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To develop and validate an LC/MS/MS method to quantify paclitaxel in human whole blood (HWB) Blood Spotting Procedure Table 1. Assessment of Center punch vs. Perimeter Table 2. Assessment of Variable Hematocrit
dried blood spots (DBS) and to compare the DBS method to an existing conventional SPE method. punch PAR Nominal Concentration (ng/mL ) N % difference between DBS and HWB
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« With DBS methodology the sample is extracted first. Vortex 0.776 0.0093 1.2 n=4 : : :
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Figure 2. Chromatograms from DBS (2.3 uL sample aliquot with a 3 mm . Accuracy Assessment : Comparing concentration obtained to spiked In i
diameter punch ) concentration to and comparison of DBS method to conventional HWB m
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« Objectives
» DBS accuracy determined by comparing concentration obtained to nominal concentration. Conventional HWB method
» Compare concentration of DBS method to conventional HWB method.
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T - e Reproducibility Table 4. DBS Female Table 5. DBS Male Paclitaxel was validated successfully in DBS over the 5 to 1000 n_g/mL range. Slg_nal to noise at the
s am o L LOQ LLOQ was greater than 100:1. Recovery accessed at the low, mid and high quality control (QC)
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