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Fig. 1 Oligosaccharide graphic representation types
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Fig. 2 Glycosidic bond
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PRE P2 AR EIR SRR S TRy 3 4 B, 2
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£ MALDI I ESI 2 7-J5 7™ 25 i) 1E 85 745 5 A2 10
k. JriEE A, GlycosidlQ AN RER LR 1S H M —
AT EE B, KHER 315 T F T LLAE AT 45 R4 /NE A
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PROT ##5 F, 45 1 AT B 4R = 4 1) JOR B S B4 e
HHORE AR A 2 1 o A AR S
2.1.2 AAHE

a. FREARTP RN BAREGE 1) b F
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Table 1 Biochemical rules included in GlycoMod method
%1 GlycoMod EEEME LN

FPE AR TR O WERISERERL  H N B SR AL
Hexose 0~14 0~20
HexNAc 0~14 0~20
Deoxyhexose 0~6 0~6
NeuAc 0~7 0~5
NeuGce 0~7 0~5
Pentose 0~3 0~3
Sulphate 0~6 0~3
Phosphate 0~6 0~2
KDN 0~2 0~0
HexA 0~2 0~0
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Fig. 3 Schematic of complex oligosaccharide structures
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b. MESVEIEXT ) PRF 4. 2 X PRF={PRM,
r, by Horb PRM ORI BT, BIVRE S5 R AR B A
N B & F R R AR i &, R N T
SERIARTT ST BB R AL, R Srh 3 6 R,
W 2; b FoRHNEZ WEREA S, —F 4 B
B AR(1-20 1-3. 14, 1-6). FREMTFEHR—A
WEXTR. Ay By Cv Xo Y. Z R —FlEs 2R ag
W, AR p X T REN i, TR
T S5 N ) SRR o R4 FRATT AT DUAR SR T TH
AN FAZIEXT NI PRM, TR ZRN 0.2 .

M,=M, + 8M, i =B, C, %A, A

M =My = (MA43M,) i =Y, Z, %X, X 3)

Hor, M, RIRVEVER) mlz, M, FRon 6% &
BTERR EEBETMREE, WRIABE
T W oM, NRELE M N R R, iRy C B
T MAMELE R 0 B 18, Wik i N A
B, W SM, W 3. [FEE, SN X, Y M ZE
T, ATCATHE AR S, T AN R UG I 2 BE
W5 iT 5 22x6x4=528 AN ) PRF.

c. PRFAT4r. M8 — A g es i H &4
PRF 1155y, BRGih A3 et o i i 58 7= £ 1% PRF
FIREIEAN L, 2N S(M,, r, b)-

d. SREUGERESE MRS, 1oL, RIE PRM X
JA PRFEATHER . IR, XHTAET PRE(m, 1, b),
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RIEAEARYE BT (1) PRE SRFEXTRLE) Vv, A1 2
I L5

e. RIELEMIE VAL 01T ) A BRI % SR
IR FENELE MRS, MBI TERE S5 M B 2L 7= 2
FARE, BRI ANE R KRR BY,
C/Z, AIX B+, BEHEBHIRFER=EME . R
Je ¥ BRIV B 5 R A BT T R DT T () e 1) N B VR v BT
A, Xk 25k T EHE T
2.4.2 AEAE

a. FBEEZEREA FDNERAL S AX BT
A, LK 2.

Table 2 Biochemical rules included in GLYCH method(a)
%2 GLYCH E2HEREELHN ()

X/A BF 12 1-3 1-4 1-6
0.2X/A - + + +
03X/A - - +
04X/A - - - +
LX/A
X/A
LSX/A
24X/A
2X/A
SX/A +

“7 ONAEANRIE R EWTRTT L AT, “ -7 RS RE
PR EWRANTI B A/X B 15 AT RN 2 A BORE IR 45 (0 ir
M BBy B A

+ o+ o+ o+ o+
+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+

b. M ENEAS EEREAL S IE R A/X B
A, WER 3.

Table 3 Biochemical rules included in GLYCH method(b)
%3 GLYCH €&rEEELHNNDb)
X/IABEYF 12,13 12,14 1-2,1-6 1-3,1-4 1-3,1-6 1-4,1-6

*2X/A + + + - - -
*IX/A - + + + - -
04X/A - - + - + +
BX/A - + + + - -
LA/ A — — + - + +
LSYX/A _ _ _ _ + -
>4X/A + + + - - +
> X/A + + + - + -
X/A - + + + + -
“+7 NEMRIEREM EWTRAT DY AX BT, “=7 X ROE

PR EWRANTI B A/X B 15 ATIR N 2 A HORE IR 4 (0 Ar
M BBy B A

c. BREASFIERELT AT LLE S AX BT
KA, WK 4.

Table 4 Biochemical rules included in GLYCH method(c)
%4 GLYCH E&8IEHREELMM(©
X/A ¥ 1-2 1-3 1-4 1-6
Hex +
HexA
HexNAc -
Fuc
Xyl
NeuAc -
NeuGce -

“+7 ONAEARRIE R EMORTT OB AX BT, -7 X RIE
R EWRATIE R A/X T AT @YDy 2 A Sl B e 5 0 Ar
R SURPE S HESA.

+ o+ o+ 4+ o+
+

+ + o+ o+ o+ o+ o+

243 {17

GLYCH WFT7r £ 2558 3 NP ER: Bk, X
BN PRF EATHT 40 Foik, B 307 BRI T 5 A%
EEERFT 45 BJa, SHEIELEME YA,

a. XA PRF T4y . 374 R B LB
B, FEG T AT B T RE PR AR 1% PREF V)
N N AT .

b. ZWAMRI = A EE . EBEANIEL
R, REREES M SN, B R
PRM MNEIVKXE PRE AT HERR , SR G R 95 24 11
PRF X} BL G I 5/ S RT T PRF [ OCERFE FE 1T
255, WEARWT:

V(m, r, b)=S(m, r, b)
0 if m=mass(r)

. V(mb I, b])
+ min .
msms<m V(ml, T, b1)+V(TTL2, T2 bz) if m:maSS(r)

if m:mass(r)+m] (4)

+m+my, b 1 # b2

HoAr S(m, r, )R 7N PRF XN KI5 {E, mass(r)
KA r ) ppE R, B 00FRR: 40 PRF
NI e 1 AN - A 2400 PRE EHAR TS ROA r 1Y
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2.4.4 JTIEVENY

GLYCH % T 2 i i e 6 SEHLN T SE0E 45
. I M R AR B UE R B, GLYCH X
T BB = BB SRR AT IOR AR I (R 5), H
MAEFEASUUT LA a. REE HRIERAE
TR EEREE R RRNT . b, ERRHT IR TP AN &
BYY. C/Z &, i&RNEE T A/X BT, Mk
BETEFARAT SENE S M T IRIET, BB AT SE 0 45 44 B b
ZIEREM SERs oo FIASISHMREZE, K
KT T SENEGE I IR, Religfigth or 1 i &=

Table 5 Results for GLYCH test data set

%5 MAHBIEEIE GLYCH &R
o L EMAR MR
Bt A i e 1143 LR
LR L Hexaose 1 26 26
3-Sialyllactose 1 19 2
6-Sialyllactose 1 21 2
Tetraose-a 1 20 3
Tetraose-c 1 20 2
TR TEERE Oligomannose 1 25 17

BORRIBES M d. 7AW Ry R 22 5
FEEE R LA O WEARAT 1) 751

B, ZHEIEFEFAENL, FEARMERAD
Jilf: a. FEVHEPUEEUER) PRE Y, X TR
g T BT IR IR % 528 Ik, fE—E R I
SO T SERESERARERT IR, Rl AT i RS
B 285 K B AR ATT R AR b, I SRBE T 75 R Bk
TEARARRE A, VA 75 F& 5T i (0 1% U8 i B2 A5 5L 48
Fh o FEMNFT 73 o e A A
2.5 CartoonistTwo"
251 Skl

a. FRAT BT BE AT 1S 0 2 b T b
R Z R UGS, 2 RPUEEEE S IRk

JRi: o, MR EEES R R A SR ] e s A
s d. ARE SERE R ZH RSORC S 6T L R A1 18 S R 4
¥, A A AU HEBR AN AT BE BB £ 4, [ B PR
JE T KM 285 1% 25/ BN R IS 10 000.

252 A

O il 25 A 03 Jizt g ) 2 ] DL — RR B AR
gk, TSR BN R o, ) e R R
—A> Fuc W5 7. BN, CartoonistTwo 144k 1
HREXE O W73 B b i 1 a7 5 1) PR 1
253 fI0itk

CartoonistTwo J7iE W TH T 2 AN4T 43 BR HON i
P e AT PEAL, 2l R

a. Basic Scorer: T {5 e T B 45 14 0 B FE 1B
RS AR AT o B DT P Ve A B

b. Basic+Shedding: 7E Basic ] 73 f LA Fhn
1SS T, G SRAR % N 5 4 1 B 1 PR A A A
o T DG TC P il e ] DA BRI L — Sl [ AR TS R %) 42
M= A 1 AN JE .

c. Basic+Barking: 7 Basic T 7 2L 0 1
AMETTI, R SHE B THR T OV ENS T R ORAE
P IR B AN R B 1 AT BRI
FiE.

d. Shedding+Barking: 7E Basic ] fFEMt_E
() 484 T 2% Jh S0 A2 57 .

e. Shedding+Barking(Multiple): 7t Basic T 4}
(R At [ B 384 o 22 Jh JOURM A T 0T % Tl 2R W 1)
EAME R EAE, REMERTETT R SRR
ANEh R DAFR R 1 i e ) N 2K
254 R

S 39 4O A B € FENE S AR IE R O B2 )
JF VS E s X CartoonistTwo J7 51T T H0E. 4551
WL 6, 90%MIZE RAT r HEEAE S — 2 — A1)
ik g /gy, i 50% 1 45 R 4n th Bl 45 3,
HL A &5 e — .

Table 6 Results for CartoonistTwo test data set

Fz 6 MIXHEEIIE CartoonistTwo 45
Correct Tie Second Miss Performance
Basic Scorer 7(7) 27(27) 2(0) 3(0) 0.449(0.502)
Basic+Shedding 9(9) 25(24) 2(1) 3(0) 0.460(0.514)
Basic+Barking 19(19) 3(3) 9(8) 8(4) 0.643(0.716)
Shedding+Barking 20(20) 3(3) 9(8) 7(3) 0.657(0.730)
Shedding+Barking(Multiple) 20(20) 3(3) 9(8) 7(3) 0.658(0.732)
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(a) MS profile m/z 1187.6: H;NR
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Fig. 4 OSCAR N Glycan HexNAc,Hex; collision path ways for identification
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EREZIIEIE miz: 1187.6_894.4 649.3 431.1_259.0 fRATRIE
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2R AT 20N 0 AR 26 7 7K J5 13
81000 AR K S 5 Huis i
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Table 7 Results for Kameyama’s Method test data set

Fz7 MXEEELIE Kameyama’'s Method 25 R
ik g 14y
5 BB T i -
filEtr 45 R 1D SEHERR S S S, Si+S,
1 1417 ONA-51 A 5 6 11
2 1579 ONG-a5 B 3 3 6
3 1579 ONG-cf C 5 5 10
4 1742 ONG-47 D 7 7 14
5 1563 ONA-69 E 9 9 18
6 1725 ONG-cd F 4 4 8
ONG-a6 25 26 51
1280/1725 ONG-cd 8 8 16
ONG-a6 129 129 258
7 1725 ONG-cd G 26 25 51
ONG-a6 5 5 10
1280/1725 ONG-cd 131 132 263
ONG-a6 5 6 11
8 1888 ONG-48 H 2 2 4
9 1929 ONG-a8 1 4 4 8
10 1767 ONA-a7 J 6 6 12
ONA-ad 12 11 23
1321/1767 ONA-a7 13 14 27
ONA-ad 62 61 123
11 2091 ONG-df K 4 4 8
ONG-ac 4 4 8
1443/2091 ONG-df 9 9 18
ONG-ac 65 49 114

FE i R B 2 () o SRR B 3G 1. By A7
2 H AN B
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Y, Z,
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Y, ion
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B, ion B G B, &, A B; G
WAL R NI
—0 o)

—

OH

Fig. 5 Glycosidic bond dissociation manners and ion types

s

BEREEMETRERTARBETEE

(a) Hex—Fuc (m/z331)

Hexal—3Fuc HexB1—3Fuc HexB1—4Fuc
m/z169 1Y, 1Y, 1Y,
m/z185 1B, |B, 1B,
m/z257 %X,

(b) Hex—HexNAc (m/z388)
HexB1—HexNAc HexB1—4HexNAc HexpB1—6HexNAc
m/z185  [B, B,
m/z203 —1C, — e —1C,
m/z208 [——7,
m/z226 1Y, 1Y,
m/z245 ™A,
m/z259 1A,
m/z275 %A,
m/z287 [ 1“A-H,0
m/z328 %X, 194X,
m/z370 [ 1B,-H,0 [—1B,-H,0
(c) HexNAc—Hex (m/z388)
HexNAcp1—Hex HexNAcB1—4Hex HexNAcB1—6Hex
m/z185 — —1Y, —1Y,
m/z226 1B, 1B, 1B,
m/z244 — —¢
m/z286 %A,
m/z316 %A,
m/z370 —1B,-H;0 ————  1B-HO
(d) HexNAc—HexNAc (m/z429)

HexNAcB1—3HexNAc HexNAcB1—4HexNAc HexNAcB1—6HexNAc
m/z226  IBjorY, —  IBjorY, I IBjorY,
m/z244 —1C,
m/z286 ™A,
m/z316 [ 1™A,
m/z370 — ) o}

(e) Hex—Hex (m/z347)

Hexp1—2Hex Hexp1—3Hex Hexp1—4Hex Hexp1—6Hex
m/z185 [ B,/Y, [ IBjorY, [ " 1BjorY, [ _IB,orY,
m/z203 [—1C, —1C, ¢
m/z245 ™A,
m/z275 %A,
miz329 T 1B,-H0 OB-H,0 B-HO

Fig. 6 Different B2 ion fragmentation patterns of B2 ion library

Bl 6 B2 BFEHAAREE B2 BFHEFER



2017; 44 (10)

IE, % BRRESEEWBITTTEEN

-843+

PR B, T i kSR B2 BT

PR R, RRERID R o MUIACE B

STt 5 o T A R RS

e. R [l ELE A R RAE B SERE AT 45 R
T

J7 i B A 48 STHR rF B AT 3 e A T Ao 4T 93

Ik,

3.3.3

EE )

B 7 V8 — M8 B2 851 e 7 VAT AT 1
BEGIARNS b 25 RBEAT 70 M, RE B TR B AT AR
(1) By N BEES - i & 862Th 1 5E 4% Galpl-3
(GalB1-4GlcNAcB 1-6)GalNAca-OBn, i@ i fin 44 F1 IE
H AL AR PR S5 7= A 2 RS, (8 B2 B R 5 i
KA e FEEMI AL, — s ST R

3.34

Y2469 7, 681

( )—|1 ] —> Yq0.429
Y1 o 2 " )
MS! 496 0 OE:E\ [M+Na]" 862 0O :Gal
o o? [ : GalNAc
By 338<— 4 B
—Dbn .
Yau & Y1g 3 p— | [ : GleNAc
B, Zoa& Z1p 699 B3 754 .
388 681 >Z45 681 7524 Red: B 19n
I | I Y1 699 x Blue: Y ion
y v y AN 5], | Green: Z ion
2 2 N 1
vs OO0 O OO0 OO d’D (H:H
l o, \ / b
-]
o
0 2 ] 5 ] / \\
Vs O oo oo 04
OO0 0O
MS*

Fig.7 An example of B2 ion library method
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Abstract

Glycomics research plays an important role in life sciences and biomedicine industry. Oligosaccharide

structure identification is one of the important research topics of glycomics. The development of high-throughput

mass spectrometry technology in recent decade contributes significantly to oligosaccharide structure identification.

In this review, we introduced the research background of tandem mass spectrometry assisted glycan structure

identification. Then, we reviewed the current strategies used for glycan identification and analyzed the key

technologies of existing methods. Finally, we summarized the advantages and disadvantages of the existing

methods. The outlook on utilization of tandem mass spectrometry to assist oligosaccharide structure identification

is also discussed.
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