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Abstract: Objective The related

literature at home and abroad was searched to classify the antibiotics and pesticides that had been detected in honey, and the

To understand the current status of antibiotics and pesticide residues in honey. Methods
residues in honey were analyzed. Results The antibiotics residues in honey included tetracyclines, sulfonamides, chloramphenicol,
lincosamides , aminoglycosides, quinolones, nitroimidazoles, etc. , and the first three antibiotics residues exceeded the prescribed limits
in China. The pesticide residues in honey included organochlorines, neonicotines, pyrethroids, organophosphorus, triazoles, triazines,
morpholines, etc. ,and the first two pesticide residues exceeded the prescribed limits in China. Conclusion There are many kinds of
antibiotics and pesticide residues in honey, and the quality of honey needs to be improved. It is suggested to standardize the

production and processing process of honey, formulate corresponding detection methods and limit indicators, so as to improve the

quality of products.
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Tab.1 Test results of tetracycline antibiotics in honey Tab.2 Test results of sulfonamides in honey
il 7 ik AR ik &R Ik B4R Lk &R
HPLC ARt 0 TESEHSE L EELREAS0%, %8 (7] SPE-HPLC# A 2R EMERNE, HhEEPARTR, [11]
FA0.38~1.53 pg/ g, M PRA0.08 pg/ ;0 TR EEE T 105K ELHEE B0
FAA A 20%, 5B EH0.43~95 pg/ g, 1 A5 ug/ kg
WA 0.07 pg/ g HPLC % I E &P BB AT T Adefe [12]
Bk igds ThdEse v, 255 0d A20BherE (8] Bl = P RAER K G E 24 10.75,0. 134,
HPLC % H KB EH0.05~0.06 pg/ g 2 EHS P 0.056 mg / kg, 1M 239 4 0. 01 mg / kg
g KRG EH0.03~0.04 pg/ g, il LC-MS#* U35 H 5 b h BB 81,40 pg/ ke AR [13]
FR3940.01 pe/g oo 106. 50 pg/ kg A A% 49. 70 pg/ ke fo
HPLC-MS#  2Hh %2 # R T hdwRFFAREES  [9] BB R FT. 86 pg/ ke, LG 7 A Bl B 2 2

0.25 pg/ kg M7 ket mng L EE,
FVh2EE 2FF BA5F Al
31.9~63.4ng/L
UBBFERET I DREERES 4/ keRE  [10]

B4 9 pg ke 14 £EE 10,6 pg/ ke
REWHGYI. 8 pgl ke, 7 L8975 kTR B
THERERLE GI (03I FRRM ),
BRRA 1~2 pe/ ke

BT 1 TRBRLHY EARA0. 1~1. 0pg/kg

MSPD - HPLC % 8245 P, 1t e A2 H 1. 03 mg/ kg,  [14]
LARR £ IICT RN & L5 % TR
W E P10 A L D4, R A 0. 050 ~
0.079 mg/kg
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Tab.3 Test results of chloramphenicol in honey
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Tab.4 Test results of pesticides in honey

SPE - LC - MS % REITHEPRPRLRRA S AR TARAE CARAZRGOMNE T 5, RERAS pg/ ke SONREH R P 1104 E  [19]
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