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Research progress on detection technologies for florfenicol
residues in animal-derived foods
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Abstract: As a broad-spectrum antibiotic, florfenicol is widely used in livestock, poultry and aquaculture. Due to the unregulated use by
some enterprises, a large amount of florfenicol residue exists in animal-derived foods. When florfenicol enters the human body through the
food chain, it can cause gastrointestinal discomfort, intoxication, and even aplastic anemia. To minimize the effects of florfenicol residues
and derivatives in food on human beings, many countries have set strict limits for maximum florfenicol residues in food. Therefore, this
paper summarizes the detection methods for florfenicol established in recent years and gives an outlook on their development trends.
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Table 1 Maximum residue of FF in animal tissues
B S _
SRk ZZJ iﬁw;z( ”gz) s
4 JHE 3000 3000 3700 WFLIIALIT
5 300 300 —
WL 200 200 300
# %+ R 500 500 — —
il 2000 2000 2500
NG| 300 300 200
(1 500 500 —
58 NG| 100 100 — RN
B+ g 200 200 —
il 2500 2500 —
=3 750 750 —
il Kz 1000 1000 1000 —
HAbzy WA 100 100 — —
Jig 3 200 200 —
JiT 2000 2000 —
(=1 300 300 —
toot=TRME

A 0 7 vk B FA ARSI 7 1% o
1 ik
1.1 SRHEEEEREMTENZE

Wang %1 WRG 58 T & & P XA AW (FFA) Y
Ky o AT e e 7 T R RO R £ R — 2Ok AR T
(UPLC-FLD) 5 3 , K& Hh BR 77 1.8~4.9 pe/ke, 2 & R A
4.3~11.7 pg/kg. Bl JE , ORI & 2800 AH €0 3% — L mE 5%
HL B E K = B U AT R 3% (UPLC-ESI-MS/MS) L8 T
W& — W ZE UL (LLE ) 1 375 70 25 B (ASE) 1 32 BUAL
B,k ASE w5 B TR K H R O B R IK 35% ) TR
TR I R R[] 0 R (O 75%~85% $2: T 2 88%~95%) . X —
FAVE A AL L T A& ARGy L 30 TE ST T i A
J7 8RR T R AR W E T R . SR IR AR X
A, HoO7 e HoAh B R S TP A RRIIE . Jiif , Hong
ZEECIS SR FH A L 0 G A R T — T AR I AR i th 2
BT & A FF CFFA K 3 0 50w o i 215 245 9 1 ] i) 0
K B35 0.03~1.50 pg/kg, iF— 54 B T % Jr vk 09 R
eSS

Xie %t — B Ak T R I T 48 L BESL TS AR TR
3 (TAP) (FF F FFA Y 52 AH 185 280080 AH £ 335 — 2¢ St A6
(RP-HPLC-FLD) 77 o %77 ¥ [ #E 2% 1] ASE i , I3 it
WAL BT L) (Vs Voo maon=8:2) , 14 5] T B AR 1Y
K HiBR (TAP FI FF M 1.5 pg/kg, FFA 4 0.5 pg/kg) Fl5E &
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R (TAP FIl FF 4 5 pg/kg, FFA 4 2 pe/kg) o X — &5 I HIE
T ASEIEMLH

o SRR €03 v A A T £ P FF BT A 0 1 ok
M, B 3 A R M R I 5 R R . Li
SN X B P FF B R AR A B 5 P e B, A 2R L P Y
B (29 10% ) F s 26 1 (2 12%) & i 5 3508 3% 9 38 IR
R, B S A A 9 UPLC-MS/MSS J7 2 i1 [f] Kl 4 B
Ak, AT 4 B PR A [l I 264X K 72%~85% . Veach %S A
SER I, H T 0 R T T B RN AR T AR T L B
{8 2K FH SPE % i kb 24 7 %, 475 75 B2 40 4k 62 3% 4% 14 A BE 3k
5008 T 114 [ (82%~90% ) o B o 3 — i) T, i/ i 20
B¢ FF A1 FFA 1 32 UK 28 Discovery*DSC-18 3 Bl 44k J5
HEAT RS, AR 1T 2 91.2%~101.0% , i 548 w5 T %
o FF I 48 BUSCR

W 25207 [ I 00 3h 4 50 b FE RS
Hh R B AN TR B T CUn UL PR U L 2 A ) kA T 5 AR 1Y
RO 2% R, Horh R I T by e IR BOR AR 1, E
W B B R . X — & B ORS B £ S B g 45 R
—3.

W5 2R W], BE 25 0 1) P T 55 R Ak 3 1 O =C AR
bl L A it 35 S5 1) 1 K ARG 0 45 2R B e B R, S — 2
AT B ) R oty 356 S T 5 AN fi Ak R PR 5 0 i Ak B 9
0 — Y A B T LA A5 3] A s 1 A TR AR S X
BB AT T (R BT XS A e BV R EAT T B R
T Ak B Rt AN — 5 R A ) L v B A T 5 O
12 SHEBIEEREMFERE

FE R 25 5% B8 A B b, B A 2K IR (SPE) 45 & UM (3
(GC)Fi A K H i R AR A o s e 9 2+
FF R FAR G 9 FRA BRI o AS [R5 FAT BT X5 AN [) 356 i
DAY T i Ab 3 5 3 RS I A A I R A TR iy 3 4 X
[ma] g 3R ARG W BR EL AT SE MR R, A RK AT S5 N TR T
MCX (VR A 8 BH B 58 8 ) [ A A8 B2 A SR (0% 1
W, W] W R A2 8 A R i CAP . TAP  FF il FFA. % 5 1%
) MCX R 1) 52 A 58 48 1 BH 5 - 22 46 XU 1 L, ff FFA
(BB ) TEMRME AT 28 T AW E T CAP . FF Al
TAP W38 5 2 AH AR IR B, AT 52 B 22 3R 88 e b o %
K R 0.3~1.0 pg/kg, 2 R R 1.0~3.0 pg/kg, T M
HRLAF 0 R . SR L % SR AT LA S R
] R W) S PR AR Sl (0 3 M o B R GC Ik I A
Hifl th CAP  TAP FF fll FFA 5% i fi it & B, MCX R 78
I v i B2 BURE X FFA 0 LI 5 T TAP Y, 3% — &5 HL
— B UESL T MCX HEXT TAP f 14 £ A 1 AH X 55 55 # H5k

21 56 4 PR RE SR MCX [ AR BUAh & SO (6 3% —
AL T3 3KG I 2% (GC-ECD) I 2 fil £ 75 4% |/ 35 13 % iF
W1 %) CAP I FF, H 26 45 il 4301l o4 1.5~100, 6~400 pg/L,
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ZAF 58— 2 B HE T MCX A X CAP M FF /Y38 FH 4, I
AR )L X 55 AR R AL A v e R M L (R TR AY
£1 %t CAP M1 FF, K AL$E TAP M FFA, BRI T HAE 258 8 &
MR A o AT B2, Bl T 3 A5 0 A A T R A A 21 40
" i) TAP . FF Ml FEA i, & Bl MCX #: % TAP £ 1] i 2 4
fIE(<C70%) , BT 240 PEP-2 [ AH 26 BUH: 25 &5 GC-MS ik .
PEP-2 H:XJ 3 F A5 #1110 45 3% 90% 22 47, ELK H BR
FE BRI R 5,10 pelkge EMFIEUGAE T A [ [ AH A
U 1% e 42 0F [l i R ) T RE W ., 455 1, MCX [ 40 %5 B
HEE T 7K 7= b o CAP JFF Fl FFA (R0, {E X TAP f9 =]
R BAK 5 1 PEP-2 #: 7% 2 ¥ 41 21 b X} TAP (FF Hil FFA ¥
F O OE G Il g R FH SRR R R M,
QuEChERS 14 [] g Z& F MCX [ AH % BUA: (14 18] i 28 08 55
5 N — A5 0 b 7 AR 2 RS s, DA e A [R) i
rh i S R R O AR E M RE IR BE X TAP X S [l
S Z WAL G . B, AR5 R iE — 25 Ak A
AT, LA w2 7R [ 6 0 o i) 385 R R O TR A 1
2 GPEER I T ik

B P58 R 7 1 2 B T IR B R R O 5 4% R i
B AR G5 A BT HE R R — FRR T B R PR PR 245 A
e T vk B RO A R S T AR A2 AR R X
PR T RBAE S, W58 T SN R A DRI G 2 2 4G
T7 ik HE R R A T
2.1 EEREX

TE R 2 58 BRI T AR 1 S A T R R S v Y
Wi 43 A7 5 9k 0 RO RN AR o EF XN Sy AR A (o
FF R HAGAE Y FFA) A R 2P0 35 T2 il 4 = B it 4L
R SCHE, BT, 2 SRS (pAb) AR 58 FE 4T A& (mAb)
TE G P8 K6 I v 45 P 34, BIF 9 2 AT 5 AS [ 4L 4 2% A 4
SET iR SR A R G0 8 43 T (ELISA) ik .

£ T BT RE 0% YU 2 B I R AL, R T A o
HA— e, vk Rl 4k PR RS ES,
iR = R AT 7 N o = VA O It
ELISA ¥ . %5 ¥5 kD 5 (0.18~500 ng/mL) , £ Hi B
1.(0.18 ng/mL) , H X 25 #4 25 L1 4% (4n CAP Fl TAP) 58 X
SR AR (<20.1% ), T WA H BT 5 e S vk o R,
2 i e TR B HE IR 25 5 W] RE S WA O vk AR E M, AL
TR PR R R R S SRR L T 4 Ak I AR R M A
B o MUY HE— Ak T FF B9 ELISA 7736, Hir wke iy
ICso 4.5 pg/mL, K HH B R 0.53 ng/mL, i& T 30 4 I 4
B P O A PR TR R EUE AR T AN R
SV BIF S, T R R 7 PR SR AN R T A R AR IR AR
A

AR F 2 5T BT, B3 B A AR B B — Bt R R

HRECE DR AERTRERERBRNRAARER

O, FLA R R S AR . SR AR 0 A e
DR NI B K= el X ) Sl M 71 N = VAl LT £/
4+ ELISA ¥, H IC,,  9.48 ng/mL, 2% ¥ 3 Bl & 1.75~
51.36 ng/mL, & HH BR M 0.64 ng/mL. % )5 ¥ 5 CAP % 4%
P 2 0L 9 TG db 2 58 XU R, R 3T B T e B IR LR U A
W0 Rp A PS8 BSOS — 0 R B Ak A S B
FHLIF R T FF 5% WA &, FL AT X3 PR & 4 4 s B
HE BR300 9 419, 11.19 pg/L. iZiXH &5 X TAP 47
U G VA NG S N - <3 1O < s A [ A
¥<20.01%, 38 F T K HUARE A 19 Dol 0 & . Wang 550
TF & 1 ELISA J5 v T[] s A6 0 48 2K (1 FF K& H AR
FFA,ICs, 4352 0.120,0.118 pg/kg, H 5 CAP 138 X R
R<0.1%,5 TAP B LR MR <1%. Ge VI T ¥
G BE AR 119 5 22 B 190 422 5 4 ELISA K A8 P AN 3 26 v FF
A R AT 2 0.011 pg/kg, H 5 2 Fh 45 2558 %
N 3 <20.1% , #F — 2L B0 IE T PR o BT AR TE B 4% B R
R0 e AT . 2 T R UM £ 8 0 O vk i T
S, T BB B AR B IR A IR A T R 2 SR TR, R
[ 0 A 11 3 2 5 4 A0 T R (B — T ) L T R
(TR] PR AE 2% ) B 5 1 I P 3 e (5 4 = F 5 ok 0 3 T )
WATLR B hE
22 HREBEWE

VAR, H g J2 BT B R PR P | TR S T
RO S5 R A AR A BR R A T AR B Tz N . B
S8 AT i AN ) 1945 5 AR 10 SR s A BT AR TR R N
P B AR Y TR AR S DA R R (R B R
SRR B AR TR ok . Guo SEPOJF & T 3T R B
PR B Z DI Re R I 5, % WF 583 5 ] 4 TAP (FF FIl CAP
FA e S P B B B B, B T g T T T A I 2 A% A e
B 3 P2 BRI e E TR AU (ICA) o TR
o BR A 1 ng/mL, BT RS0 £ 5% BRI BE 1 . AR
M%7 A B Z¢ 3L Boh gt TR e 1 0 A FR 50 0E , AL
3 245 10 ) SR R 9 2 S A TR

1545 5 bric $ R J7 1, Xin 257 5% JT] ZnCdSe/ZnS &
T bR e iR, @S T T SRR T s IR
PEE S FF A SR . 20y A B PR a5 1 0.3 ng/mL,
WAL Gy 1 REUE B, B R R e MR AR
BARFETR P R ARSI RE . Zeng SV H A TR T
B P AA 1) B TR] 23 B 28 6 S e S BTl AR A%, 7T R RS
DU A 47 ARG 2 A Y FE AR BR A th BRI % 0.23 ng/mL.
Pt — 5 4R AR DN A, Peng 251061 7 1 b SR R S 1k
PEICIRAE G5 h5 04y, #r T FM-ICTS k. &y
) FF AR BRI 5 0.030 ng/g, 7 450RE &5 4% 45 e i 43 12
WFEE S, H 5 HPLC-MS 45 B RAr 09 —B0vk . %0
G 58 R B AE T 28 SRR AR 2 7 Ol A5 5 AR e T L A
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TR AR A 7R T 9800 ) DR R AR RE o (O A X B —
24y (FF) AR , K Rt 5230 22 4% B8 [R) A 40 #0T

Zhang %9 7 A7 5 0OK S w b BOR g2k Al A3
) = Hi i A A W) HAFIA & G0 o o 4 P4l 3R WL # FF
T FFA B A I R A5 RE 43 0 $E F+ %2 0.01,0.1 ng/mL. %
P R T RAL SR S D R SO £ AR RIE A B E
A % R AR B ARG . R T B M R A S
TR B i B T A% G5 G P 2 AT LR S R W ) L (R =
RGN 4 T2 E 4, TR 5k i dE i
o ZE L RIEEM AR MR RSB LT g s —
T8 AR R ] 22 0% BR 0 BT K R s MAT 5 S AR 4 Ak i 1) B
ERER TN Tak 7/ - oA G/ e S NN k2 B & U NG o 7 Tl
W) 5 3 3 B 3 ARG T i S BRSO
23 KEEXEEX

b2 K 5 8 43 i (CLIA) N H: M 5 % A8 A 1 24
AR oAl KR W R TE T N e o S 1 D < (R B E )
DR RN R QN | ot S N =
CLIA 7£ & 2% £ b 5L J b (9 4G 0 ¥ fE o Tao 2™ 21M
CLIA B F F 3h 4 U5 v & b CAP 2K 20 W Y 5% 3 16 0
%A A G E T R 22 5 G B UAORT B B HRP AR 1
B, FF KT AT [ IS kR B b 2 Fp CAP 2K 2 1 CLIA
D7k R FR ORI BR 3551 2.8 pe/kg. WSS , i)k — 4
AR A &, A2 N7 T B0 Sl 1A i R FF 8% BR 1 CLIA 5
i, HI1C,, IR % 0.24 pg/kg, 514 48 ELISA f1 LC-MS/MS
HEERWERESE -8 HEEEME IEER
CLIA J7 ¥ % 5% DU RE 5 b FF A AG I R S0 8 35 45 v,
IC,, fE AR 2 0.15 pe/kg. SR, X B k3T £ il
A BEAFAEHE K ) 22 5, HLoR 30 40 % 25 K [R) 3l ) 40 80 3 T
Xt R AR5 0 o Ge ST A T T B T LSS L
M1 57 ) CLIA J7 2 X3 38 26 F1 3 1A v FF 5% B8 A4 A6 0 BR %
] 5.433 pg/mL, ¥ I 5 Bl g 5.433~193.577 pg/mL,ICs, A
30.893 pg/mL, HAS 5 R EUTE 10% DL . CLIA f 6
R AR T = £ 5500 ELISA 7 15 Mk LUk 2] i K F .
CLIA i R A E BB ARBAE . © & R 8 (] 3k
“pg/mL” ¥ E “fg/mL" %) , W & i T % ML ELISA; @ Hi %
J 4 A F7 58 R AR 60 ml S R M RG4S . R
HHERRBREBAREZ O MR E 501k K e, 4t
AU @ ROGIR Y (N K i ) AR0E M 22, W 7™ 4 ol
A7 O A5 5 FE 2t o) 4, R RIS R R it
ARG HT
3 HoAdoAS I s 7%
3.1 HEYEEES

Sadeghi & i & 114 £F X FF A9 45 5 74 5055 DNA 1 fit
M, TR A SBIRE N SZ R TP SEAR IS 1Y FF R 5 M i
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AR Ry A 22 18] 1Y Rl e B, b T 9 o C AL IR AR
SEHLT R o FF 8% B A DU, LA H PR  2.06 ng/mL, £k
T M 1.79~429.86 ng/mL. %7 ¥ I T R UF Y g 4
PR R AT H AR A SR 0 4R T2 AT RE B i Dy R Y
FEVE, ShiZE e MRl ik T T R Bk ik, 3RS T fE
[/ i 3 5 FF & HAR 3 4 FFA (9 4% IR 38 I A (Apt-14t) .
i 3 K A Bt BRI S R 4R T 55 0.001 28 ng/mL,
ZRVETE BBl 2 0.001 28~500 ng/mL., 3% — A N AL 42
BT R RS2 B T % FEAC I A0 R A A (H [
B 7 T M T RE A2 B LR

FE G2 A W) 75 R B 95 5 1T, Thompson 26 ' JF & T
— T G A A AL RS AR T O 3, T R S R 4 L
HALE FRAE NI Z R R . Mk E TR %R
T RAPR (SPR) AL, %) FF AR HBRIAE 0.5 peg/ke, HfiE
A 2K 5y FF 5 HAb 2589 28 014 (40 CAP R TAP) . %4
R AR T IO B R8T i Ak B R AT S P S O A
2L A 22 R A 2% R TRD A R I A TR SR i
Li &5 TR BF 7 0 i) 2 3R B AR G T B — 4, AT
VI T —Bh 4 B e 98 K A AR IR AR 5 A 2 BT AR A6
R, PUE TN (1QD) S H IR Bk (IMB) (9 38 4 45
HHLE S TG A P EE YD B K BRI FE 1Y R A
WA R 43 B R 0.34,0.70,0.16 pe/kg. % FR SRR
e 37 F 3 22 SR A8 1 ER Rl AR 36 22 TR i 58 R
o B — Ak

YGRS AR ARG U TS O fFRrtkiE. &R
EEARTT X AR 2. © R R . Ak “pg/mL”
PR, @ HAERE . &GP . H A7
A% T 3 THC AR O o I AR v AL, A A U e 4 (i TR
A B ) B e MR 22, A 2 A 3 IR T RE T AR I 45
EA L
3.2 SFEEFHA

Caro 2 J] 43 1 BVl 38 4 ) 40 K 1 KE (nano-MIP ) ¥
BMALIAL, JT & 7 2800 T ELISA BRI 7 12, LAUE & 6
W92 bR AL & P B FE . FF A I 2 75 55 FE-HRP {8 ¢
VI se P25 A TP S BRI o T T TR AR % vl RN SE PR R
OV 75 1 Fn i 0 L PR ) P A9 48 M S TR 43 0 R 0~2, 60~
80 ng/mL. 5T B BT A5 7 T4 MIT 5 14 48 ELISA Ji
FHAZE A, ERE S AT Ah H O R A A, HL AR S [R] 3R R
I A 22 AR . Yuan &0 i A A £7 BB U (GO) (L
B AR o Ak O R 0 B P AR A8 43 T B 3 g
LA R 1 3 0 3R KV R B RN HEBR K 4 T I RE T,
#% T fg A iF 5L 5 TAP . FF il CAP [y 4> F E[ 35 i (MIMs) .
Z 7 R R 4 BT 5 B ) Y SUAE R YU AR AR PR A
F TRR AR 305 R b S R Ok 0.04~0.28 pg/kg. X AIFSE
W RHT SE T : GO Mg A i 1 B A 3 T S K 1 5 XU
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FE A A 8 0 1 e R 5 R AL T O i A T ED
MR, AR, 1% T 1 i g T 2B S 4, W] RESY i
I . MIP FORTE T 45 PR35 (AR s pH I A0 AT HLIR
DT WEA R FRENE ., R, L HZE AR 2
IS, A7 o it o B A0 3 Ty ik T B A% SC i )
4 g5

T WA BRI AR R EERETH
R AR B 2« 2 T B A 0 BT Y €0 9 R R T G
S R PO A I T v o X R TTAA B R BT
LB AN H AR o EIE AR DL OB A @38 2k AR
e, ST H L M A 530 (T 3> 90% ) 15 Ik o 1 1
8y 5 56 A o oA 0 7 3% 5 T B 2 S A 0 O 3 (A iR
BRE T T 5 W B e )2 T AR AR A ) U PR R R A
NP ST 228 R AN R A, 7 R TR K MU O A v R
AAEAET . R RGO T A BORJE % 5k ¥ A
DB ARAR R, S BA% 28 D5 70 0 A [ A 00 5 5K A9 [m] 1
Y AEAE AR R B BRI oy A BR A 45 7 12 5 T
PR H A AR AT RGETIE

018 7 M B R J5 T, e RO 8 1 A D SR A
DAY G hR vl , AR % 22 5% B [l 20 A6 T RE 7 , i RE 4R At 7T
B SE AR EHC s B B0 A AR BB A A L T AL
P AR R TR . 5 AR, A S R R
PRI JE 75 417 A 0 G T e Jre B e A A A 23 1 RORE L AR T
LT P 9 ) 52 BR T A 5 1 1) 48 e AR AR E

B A B R B AR o, IR G S T i DA v
R P S O R A M ) ey A L T U R 1A
Rt P R AL 2 T A O T o B TR T i R A ) B A
$ T4 2 43 g, R TR )2 I 4G T oK (H R
JE KT B BE 7 A TE W R A o b RO e g vk T i
5 ML A R A 0 SR 5 e 1 SR o B RO T TR
IR JE 5 AR B, SR T A 4 SRR TE R 29 T
I

AT B AR I R R TSR . AR

e N T | BU R U el o S R R A (SRR R 5
(R E VA 5 B2 Tt 70 B H R Dy ik Pk A2 J 2 o T 40
FEBET BRI TR T A . X e
AR g S0 e 5 4% B AG I U TR I

TP 27 )5k (AN IR B 8 03 M7 ¥ L S P R AT iR ) 78
AR JE B K A HE W B R R BT L, A AR
i ARG R A I T T R ) R R LA O A
SR 3% 7 W A A T O Jm B, O 7 i — 2 AL AL A
e rEne . EEAH O malik o br. Bk
AN 356 5 22 23 BT J ) T[] e 4k BELOK B AR AS 3 T T £
AT IR A . @ RN S HE . )R AT AR

S

HRECE DR AERTRERERBRNRAARER

FIow AR &S MM A EA R IX . O %

DR AT e R R kD S SO R . BRAE AR AL D Pilk
il MER , AR JE /N TR PR T S AR (i
BSA) I L5 5 G 8 S, {FL B I 07 A T B 47 25 DG Bt
JRFRAL, FRBMEM AL L R . @ FFF
5B BHE sh R S CAnJERE e ) R IR R R
5 5k R A SS & SRR AL R . @ REUE
HERie IR R . B GRARE R BTk R R (1~
10 ng/mL ) i DA J& A8 IR A I 75 2R . iR e s g . D SR
PFEEHUAST L Cn 437 56 2 4 AR ) P A 08 ED6 67 A, A D S
JE 75 1) R A 25 K (0 % e 3k AT ) 38 % 5%, DT 42 e85 Bt 1
B B0, Zhang %5050 a0 Ak £ 16 SR I LK 1A R
AT 365 . @ FF K 3w Ve 40 K kL 14 i Ak B8y
WL B R B AR LR T . Yang S5V
Tl AR R R R T Ok BT RE . © R
T bR AE R Cn s TR) 43 95 2¢ 6 Bk ol i 7 o) BR AR IR 1A
S DK R BT E “pe/mL” %L, 64N, Chen %1% FF %
4 R R AR A SR JE % 1A B 3% 0.02 ng/mL. ok
Feirg iy m O Z¥FHERE . BEMKREAR M
WS BT TR BR A B SRR . @ AR AR S Rl
b o 33 57 R DA AT 4G 0 4% o (U AOAC DIE) , H- 4k 3h
FRE MR A LR, © 2R . A
A [ Aot A AR T2 R A R vl T AL LS
= i TR M B R /R (R N AN X (Y
Yoot $ v R L G B8 F O R A S I P s B A )
R W E R B A, O £ e 4 WA BRI T T AR A B R
.

5% 0k
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