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Progress on Food Safety Evaluation for Quinocetone

HUANG Ling - li, LI Juan, WANG Xu, PAN Yuan — hu, YUAN Zong - hui”
( National Reference Laboratory of Veterinary Drug Residues (HZAU)/ MOA Key Laboratory for the Detection of Veterinary
Drug Residues, Huazhong Agricultural University, Wuhan 430070, China)

Abstract ; In this paper the progress of toxicology, metabolism and resiude depletion of quinocetone in animals were
reviewed, and the unsolved issues were proposed followed by suggesting the contents and approaches for further
studies, which would improve the establishment of scientific food safety standards for quincetone in animals.
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