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Detection and investigation of florfenicol residues in duck eggs
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and Quarantine Science and Technology, Jiaxing 314031, China)

ABSTRACT: Objective To investigate the residues of florfenicol (FFC) in duck eggs. Methods Flubenicol
residues were detected in duck eggs from six regions: southern Zhejiang, northern Fujian, southern Guangdong,
central Hubei, eastern Jiangxi and eastern Henan. The method specified in GB/T 22338-2008 Determination of
Chloramphenicol Residues in Food of Animal Origin was adopted. Results The correlation coefficient of standard
curve was =0.9996, and the method was accurate. The method was used to determine 6 groups of duck eggs and 6
groups of salted duck eggs in each area. Among 12 groups of samples, the residue of florfenicol in salted duck eggs
made from duck eggs from Eastern of Henan was 1.44 pg/kg, while the rest of the samples were not detected.
Conclusion Flufenicol can cause residues in duck eggs to a certain extent. It is still necessary to control the use of
drugs through strict management of the farming site, and monitor the changes of indicators through regular sampling
of duck eggs.
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Fig.1 Detection results of duck eggs in eastern Henan
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Fig.2 Standard curve of florfenicol
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