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Research on pre-treatment method for HPLC determination of
clenbuterol hydrochloride in pork
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pork by high-performance liquid chromatography was established af-
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20 pL, detection wavelength 243 nm and detection limit was T I (LC—MS) A H o 3 — R B FH 1 (GC—
0.025 mg/kg. The coefficient of recovery was up to 88. 55% ~ 254
94.03% and the relative standard deviation (RSD) was less than MS) A G 2 AL 5 08 IR IR 2 02 5 BTk CELISAD e 1A 2 Gyt
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mized conditions just require two processes of extraction and protein
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Figure 1 The full wavelength scanning of

clenbuterol hydrochloride
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Figure 2 The standard curve of clenbuterol hydrochloride
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Table 1 Comparison of sample pre-treatment conditions
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Figure 3 The chromatogram of sample treated

with method 4
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Table 2 Results of precision tests
i S ) / s U 7T AR
1 6.382 19 354
2 6.388 19 248
3 6.381 19 536
4 6.381 19 197
5 6.372 18 924
6 6.363 19 085
7 6.367 19 443
8 6.374 19 026
9 6.367 19 806
10 6.371 19 770
e 6.375 19339
RSD% 0.127 1.56
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Table 4 Results of stability tests
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24 6.38 23 934
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