354 HF6HH
20234F6 H

A Vol. 35, No. 6
Chinese Bulletin of Life Sciences Jun., 2023

DOI: 10.13376/j.cbls/2023087
XEHRS: 1004-0374(2023)06-0769-10

R R AAE R ERIF R 2 IHRILC-MSRIE D 4

WER, BER, 2N, HERH

1 P ERFEREEH TR, A6E 1022005 2 KILREIMIEFZBE, M 434025 3 Bl AFTNEEAR RS, il 201514)

i . PR EATEE R Z B )S1216 (post-translational modifications, PTMs), =4z =
B 0T 1% o PTMs RAE & DRSS 250 2 10 B B2 B o JUHLAE BB A B B, v Joit 2 1) &5 A R AIE 1T LA
REWITEE AVRIS T2 RS A 51 FkHE . 2T 00 0l - B (LC-MS) HR 1RA4E
ST BT eI PTMs, CECNPUERZEZY) PTMs 734t RS HRIENA )1 T R Z &R T
PUASZGY AR NS PTMs [ %558 iR, WA CIRBIRRAL., BIA sl BIRFTEX L. RIERGE B LE
TERZHE, X LC-MS RAE M SRS AT T — & PR, A APUIR R Z30) R KB B SR AR 7 i it =
%, LRIRIARERE PTMs ¥iliid LC-MS B8 LC-MS/MS HARE ] T %5E .
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LC-MS characterization of non-glycan PTMs of antibody-based drugs
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434025, China; 3 Shanghai Zhonggqiao Vocational and Technical University, Shanghai 201514, China)

Abstract: Antibody-based drugs often show high heterogeneity due to complex and diverse post-translational
modifications (PTMs). As an important support for drug development, characterization of PTMs can provide
guidance and reference for drug screening, drug discovery, process development and optimization. LC-MS has
become a powerful tool for identification and characterization of PTMs, due to the advantages of rapidness and high
accuracy. Here we provide an overview of identification results of non-glycan PTMs of antibody-based drugs,
including modification types, modified sites, located regions, expression systems and the resultant potential effects.
Also, LC-MS based analytical strategies for characterization are discussed. We hope this paper can provide
references for characterization of antibody-based drugs in the early development. PTMs reviewed in this paper were
all identified by LC-MS or LC-MS/MS.
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fIEJCRBE (HEEAL ) B RAE . 77 R/ A )
RAE 1546 5 V8 M5 Tt i 56 i L 9K (sodium dodecyl
sulfate-polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis, SDS-
PAGE) ", E41% H13K (capillary electrophoresis-sodium
dodecyl sulfate, CE-SDS) 7 J7 44 £ $k BH {21 3 (size
exclusion chromatography, SEC) ™, H:#1, SDS-PAGE
BE T FH T4l B2l s, mp e A A 25 3 5 Marker
W 5E BRI o T8, (B RERAL 5 CE-
SDS A1 SEC A2l & Pt 44 38 24 ¥ 4l )5 1) 5 Y U5 3k
WA TR, SRR BerE d& o dr U B i
JRAR BIZRAE J7 125 P 55 L B AE (isoelectric focusing,
IEF) 7, 442 s 5848 (capillary isoelectric focusing,
CIEF) ", 44 118 B 408 45 1 28 4E (imaged CIEF,
iCIEF) ™| 40 [X 15 FJK (capillary zone electrophoresis,
CZE) "% FHE 122 #u (3 (cation exchange chromato-
graphy, CEC) """ K B 85 722 #: 4,1 (anion exchange
chromatography, AEC) "Y', H:rf1, IEF. CIEF &5 iCIEF
e B T RN R 20 B ROR, o T 45 v A
CZE Z&3: T i i b 2 M @8R CEC
5 AEC &5 T i far 22 5 S B s o i AR 5 (i A
Jit 2 A 322 5 00 70 BB o R A S o P8 O ZRAE
TIiE Fe R T 2 e oy B R R R (R
ARAR ) FHE A U (BRI AR AR ). LA R BT AR E
PTMs =4, AN [ (/) PTMs 22 T8 BAS [F] () FL Ay 7 2 K
B, W TR Ji 2= T R BR A AR A, C- 3 i 2 R oK 5%
S U1k AT B AR A U, S ) B R Tk U A
T PR VT PTMs JEATRAE . bk, AH RO
AH {2 1% (reverse phase liquid chromatography, RPLC)
0 F AR 259 (00 28 3 o0 Mt B 2 B A0 b B0 R
S U AL H ] BB 2K A HI 3 (hydrophilic
interaction chromatography, HILIC) ",

A5 455 1) S B AR ZRAIE J7 325 AU €338 AT LK 40 15
FORNT, TIRMES BRI HER 7 5. Bk
FORBEWEAS Bt I e 2590 5 T B &, SEIlbudg R
250 5 PR RR A . 5 G RAEFARH L,
BT OB RIER ARG m %, milE. Sk
FEAERART, ORI KA AT B () 53 4 T
B PRI S5 M RAE ) PTMs 43 M e 711
TE P R 0 - FE B (LC-MS)
AR, AIEESEREGUAAR . EPIAAR . 7R K Y 3 /K
S EX SR AR AT AT R G ERAE, I R R
JoT Vs YR I 5 T B I F2 SR AR ) 4 B PTMs. Uit
VATAIE L HERM. ECE:. PUIE, 10 min BIRTSERL—A
FES M E PY. LC/MS/MS K B 43 b AR BEIS £

FERR BRI /KT ERE A4S 2 PTMs ()28 B AR I A7
s AR PTMs #E4T € SAMHT ), (HxRAg D)4t
HGI B P, ELR BB A B 4 4T AR AR R
I TAE. Bk, 7ERHAREAMTEL, TRIE. BEERN
LC-MS FAES MG s, Jlid e 77 &, faill
FFEREBMFEWRI, X1 KN PTMs it
AT RAE M. T T SRAEAS M S 28, (G A
WEFFHE PNGase-F it 25 N- B P47, F b7 s bk
I T J5 A0 FEA5 31 F) BB S 356 1) 3 1 =il o2 Y, e
A5 2 () i AR5 B 5 5 T RN AR SR
BE PTMs [FRAE AT IR RAM ERERZE
FEIIAETEME PTMs, LC-MS $4f 1 bt M Ji 2= Bt 2.
WK B, ASEr S BUASKR 2 PTMs 5 &,
AR T 5 A A8 5 2 B B LC-MS 4
BEAT AT, SR m RAE AT & .

ARILLFR T PR AERHE PTMs 115115 %
SE R, W RBIMPUARR A HE 1gG Bin. M
R mEPUAR. BA & YU B (antibody-drug
conjugates, ADC) Zj 4, FFXJ RAE 73 Hr HwE AT 1
—E ARV, A PR SRZ51) RHE K B BL 2R
T it =% .

1 PUEEBYIEREPTMS

H 1 %01 8 & [ 5 PTMs A 400 £ #h 2, [
B RAE T B BOR BIAS W K R, Bk Bk 2 1) 8 A
PTMs 4 R 3L, 5 0 43 BT 31 A8 76 R I8 10 7 42,
R R PR R 2 R R S P . CARE )
Hi LC-MS K& LC-MS/MS #fj ilF. 1) #7144 58 25 ) A 5%
BE PTMs FEAFEAR I &1 iM% (deamidation).
4k (oxidation). ¥ 3E4L, (hydroxylation). ## L, (glycation).
R 1L (sulfation). ER1L (phosphorylation) & i
ZRAH KRB
1.1 BRftpzi&im

I P o A i AR SR 240 L B, R A& Tk
Ji RS W e T DA A e AB 1 . A BT T 25
R TRPUA S 25 (%) Ft 9 Jrie A8 1 = S R AR A R AT
[, PPN RA R (+1 Da). S RAZMR (+1 Da)
B, B 31 Bt IV % (succinimide) A [A] {4 (=17 Da) %,
BT R A, IR B i 2 P 2 B SO 5 8
Pk TEMUEREA 2 Daz N P, Rk, 7
LC-MS FAE 3 trhuih S5 nt, ToiEAUKYE +1 Da
(1 2 % 314 BT T A7 B I e 121 Y

HAMRZEIX (complementarity determining region,
CDR) I il Bk iz A2 11 o] e 5 bk £ A1 1 5 25201



el

ATEZR, S PUARSKZGWAR RBERI 5 2 1 K LC-MSRAL 7 #r 771

F{%. 2009 4F, Vlasak %5 P 473, #24% CDR [X )
R A& T i e A I T e A5 i 2t 7408 SR 4 SRR AN e R &
RN 2 FEPUARER S A%, [FI4E, Yan %5 P
RiE, FEEE CDR X (1)K 4 Bk Ak A It Bt i 45 1 i
AR BRI FA BRI B I, Fab (1) 55 A1 7 BRAR T 20 50%,
ZIRRAC 749 70%.

12 SHh5RELEE

PRI 5 R A BB i AR R
%Ak, 724 +16 Da B WA 2 ok, &
AR & RAERAMBEM, SARKELRE, T8
R SIREIR (+4 Da). FZIEOEIR (+16 Da). Foikn)|
PR 282 (+16 Da), — ¥ FEN5| W 75 2 IR (+32 Da) ¢ N-
HA IR PR 2 B2 (+32 Da) P4,

AR B, Fo X381 H w20 B | A A 1 0 Pt
SRR BT, {32 S8 CH2 S5k i #
FogA P, 5EA AL HEA G & FeRn [5EM 1 H
2 BRI P, 2011 48, Wang 25 YR iE, 4 FcRn
SEAA U BT AE m A B TR, Fe X FeRn
2R A0 77 4= 00 B B AK, AT 3 350 3 100 ) 46
CDR [X [ B B A T L AR A 2 E . 2007
4, Wei & Wi, #4E CDR X (& RELE
TR AT SRR R 2300 B FRK, e T
R EEM K. 2016 4E, Dashivets 25 ) Jk P &
% CDR X [ 2 2 R E AL A 1 ik 2= 5 BUR SRt 1) 1)
.

PR IS 7 A S B ARSI AR S5 1 R R WA
B +16 Da. CRIERIBEIEMLBM R AL RER
iR ML R Y AR Y, RAE R
FAUEM 2 W R 7 rp ™, A g A b R
REAMRBPREAREHS Ca™ 448 R mEth i 75
fy PO FRPEAR IR IE, BRI R R AN K T BE RS
Fu g M U, BRAB M A R R T B S Bl
SR, B BLER S 80200 M SO 1] R
P U592 R 11 5 A R DR R R LB
Mi, 2012 4F, Sricholpech &5 ¥ 33, ¥ 34 & %
BER 2 52BN, W] KA O- BbEE. iz
T 7E 0 FL3h P 40 i 3R 0K B R T M AR R A R aE,
#1111, Molony 2% ¥ £ CHO 41 Jfd % i% [ CD4 2 {4
Jt CD4-1gG W ¥ R IL T # 5l = R, N aAE
PTMs, [FIB & ILI6E 7 V2 1 H 1 U R e =L s
i 5 M JRUR 1 R R s R R S A B 1 LA R R ) 3
A 75 XKG M.

1.3 BREBRECSZLEIREREE

AFETRABNG . 22K, AR BRI

PR, A2 R 2 5 A 55 v 1 7 26 0 R R AR AL
& (glycation), =4 +162 Da 5 & W2, i
BRPEAL A BUARSR 290 WL RE ™ R B v kA
A EALAZ T (O-fucosylation), F=/E +146 Da [1] )i
=k B,

WA, BRI AE T — M 2 3G A
RS BN, I RGBS ThRE
LR IVE R, S S RN LG T 0T A A 2 1 2 e H
T BRALE T, LRI A i 3 B
TEE TR AEKE T EE R AR M /MUR N EA |
HEFHI, REEKET HE T L8085
AT e 2 T 5 E AH G 1Y) Norteh {5 5 i@ 8%, /)
MR MR 1 B G751 ) 22 SR AL T s
B 40 O BT N B A 22 R TR AL
BT PRI 25 e AR B R,
KRB BB T B A s ik 254 .

1.4 HFPrEERHEXIEMR

K5 B R B B SRR R AR R
kA& (cysteinylation), =4 +119 Da f i &k #%
W A] R A2 IBEH IR AR 2 1 (glutathionylation), 4=
+305 Da ff i A P, s, AR B- I
R S 87 (B-elimination), A bt 2 & i % Wit & A 24
fiz (-34 Da) 7,

ot SR R AR P R AL B B A S
ANRETE BUBE N R, R 25— MR AT ek
EREE A AR A AB MR gk 254, VAR I\
KRR 2016 4, McSherry % " i, CDR
X B A R TP S5Pua &, i
SEAYRB. HHh, REC I PRR R RS T 5
QY 177 2.8 V)W 7050 L IO 752 e =X (30
YINETE R BARAR R . AR BUR AR
1.5 MBI SHERLIE!h

Tk B A A 1 AR 1l B A A2 1 B 22 7 £E 480 Da )
B, WS R B WS ZEE R A
9.6 mDa "™, AT DL ik R 43 B R 5 U f v g R
€ S FIT A B b, 4 R B R AL 1B 1L
SERBAE Y. LE R TR ER AR T LA
RAEFRBUABERRIEM T, RER, Pk
Yk WL BR R LB R A fE B R T,
WL B R A A M A A AE 22 R S, HL CHO 4
i 5 HEK 4 fd 321k & 4o b 7= AR i B R AL A& 1 /K P
FEEREER T,

W R, BRER B 2 HT AR 2 r)sR
Jo¥aaE U, BEER A AS U U] S S AR AL T RS e A
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23T U7, BRI R B B A S B R L 1 1
NI, Wit R 7 B 5 AT
WA 5T
1.6 N-if5C-uR{&ih

AR (pyroGlu) 1% 72 oAk 28 24 4) 5
FNRBE B H L) N- u & i, BT A U BE L PR
WA (=17 Da) V77, b A] By 25 2R it K PR Ak
(—18 Da) . Hifk K245 C- v f& i 32 B2 C- Ui
8 AR VI BR (clipping), % LY 2 H4E C-
ity A5t 2 R 1) D) Bk (—128 Da) 7S, H k2 H G C-
i H &R IER (=57 Da) ™ K& C- sl & IR EE AL (-1
Da) %, 2019 4, Jin 25 W RaE, HEEE C- i

Fh XPG i, 4k C- o i H &R vl & AE VIR B 1
I B A s P i R T R AR IR R A A8, C- I IX 2
F& =4 —58 Da 5 SR AwF .

AR, N- b ERARIEM. C- I 1746
RIR V)% 5 I R PR BEE B A 2 %) 25 RR 2 4
PEAE SRR RO, SR e e S B B
1.7 HAgim

R 1R T FiRCHE R BUASRZ D) E WAER
B PTMs ({257 AL . A8 BITAE [X 48k K Rk
RGEE. BT BB, PUsIceEmR KM=
4= +18 Da (i Em#s ™. 1 ADC 25950 7] e Kk AE
R IF KRN, B 2021 4F Yang 25 ™ )1,

1 iR AYRYIERIEPTMs

g FiEfmEe/Da  EHEZEA B X 45k L] RIERYG SCHk
Asn -17 Succinimide CDR 1gG CHO [32]
+1 Deamidation CDR 1gG - [29-30]
Asp +16 B-Hydroxylation Factor IX Clotting factor IX-Fc fusion HEK [45]
Cys —34 B-elimination C-terminal of Lc IgG - [66]
+119 Cysteinylation Lc IgG - [65-66]
Hc IgG E.coli [67]
CDR IgG CHO [68]
scFv scFv-IgG BsAb CHO [69]
+305 Glutathionylation Lc IgG - [65-66]
scFv scFv-IgG BsAb CHO [69]
Gln =17 Gln—pyroGlu N-terminal IgG - [78]
Glu -18 Glu—pyroGlu N-terminal IgG CHO [80]
+44 y-Carboxylation Factor IX Clotting factor IX-Fc fusion HEK [45]
Gly =57 Gly clipping C-terminal of He IgG CHO [83]
Lys -128 Lys clipping C-terminal of He IgG CHO [82]
+16 Hydroxylation XKG on He Fab IgG CHO [46]
+162 Glycation CDR IeG CHO [55]
Met +16 Oxidation Fc IeG CHO [33-34]
CDR IgG CHO [35]
Pro -1 Amidation C-terminal of He IgG CHO [83-84]
+16 Hydroxylation Ligand domain BsAb CHO [47]
G4P-linker Growth factor-Fc fusion CHO [48]
Ser +80 Phosphorylation Factor IX Clotting factor IX-Fc fusion HEK [45]
(G4S),-linker IgG-based fusion CHO, HEK [75]
+146 O-Fucosylation CDR IgG CHO [56]
Trp +4 Trp—Kyn CDR IgG CHO [34]
+16 Trp—OH-Trp, Oia CDR IgG CHO [34]
+32 Trp—DiOia, NFK CDR IgG CHO [34]
Tyr +80 Sulfation CDR IgG CHO [47, 74]
Factor IX Clotting factor IX-Fc fusion HEK [45]
Le: %#%%; Hc: #H%E; scFv: BABEHiiK(single-chain variable fragment); BsAb: XU 5PEHi {4 (bispecific antibody);

pyroGlu: A& : Kyn: RJREE (kynurenine); Oia: F23L05| 5% B (oxindolylalanine); DiOia: — 305k P & 2
(dioxindolylalanine); NFK: N-H [t K JR % B2 (N-formylkynurenine); E.coli: KJg#TH(Escherichia coli); CHO: W [E G i 5P
4f fg(Chinese hamster ovary cells); HEK: AJIR'E4fiffd(human embryonic kidney cells).
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ATEZR, S PUARSKZGWAR RBERI 5 2 1 K LC-MSRAL 7 #r 773

ADC 25 W) v 11 B R I IV i 45 #4 R R A T 3 K i
P74 +18 Da [ WL . T 4h, TTREAAAE S Bidk
KU S GG EL. CHGER
&4 Na' (+23 Da) ™, K" (+39 Da) ™" % H,PO,
(+98 Da) ™, #; WLIK) Ff itk 25 2k A R ¥ (—44 Da) "
Ffi 7K (—18 Da) **7,

2 e

XU 2P 29 380 o % A e P A 3R 5 T )
PTMs s&ff k& N A S E I E 4, Je &+ CDR X
1) PTMs. HHRHEF RoR, 75 E S0 e R b
PTMs £ EAFEMF L. FRMEREL. AEdREA
B AR . AN, TREIEPUAT RE BT 7
) PTMs, 4> #T3&7E 51 N E W12 PTMs [ 7] RE 14,
X B AN 2 AR PTMs 75 B kAT — B 1
WF TSR -

ANE ik ZG77 E 1) PTMs /KF 1] fg £ I
EMES, SUBEXARFEYIMN PTMs fEARRIE R
G0 R 1 T P R AP RN O B A5 R 1) 1) . 2010 45,
Peter % )t HEK-293 4 fitd 2% A [ it il K] 1 TX-Fc
il &8 A (clotting factor IX-Fc fusion) AT 1 RAE4)>
Mr, FFXF B &R R AL (y-carboxylation) 184 #E 4T T
PEA . A &R R AL AR T B R DX oK
PTMs, HH2C 45 143k 1) 4 & IR AR AL AB 1 A7 B T ¢
MRAF IX SHEARES G, SHITREECEE, 7T
F 1%k £ HEK-293 4 g 321k R 40 1) )5 K /£ T+, HEK-
293 4 ff BE A% 7K ST A kL R T IX-Fe @& 5
HAHEL T CHO 401, HEK-293 4 i % ik £ 4¢ 5 F)
TR @RI B . iRy, HEK-293 41
Foak B LR T IX-Fe fl& 8 H 7= A A & R R .
2 FIRWERRA . IR R IR R0 S B K P8 5
BT IX A Y. H—m, FEEEENRE
PTMs. 1112017 4£, Tyshchuk 25 7 % B fh & & B
P H R - 2R RRIE T 2 RAEBRNEN, A
JE3 3 PTMs. HEK 411315 5 CHO 4l i K1k &
Gt R K P AAE B 22 5, A R il
N 11.3% F10.4%. {EPUERAYIT K, RiAF2
VWAGERT A, 5 iR T 5] NJEHE PTMs.

TEZINRIN ZiPnaie e 2T R B, #ERff
PRUIH 1) PTMs FAE 5 7 A7 e 2 7 I /EH, W
N PTMSs J7 71 b iR 52 (AR, B 08 2450
WIE N- BE3E40 (BP N- R ) R LE 7
HI NXT 88 NXS ( H X AR R AT 52
iz ) P, oAt PTMs W E I3 8t 1 R B

2016 4F, Xie % M R B R IR #2 HAAB M 47 4E —
ANIEE A XKG. fE 7RI B, XFERIIEE
FE B AT AE bR R T AT B8 7= A ) PTMs, AT 5%
PR Hb sl A RE R 34T, 38 G R R AEAS B B i B
2R IAEIR

LC-MS A/ b BB DA 29 R S, B T
FEALN- BRI, ARAERE SR MR R ARG O
A 5 FE M R AN N- L R IR AT O- i Kb HE,
FF3EAT LC-MS M 58 o XF T B BEAS 55 B Zh IR
AL B R AR M S (native MS) ™ /34 PTM.
P T R 5 AR 0 5 A R B AT Bl (B S LA
IEGAE ) Mo BT EeAR,  SROMEAE M i A 1Y) 125 B P i 5
JiPE S G BT AR R TE SRS A, AR R T R T
DLSEHIL R S B A A R 88 PO, RORRRIR T
JE S5 J5R A 32 R Y AT M S, 3 I A W SR 75 F A
SRS TEGER. BRI o m A
& ZipChip 24 U™, — M3 F i S BAR M
X7 vk B, A5 Q-Exactive 241 20 W i 1%
(CRBIELRBE A, o UM 72 BN Lk - 3 T Bk
I (CE-MS) &%, REUEZm, FiFEffMmEKe
1 ng, "SZBLHUARRLAG Y H0R R, RN
LC-MS ] % 78 T B, 2020 4£, Carillo 5 "7 5% H
ZipChip CE-MS X} F| % ¥ .47 (rituximab). {1 % Bk
FA T (trastuzumab) 1 D1 A% 51 4§ (bevacizumab) 245 %)
BT T RIS, S5REoR, HeBAR AT SEEl B ik
i A5 A A8 S A, N- SROBE - MR 0 R A2 1 A8 S k. N-
R Ui 18 U AR S AR J C- R i 18 16 A S AR 1) AT 300 B
M. dhah, HFRENTERR T HA A AR
P H A . 2021 4, Haberger 25 P9 JF 5 7 — b
FH B ¥ A2 4o (% - JE AR % 5 1% (native CEC-MS) £
A, XKL 200 kDa XURE S M ST FELART S5 S5 AR AT
TRAEDHT, MRS AR AR Fab [X 35 [F i
A7AE FEREAS Vi AR T BRAS 1 1) 28 524 5 Fab X I847
(RS E AT MR RS I 2 AR B T
R4y B A% 58 . 2022 4E, Liu & ™ IR & Itk
TR AR B B RS e i - AR
(native AEC-MS) £ R, &5 IR, AEC-MS & H
T2 H SRR I 1gG4 BT FLGT S AR RATE,
AN FH T 45 v s A R ) 1gG L BRI Ha A S SR
PRFAE. BT CEC ASBEAR LT 1 40 B3 A 5 M R 1A 114
¥4, AEC-MS u] >N CEC-MS B E B xh R .
JRAR P 5T PR AR A A T DAERRE LA R 25 K R SR 4
¥, XSS ADC 2591 DAR {H ( 259 Piik
18 ) 43 M7 A R AL # . 2020 4E, Jones 25 '
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K HAAFAHERR (1 - JEAPE T (native SEC-MS) il
ST T EIRIERET ADC 251 DAR {8, &4
57K a1 (hydrophobic interaction chromatography,
HIC) e ] —2, AAnttE. thsh, CIEF-MS
5 B 70 I B I B, FLAT 3 AR AE 25
45 R SRR B R 0 s, BERDRE N5 i A A
Mo AH AR B AR S @ L 2 MY, i,
BRSSO T VR R RIS, B S UTTENT
HIGE BN HEE, A e PRSI G VA 7R ) R S AH
5 FE R T o m U, SRS B SR AR 1 pH B FE 2
GRS I 1 SR 1O s e ARIE
FERETF R AL, HEBAE T —E iR 1,

3 g

LC-MS BEf% PRI A i 1 I e B (1 o A 22 ik
HIAE X 2 F . 2020 4F, Sokolowska 24 M {iF 512
T AEFEKFH) LC-MS A % 5 LC-MS/MS Jik ¥ 73 #r
) S5 (R EERA 2, AT SRR P B 00 B e B BT AR Fe 1
AWK FETUREAI R B, LC-MS &%
V2 B T PR 259 53 R /NE AR AT PTM ()%
TEG M. PUARRZMAER A AR Z M PTMs
mEARENTERME, hBikiEs LC-MS £ gt
PRI HE o 3 O (R AIE 23 A 45 SR B 75 258 U LC-MS
RAESTHT W, 75 EE I o M AR A U

AR PUARSR 2P IETENE PTMs (2R, 21
A7 L S AR RS AN AE 1E AT 17 28738, FF 4 LC-MS
FRAES> BT SRWE 75 9 5 00 1) B M m o 7 kAT
TR FET B EYE T 1T (quality by design, QbD)
IR, A5 B R DA T A SR 25 m]
REAFAER) PTMs. 75 B i RVE 1) PTMs (TE 7 i XUR:
PTMs). Zhfg 7 PTMs. B EE#EE PTMs L &
KRGRM, AR TR G R R AE H B 5
A IE BRAE W SRME, 78 5 B BT I ] DA
FIE R, BHERERSE, Geis A R
RS W fE, e mRAE R R, Nt
RARALEH R 7 7]

B 55 B B AR S 2 W T e A o R AE 43 B 7K
(R SRBR A =y, FH OBk 20 A A A A AN B
TH 2, AHIRRAEME fi B R JT RWAEAWTIT K, B
AR AW IS A LC-MS 478 F B, LRIEE
RAEST W R AER . DUk

(& % X #]
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