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Abstract

Antibiotic residues in dairy milk not only affect dairy processing but also harm human health. The
state and dairy processing enterprises attach great importance to this problem. The detection of
residual antibiotics in raw milk has become an important quality index for dairy processing en-
terprises. Strict rejection measures were also carried out for raw milk with positive test results for
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antibiotic residues. In recent years, the problem of anti-false positive of milk containing unknown
cause is more prominent, which brings huge economic loss to the dairy farm, and has become one
of the hot issues concerned by the dairy farm. In this paper, with the research data on the false
positive of antibiotics in cow raw milk, based on the author’s long-term accumulation of work and
clinical research in the dairy cow clinical front line, the author conducted a clinical analysis and
research on the problem of false positive detection of antibiotics in dairy cow raw milk, from
causes and prevention and control measures, etc. in here to communication.
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