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W OE NS, bR IS Y R A D R R XU 2 B E AN T e AR R
BT 25 AT AE AR SRR, B2k AR TR AN F Bl A )32 8 FT R 2 AR Gk A Bl 7 i R o —
FERTERE , AR LB )L 5 BRI OB e . RUF T LB Lk i ss vt 42, R4k
41 A~ FE A LT B B LS MR, R RO (6 ER I BT ( LC-MS/MS ) 5E W H i 22 R A:
RWE =, I Y ILYR thhid: R XT 240 L5 20 BT 0y e XUy . A5 R W], i RAE 24 LIS
D7 W5k AF AE, H R B KO AR (pgkg) . o R 2R P AR R A R R ( XQNs - B {E
2.92 ugkg!, WREEVEH 0.49—20.1 pg-kg') , MR (YSAs P 0.39 pgkg ', 0.03—2.93 pg'kg™)
MR NELE (IMCs IR 0.16 pgkg™, IR TR (LOD) —1.14 pg-kg™) PiA Tk B8 ik 45
1%, Bt B 2R AN [ By BRI [R5 R 22 4 LB 5 9k i A R AR K P E R 22 R (P> 0.05) . &
WRFE, B4 L5 8 KT 3 A 2E BAR A KT L v s 5 S e A= R B 2 R K e (S
3.40—13.2 ng-kg™-d"-bw) , iy Al ik 430 ng-kg'-d-bw, TR ( 1.04—4.05 ng-kg™-d"-bw ) FIKFF
PERZE (1.07—4.14 ng'kg "-d"bw ) FiAERMN H B EACERAL, WIKT Wik i b 55 25 i 5k i PR
W) T HAVHEAR (ADD) . Hitt, 2240JLE T 9k h ik A UAE R, EM A XL K &
B s R E.
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Study on pollution characteristics and human exposure of
22 antibiotic in infant milk powder

LIU Ziyan' LI Wenhui* ™

(1. Capital University of Economics and Business Overseas Chinese College, Beijing, 100070, China;
2. University of Science and Technology Beijing, Beijing, 100083, China)

Abstract  Antibiotics, an emerging group of environmental contaminant, have attracted wide
attention due to their potential risks on human health and ecosystems. As a class of antibacterial
drugs and growth promoters, antibiotics are widely used in livestock farming, which may cause a
certain level of antibiotic residues in infant milk powder and pose a potential threat to infants and
young children. In the present study, 41 common brands of infant milk powder were collected from
domestic and foreign markets, and the levels of 22 antibiotics in the milk powder were determined by
liquid chromatography tandem mass spectrometry (LC-MS/MS), and the health risks of antibiotics in

infant milk powder to susceptible people such as infants and young children were evaluated. The
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results revealed that antibiotics were widely distributed in the infant milk powder. Quinolones were
the predominant compounds with mean concentrations of 2.92 pg-kg™ (0.49—20.1 pg-kg™), which
were one order of magnitude higher than those of sulfonamides (mean: 0.39 pg-kg™, 0.03 —
2.93 ug-kg™) and macrolides (mean: 0.16 pg-kg™, < limits of detection (LODs)—1.14 pg-kg™).
Statistical analysis showed that there was no significant difference in antibiotic residues in infant
milk powder at different stages and from different milk sources ( P> 0.05) .The results showed that
the average daily dose (ADD) of quinolone in infant milk powder was high (max: 430 ng-kg '-d"-bw;
mean 3.40—13.2 ng-kg™-d""-bw), while the ADD of sulfonamide (1.04—4.05 ng-kg™-d'-bw) and
macrolides (1.07—4.14 ng-kg™'-d™"-bw) were relatively low. Overall, the exposure of antibiotics in
the milk powder to infants was at a low level, which were lower than acceptable daily intake (ADI)
values. Therefore, the antibiotic residues in infant milk powder will not cause significant harm to the
growth and development of infants.

Keywords antibiotics, infant milk powder, pollution characteristics, risk assessment.

20 22 50 4RI A il 5 25 WA BRUR) B AL v DT AR 3R VR ARDRHAS I, T 545 R AR AR 4 A R
BT 8 R, B0 T & B0l & T (B, PiA A A A& Holl v 59 2 8 F X PR M
PRA R A T AR A T 0. HUAR 28 2 IR A0 TR 5478 S5, (0 40 07 A i 24, 8 28 T RE 7™ A R AR T . 4
AR BT REME A A T ERRIE, XK 288 E A I, SO O N A2 W E A A A,

ARG R, Wi e R b B R BT AR K2R 25 1, BT BB 7Lk K R AN A TR R, IF-B5 1k
Wy i B2 T T . 5 A AR A JC I B BT AR R A R B FLTEHE S AR SE, I RS W A S
oy S5 FL A A X ek o BT AR R AT R X T 5 N A — s B G . R B A LI X ks 14
ORI, A SRR B . SRS R T AR N, n] BE 52 B IR MR IR, X 24 L
Wk Fr AR ZRAR B AR (B AR ) S T

H R SC TSI hhiA: 25k B (o238 210 Y. Zhang 560 Kl 1 b [ T 4 b L QA3 A0 s i 2K 1
W PO PR ZE 2 | B S T R 2 25 40 1 1 i, Wang S5O ARG 1 2R W5 v 20 FRORIR N R L i 2 A s
R AR AR, R AR S A —E R PUE R (pg L. 5 —J5 i, th TUik h i Kok
B, JF H&A REE A BRI, B2 2%, al e T HT AR Z AR I, NG Tk U2 22 4))
JL5Hs b (895 G Rp Ak A BIF T D s AR SR i RO @3 - AR K BREA R AT SR N VD A2 | SRR D 5
11 B R R T AR 22 AR, 25 SR AE DRI 110 03 Wk AE dh A 2 ARG . Tian 50 SR = 0RO
T - ER B A N T 50 AN T8 A WA A R Al P A B RN, LR i R iy P ARG Sk Atk
PR VD REAR B (ng-kg™) . it R ] e JRUSES 20 R FH AR R 9 RIS X 8 1 4l L IE T 0 s iy B
iy g A TR HEA T 25 S 25251 R A0 TR N Sk FE Y 1009 TR 24, X 30 P b Bt A0 A 3R g B Ak ),
KWV LI T5 s s AE A i A= 205 . DRI, X DL T 85 ks b e A 3% 00 35 S A AR, AR B G
BER T EN B LB B ER G DUREAT RIS, 330 TP P 22 40y JL Ao e HAT AR 8 14 R 52 3 5L

AHFFE ST T[RRI 22 Fof e i RS | R S RO PR N R 2 BT A R B 0 O3k, JF HZ T YRR
T L A% S Al Ly AT A I, AR e A 25 2R 3 A R 4 LR PP AR ER 95 e oK A A L
.l U AE F R A L B R AT, PEAE WA T AR 2R A i B AL A R AU

1 M5 77 (Materials and methods)

1.1 35

KR P 15 26 (macrolides, MCs) : 21 % % (ERY, 99.1%) . % £1. %5 % (ROX, 90%) . 3¢ 10 % % (JOS,
98%) . Z&RH R (TYL, 82.4%) . 127i€ 7 % (SPL, 88.9%) (3 [H Sigma-Aldrich A 7] ).

it} 25 (sulfonamides, SAs) : fiff i WEME (ST, 98%) . fisfi e ik e (SPD, 98%) . fitf i H Jik S5k (SMIX,
98%) ( H A AR Ak il Tl Ak =X St ) 5 il e — FH MR e (SMIX, 99% ) (3£ Acros Organics 23 A ) ; fitf Jiiz %
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WE (SD, 99.7%) . fifi Jiie H1 HE 5 IE (SMR, 99.9% ) . fis itz [A] — F 480 W% 1 (SDM, 99.4% ) . figh fiie — HY ik S Sl et
(SIA, 99.0%) . fifk iz [&] FfT 48 W% 15 (SMIM, 98% ) (3 [ Sigma-Aldrich 23 7).

W 34 i 2 ( quinolones, QNs) : # J8 75 & (NOR, 99.9%) . Blifi ¥b & (ENR, 99.9%) . ¥4 ¥b & (CIP,
99.9%) . AP &£ (OFL, 99.9%) . ¥ Hivh & (SAR, 95.0%) . # % 70 & (FLE, 99.5%) . #% &7 & (LOM,
98%) . AP A (DIF, 98.0%) (32 [E Sigma-Aldrich A A ).

AR b o & - R PP O S 0 e -d, (SMIX-d4, 99.0%) | it il — L 1% 1 -d, (SMIX-d4, 99.0% ) , 21 %
# -"C, d;( ERY-"C, d3, 98.0 %) I 42 jiE % % 1-d;( SPI I-d;, 98.0 %) ( Iy F Jil % K Toronto Research
Chemicals 23 7] ) 5 %8 %> 2 -d;( OFL-d3, 99.5 %) . i # 7> F -ds(NOR-ds, 99%) . Vi ¥b B -dg( SAR-d8,
99.5 %) (£ [H Sigma-Aldrich A ] );

033 i TP 0 20 (56 [ Fisher 23 ], &K (50%, V/V) FH BR #i (99%, 3% [ Alfa Aesar /A ] ),
112 (98%, 3% [ Fluka 23 H)), £ Wz P02 R —4h3h (Na,EDTA) (43 Hrali, 2454 i AR50 A BR A | ).
1.2 X4

JiTi%: API3200 — i DU AT 5 K BT i A R 48 (32 [ AB A ], B A HL T 55 25 U5 (ESD) Fl Analyst
1.4.1 TAERKAF.

{f 1% . UltiMate3000 & AH (0.5 1% ( 35 [E Dionex 22 7] ); XTerra MS C18 A (% 3% 4% (2.1 mmx100 mm,
3.5 um, 3£ [E Waters A H] ).

HiAth: AutoTrace 280 4= H 2 [F #H % B Y (32 [&] Dionex /A F] ) ; Milli-Q #8 4l /K X ( 32 [E Millipore 2
H)) 3 AW (R E B AR & A BR/A F ) ; Oasis HLB(6 mL, 200 mg) (36 [E Waters /A 1) ) ; 3-15 /&£
B ML A TR AR R A B A H] ).

1.3 FESCREE

RAE 23 AH UL A LA T 2R LR 3R 41 AR (GR 1) BERCSR S TE 4 C UKEE R, A T

By 1k R A 3R Y Al LA R, 7 1 R N AT AR B H

R DRSS E

Table 1 Information about infant milk powder samples

P Wity it e A KBt ¥ 5 Wty b e A [57d=4
No. Brand Import/Local Stage No. Brand Import/Local Stage
1 Al = 1B 22 11 = 28
2 A2 2 2B 23 7 1B
3 Bl g 15 24 L = 3B
4 C1 = 1B 25 MI = 28
5 C2 & 3B 26 M2 & 2Bt
6 C3 = 3B 27 M3 = 28
7 C4 = 3B 28 M4 = 1B
8 Cs 2 3B 29 NI & 1B
9 C6 = 2Bt 30 ol = 28
10 DI = 28 31 03 = 3B
11 El i 1B 32 Pl & 2B%
12 E2 g 3B 33 Q1 i 2B
13 E3 b 1B 34 Q2 i 3B
14 E4 i 3B 35 RI = 1E2
15 Fl = 1B 36 S1 = 1B
16 F2 = 3B 37 Tl = 3B
17 F3 = 1B 38 T2 = 3B
18 Gl = 2Bt 39 X1 = 28
19 HI = 3B 40 X1 1 1B
20 Il i 1B 41 Y1 = 3B

21 Al = 28
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1.4 FESETAL R

ALIE P R T B R : BRI 1.0 g WM AR & T R VU GR &% B 08 T, A 10 mL H /2
W& (V/v=8:2) BZE UL, DL & 20 ng B H) P A% (NOR-ds. OFL-d;. SAR-dg, SMX-d,. SMX-d,. ERY-"C,
ds Fl1 SPI1-d;) Fil 1.0 g SAL4N, W EPR % 2 min, THEIR TR 12 h(453##:350 rmin'| #@E:35 C). ZJ5
7E 5000 r-min ' {92515 B0 10 min, BUEF R, 5 mL B -2 (7/r=8:2) IR IR S v, A IF Bl
W EHE FIRASTR 2 K.

1E 35 C &M T AR EEBRAAIRY S mL, il A 3 mL IFC %, WEVRT 1 min, 5000 r-min' A 5%
B0 10 min, BRI RAR S AR 2 2—3 mL. #AE W E 100 mL PET /M I 0 AU Sl 7K B
W % 100 mL, {8 20 [ AH 2 BUE R #6475 42 4 (5 mL H 2 . 5 mL @8 267K 1% 4k, 6 mL 27K -H i
(V/V=5:95) W VRN ) . PR AE 35 C M4 N R AT AR, 2/0F 0.5 mL, €4 F 1 mL. #5% 5
1 mL 208, B 12 h, Z 5 fEIRIA IR % 5 LA 14500 r-min™' 8.0 5 min, B E 2K 45E 0.22 um JE
o Uk RE A 7S B AR 0 A5 DL RS AT
1.5 ot

SR FH LW 55 8 U5 (ESD), 43 AT 076 1E 85 734 T DL 2 ) I (MRM) A5, 40 5l i 47 B B8 1
Ql FIFE T Q3 Hifh, B HEIRMN 2 T BT 50 F 5 FAURGE FXHER BArP i e +. 5
5 B SR A X AT DAk e P A v R, 53— e ) T SR B e S R 2 R AR B S
T S5, (AR 5 Foe HL R B0% I . DR AR I S35 o3 BT 4542 A5 U T 0.14 MPa, i< )
0.02 MPa, HL 55 HL & 5000 V, 25 LS 600 C, 25 46<: 0.38 MPa, IS S A Bh 25 16K 0.45 MPa.
PeAL i) 38 28 B A A 0.3% HIRR K VS W (& 0.1% (R FR 2080 B R 4%, pH=2.9), i3I B: I EE-2
 (V/v=1:1) 5 Wi . 0.2 mL-min'; #FFE & 15 pL; 86 5 8B 45 4. 0—2 min, 10%B; 2—12 min,
10%—70% B; 12—16 min, 70%—100% B, {45 3 min; 19—19.1 min, 100%—10% B; 19.1—33 min, 10% B.
1.6 Fri il 5 (R

TEE 5 W AR TS M 3% 25 F R, JERE 15 uL, X — R 50 1R A bR AR (20 ng NOR-ds, OFL-
d;. SAR-dg. SMX-d,. SMZ-d,. ERY-"C, d; Fl SPI I-dy PNH5) BEFT 43T, LA 23 A 80 F1 N A 85 7 X f e
AUZ F AT it LR S AR ZEA — N FR P 25 FURE A, DAORTERS I &5 2R i mT S k. S v e ik 2
F 25 AR . S80I bR X B0 U647 4 . 22 Fhbo Az 2 A9 nAn 3ol 72.8%—123%, AH X bR
i 2= (RSD) by 1.6%—11.2%. 250, 22 Fifb & W3 7E 358 136 Bl 9 AT R AT R 2Rk, J7 4 Hh FR
(LODs) 4 0.01—0.10 pg-kg™ (WFE2).

R 2 22 IR B | LAk ARG R (S/N=3)
Table 2 Recoveries (%) ,linear range, and limits of detection (LODs, S/N=3) of 22 antibiotics

. " s - o [BIJSR /%
biER B AHR R MEVEE/ (pgkg™) _ . LODs/
Antibiotics Surrogate Correlation Linear range Oz10 pg-kg™) (pg-kg™)
Recovery Hetke
NOR NOR-d; 0.9974 0.1—500 87.5+7.4 0.09
CIP NOR-d; 0.9987 0.05—500 82.7+11.4 0.08
DIF OFL-d; 0.9985 0.05—500 74.3£10.3 0.08
ENR OFL-d; 0.9990 0.05—500 97.4£8..9 0.08
FLE OFL-d; 0.9984 0.1—500 97.6+£6.8 0.04
OFL OFL-d; 0.9988 0.1—500 104.0+8.5 0.06
LOM OFL-d; 0.9967 0.05—500 72.4+3.3 0.05
SAR SAR-dg 0.9992 0.05—200 95.9+4.6 0.09
STZ SMX-d, 0.9974 0.01—500 84.2+5.9 0.04
SMX SMX-d, 0.9991 0.1—500 101.0+4.3 0.06

SIA SMX-d, 0.9987 0.02—500 88.3£2.7 0.06
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g2
Bk % Bt MRS LM (g kg ) e LODs/
Antibiotics Surrogate Correlation Linear range (Mz10 ng kg™) (pgkg™)
Recovery
SPD SMZ-d, 0.9985 0.02—500 98.0+5.3 0.04
SDM SMZ-d, 0.9996 0.01—500 121.0£5.6 0.04
SMZ SMZ-d, 0.9993 0.01—500 102.0+3.7 0.04
SDZ SMZ-d, 0.9986 0.05—500 101.0£3.5 0.04
SMR SMZ-d, 0.9977 0.02—500 107.0+7.1 0.04
SMM SMZ-d, 0.9985 0.02—500 112.0+7.3 0.01
SPI SPI 1-d, 0.9980 0.1—500 104.0+5.2 0.08
Jos SPI 1-d; 0.9934 0.05—200 84.445.6 0.04
TYL SPI I-dy 0.9934 0.05—200 90.0+7.1 0.10
ROX SPI 1-d, 0.9905 0.05—500 101.0+6.1 0.04
ERY ERY-"C,d; 0.9992 0.1—500 109.0+5.3 0.04

1.7 AgRR XU PP

FRF B2 &0y LA Foy e USUFH 53 SR 4l LA KA b A SEE PR B A B, AR R 00 v oA 2R A G 245 28
B B A L2 OO i A: 2R H P35 28 58 57 2 (Average daily dose, ADD), A3 (EPA, 2011)1
mr:

IRXEF X ED
ADD = EXIRXEFXED D
AT XBW

Hod, ADD: $ii 4 Z i H F R T &, pg (kg d) ' C: W8P A ZWE, ngkg s IR: IREHEA &,
kg d''; EF: @M%, d a’'; ED: SRR RPLLAT 0], a; BW: /K HE, kg; AT: "X RERTH], d.
1.8 st

AT 5T 1Y QNs, YSAs FIYMCs 4 HIACTE 9 Pl i | 8 Fliih il 1 5 Fh RIF N ERHLA AR E 2
FL A i Y48 IBM PASW Statistics 20 #PF AT 704 AW & rh b 28 R BEAIR T 40 By ik
R RR, TUZ A I A S T 0 (S I Y{E S 1153 Kolmogorov—Smirnov A6 55 >k 55 UE 4 & 75 5 1F
A3, Kruskal-Wallis JE S 50K 50 FK U ETAE R 22 5. —B0Ah Y P<0.05 Bz fa 50 5 A7
FEER.

2 5 54718 (Results and discussion)

2.1 kb A R 0TE GekoF

SR L J7 Wk i e AR FRv B DL 3R 30 R L AEAS T 19 At AE R, 4345 8 Rl i i (NOR., CIP,
DIF, ENR, FLE, OFL, LOM #l1 SAR), 6 Flfi# ffiz (SMX, SPD, SMZ., SDZ. SIA Fl SDM) F 3 K ¥F Py ik
(TYL. ROX il ERY). HAth 1 Ffi e (SPD) 1 2 F K34 P i (SPL AN JOS) 7E Fir A A i Hh ik B Y 4IK T4
DURR, AT RERIX 3 FhiA: F 3220 H T ARG R B0 YT, 78 s i AR R i AR /it M,

=RPUE R, MR IS A R ey, MR BE AT GA 2.92 pgkg '(0.49—20.1 pg-kg ™), L%
(°F ¥4 JE 039 pgkg™, 0.03—2.93 pg-kg™") A1 K 36N R 28 (OF ¥4k B2 0.16 pgkg', <LOD—
1.14 pg-kg DPUA R EE S 1 AN BRI 32 R 05 A4 78 AR A ot 8 s i i S o A= 2R 9 A i K
ik i AN R BR N TR B il 5 (D036 4), I Bl B 2E HiA: 3 B BT s AR PE A AE s R e 01 L A
FRA ik &, CIP, NOR H1 ENR 9K H 24855 (90.2%—100% ), HeJE 431 4 0.87. 0.68. 0.48 pg-kg™,
T A BT A= 224 1 238 (<60% ) Nk 2 ¥ 3R (<0.2 pgkg ). A BF5EHIE™, CIP. NOR Fl ENR # 7] /4
PP R, IFEFRF P R R (GR 4), I ATE T b A



73 XIF 5 5 B JLIC 5 954 vh 22 Rl A= 205 YR iE 1 5 7 KU 2205

R 3 BYILETT IR T PUE R HKE (n=41, pg-kg ")

Table 3 Concentrations of antibiotics in infant milk power

PR HR/IME SR8 EINIE] I Kt 3/%
Antibiotics Minimum Median Maximum Mean Detection rate
NOR <LOD 0.44 5.78 0.68 90.2
CIP 0.15 0.47 9.95 0.87 100
DIF <LOD <LOD 0.54 0.04 12.2
ENR <LOD 0.16 3.76 0.48 90.2
FLE <LOD <LOD 0.68 0.06 26.8
OFL <LOD 0.08 1.55 0.16 58.5
LOM <LOD <LOD 0.84 0.07 39.0
SAR <LOD <LOD 0.92 0.08 36.6
STZ <LOD <LOD 0.30 0.02 17.1
SMX <LOD <LOD 0.50 0.05 39.0
SIA <LOD 0.06 0.77 0.07 51.2
SPD <LOD <LOD <LOD <LOD <LOD
SDM <LOD <LOD 0.54 0.03 7.32
SMZ <LOD 0.04 0.43 0.07 58.5
SDZ <LOD <LOD 0.24 0.01 7.32
SMR <LOD 0.04 0.30 0.05 58.5
SMM <LOD <LOD 0.53 0.05 41.5
SPI <LOD <LOD <LOD <LOD <LOD
JOS <LOD <LOD <LOD <LOD <LOD
TYL <LOD <LOD 0.24 0.01 7.32
ROX <LOD <LOD 1.08 0.06 17.1
ERY <LOD 0.04 0.51 0.08 53.7
> QNs 0.49 1.96 20.1 2.92 100
>'SAs 0.03 0.27 2.93 0.39 100
>MCs <LOD 0.05 1.14 0.16 83.0
Total 0.71 2.39 23.1 3.46 100

R4 2013 b R HUAE R B RN
Table 4 Usage of some antibiotics in China in 2013™

i
P bz &5 FEM® Usage amount
Group Antibiotics Abbreviation Application A b X HiAl T
Human  Pig  Chicken Other Summary

IR R NOR & & 1013 2820 961 644 5440

WRYE CIP & & 455 3110 1060 712 5340

WD DIF HH 0 378 172 117 667

R 2 ENR HH 0 3090 1150 940 5180

QNs BE R FLE & & 119 60.6 21.6 15.1 216
AU A OFL &5 1286 2440 832 557 5110

BFEUE LOM P& 228 650 222 149 1250

YE R SAR n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a.

Total 3101 12549 4419 3134 23203
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oA
K%k bR TS T Usage amount
Group Antibiotics Abbreviation Application A i X4 HAth s
Human Pig Chicken Other Summary

Tk g s STZ HH 0.66 402 13.7 9.18 63.7

T i P e s SMX e 2.0 198 67.6 453 313

itk i — FF L S s SIA BEH na na n.a na na

TR N e SPD n.a. n.a n.a n.a n.a n.a

itk 1 ) — F A g SDM = n.a n.a n.a n.a n.a

SAs ik e — P s SMZ B EH 68.4 388 132 88.7 677
i e SDZ B A 238 648 221 148 1260

itk iz Y S s SMR A na n.a na n.a n.a
ik iz ] FP AR M SMM HH 9.93 1400 477 320 2210
Total 319 2674 911 611 4524

IR SPI B n.a n.a n.a n.a n.a

QU S JoS n.a. na na n.a na na
RIRWER TYL H1 0 3090 1050 706 4850
Mes LIRER ERY e 1244 1580 565 377 3770
BLUHR ROX B EH 184 112 67.3 225 386
Total 1428 4782 1682 1106 9006

na. B BRI Hoft: GARBRIEFING Z M4 FAEHAMK R

2.2 U R A AR RRIE

T I B B 40 )L IE J7 W5 #5 FR Y QNs. YSAs FIYMCs FY#EE UK 1(a) FTs. BAPI I 22 (W3 5) 4%
R, X = ZehuAd: WA AT B BE a0k v 6 3% 22 57 (P>0.05) . 2 BEW iy th b A Rk B /K1Y
SRSE S E N 4.48 pgkg (W EETE R 1.18—17.4 pg-kg™), Ws i T 1 BE(SF ) 3.77 ng'kg ™', 0.89—
23.1 pg-kg™) M1 3 BE(FH 2.36 pg-kg™, 0.71—6.98 pg-kg™) Hiky i A= Z (5% 8 /K.

AP RIS 4 1Y QNs. YSAs FIYMCs 975 4L /K - an &l 1(b) s, 8 xf L& 88, B 5
P55 85 175 Y K 7 G201 3.88 pg-kg ™, 1.36—23.1 pg-keg™) & & T 3F 9595 CF- {8 2.41 pgkg™,
0.71—9.15 pg-kg ), (HIFEA B ETEZE R (P>0.05). T 248 H A2, A5 E =0 i byt R &
AR, Ik 231 pgkg !, T BEEAS G,

Concentration/(ug-kg™)

—_

B~ o wo

[3S)

1

B

*
*

m MCs
i SAs
# QNs
Total

4

[

Concentration/(ug-kg™)

o

b3

mMCs
i SAs

# QNs
Total

Stage 1(n=14)

Stage 2(n=12)
Different stages

Stage 3(n=15)

(a: different stages; b: different sources)

1
Import(n=26)

Local(n=15)

Different sources
B BYILE T Pk YQNs, YSAs FIYMCs 1 B

(a: AR BT BE; b: ARSI
Fig.1 Concentrations of > QNs. Y SAs and Y} MCs in milk power



74 XI5 4 B LEC T WA v 22 R 275 YL RRAE B 2 78 KUK 2207
£S5 ARMBYIKYQNs, YSAS FIYMCs H 3 (1 81 1K 32 5 22 4047
Table 5 One-way ANOVA of }QNs, YSAS and Y MCs of milk powder at different stages
P
1Bt vs 2B 1B% vs 3B 2B% vs 3B
>QNs 0.648 0.380 0.195
>'SAs 0.611 0.309 0.642
>MCs 0.263 0.483 0.638
Total 0.678 0.381 0.210

23 RN
BT, BN AR G T Uk b 2 5% 8BRS A DS &, AR IR S5 A0l T 2019 4F
BT KA T 5B 1Y <3 P U5 £ b 24 A AR B BR ) (GB 31650-2019) H ) 5 =y 5% B PR o
(maximum residue limit, MRL) 1 H 717 45% A ## (acceptable daily intake, ADI) X} 2241y JL 1) 2 52 XU 2517
WFgR 202 S b R B, BUAE A B LW i R R v B AR, 41 YL R R AE R
it R L s B h B 2y s AR R BR e AIK 1—3 MR, A B Z e (WK 6).
F6 shYEE SRR R (ngkg ") 2

Table 6 Maximum residue limits of some veterinary drugs in animal foods (pg-kg™) ¥

hi? Fraisk Eﬁ% iﬂ%‘ﬁ% iﬁéﬁéﬂ MRL ADI
Antibiotics Marker residue Animal species Target tissue
DIF DIF A i) WUA BRI 300100 0—10
ENR ENR5CIP i i A ) WUA BRI 100100 0—2
SAR SAR X WU Ag Y 1020 0—0.3
ERY ERY A FRA B i 40 0—5
TYL TYL A 4 LG} 50 0—6
SPI SPLEA: 4 5 100 0—6
SAs SAs it LS W5 100 0—50

MRL: 5 55% 8 R, ng-kg™'; ADL H AV A R, ng-kg™'-d ™" -bw.

BE— L AR ks T B AR 2R ARG I 45 SR L 4 L2 X TR A B H R B R AR 240 L
BB E AR P RGIUAES B ORE 7 % LLUFILEE K LTS b ). Hd 0—2 A% #Z1k
FH3.6kg, LN 2T kg, 2—4 A BARE R 5.0 kg, LNl 3.6keg, 2 M BEARE R 52kg. L
4.0 kg, 3—4 H B ZIRE N 63 kg, &% N 5.1kg, 5—6 H BZIKE N 7.6kg. LN 6.7kg, 7—12 A
BEUKRTE R 10.6 kg, LN 9.9 kg, 13—24 H B EZKE R 12.7 kg, LM 12.0 kg, 25—36 H B Z K E
F 153 kg, Ltk 14.7 kg, B4 LXT WA W SR 298 94%249. 0—6 N H, 7—12 4~ A U & 13—36 4~
H RSB ) LBC 7 585 9 i, 2 IR bR 2 T A7 RSP AT, 433118 102, 109 191 gd ™ 129,

By LA A R W H RT3 7 Fion, 4558 % IS4l L1 M i T 25 0 A 38 19 22 B8 /K P A X
fern, Hig REEFBIRIEIAE] T 430 ng'kg '-d " -bw, B{ETE 3.40—13.2 ng-kg '-d"-bw. XF T KIF N EE ST
A R AR R AT B, o R R 8 W 31.2 ng-kg '+d ™ bw, BI{EAE 1.07—4.14 ng-kg™'-d "-bw. X T
W2 hiA: R W B TR KEEAR, S E WA 57.3 ng-kg '-d -bw, J{ETE 1.04—4.05 ng-kg '-d "-bw.

XFFaX 41 B4 LB Ty Wk K v, B4y LG M v i 21 L il e 25 RN K AR N R 2R i AR R i Y 2 2 K
V- L (Bl i b S 2 0 R Ak B B ) ADIELAIR 2—3 B R (W 6). R, 2240 LWk rh i A
TR X ILEE 1 B AT EAR KT, AT B YLK & & s R B fa®. HEEEmN
&, ARWEGE S 2 1) (Sl PRt £ v 88 24 0 R i P PR ) (GB 31650-2019) {30 & 20470 A 28 1Y) de i 5% B2
FR AN H AP A S A T B, PRGSO o B A 2R AT T IKUBS DA, PP AL 45 2 v] e 2K T 55 bR
SR 25 J& BN AS [ 40 Az R Z 0] A 25k B LA T, 5o v (ISPt A 284 J00 25 8 vk A A £t o s s 7
1 e FE AR Z A0
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Table 7 Daily exposure to antibiotics in powdered milk for infants(ng-kg'-d™"'-bw )
5 i

PiE AR Male Female
Antibiotics Age f/ME TR ¥iE e/ ME STONEE ¥iE
Minimum Maximum Mean Minimum Maximum Mean
0—2J4 0.00 143 8.22 0.00 190 10.9
2—4JF] 0.00 137 7.88 0.00 182 10.4
2H 0.00 331 10.2 0.00 430 13.2
. 3—4)] 0.00 139 7.98 0.00 139 7.98

WA
5—6/1 0.00 112 7.24 0.00 127 8.21
7—12H 0.00 165 5.96 0.00 177 6.38
13—24H 0.00 47.9 3.94 0.00 50.8 4.17
25—36H 0.00 39.8 3.27 0.00 41.4 3.40
0—2JA 0.00 19.0 2.52 0.00 253 3.36
2—4J4 0.00 182 242 0.00 242 3.21
2H 0.00 441 3.12 0.00 57.3 4.05
‘ 3—4H 0.00 18.6 2.45 0.00 18.6 2.45
il
5—6H 0.00 15.0 2.22 0.00 17.0 2.52
7—12H 0.00 8.34 1.83 0.00 8.93 1.96
13—24H 0.00 5.73 1.21 0.00 6.06 1.28
25—36H 0.00 4.76 1.00 0.00 495 1.04
0—2JA 0.00 10.4 2.58 0.00 13.8 3.44
2—4Jf] 0.00 9.95 2.47 0.00 13.2 2.39
2H 0.00 24.1 3.19 0.00 31.2 4.14
s 3—4H 0.00 10.2 2.50 0.00 10.1 2.50
KA NERSE

5—6H 0.00 8.18 2.27 0.00 9.28 2.57
7T—12H 0.00 18.0 1.87 0.00 19.3 2.00
13—24H 0.00 6.79 1.23 0.00 7.19 1.31
25—36H 0.00 5.64 1.02 0.00 5.87 1.07

3 4518 (Conclusion)

ARSCHTFE T B2 LECTT Wik e il BT AR BRI T YR i A2 8 7K. DRSS R W0k rR A7 e DT AR R Bk
B, HCrp SR A ) S W VR, LR B DR AR . AT 5 2 AN [] B BRI ) 4 05 2 4 LI 7 543 v
VARG B AL R F V22 5. —2RPUE R B BEKCFER T (v i b 8 25 B 5 B PR A )
H ADIE. SARE, B4 LB 82 K F-2 A e BAR A KF-. DAt 2240 JLIRCT5 W3k b BT sk B b A=
I AN 23 X B4l LA AR K 7 3 B ) 8 5
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