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Abstract

B =Boas LC/MS dolE2HE E9 94 €l (isotope pattern)S Ze AEL WS
AA Sz}t stk 71Ee B4 whiol e LO/MS HolHE ARz EA48ka 7] dE
o 224Qel A AL F Al FLIAZES AEII7 olH T, LOAS HoHE 2249 G
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2 7t 2 A, skt T 94 dA"e] &ste dd T 94 FAA(single
isotope peak)E R, 7|9} 7L 2x9 HelF EAEE FAE & 5 Aok wEbA,
71&0 M So] A% AFEYF 2 139 ANEE BYse A FHE £ Ad vlH,
B =R AE LC/MS HolHE 2319 A3 &5, J4(image) o2 st g4 A s
AR QA WS Hgadnt. AE A3 e F9 4 ddd &dhe 449 dd F4
2 ¥ 3L Abole]| peak maxima position W+ o}u)@} skewness, varianceT = A ST

olgl g fAI=E Z|Wte g T4 944 HEE e F AT

Introduction A 40 4y o] &3 drt.
A 29t E 19 9] (chromatography ) ¢ A& gl |, ol23 WM F 31}l ESI(Electro-

237](mass spectrometry )= TFF3E H-ofo] A Spray Ionization )&= 4] £72-& th&e] s}
#7185 FAE A3 gy AHEE Z 9 o]0 A oA, G
itk 2 AA ARutEIHI(liquid @S ZFo] vl E nEA IFHESY 4
chromatography ) ¢} A% £417]9} Z3H& o T 7bsshA shth. AL, olEdk Wy
& ZEe 24 5898 Y FUeH, 2 shte] o]2slE Bl thFg M3t A
ojggk LC/MS 4 wye 1E-x}t 3H3E9 HE 7HAA o rA ol23td EXHENEH
A3t JHE FAste Zol AHAMY. =
Z2 =22 s J|leRYy 5 A7 N 3, TRz FFEL F9 9422 T
A st TSSO BK21 T2 ]3O N
2 e Sors &0 Fo} LC/MS dHiolE oA the] 59
A& APz HEHAUG.
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while F is not empty
find f, whose intensity of ¢_is maximu m
for each assumed charge state z
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Group SIP P ) (T, K(r/0) c R-square charge state
Group A S1 23 68 4,237 3.415 0.9712
52 57 67 3.9 3.876 0.9759 3
S3 20 67 6.29 3.177 0.9552
Group B S4 24 152 5.23 6.746 0.9820
S5 58 153 5.04 7.397 0.9804
Sé 92 152 3.12 11.63 0.9891 3
S7 125 152 6.79 5.984 0.9926
S8 158 153 6.31 8.536 0.9799
S9(*) 191 162 0.58 43.52 0.9495
Group C S10 191 88 -1.84 5.343 0.9434 6
St 208 88 -2.07 5.193 (.8384
Group D S12{*) 191 131 -0.78 19.48 0.9614
S13 208 123 -3.39 4.897 0.9421
S14 224 124 -2.47 6.355 0.9784
S15 241 123 -2.24 5.908 0.9663 6
S16 258 124 -5.36 3.199 0.9603
S17 274 124 -5.52 3.578 0.8908
518 290 122 -5.35 5.191 0.8882
Group E S19 241 225 Not fit
S20 265 222 0.4 20.57 0.9459
$21 290 226 1.7 20.88 0.9285 4
§22 316 216 Not fit
523 341 217 Not fit
Group F 524 291 294 0.72 5.875 0.9776
5§25 317 294 0.8 7.415 0.9904
S26 342 295 0.8 6.909 0.9770 4
S27 367 295 0.86 6.378 0.9552
528 392 295 Not fit 15.51 0.8704
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