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Study on the Residual and Elimination Laws of Amoxicillin Residues in Eggs
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Abstract
unreasonable use in clinic. [ Method ] Two groups of healthy adult laying hens were fed with amoxicillin from different manufacturers at a dose

(Luoyang Huizhong Animal Medicine Co. ,Ltd. ,National Research Center for Vet-
[ Objective ] To investigate the rule of residual elimination of amoxicillin in eggs, determine the withdrawal period and prevent its

of 100 mg/kg body weight for 5 days. Samples were taken during the administration period to 14 days after the administration, 15 eggs were
taken from each group daily. ELISA kit was used to detect the amoxicillin residues and WT1. 4 software to calculate the withdrawal period.
[ Result] Drug concentration in the both groups reached the highest values on the first day after discontinuation. The withdrawal period of
amoxicillin in eggs in two groups was 12. 74 and 12. 72 d respectively. [ Conclusion] Amoxicillin has a longer residual time in eggs, and there

was no significant difference in the drug withdrawal period between the different manufacturers of amoxicillin in eggs.
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Table 2 The test results of variation coefficient
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Fig.2 The residue elimination of amoxicillin in eggs ( MRLs =
10 pg/kg)in group I
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Fig.3 The residue elimination of amoxicillin in eggs ( MRLs =
10 pg/kg)in group II
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