68% ¥99USU0 LAY AAINIS
dsondmgiavanun naiadseaniidndny Tiun ansgeiuinn 35.41% Guu 22.25% Fu 13.54% invald
5.42% uazUspinadue 23.38% lnsnanandsunannisidssuuimulud 2563 dnandn 245,644.08 fu
(Department of Fisheries [DoF], 2021; Sritrakul & Lungkapon, 2021) ﬁyuﬁLé‘ymfﬁ:wnmadwa@uﬁyuﬁ
TndiAeansammamuas 1wy finazidans aymsusns unsUgy uazagmsanas Wunsassdwniuuy
fimnlneudestuuumuiuiy uazdintsdanissruumaidesdid (DoF, 2021) wifidadevaneusznsiiiu
anveyliAndymseninenndes wu Asfuie ewnsfudonnde aunimiilimnzausofafidedy
U naonunTsiUdsuutas vesggniarilviisdeune uasiinlsadieq Insiangnmsfadouuaiieds
wnwnsnsunUamlaenis Tdenufuaue 1wu amoxicillin, ampicillin, ceftriaxone, ciprofloxacin, colistin wag
oxytetracycline i afinsldusunaimnnyilfiinnisi oen (Wiriyaakaradecha et al,, 2020) §eilnnstien
UFTug Tungululaswususnlduitgmviliinsmsanuarsandsludmdansdu dsansngululasyusu
\Juansnousids (carcinogen) uagansnenaneiug (mutagen) Uszinalnglfifinnousufugngui
ponanneldoumsue i @ usudnd Wiaudidt wasdundnoinsdnd i G 1unay
Tulasyusuluomsdninnsianiutseniansznirsaisisady aduil 151 uenaindannnglsy
ansgolsng u,a35mﬂma‘uﬁsLmﬂlﬁaaﬂﬂg‘wmsJﬁmi%snﬂﬁ%umfjuluIm@LLiﬂJI’LJ@Wﬁé’@iﬁL?T&JQ ilon1s
uslnAvauyed (Fernando et al.,, 2017)

lulnswusu (nitrofurans) usUiTusdanseiignilunissndeuueiifelflumssne ua
doafulsafadelunaimzidssdnfiuasuadnd sanguil 18ud furazolidone (FZD) furaltadone (FTD)
nitrofurantoin (NFT) kag nitrofurazone (NFZ) uaunisiusueddaludnd asideudu aswmuelasidu
e elusiulduunaisdani sldaunsonsaaeusinguilusUansunivelayt fud 3-amino-2-
oxazolidinone (AOZ) 3-amino-5-morpholinomethyl-2-oxazolidinone (AMOZ) 1-aminohydantoin (AHD)
uay semicarbazide (SEM) awandu (Figure 1) matinsiesilulnsyusuanivelan luiednidaeds L
MS/MS (Liquid Chromatography-Mass Spectrometer/Mass Spectrometer) Wudgnsfiteuldiilesnnnd
ﬂ’JWiJLLJJuETWLLazLﬁENMSJQQ (Chu & Lopez, 2005; Chumanee et al., 2009; An et al., 2012; Elizabeta et al.,
2012; Payanan & Kaewklapanyacharoen, 2015; Veach et al., 2015; Fernando et al., 2017) Tagyinnsann
fegs Wiusgvsuarldanmizues LC uanssfundnnisadnfoaaneiiuszvedlulnsyususmuslayifiduiy
sy (protein-bound metabolites) Ieglugudasenlsnsa (hydrolysis) Lﬂﬁauiuimwwummuaiaﬁ
(total nitrofuran metabolites: free and proein-bound metabolites) L‘ﬁlumiaqﬁuﬁ‘mm nitrophenyl (NP)
TaavUfA5e1aunus (derivatisation) iy 2-nitrobenzaldehyde (2-NBA) Us'u pH w10 unans
(neutralisation) @n alenans (liquid-liquid extraction) A 18 ethyl acetate 1l uw sua 1azarelu
fhazanthluienyiviinauazsiaasmeeios LC-MS/MS
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Figure 1 Structures of nitrofurans, theirmarker metabolitesand nitrophenyl derivatives.
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Hagtunandntsndeoninmsdanislilfnnsgiunsufoimamamizsidssdn i (Good
Aquaculture Practice, GAP) waza1msgusinsus (Code of Conduct, CoC) vt alotlinandnsu1d 714
AunmuazdiauUasnfeaunaspuiitmualaenssuIunsHanivasasoserdranuaziuslan lnslame
m'ﬂsu”sml,t,a arsiadlusena19n19m118 b9 waznisnsraaovatsanad1slud udn
o ibmdamstu (DoF, 2021) elildunmsgiunisdsoonmuanudesnisvesssmadiute nandnds
muuﬂwmmmsmsﬂuﬁiwmmmﬁmamﬂmﬂWﬁ;fEmstﬁﬂ,mmmimaaaammmwmuumimmmsn
UfTuzandndlundndusidn i daruduiufofusuamiudaonsovomansusidnii esmnuisads
Tumsfifinisdssdauuiauninsldejinefoutdymilsaiiinnnuuedioudliamsas nuds
1l duundle inumsnsdsdndudesduienoumnusrilierafiansandie nenujTusuazdaawndn
lailfnnsgudweenililiaunsosmheduduidoonts danfu lunsinwealifagusvasdiiiodng
Famanmananlufiufingunwe uazihuanaienesivioa s1fiugulpmusuiinnddude:
yurneneg Tnediasgsilulasmusulusuvesunivelaidieiai os LC-MS/MS wazideyauniiasies
dudsyAvBanduiusvesimindsnnn futiinamsandrs lulasusudoduuumdunsldouadan
Hudaiflunadentofaniidmhelunaaanlsiianulaonseanarsmndslulpsyusuanuelas

ABnsfn
1. m3drsauaziiuilegefiarnawaunla
ﬁ'ﬁmLLast‘iuéTaaa'Nﬁwnmﬂmmmaﬂiuﬁuﬁﬂ;ﬂmwmmum A, B, C, Duaz E sunafiud ves
nsawne aglnddmiafifinsidsefann wu fufl A eglnddminaziBansuazaymsunmsiui D eglnd
ﬁmimumﬂgmLLazawimmLLaxﬁuﬁ E aglnddminaynsusinis (Figure 2) lagn15d157a uazasuniy
uwasfisnvesnandndsnfitandmiigludafouunsau-fluia 2565 wiagiuiiAugiogne dmdn
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Figure 2 The sampling areas: A, B, C, D and E of local market in Bangkok.

2.msdwszivsnnalulasusumnivelaiandelufeuauauunly

wiueeetnlnednehanuazeindeiszun Yendenthdmeadedsliiiosndt 300
n3u tndulidudodertuioniodunanomns wsfuinwmeslududulaguugilignii -18
osrniwaldua neunTisesidedisnazaefigamgiivies uazvinnsiinsizsinnely 24 $lu

WS uuaITazaly 50 mM 2-nitrobenzaldehyde (2-NBA), 0.1 M di-potassium hydrogen
orthophosphate, 0.5 mM ammonium acetate (CH;COONH,), mobile phase A (ammonium
acetate:methanol 8 M 514 11 4:1), methanol:deionized water & #51& 71 1:1 tha s mobile phase B
(methanol)

W3EUA1TALAI8UINIFIY stock standard solution AOZ, AMOZ, AHD wag SEM Anuaudy 1,000
lulasnsunedaddns, working mixed standard solution AOZ ag AMOZ Autudu 1 lulasnsuse
Ta3ams AHD way SEM anutudy 1 lulasnsusediadans wag AOZ, AMOZ, AHD, SEM @n3litudy 10 wn
Tunsusieliadans

W3BufiaE19mAaBY total residue FefavE 137 uALED 1.000£0.020 n$u Talunasawaiadine
1ndenviin polypropylene wu1a 50 3addns LA deionized water 4 fiaddns wiu 1 M hydrochloric acid
500 lulas@ns Lin 50 mM 2-NBA 150 lulasdns uasansuinsgiu working mixed internal standard 10 w1
Tunusefiaddns 100 lulasdns dilutunaudrfuseindesiufodne udaniluualu water bath aaugy
g vl 37:2 ssmneaidoa 1Tuna 16:2 ¥alus ndennduAnaisazats 0.1 M di-potassium
hydrogenphosphate 5 fiad@ns waza15azay 1 M sodium hydroxide 400 lulasans wauliidriunaey
w3 panAna s ATz 30 3uT TRen pH Aaensyawia pH Tl pH Usvanas 7 * Wi ethyl acetate
U310 5 188803 waznduansavaleiiesns lunaealuundieiestsdiquszana 1 widl drlvnies
ANALNEUMBLASB UM BeTiAIE 2,000 souseuTiunan 15 uiidneduaisazans ethyl acetate aslu
MADANIAABY VLA 20x150 HadnsndinturiduneudilagSuinaisarany ethyl acetate a1y * 8n
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as thansazane Tussmeliwiangliufalulanauiigumgll 5045 ssmwaifea Wnasavaenanszning
methanol:deionized water Tusmsndau 1:1 $1uw 400 lulasdns ludeene Akunis seweuiaudanily
el fusenIsmanarsiafivansavaresegaly microcentrifuge tube w1 0.5 Jadans
Pl smnagnaudiewe’ sunisafiamsiseu 8,500 seusewiiiduian 10 wift wdnhansazans
Fro8190n58388 nylon fitter vua 0.2 Tulasiuns aslu vial n59¥adeLa3es LC-MS/MS @n1azin3as
HPLC (column:atlantis C18, 5 lulasiuns, 2.1 x 150 Aadwuns, flow rate:0.20 HadanSAOUIT run time: 16
U7 inject volume:20 lulasdns solvent temperature 30 o4ALEaLT 8@ mobile phase A:ammonium
acetate 50 mM, mobile phase B:methanol)

N13ATVANANAINNITNAGDU: LATBUAIBET reagent blank Ingivasanaiafiniundelviin
polypropylene au1a 50 dadans Inuldldfegamageou ﬁﬂ‘u%lmwﬁmu%’jumaumimaauiugﬂ total
residue

3w fortified sample titem %recovery Famiinogaiiuauda 1.000£0.020 ndu lalunaen
wanaRndwndeawuin 50 $adans Sauau 3 aendetviaenil 2 war 3 Jin working mixed standard
solution AOZ, AMOZ 6 unlunsusedaddns way AHD, SEM 20 unlunsusedaddns 50 lulasans aslu
waeana1afndaiiegsariiaududu A0Z, AMOZ 0.3 unlunsusedadans wazanandudu AHD, SEM
1.00 ng/ml 1@y deionized water 4 daddns LA 1 M hydrochloric acid 500 Tulasans LA 2-NBA 150
lulps@ns a15u193571 working mixed internal standard 10 wilunsusiasiadans 100 lulasdns wazviily
nanlidfusiewdes homogenizer
ilUAasesimutunounismagoulugy total residue

W3suiegmageug (duplicate) Tngldnannn fortified sample 1nFuaniAn %RPD (Relative
percent difference)

WLLasaYa1NIATIL Lo calibration curve Tugu total residue m?aumsazmammgmﬁy’q
4 wilafieududu 0.0, 0.1, 0.25, 0.50, 1.0 uaz 2.0 wilundusefiadans IneThun working mixed standard
solution AOZ, AMOZ, AHD, SEM 10 unlunsusafiaddans 97uau 0, 10, 25, 50, 100 uaz 200 lulasdns
AINAIAU LAY deionized water 4 §addns LAY 1 M hydrochloric acid 9113 500 lulasans L@y O-NBA
T1uau 150 lulasdnsuagi@u working mixed internal standard 10 unlunsusedaddans 91u2u 100
lulashng thlunaulaglfirdongninluiinmsinusunounismaaeulusy total residue

Fumeunshnsziaaenses LC/MS/MS 51 The Waters 2695 Separations Module N15na#eu
AUEINITVBITEUU (system suitability) laevinn1saa working standard solutions 0.0, 0.10, 0.25, 0.50,
1.00 war 2.00 wilundusefiadans mnaudududoslumuinegieas 1 ase iileade catibration
standard curvellaz@n reagent blank V]ﬂﬂ%y’d Na9INEAIN calibration curve lagan reagent blank siodiioy
N1 LOD vNn1sanasaraiuiiog19uazfA19813 QC Lagan working standard solutions 0.0, 0.10, 0.25,
0.50, 1.00 wa 2.00 wilunfusefiadans Snass anarududutioslununnegnias 1 At Ssn1seuau
Aanmnsageuliiluluanunueian r>0.995 A %recovery aglugia 50-120% A
%RPD<10%
3.m5Aszidaya

ihdeyatmindsrnanaainaniudinganme fuuiuaasmndrdlulnsyusummuelad i
Aips1zin1ad RAmduysEans anduiusuuuiiiesdu (Pearson correlation coefficients) WiLdunwanIg
dmumslirefanfuiadivlunsdendeduniivaeadoanmanndng
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Nan1sAnYILaIRNTal

1. uadranssiuiiegndauniuiuuluaneainaaiuiinganmamiuas

wan1sdTLazLufiegatsunanaarnanluiiufingunwamuas A, B, C, D uag E 49 DoF
(2021) 1e91uitlud w.a. 2563 SrTnasiBanadnandndn 23,830 du (ndiuil A) Sminagnsanass
wanAnfse 11,724 du (Indiiuil D) werdminaunsusnistinandngsn 8,690 du (ndiuil £) awwiuld
itufisouuTunganme Snandadarmuiinasnniiddusmitedunds aarmnateds wasursdiuddly
Smhedmananluiiuiingunmafleglndwsulasnssmaninmdinanasifuiegisdmmiuineg
vwafiunndnafulasdiweindaus 9.00+0.67 f9 31.0040.67 nfu (Table 1) wuinfawn fandmiely
pananiiufl B, C uar E Sufenanaaiananidiuluiiui A fufotsnmnanvhdudes uasiiud D $u

[

FowmnIIsuiaes wazaa1nnandds nnsdsasudmuingiegesuadn sSudedawniain
iundmhelusiinadesuwaslvinaliidenteliunn diugisedesniisuavuinlvg Sutefwian
aaananannTvtgluUTnasnuaivuaalidengeunndt win1ssugenivnd nNeaInnalaty

Tanunsansuuvasiisnfindueuld Weswnidunssivsuwandnanrisuisuinansiiud

2. uamanzivsinalulasyusuunvalaandisludeviowauuly

ezl wazUSualulasnusuaavelaianAidduianninieds LCMS/MS lagdasien
a15.un1uslavivila 3-amino-2-oxazolidinone (AOZ), 3-amino-5-morpholinomethyl-2-oxazolidinone
(AMOZ), 1-aminohydantoin (AHD) was semicarbazide (SEM) #a81a3 8931A518% LC-MS/MS 4240715
Aaseid 0.0-2.0 lulasndusodlaniu nsmuauamnmnismaaeuduluauinme Tnsdadudseans
anduIuS (correlation coefficient) Wuldunsailan r =0.9992-0.9999 (Figure 3) A1ausiugilA %recovery
- 93.89-116.88% 1 %RPD = 0.5-4.0 MnHanTIAsesilulnsyusumnuslast andnalusegiafauniiidu
wanaananiuiingarwa laiwululasyususnivelas AOZ, AMOZ uag AHD usinulugy SEM Usua
0.104-0.160 Tulasnsusedlandy (Table 1, Figure 4) aflUsunausninnnd ifvuamudsenadtingu
AMIZNTIUNNTOMNTHarenTinvualidusunaans SEM deenia 1.0 Tulasnsusiedlansy (Food and Drug
Administration, 2006)

Table 1 The results of nitrofuran metabolites (ug/kg) in each sampling areas.

Sampling areas Shrimp weight (g) Sources SEM (ug/kg)
A Shrimp farm ND
28.10+0.74 Shrimp farm ND
21.00+0.82 Shrimp farm ND
15.70+0.67 Shrimp farm 0.104+0.003
9.20+0.79
B Central market ND
30.80+0.63 Central market ND
27.80+0.79 Central market ND
19.90+0.88 Central market 0.159+0.009
9.60+0.52
@ Central market ND

31.00+0.67 Central market ND
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27.40+0.52 Central market ND
19.60+1.26 Central market 0.157+0.006

9.80+0.63
D Shrimp farm 0.113+0.100
30.5040.71 Shrimp farm 0.142+0.006
20.00+0.82 Central market 0.117+0.004
12.70+0.82 Central market 0.160+0.004
9.40+0.52
E Central market ND
30.60+0.84 Central market ND
22.20+0.79 Central market ND
17.10+0.88 Central market 0.104+0.004
9.00+0.67
Remark: ND = Not detected, N = 3 samples.
oo cosfiont 12054950, 120986184
Reepanse e el G Rt v+ (19 Cone 6 )
Cune e Linat o1 Incuge, waghing.ul A bane hona
. L us
) 050
B S T P P P e S P PP ol

Figure 3 Linear regression curve of the SEM standard.
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Figure 4 Chromatograms of SEM in shrimp.

3. AT duussAns anduwus vasvunadmdndswrauauuiluduusuimasandnclulas
Wusuwanuala
KaMIIATERdUss A andiiudvesimiingewduuTinalulnsyusuanivelad SEM wutd
A1 1 = -0.6878 HAuduiusiadunsmsauegrsliteddny (P<0.05) lnafswmvuinlg Fisdhminunwu
lulnsyusummuslavianésdosniifauadnidimindos (Figure 5) uagna n1snsradinszsilulasy
wsuavalanianddlufenuindiuuna SEM aglugis 0.104-0.160 lulasniusieflansy (Table 1)
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Figure 5 The correlation coefficient between weight (g) and SEM (ug/kg) in shrimp.

ihfoyatwiindsafemaain Table 1 indnutisfenuuinmag lasuwadudntn fewaun
1&n 9-15 N3 YUIANANS 16-23 N3N wavauIalug 24-32 n3u AwaUasiFudianiiny Tulaswusume
vslavimuinfarnvuadnasenululasyusumenuslad 100 wWesiud Tuvasd fewwianans wagauia
v wusies 14.29 Wesidudvsaesuuin (Table 2) udSunaiiny Seinninnasififmunnudsznie
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dninauanznIsINTeIwaze Anmusliiuiunums SEM deondn 1.0 lulasndusioAlansy (Food
and Drug Administration, 2006) &g fifinismsaanululasyusuiwavela via SEM ludsumauiaidn
wﬂﬂﬂ’j’l@’lﬁ]L‘d@duﬂﬁ]’]ﬂﬂ’]'ﬁLgﬂﬁﬁ:ﬁ%’nﬁﬂWU{]ELJWlﬂ’liLﬁﬂIiﬂ iwdwm‘il,?iyaqimaLawwsédwﬁﬁ:ﬁﬁuné’qﬁﬁumm
B0 fadu nsmuaunsdsdildandeda inwnsnsieinsldeujiuafiedostuliymnisialsaly
sgmiemsidssdarnisuadn denuirdadulsa enssdureilivsinuedmndduds Wonsa
AnTeidemuansandns el nsuftinnams mneadesda i ifidelldnandndn i g unmuas
Uaonfnunsguiitmualasnssuiunsudndosaenfoiuisianuasiuilae Welinslduilesnw
Tsnazsefiszosngneniianzan etestu manndsludsieudune wanmsdnvuandliifuinvunds
yansaldiiudeid mlunndondedwnld Tnensinwinudt dwnddvualvgfuuliumlulesy
wsuwuelavidesnidwnuadn egrdlsimumsinmisuiunafoshaaniuszdiiunsluug
fiudl msdinnsfinwifisdy earudaauresta uenandmedsdaunaneaianarsiisusuanumas
#ing o udunis ﬁﬁmmﬁﬁmlﬁaamﬂmf\]mmmma'aLgmﬁhﬂﬁmmgm ety ;:J%amilﬁaﬂ%ammméa
Aesiildnnsgiu uazasrareufuvanissld

Table 2 Percentage of SEM found Shrimp.

Shrimp sizes (g) Number of shrimp Number of SEM found (%)
9-15 (Small) 18 18 100
16-23 (Medium) 21 3 14.29
24-32 (Large) 21 3 14.29
ayunan1sAne

fenauuulufisigluaaeaniiuiingamamues dndugdufémedesisudetaum
Mnaamnansuarfuielngnssinifudsefieg ndsuiiuiinain Tnetsunfidiunsimineddivdn
9.20+0.79 §i4 31.00+0.67 n$u N139539 AT UTIlulasyuswunvelaiianddduiawnanieds LC-
Ms/MS wudsanaslulpsyusuanvelavisdn SEM Inedardussansanduiusvosmumiingn fenai
U3unas SEM ilaidunsanisauiansinfenivinavaiivunliunud3una SEM andstosndndaunivuiadn
wivFInainuludegimiuiasninasifiimun saussmadtnauannsIunsewaLEN
e suafsumanansoldidudeidalumadentednn Inededunuunelngaziuulfumuasandns
Tulasyusuuauslavidosndnfenivunndn
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