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Abstract; This article mainly summarizes the maximum residue limits of veterinary drugs, the types of limited
veterinary drugs, and the detection methods of veterinary drug residues in milk prescribed by domestic and major
dairy trading countries and organizations in the world. The similarities and differences between the new national

standard and the old national standard for the maximum limits of veterinary drug residues in milk, the major
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foreign dairy trading countries and organizations, and the recommendations for the safe and healthy development of

domestic milk quality are analyzed.

Key words: milk; veterinary drug residue; MRL; detection method
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Tab 1 New veterinary drug detection limit standards

compared with the old national standard

BZFh KR/ (g - kg™")
BT 4 14 % ( Avermectin ) WFLIAE
SF WM ( Closantel ) 45
A F AT ( Cyfluthrin) 40
= WA E 251 ( Cyhalothrin) 30
S4 5451 ( Cypermethrin ) 100
o — 54 ZTE (alpha — Cypermethrin ) 100
TR0 ( Difloxacin) IFLIAE
RS SE BT 2 1 % ( Eprinomectin ) 20
Fits 7% S22 ( Flugestone Acetate) 1
% 111 B ( Halofuginone ) IFLIAE
Bk £ (Imidocarb ) 50
IR %5 % ( Kanamycin) 150
e FEDKIE ( Levamisole ) IFLIBIAE
4% J3T ( Metamizole ) 50
FLHE T Z (Monensin ) 2
B 55T ( Moxidectin ) 40
fil§ L B3 % ( Nitroxinil ) 20
Mt A1 %% 2 ( Pirlimycin) 200
THLAEAG 2 ( Rafoxanide) 10
121j¢ 5 % ( Spiramycin ) 200
K3 B (Tilmicosin ) 50
FERTER A ( Toltrazuril ) WAFLEIEE
=S FK35ME ( Triclabendazole) 10
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Tab 2 New national standards and announcement

No. 235 changes in detection limits of veterinary drugs

55235 SN B bR

RS KrthB/ (pg - kg™ M/ (pg - kg™")
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ZF VUK ( Ampicillin) 10 4
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Z IR 2 (Tylosin) 50 100

S (Phoxim) 10
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Fig 2 Comparison of the number of types of maximum
residue limits for veterinary drug residues in milk

regulated by mainstream countries or organizations
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Fig 3 Distribution comparison of veterinary drug residues for different purposes in

different countries or organizations
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