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Abstract 
Honey is a matrix noted for its wide consumption as a sweetener and its anti-inflammatory, antioxidant, and 
antimicrobial properties; however, its physicochemical quality can be compromised by the presence of toxicants 
such as pesticides. This review aims to gather recent information on pesticides in honey from the approach to their 
detection, understanding, and adverse effects on human health. A bibliographic and bibliometric analysis was 
carried out in academic databases limited to the last five and thirty years, respectively, comprising the keywords 
“honey”, “pesticides” and their types of pesticides or the agrochemical compound directly. It was found that there 
are about 30 pesticides detected in honey, in which organochlorine, organophosphate, and neonicotinoid 
compounds stood out for their concentrations concerning Maximum Residue Levels (MRL). Their physicochemical 
alteration was not well explored beyond slight variations in brightness and manganese concentration, and its 
consumption may have repercussions on human reproductive health. It was also determined that there was limited 
development on the scientific subject seeing that it is important to explore and investigate more on the issue due 
to the great impact of honey as a product of high consumption at a global level. 

Keywords: Agrochemicals; Bibliometrix; Insecticides; Lindane; Chlorpyrifos; Maximum residue limit; LC-MS/MS; 
GC-MS/MS. 

Resumo 
O mel é uma matriz que se destaca pelo seu amplo consumo como edulcorante e por suas propriedades anti-
inflamatórias, antioxidantes e antimicrobianas; no entanto, sua qualidade físico-química pode ser comprometida 
pela presença de elementos tóxicos, como os pesticidas. Esta revisão tem como objetivo coletar informações 
recentes sobre pesticidas no mel sob a perspectiva de sua detecção, compreensão e efeitos adversos à saúde 
humana. Foram realizadas as análises bibliográfica e bibliométrica em bases de dados acadêmicas limitadas aos 
últimos cinco e trinta anos, respectivamente, com as palavras-chave “honey” (mel), “pesticides” (pesticidas) e tipos 
de pesticidas ou o nome do composto agroquímico diretamente. Foram detectados cerca de 30 pesticidas no mel, 
dos quais se destacam os compostos organoclorados, organofosforados e neonicotinoides, devido às suas 
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concentrações em relação aos Limites Máximos de Resíduos (LMR). A alteração físico-química do mel é pouco 
explorada, sendo observadas pequenas variações de brilho e concentração de manganês. Note-se que o consumo 
de mel com pesticidas pode ter repercussões na saúde reprodutiva humana. Foi também verificado que existe a 
pesquisa científica sobre o assunto é limitada e que é importante explorar e investigar mais sobre o assunto, devido 
ao grande impacto que o mel tem como produto de alto consumo em todo o mundo. 

Palavras-chave: Agrotóxico; Bibliometrix; Inseticidas; Lindano; Clorpirifos; Limite máximo de resíduos; LC-MS/MS; 
GC-MS/MS. 

Highlights 
• Honey contamination is a Food Safety issue of global concern 
• Pesticides in honey can alter both bee and human health 
• Insecticides are a critical group in the contamination and safety of honey consumption 

1 Introduction 
Honey is a natural product that has been consumed by humans since ancient times. The composition, 

aroma, flavor, and color of honey depend on the type of plant where pollination takes place, as well as the 
geographic regions, climate, and the species of honeybees involved in its production (Oroian et al., 2018). 
Honey has been used as a food of high nutritional value since it contains essentially carbohydrates, along 
with minerals, amino acids, vitamins, volatile chemical substances, phenolic acids, flavonoids, and 
carotenoid-like substances, among others (Kamal et al., 2019). This product has extensive use and 
consumption not only as a sweetener, but also for its therapeutic properties offered in alternative medicine as 
an anti-inflammatory, antioxidant, and antimicrobial (Meo et al., 2017). These properties make honey 
consumption attractive to a society that is becoming interested in a healthier and safer lifestyle, largely owing 
to the impact of the coronavirus pandemic and this consumption habit is reflected in market studies where it 
is established that the global size of the honey market for 2021 was valued at around USD 8.58 billion with 
a projected growth of 5.2% to 2030 (Grand View Research, 2022). Accordingly, the quality of honey plays 
a fundamental factor in the success of the production and marketing of this product, where it is expected that 
the components of this type of matrix meet optimal standards of safe consumption, thus ensuring the 
nutritional contribution and acceptability by the consumer (Ballesteros et al., 2019; Tsagkaris et al., 2021). 
Within this physicochemical understanding, a critical problem stands out, which are related to those factors 
that can compromise the quality and safety of the honey, i.e., the pesticides. Pesticides are a group of chemical 
compounds used to eliminate pests (such as insects, rodents, fungi, or unwanted plants -weeds-) and/or agents 
that can cause damage to crops (World Health Organisation, 2020). Research on the effects of pesticide use 
in agriculture where the beekeeping industry is involved has determined that these compounds contribute to 
the decline of honeybee products and affect crop yields (Fikadu, 2020). Although the number of 
investigations on the effect of pesticides in the beekeeping industry has increased, the focus on the 
relationship between pesticides and honey and their effects has not been developed extensively, thus, it is 
noteworthy to gather recent information on pesticides found in honey. This objective is achieved by updating 
information about pesticides found in honey, as well as the physicochemical alteration that can be caused by 
the presence of the pesticide in the matrix, and possible dangers to human consumption, along with the trend 
evaluation in order to respond to the rising interest in honey. 

2 Methodology 
The methodology was based on the first stage of bibliographic analysis and the second stage of bibliometric 

analysis. However, these processes were carried out simultaneously to achieve a complete development of 
the review. 
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2.1 Bibliographic analysis 

ScienceDirect, PubMed, and Google Scholar databases were consulted for literature on the topic of interest 
with limitations to the last five years (2017-2022). For the literatures where the time range determined for the 
update was not met, the articles were gathered up from 2010 to 2016 (as a list of pesticides or studies in 
Colombia, see results). The main search keywords were “honey” with the Boolean connector “AND” for the 
focus on pesticides and their types (“pesticides”; “insecticides”, “fungicides”, “herbicides”, “rodenticides”, 
“bactericides”, “larvicide”), or the chemical compound belonging to the toxicants to be evaluated with the 
Boolean connector “OR” (“atrazine”, “pirimicarb”, “coumaphos”, “permethrin”, “chlorpyrifos”, among 
others). For the specifications, “honey”, the type of pesticide (or as general), or the chemical compound of 
interest was included together with the concepts of the field to be worked on (i. e.: “bioaccumulation”, 
“detection”, “physicochemical parameters”, “physicochemical characteristics”, “microbiome”, among 
others). Thus, some of the search combinations used were: 

• “honey” AND “insecticides” 

• “honey” AND (“chlorpyrifos” OR “coumaphos”) 

• “honey” AND “chlorpyrifos” AND “bioaccumulation” 

• “honey” AND (“fungicides” OR “herbicides”) AND “physicochemical characteristics” 
• “honey” AND “pesticides” AND (“detection” OR “human health”) 

2.2 Bibliometric analysis 

A bibliometric analysis was carried out through the bibliographic database Scopus, where articles and 
reviews from the last 30 years (1991-2001) were selected. The search algorithm was proposed as focus terms 
“honey” and “pesticides” with some of their respective types (insecticides, fungicides, herbicides, 
rodenticides, bactericides, and larvicides) using the Boolean connector “AND”, and as variants depending on 
the terms, different names of compounds belonging to the group of pesticides established based on the 
literature on the presence and contents of pesticides (and toxicants) in honey were proposed using the Boolean 
connector “OR”. The search algorithm used was: 

(TITLE-ABS-KEY (“honey”) AND TITLE-ABS-KEY (pesticides OR insecticides OR fungicides OR 
herbicides OR rodenticides OR bactericides OR larvicide) AND TITLE-ABS-KEY (atrazine OR benalaxyl 
OR pirimicarb OR acetamiprid OR carbendazim OR “carfentrazone-ethyl” OR chlorpyrifos OR 
chloroanthranilic OR coumaphos OR deltamethrin OR dimethoate OR diphenylamine OR azoxystrobin OR 
imidacloprid OR malathion OR malaoxon OR methoxyfenozide OR propargite OR pentachlorophenol OR 
permethrin OR pinostrobin OR tebuthiuron OR “thiophanate-methyl” OR trifloxystrobin OR thiamethoxam 
OR lindane OR clothianidin OR cypermethrin OR dinotefuran OR quinalphos OR “pirimiphos-methyl” OR 
diazinon OR phosmet)) AND (LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 2021) OR LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 2020) OR 
LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 2019) OR LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 2018) OR LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 2017) OR 
LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 2016) OR LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 2015) OR LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 2014) OR 
LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 2013) OR LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 2012) OR LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 2011) OR 
LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 2010) OR LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 2009) OR LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 2008) OR 
LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 2007) OR LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 2006) OR LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 2005) OR 
LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 2004) OR LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 2003) OR LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 2002) OR 
LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 2001) OR LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 2000) OR LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 1999) OR 
LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 1998) OR LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 1997) OR LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 1995) OR 
LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 1994) OR LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 1992) OR LIMIT-TO (PUBYEAR, 1991)) 
AND (LIMIT-TO (DOCTYPE, ar”) OR LIMIT-TO (DOCTYPE, “re”)). 

From the results of the algorithm, data analysis on scientific production was obtained in this same tool 
according to years, countries, and type of document. Bibliometric analysis was carried out using VOSviewer 
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software (Van Eck & Waltman, 2010), with indicators of data relationship and collaboration (i.e., co-
occurrence of keywords and co-authorships between authors and countries), according to methodology 
proposed by Baena-Pedroza et al. (2021). In addition, time-dependent clustering analyses of these selected 
co-occurrences were obtained. The minimum number of occurrences of a keyword was selected to be 41 
(total number of key terms used in the search algorithm), where out of 5738 words 740 meet the threshold 
and 110 keywords were obtained for filtering according to the desired approach. 

Using the same search algorithm extracted from Scopus, Bibliometrix package within R environment was 
used to analyze and map the bibliographic data with the version 1.442 of RStudio in Windows 10. 
Bibliometrix’s functions was used to analyzing dataset of articles including annual scientific production and 
three fields plot. In addition, some functions as conceptual, intellectual, and social structure were analyzed. 

3 Results 
The results are focused on a compilation of recent information on the topic of interest, but as can be seen 

below, there will be a development of articles with dates before the time range used due to the limited research 
development on pesticides in this matrix. 

3.1 Pesticides found in honey 

The direct interaction of bees and nectar of pollinated plants is the source of the arrival of pesticides to honey 
since many of them are found in crops that receive agrochemical treatment with these compounds. Although 
the bee is the agent directly affected, many of these pesticides through their transformation or their residues can 
accumulate in honey and other bee products, as shown in Figure 1 (Belsky & Joshi, 2020; Vargas-Valero et al., 
2020). Pesticides found in honey are considered persistent organic pollutants (POPs), which can persist in the 
environment through bioaccumulation in different matrices and biomagnifies in ecosystems, and have properties 
of chronic toxicity, one of their main compounds being lindane (Wang et al., 2019). Some of these POPs are 
classificated as “commonly used pesticides (CUP)”, which are more water-soluble, less persistent, and less 
bioaccumulative than other POPs, including organophosphates such as chlorpyrifos (Adeyinka et al., 2022). 
However, their massive use and extensive amounts represent a critical hazard for those organisms that interact 
with the matrices containing the product, due to their carcinogenic, neurotoxic, adverse growth, endocrine 
disruption, or respiratory effects (Degrendele et al., 2022; Villalba et al., 2020). 

 
Figure 1. Honeybee exposure to pesticides and arrival of agrochemical residues in honey. Honeybees mostly perform 
pollination from plants linked to agrochemical processes for pest control. The pesticide is introduced into the animal's 

metabolism by dermal contact and/or ingestion of the plant products. Within all the metabolic processes of the bee 
residues of pesticides (direct or biotransformed) to bee products such as honey, there is a concern about the 

components of this matrix. Modified from Crenna et al. (2020). 

The identification of these pesticides in honey can be an indirect indicator of Good Agricultural Practices 
(GAPs) in terms of agrochemical management of crops in which honeybees take place, because it is of great 
importance to understand the type of pesticide to approach in the best way strategies to improve the quality 
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of life for organisms and abiotic factors related to these practices, beyond the physicochemical knowledge of 
this product (Kumar et al., 2018). Another important consideration about honey as an indicator of practices 
related to the application of pesticides is that the study of pesticides in honeybees directly cannot be fruitful 
due to the rapid metabolic transformations that these products can have within them and the selectivity and 
representativeness of the colony at the time of proposing the sampling of the experiment. So, the analysis of 
their products could be useful for the confirmation or complementation of information on the analysis of 
pesticides (Murcia-Morales et al., 2022). 

Extracting and quantifying the concentration of these chemical compounds in the different matrix in traces 
has been very important. Extraction methods such as solid-phase extraction (SPE) or dispersive extraction 
(QuEChERS) are used for some pesticides that can be quantified between 0.005 and 0.01 ng·g-1 (Mejías & 
Garrido, 2022) (Table 1). Pesticides detection in honey (and another matrix) can be done using spectrometric 
and chromatographic analysis, such as liquid chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry (LC-MS/MS) and 
gas chromatography-mass spectrometry (GC-MS) (Almutairi et al., 2021; Mejías & Garrido, 2022; 
Tette et al., 2016) (Table 1). Here it is highlighted that the detection of pesticides, due to its growing interest, 
is a field that is proposing new techniques and new analytical tools for faster and more sensitive detection of 
pesticides (Fauzi et al., 2021). 

Table 1. List of common pesticides detected in bee honey. MRL: maximum residual limit; QuEChERS: quick, easy, 
cheap, effective, rugged, and safe method; SPE: solid-phase extraction; SLE: liquid-phase extraction; GC-MS: gas 
chromatography coupled to mass spectrometry; LC-MS/MS: liquid chromatography coupled to tandem mass 
spectrometry; TSD: specific thermionic detector (nitrogen and phosphorus detector); DAD: diode array detector. 

Type of 
pesticide 

Main group Mechanism of action Chemical product 

Method of 
analysis and 

extraction (Mejías 
& Garrido, 2022) 

MLR (mg kg-1) 
(European 

Comission, 2022c) 
References 

Insecticides Organophosphates 
Acetylcholinesterase 

inhibition 

Chlorpyrifos 
QuEChERS and 

GC–MS 
0.01 

Adeyinka et al., 
2022; Carral, 2016; 

Vargas-
Valero et al., 2020 

Coumaphos 
SPE and LC-

MS/MS 
0.1 

Adeyinka et al., 
2022; Vargas-

Valero et al., 2020 

Dimethoate 
SPE and LC-

MS/MS 
0.01 

Adeyinka et al., 
2022; Carral, 2016; 

Vargas-
Valero et al., 2020 

Malathion 
QuEChERS and 

GC–MS 
0.05 

Adeyinka et al., 
2022; Carral, 2016; 

Vargas-
Valero et al., 2020 

Malaoxon SLE and GC-TSD* 0.01** 

Adeyinka et al., 
2022; European 

Comission, 2022a; 
Matus et al., 2010; 

Vargas-
Valero et al., 2020 

Phosmet 
SPE and LC-

MS/MS 
0.05 

Adeyinka et al., 
2022; Carral, 2016; 

Sanchez-Bayo & 
Goka, 2016 

Diazinon 
QuEChERS and 

GC–MS 
0.01 

Adeyinka et al., 
2022; Carral, 2016; 

Sanchez-Bayo & 
Goka, 2016 
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Type of 
pesticide 

Main group Mechanism of action Chemical product 

Method of 
analysis and 

extraction (Mejías 
& Garrido, 2022) 

MLR (mg kg-1) 
(European 

Comission, 2022c) 
References 

Pirimiphos-methyl 
QuEChERS and 

GC–MS 
0.05 

Adeyinka et al., 
2022; Sanchez-
Bayo & Goka, 

2016 

Quinalphos 
QuEChERS and 

GC–MS 
0.05 

Adeyinka et al., 
2022; Sanchez-
Bayo & Goka, 

2016 

Carbamates 
Acetylcholinesterase 

inhibition 
Pirimicarb 

QuEChERS and 
GC–MS 

0.05 

Choi et al., 2020; 
Carral, 2016; 
Silberman & 
Taylor, 2022 

Pyrethroids 
Alteration of the function 

of voltage-dependent 
sodium channels 

Fluvalinate 
QuEChERS and 

GC–MS 
0.05 

Chrustek et al., 
2018; Carral, 2016; 
Erban et al., 2019 

Permethrine 
QuEChERS and 

GC–MS 
0.01** 

Carral, 2016; 
European 

Comission, 2022a; 
Vargas-

Valero et al., 2020 

Deltamethrin 
QuEChERS and 

GC–MS 
0.05 

Chrustek et al., 
2018; Carral, 2016; 

Vargas-
Valero et al., 2020 

Organochlorines 

Alteration of the function 
of voltage-dependent 

sodium channels and γ-
aminobutyric acid 

(GABA) 
neurotransmission 

Pentachlorophenol 
SPE and LC-

MS/MS* 
0.01** 

Jayaraj et al., 2016; 
Kraševec et al., 
2021; Vargas-

Valero et al., 2020 

Lindane 
QuEChERS and 

GC–MS 
0.01 

Kraševec et al., 
2021; Sanchez-
Bayo & Goka, 

2016 

Organosulfurates 

Inhibition of 
mitochondrial ATP 
synthase activity, 

inhibiting oxidative 
phosphorylation 

Propargite 
QuEChERS and 

GC–MS 
0.05 

Carral, 2016; 
Lewis et al., 2016; 

Vargas-
Valero et al., 2020 

Anthranilic diamides 

Alteration of the internal 
calcium reservoirs causes 
exhaustion and therefore 
muscular paralysis of the 

insect 

Chlorantraniliprole 
SPE and LC-

MS/MS 
0.05 

Carral, 2016; 
Lewis et al., 2016; 

Vargas-
Valero et al., 2020 

Neonicotinoids 

Inhibition of the active 
site of nicotinic 

acetylcholine receptors 
(nAChR) 

Acetamiprid 
SPE and LC-

MS/MS 
0.05 

Carral, 2016; Ihara 
& Matsuda, 2018; 

Vargas-
Valero et al., 2020 

Imidacloprid 
SPE and LC-

MS/MS 
0.05 

Carral, 2016; Ihara 
& Matsuda, 2018; 

Vargas-
Valero et al., 2020 

Dinotefuran 
QuEChERS and 

LC-DAD* 
0.01** 

Carral, 2016; 
European 

Comission, 2022a; 
Ihara & Matsuda, 
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Type of 
pesticide 

Main group Mechanism of action Chemical product 

Method of 
analysis and 

extraction (Mejías 
& Garrido, 2022) 

MLR (mg kg-1) 
(European 

Comission, 2022c) 
References 

2018; Rabea et al., 
2018; Sanchez-
Bayo & Goka, 

2016 

Thiamethoxam 
SPE and LC-

MS/MS 
0.05 

Carral, 2016; Ihara 
& Matsuda, 2018; 
Sanchez-Bayo & 

Goka, 2016 

Clothianidin 
SPE and LC-

MS/MS 
0.05 

Carral, 2016; Ihara 
& Matsuda, 2018; 
Sanchez-Bayo & 

Goka, 2016 

Thiacloprid 
SPE and LC-

MS/MS 
0.2 

Carral, 2016; Ihara 
& Matsuda, 2018; 
Renaud et al., 2018 

Sulfoximines 
Competitive inhibition of 

nicotinic acetylcholine 
receptors (nAChR) 

Sulfoxaflor 
QuEChERS and 

GC–MS* 
0.05 

Capela et al., 2022; 
Carral, 2016; 

Kim et al., 2017; 
Lewis et al., 2016 

Hydrazines 

Antagonist/agonist action 
on the E20 hormone, 

essential in the molting 
and metamorphosis 

process of some insects 

Methoxyfenozide 
QuEChERS and 

GC–MS 
0.05 

Carral, 2016; 
Lewis et al., 2016; 

Vargas-
Valero et al., 2020 

Fungicides 

Phenylamides 

Disruption of fungal 
nucleic acid synthesis 
through inhibition of 
RNA polymerase I 

Benalaxyl 
SPE and LC-

MS/MS 
0.05 

Choi et al., 2020; 
Carral, 2016; 

Lewis et al., 2016 

Benzimidazoles and 
carbamates 

Inhibition of mitosis and 
cell division by affecting 

beta tubulin 

Carbendazim 
SPE and LC-

MS/MS 
1 

Carrasco et al., 
2017; Lewis et al., 

2016; Vargas-
Valero et al., 2020 

Tiophanate-methyl 
SPE and LC-

MS/MS 
1 

Carrasco et al., 
2017; Lewis et al., 

2016; Vargas-
Valero et al., 2020 

Strobilurins 
Inhibition of electron 

transfer in photosynthesis 

Fluoxastrobin SLE and LC-DAD* 0.05 

Carral, 2016; 
Feng et al., 2020; 
Sun et al., 2017; 

Vargas-
Valero et al., 2020 

Pyraclostrobin 
QuEChERS and 

LC-MS/MS* 
0.05 

Carral, 2016; 
Feng et al., 2020; 
Lin et al., 2022; 

Vargas-
Valero et al., 2020 

Trifloxystrobin 
QuEChERS and 

LC-MS/MS* 
0.05 

Carral, 2016; 
Feng et al., 2020; 
Luo et al., 2020; 

Vargas-
Valero et al., 2020 

Herbicides 
Triazines and 

derivatives 
(triazolinones) 

Inhibition of electron 
transfer in photosynthesis 

Atrazine 
QuEChERS and 

GC–MS 
0.05 

Choi et al., 2020; 
Carral, 2016; 

Grasselli et al., 
2018 
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Type of 
pesticide 

Main group Mechanism of action Chemical product 

Method of 
analysis and 

extraction (Mejías 
& Garrido, 2022) 

MLR (mg kg-1) 
(European 

Comission, 2022c) 
References 

Cell membrane disruptor 
by blocking chlorophyll 

biosynthesis and 
inhibiting the enzyme 
polyphenol oxidase 

(PPO) 

Carfentrazone-ethyl 
QuEChERS and 

GC–MS 
0.05 

Carral, 2016; 
Lewis et al., 2016; 

Vargas-
Valero et al., 2020 

Thidiazole-ureas 

Inhibition of 
photosynthesis with 

alteration of photosystem 
II (PSII) 

Tebuthiuron LC-MS/MS* 0.01** 

European 
Comission, 2022a; 
Lewis et al., 2016; 

Thomas et al., 
2020; Vargas-

Valero et al., 2020 

*Citation not corresponding to central citation of extraction and analysis methods, see reference column of the pesticide in question. **The 
MRL of the pesticide is not specifically defined, so by general default its value is 0.01 mg kg-1 (European Comission, 2022a). 

The detection and quantification of pesticides in honey became a critical activity as it is found in important 
and considerable quantities, which can even exceed the maximum residue limits (MRL) of pesticides, defined 
as the highest possible level of tolerance to traces of pesticides in products for human consumption or others 
when a correct application of Good Agricultural Practices, established by regulatory agents such as the 
European Union, is carried out (European Comission, 2022b; Food and Agriculture Organization of the 
United Nations, 2020). Hence, Table 1 summarize some of the pesticides commonly detected in honey, 
together with their mechanism of action, method of extraction and analysis, and MRL. 

In Table 1, it can be observed that among the pesticides indicated in this table, data was not shown about 
bactericides, rodenticides, and larvicides, since the majority of studies on the subject are focused on the 
effects on the honeybee as a key insect of the Colony Collapse Problem (CCP) and as the fungus as one of 
the main phytopathogenic agents in crops (Cullen et al., 2019; Douglas et al., 2020). In some studies, on the 
detection and quantification of pesticides in raw honey, residues of pesticides such as imidacloprid, 
deltamethrin, and (beta)cypermethrin are described above the MRL, and for commercialized honey, 
chlorpyrifos, imidacloprid, and malathion can be found in concentrations higher than those indicated by the 
MRL (Valdovinos-Flores et al., 2017; Xiao et al., 2022). At the same time, it is common to detect a large 
amount of these pesticides below the MRLs (Darko et al., 2017). In a more particular case, one of the few 
studies conducted on this issue in Colombia in 2014 showed that only 5% of the analyzed kinds of honey 
exceeded the MRL according to the pesticide analyzed (the critical ones being lindane and other 
organochlorines, and chlorpyrifos) (López et al., 2014). The fact that they continue to be detected even below 
the limits continues to be a factor of concern due to the bioaccumulation capacity of many commercially used 
pesticides, where they are chronically exposed to concentrations that usually result in lethal and sublethal 
effects in humans and other organisms, with a lack of knowledge of these effects due to the lack of 
delimitation of the time ranges for this exposure (Gupta & Gupta, 2020). As can be seen in Table 1, there are 
pesticides with extremely low tolerance, so their understanding of bioaccumulation and adverse effects on 
humans through the consumption of this type of product should be evaluated promptly. One reason why the 
concentrations of pesticides found in honey are relatively low, and therefore not much investigated and 
explored, is because to other honeybee products (such as beeswax) these concentrations in the matrix of 
interest are much lower, possibly also linked to the different synthesis of these two products by this animal 
(Calatayud-Vernich et al., 2018; Leska et al., 2021). 

3.2 Physical and chemical alteration of honey and risk to human consumption 

Several studies had analyzed changes in the physicochemical parameters of honey with the presence of 
pesticides. 



Pesticides in honey: bibliographic and bibliometric analysis towards matrix quality for consumption 
Jaramillo-Zárate, M. J., & Londoño-Giraldo, L. M. 

 

Braz. J. Food Technol., Campinas, v. 26, e2022112, 2023 | https://doi.org/10.1590/1981-6723.11222 9/15 

Main conclusions are related to the fact that there is no physicochemical alteration of the matrix and the 
risk associated with the consumption of honey exposed to the mentioned pesticides is negligible (Mulugeta, 
2017). However, it is possible to find, although infrequently, honey samples that exceed the MRLs; as in the 
case of Kędzierska-Matysek et al. (2022), where 0.9% of analyzed honey samples exceed the MLRs in terms 
of their concentration of amitraz, glyphosate, acetamiprid, thiacloprid, azoxystrobin, among others. For more 
information on the agrochemicals found in honey and their MRLs, please refer to Table 1. In addition, it has 
been described that those honey with toxicant contamination (where pesticides are also evaluated) may 
present differences reflected in higher hidroximethylfurfural (HMF) contents or color changes; and the 
presence of neonicotinoids has been related to low manganese concentrations and the brightness of the 
analyzed honey samples (Scripcă & Amariei, 2021). 

The lack of information about the possible physicochemical and microbiological alterations of this matrix 
may be due to the primordial need to directly detect pesticides in honey, due to the risks already associated with 
them, leaving in the background the research on how honey is compromised in its nutritional contribution and 
its innocuousness in the possible transformations that the pesticide may undergo until it reaches the moment of 
consumption by humans. Similarly, the literature already explains how honey can be a vehicle for intoxication 
with pesticides at the time of consumption and finds a close relationship with a negative impact on human 
reproductive health. In general, honey is conceived as a product that, even if the pesticide is present in its 
composition, its risk index is not considerable, and it is improbable to observe the development of these adverse 
effects through its consumption (Naggar et al., 2017). According to El-Nahhal (2020), there is also evidence of 
the effects of this pesticide-contaminated honey which may contain a significant content of a wide variety of 
agrochemicals in very broad range of concentrations. About 92 types of pesticides from different international 
sources record, in average daily adult honey consumption rates, chlorpyrifos and lindane at values of 14.83 and 
22.42 ng g-1, respectively, while acetamiprid and imidacloprid are set at 0.17 ng g-1, respectively (according to 
hazard index discussed by the author); these exposure data are linked to the possibility to have a decreased 
semen quality (in organophosphate pesticide type) and a high risk of infertility in females (organochlorine type). 
It is also reported that the consumption of honey containing lindane (along with other types of pesticides) may 
be linked to miscarriages, reduced implantation processes, shortening of the menstrual cycle, and even prostate 
cancer (Mukiibi et al., 2021). Despite the impact it can have, a study on the simulation of these adverse effects 
in humans found that the only pesticide with carcinogenic properties, with compounds such as diazinon and 
permethrin being evaluated, is lindane (Mahdavi et al., 2022). 

3.3 Bibliometric analysis 

The bibliometric analyses in terms of scientific production establish that there begins to be a significant 
production of the topic around 2005 onwards, with the exponential growth of research since 2011 
approximately (Figure 2A); the topics has evolved since techniques of quantitation, the recognition of the 
main pesticides that affect bee health and honey production, up to the inclusion of this topic with a food safety 
approach, as seen in Figure 2B. The plots obtained in Figure 2C are surely explained by the honeybee 
population crisis that occurred between 2006 and 2007 in the United States of America (USA), and with 
significant losses in the numbers of this same population around 2013 (United States Environmental 
Protection Agency, 2022); accordingly, it is the country with the highest number of research and scientific 
work on the subject, followed by China and other countries with a fairly low number of publications 
concerning the former. The analysis regarding keywords is also related to the persistent issue of research 
focused on to the bee health, leaving to a secondary degree of importance the understanding of exposure, 
residues, among others of the products of the bee concerning human consumption. It is important to remark 
the cooperation and the efforts seen between the international community (like Italy and the USA) in this 
subject directed to comprehend not only the adverse effects in the bee but also in honey and its possible 
repercussions in human health due the pesticides. In the case of Latin America (except Brazil), there is no 
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production of more than 25 publications for each of the countries evaluated, and there are four documents 
produced in Colombia. A relevant aspect of this analysis is that of all the documents available in the database 
used, only 2.5% correspond to the type of review, so it makes sense to explore and work on the line of reviews 
on this critical issue not only globally, but also in Colombia. 

 
Figure 2. Analysis of honey and pesticide publications as a function of the production of scientific material. A) annual 

scientific production for 30 years; B) thematic evolution based on keywords author (cutting points years 2000 and 2010); 
and C) three fields plot (left: main authors; middle: countries and, right: keywords). Plots realized in Bibliometrix for R. 

For keywords network analysis obtained through co-occurrences, the formation of the network on 25 items 
grouped in two clusters was evidenced. The orange cluster (left section) finds the characteristics of its 
grouping by the association of research on pesticide honey (where acaricides and fungicides are included) 
with the analysis techniques (liquid and gas chromatography, and tandem mass spectrometry), where within 
the chemical compounds grouped in this section (pyrethroids -fluvalinate-, and organophosphates -
chlorpyrifos, coumaphos, dimethoate-) share the particularity that they are insecticides whose mechanism of 
action is through the inhibition of the enzyme acetylcholinesterase or one of the types of its receptors 
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(nAChRs), generating adverse effects on the nervous system of certain organisms studied (Rey-Henao et al., 
2020). The yellow cluster (right section) refers more directly to the association of the chemical compounds 
(and their chemical families) about their classification as insecticides; for neonicotinoids used to be grouped 
as a type of nitro-guanines (Navarro, 2016). Within this type of insecticide are acetamiprid, thiacloprid, 
imidacloprid, clothianidin, and thiamethoxam (pesticides included in the co-occurrence network). In turn, 
many of the pesticides commonly used in agriculture related to beekeeping and its products are usually 
imidazoles, thiazoles, and guanidines, whose relationship characteristic is that they are nitro compounds 
(Figure 3A). In the timeline it is observed that the studies of honey of those compounds that were associated 
by occurrence and the analysis techniques have been worked from 2013 until approximately 2016; but that 
the understanding of pesticides with their structures and chemical families is more recent (Figure 3B). This 
distribution of the timeline is closely related to the anthropological and scientific understanding of the 
research of toxicants as a direct risk of consumption to humans to understand these same toxicants as a risk 
in environmental actors, which in this case would be the processes of toxicity caused by insecticides beyond 
humans also in honeybees (Kirchhelle, 2018). 

 
Figure 3. Co-occurrence network plots (by keywords) on honey and pesticides (types and chemical compounds). A) 

clustering by co-occurrence and B) clustering by timeline. Plots realized in VosViewer (10). 

4 Conclusion 

The compilation of information regarding scientific research on pesticides as toxicants in honey is very 
limited by the focus of study in this field, the main actor is the honeybee. Although it is possible to determine 
that honey may contain a great variety of pesticides (where insecticides, fungicides, and herbicides stand out), 
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the literature does not delve into the physicochemical alteration in terms of minerals and brightness of honey, 
nor into the toxic impact that this matrix may have beyond the human reproductive system, some even stating 
that it is improbable that pathologies develop as a result of this product; however, this type of statement may 
be considered imprudent given the little development of research on these toxicants in honey. On the other 
hand, organochlorine, organophosphate, and neonicotinoid insecticides have been identified as the main 
actors in this problem, where the registration of persistent organic pollutants (POPs i.e., lindane) with levels 
higher than the Maximum Residue Levels (MRL) in some kinds of honey studied and commonly used 
pesticides (CUPs) such as chlorpyrifos (organophosphate) and imidacloprid (neonicotinoid), along with 
another important number of pesticides detected below the MRL (with low tolerance levels) that may 
represent future health problems due to their bioaccumulation properties and others. An invitation is extended 
to continue exploring this problem with a special focus on its physicochemical properties and its 
bioaccumulation effects in humans, due to its importance as a basic product of consumption both nationally 
and internationally, and above all to strengthen its research in Colombia. 

References 
Adeyinka, A., Muco, E., & Pierre, L. (2022). Organophosphates. In E. Homburg & E. Vaupel (Eds.), StatPearls. Treasure Island: 
StatPearls Publishing. Online. Retrieved in 2023, January 19, from https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK499860/ 

Almutairi, M., Alsaleem, T., Herbish, H., Sayari, A. A., & Alowaifeer, A. M. (2021). LC-MS/MS and GC-MS/MS analysis of 
pesticide residues in Ecuadorian and Filipino Cavendish bananas imported into Saudi Arabia. Food Additives & Contaminants. 
Part A, Chemistry, Analysis, Control, Exposure & Risk Assessment, 38(8), 1376-1385. PMid:34077335. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/19440049.2021.1930199 

Baena-Pedroza, A. M., Londoño-Giraldo, L. M., Corpas-Iguaran, E. J., & Taborda-Ocampo, G. (2021). Bibliometric study of 
volatile compounds in commercial fruits of the Solanaceae family. Brazilian Journal of Food Technology, 24, e2020132. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1981-6723.13220 

Ballesteros, E. P., Riveros, A. C., & Acuña, F. R. T. (2019). Determinantes físicoquímicos de la calidad de la miel: Una revisión 
bibliográfica. Cuadernos de Desarrollo Rural, 16(83), 1-15. http://dx.doi.org/10.11144/Javeriana.cdr16-83.dfcm 

Belsky, J., & Joshi, N. K. (2020). Effects of fungicide and herbicide chemical exposure on apis and non-apis bees in agricultural 
landscape. Frontiers in Environmental Science, 8, 81. http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fenvs.2020.00081 

Calatayud-Vernich, P., Calatayud, F., Simó, E., & Picó, Y. (2018). Pesticide residues in honey bees, pollen and beeswax: assessing 
beehive exposure. Environmental Pollution, 241, 106-114. PMid:29803024. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2018.05.062 

Capela, N., Sarmento, A., Simões, S., Azevedo-Pereira, H. M. V. S., & Sousa, J. P. (2022). Sub-lethal doses of sulfoxaflor 
impair honey bee homing ability. The Science of the Total Environment, 837, 155710. PMid:35526620. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.155710 

Carral, C. L. (2022). Vademécum de productos fitosanitarios y nutricionales. Retrieved in 2022, June 5, from 
https://www.buscador.portaltecnoagricola.com/vademecum/col 

Carrasco, Z., Renato, I., Lozano, C., Janett (2017). Enfermedades transmitidas por los alimentos: Una mirada puntual para el 
personal de salud. Enfermedades Infecciosas y Microbiología, 37(3), 95-104. 

Choi, Y. C., Ng, T. T., Hu, B., Li, R., & Yao, Z. P. (2020). Rapid detection of pesticides in honey by solid-phase micro-extraction 
coupled with electrospray ionization mass spectrometry. Journal of Mass Spectrometry, 55(2), e4380. PMid:31183930. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jms.4380 

Chrustek, A., Hołyńska-Iwan, I., Dziembowska, I., Bogusiewicz, J., Wróblewski, M., Cwynar, A., & Olszewska-Słonina, D. 
(2018). Current research on the safety of pyrethroids used as insecticides. Medicina, 54(4), 61. PMid:30344292. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/medicina54040061 

Crenna, E., Jolliet, O., Collina, E., Sala, S., & Fantke, P. (2020). Characterizing honey bee exposure and effects from pesticides 
for chemical prioritization and life cycle assessment. Environment International, 138, 105642. PMid:32179322. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2020.105642 

Cullen, M. G., Thompson, L. J., Carolan, J. C., Stout, J. C., & Stanley, D. A. (2019). Fungicides, herbicides and bees: A systematic review of 
existing research and methods. PLoS One, 14(12), e0225743. PMid:31821341. http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0225743 

Darko, G., Tabi, J. A., Adjaloo, M. K., & Borquaye, L. S. (2017). Pesticide residues in honey from the major honey producing forest belts 
in Ghana. Journal of Environmental and Public Health, 2017, 7957431. PMid:28951746. http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2017/7957431 

Degrendele, C., Klánová, J., Prokeš, R., Příbylová, P., Šenk, P., Šudoma, M., Röösli, M., Dalvie, M. A., & Fuhrimann, S. (2022). Current 
use pesticides in soil and air from two agricultural sites in South Africa: Implications for environmental fate and human exposure. The 
Science of the Total Environment, 807(Pt 1), 150455. PMid:34634720. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.150455 

Douglas, M. R., Sponsler, D. B., Lonsdorf, E. V., & Grozinger, C. M. (2020). County-level analysis reveals a rapidly shifting 
landscape of insecticide hazard to honey bees (Apis mellifera) on US farmland. Scientific Reports, 10(1), 797. PMid:31964921. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-57225-w 

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34077335&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1080/19440049.2021.1930199
https://doi.org/10.1590/1981-6723.13220
https://doi.org/10.11144/Javeriana.cdr16-83.dfcm
https://doi.org/10.3389/fenvs.2020.00081
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29803024&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2018.05.062
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=35526620&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.155710
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31183930&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1002/jms.4380
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30344292&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3390/medicina54040061
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=32179322&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2020.105642
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31821341&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0225743
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28951746&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1155/2017/7957431
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34634720&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.150455
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31964921&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-57225-w


Pesticides in honey: bibliographic and bibliometric analysis towards matrix quality for consumption 
Jaramillo-Zárate, M. J., & Londoño-Giraldo, L. M. 

 

Braz. J. Food Technol., Campinas, v. 26, e2022112, 2023 | https://doi.org/10.1590/1981-6723.11222 13/15 

El-Nahhal, Y. (2020). Pesticide residues in honey and their potential reproductive toxicity. The Science of the Total Environment, 
741, 139953. PMid:32599396. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.139953 

Erban, T., Vaclavikova, M., Tomesova, D., Halesova, T., & Hubert, J. (2019). Tau-Fluvalinate and other pesticide residues in honey 
bees before overwintering. Pest Management Science, 75(12), 3245-3251. PMid:30983110. http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ps.5446 

European Comission (2022a). EU legislation on MRLs. Retrieved in 2022, June 5, from 
https://ec.europa.eu/food/plants/pesticides/maximum-residue-levels/eu-legislation-mrls_en 

European Comission (2022b). Maximum residue levels. Retrieved in 2022, June 4, from 
https://ec.europa.eu/food/plants/pesticides/maximum-residue-levels_en 

European Comission (2022c). Pesticides database (v. 2.2). Retrieved in 2022, June 4, from 
https://ec.europa.eu/food/plant/pesticides/eu-pesticides-database/mrls/?event=search.pr 

Fauzi, N. I. M., Fen, Y. W., Omar, N. A. S., & Hashim, H. S. (2021). Recent advances on detection of insecticides using optical 
sensors. Sensors, 21(11), 3856. PMid:34204853. http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/s21113856 

Feng, Y., Huang, Y., Zhan, H., Bhatt, P., & Chen, S. (2020). An overview of strobilurin fungicide degradation: Current status and 
future perspective. Frontiers in Microbiology, 11, 389. PMid:32226423. http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2020.00389 

Fikadu, Z. (2020). Pesticides use, practice and its effect on honeybee in Ethiopia: A review. International Journal of Tropical 
Insect Science, 40(3), 473-481. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s42690-020-00114-x 

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (2020). Pesticide registration toolkit: Maximum residue limits. Retrieved 
in 2022, June 4, from https://www.fao.org/pesticide-registration-toolkit/information-sources/maximum-residue-limits/en/ 

Grand View Research (2022). Honey market size, share & trends analysis report by processing (organic, conventional), by 
distribution channel (hypermarkets & supermarkets, online, convenience stores), by region, and segment forecasts, 2022—
2030. Retrieved in 2022, June 4, from https://www.grandviewresearch.com/industry-analysis/honey-market 

Grasselli, F., Bussolati, S., Ramoni, R., Grolli, S., & Basini, G. (2018). Simazine, a triazine herbicide, disrupts swine granulosa 
cell functions. Animal Reproduction, 15(1), 3-11. PMid:33365088. http://dx.doi.org/10.21451/1984-3143-2017-AR960 

Gupta, S., & Gupta, K. (2020). Bioaccumulation of pesticides and its impact on biological systems. In P. K. Srivastava, V. P. 
Singh, A. Singh, D. K. Tripathi, S. Singh, S. M. Prasad & D. K. Chauhan (Eds.), Pesticides in crop production: Physiological and 
biochemical action (pp. 55-67). Hoboken: John Wiley & Sons. http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/9781119432241.ch4. 

Ihara, M., & Matsuda, K. (2018). Neonicotinoids: Molecular mechanisms of action, insights into resistance and impact on 
pollinators. Current Opinion in Insect Science, 30, 86-92. PMid:30553491. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cois.2018.09.009 

Jayaraj, R., Megha, P., & Sreedev, P. (2016). Organochlorine pesticides, their toxic effects on living organisms and their fate in 
the environment. Interdisciplinary Toxicology, 9(3-4), 90-100. PMid:28652852. http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/intox-2016-0012 

Kamal, M. M., Rashid, M. H. U., Mondal, S. C., Taj, H. F., & Jung, C. (2019). Physicochemical and microbiological 
characteristics of honey obtained through sugar feeding of bees. Journal of Food Science and Technology, 56(4), 2267-2277. 
PMid:30996460. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s13197-019-03714-9 

Kędzierska-Matysek, M., Teter, A., Skałecki, P., Topyła, B., Domaradzki, P., Poleszak, E., & Florek, M. (2022). Residues of pesticides 
and heavy metals in Polish varietal honey. Foods, 11(15), 2362. PMid:35954127. http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/foods11152362 

Kim, S. W., Rahman, M. M., El-Aty, A. M. A., Kabir, M. H., Na, T. W., Choi, J. H., Shin, H. C., & Shim, J. H. (2017). 
Simultaneous detection of sulfoxaflor and its metabolites, X11719474 and X11721061, in lettuce using a modified QuEChERS 
extraction method and liquid chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry. Biomedical Chromatography, 31(6), e3885. 
PMid:27995654. http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/bmc.3885 

Kirchhelle, C. (2018). Toxic tales: Recent histories of pollution, poisoning, and pesticides (ca. 1800–2010). NTM, 26(2), 213-229. 
PMid:29704017. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00048-018-0190-2 

Kraševec, I., Nemeček, N., Štamcar, M. L., Cigić, I. K., & Prosen, H. (2021). Non-destructive detection of pentachlorophenol 
residues in historical wooden objects. Polymers, 13(7), 1052. PMid:33801630. http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/polym13071052 

Kumar, A., Gill, J. P. S., Bedi, J. S., & Kumar, A. (2018). Pesticide residues in Indian raw honeys, an indicator of environmental 
pollution. Environmental Science and Pollution Research International, 25(34), 34005-34016. PMid:30280339. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11356-018-3312-4 

Leska, A., Nowak, A., Nowak, I., & Górczyńska, A. (2021). Effects of insecticides and microbiological contaminants on Apis 
mellifera health. Molecules, 26(16), 5080. PMid:34443668. http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/molecules26165080 

Lewis, K. A., Tzilivakis, J., Warner, D. J., & Green, A. (2016). An international database for pesticide risk assessments and 
management. Human and Ecological Risk Assessment, 22(4), 1050-1064. http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10807039.2015.1133242 

Lin, L., Xu, X., Song, S., Xu, L., Wu, X., Liu, L., Kuang, H., & Xu, C. (2022). A multiplex lateral flow immunochromatography 
assay for the quantitative detection of pyraclostrobin, myclobutanil, and kresoxim-methyl residues in wheat. Food Chemistry, 
377, 131964. PMid:34999457. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2021.131964 

López, D. R., Ahumada, D. A., Díaz, A. C., & Guerrero, J. A. (2014). Evaluation of pesticide residues in honey from different 
geographic regions of Colombia. Food Control, 37(1), 33-40. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.foodcont.2013.09.011 

Luo, X., Qin, X., Liu, Z., Chen, D., Yu, W., Zhang, K., & Hu, D. (2020). Determination, residue and risk assessment of 
trifloxystrobin, trifloxystrobin acid and tebuconazole in Chinese rice consumption. Biomedical Chromatography, 34(1), e4694. 
PMid:31465553. http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/bmc.4694 

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=32599396&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.139953
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30983110&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1002/ps.5446
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34204853&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3390/s21113856
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=32226423&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2020.00389
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42690-020-00114-x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33365088&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.21451/1984-3143-2017-AR960
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781119432241.ch4
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30553491&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cois.2018.09.009
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28652852&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1515/intox-2016-0012
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30996460&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30996460&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13197-019-03714-9
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=35954127&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3390/foods11152362
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27995654&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27995654&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1002/bmc.3885
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29704017&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29704017&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00048-018-0190-2
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33801630&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3390/polym13071052
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30280339&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-018-3312-4
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34443668&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules26165080
https://doi.org/10.1080/10807039.2015.1133242
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34999457&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2021.131964
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodcont.2013.09.011
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31465553&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31465553&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1002/bmc.4694


Pesticides in honey: bibliographic and bibliometric analysis towards matrix quality for consumption 
Jaramillo-Zárate, M. J., & Londoño-Giraldo, L. M. 

 

Braz. J. Food Technol., Campinas, v. 26, e2022112, 2023 | https://doi.org/10.1590/1981-6723.11222 14/15 

Mahdavi, V., Eslami, Z., Omidvari, Z., Rezadoost, H., Thai, V. N., & Fakhri, Y. (2022). Carcinogenic and non-carcinogenic risk 
assessment induced by pesticide residues in honey of Iran based on Monte Carlo simulation. Journal of Food Composition and 
Analysis, 109, 104521. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jfca.2022.104521 

Matus, C. F., Vega y León, S., González, G. D., Mario, N. P., & Gutiérrez, T. R. (2010). Determinación de residuos de malatión y 
malaoxón en mango de las variedades Ataulfo y Tommy Atkins producidos en Chahuites, Oaxaca. Agrociencia, 44(2), 215-223. 

Mejías, E., & Garrido, T. (2022). Determination of pesticides residues in bee products: An overview of the current analytical 
methods. In R. E. R. Ranz (Ed.), Insecticides: Impact and benefits of its use for humanity (pp. 1-15). London: IntechOpen. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.102541. 

Meo, S. A., Al-Asiri, S. A., Mahesar, A. L., & Ansari, M. J. (2017). Role of honey in modern medicine. Saudi Journal of Biological 
Sciences, 24(5), 975-978. PMid:28663690. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.sjbs.2016.12.010 

Mukiibi, S. B., Nyanzi, S. A., Kwetegyeka, J., Olisah, C., Taiwo, A. M., Mubiru, E., Tebandeke, E., Matovu, H., Odongo, S., 
Abayi, J. J. M., Ngeno, E. C., Sillanpää, M., & Ssebugere, P. (2021). Organochlorine pesticide residues in Uganda’s honey as a 
bioindicator of environmental contamination and reproductive health implications to consumers. Ecotoxicology and 
Environmental Safety, 214, 112094. PMid:33677382. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2021.112094 

Mulugeta, E. (2017). Physicochemical characterization and pesticide residue analysis of honey produced in West Shewa Zone, 
Oromia Region, Ethiopia. American Journal of Applied Chemistry, 5(6), 101. http://dx.doi.org/10.11648/j.ajac.20170506.13 

Murcia-Morales, M., Heinzen, H., Parrilla-Vázquez, P., Gómez-Ramos, M. M., & Fernández-Alba, A. R. (2022). Presence and 
distribution of pesticides in apicultural products: A critical appraisal. Trends in Analytical Chemistry, 146, 116506. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.trac.2021.116506 

Naggar, Y., Codling, G., & Giesy, J. P. (2017). Human dietary intake and hazard characterization for residues of neonicotinoides 
and organophosphorus pesticides in Egyptian honey. Toxicological and Environmental Chemistry, 99(9-10), 1397-1408. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02772248.2017.1384828 

Navarro, E. V. C. (2016). Los neonicotinoides y su uso seguro en la agricultura (Undergraduate thesis). Universidad Nacional 
Agraria La Molina, Lima. 

Oroian, M., Ropciuc, S., & Paduret, S. (2018). Honey authentication using rheological and physicochemical properties. Journal 
of Food Science and Technology, 55(12), 4711-4718. PMid:30482967. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s13197-018-3415-4 

Rabea, M. M., Ibrahim, E. S., Elhafny, D., & Bayoumi, M. A. (2018). Determination of Dinotefuran and Thiamethoxam residues 
in pepper fruits under greenhouse conditions using the QuEChERS Method and HPLC/DAD. Egyptian Journal of Chemistry, 
61(2), 249-257. http://dx.doi.org/10.21608/ejchem.2018.2803.1227 

Renaud, M., Akeju, T., Natal-da-Luz, T., Leston, S., Rosa, J., Ramos, F., Sousa, J. P., & Azevedo-Pereira, H. M. V. S. (2018). 
Effects of the neonicotinoids acetamiprid and thiacloprid in their commercial formulations on soil fauna. Chemosphere, 194, 85-
93. PMid:29197819. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2017.11.102 

Rey-Henao, L.-M., Vargas-Rivera, J.-A., Vergara-Escudero, E., & Londoño-Velasco, E. (2020). Efecto genotóxico de la 
exposición ocupacional a insecticidas organofosforados y piretroides, evaluado por la prueba de micronúcleos: Revisión de la 
literatura. Salutem Scientia Spiritus, 6(1), 40-48. 

Sanchez-Bayo, F., & Goka, K. (2016). Impacts of pesticides on honey bees. In E. D. Chambo (Ed.), Beekeeping and bee 
conservation: Advances in research (pp. 77-97). London: IntechOpen. http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/62487 

Scripcă, L. A., & Amariei, S. (2021). The influence of chemical contaminants on the physicochemical properties of unifloral and 
multifloral honey. Foods, 10(5), 1039. PMid:34068696. http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/foods10051039 

Silberman, J., & Taylor, A. (2022, May 8). Carbamate toxicity. Retrieved in 2023, January 19, from 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK482183/ 

Sun, Q., Wang, W., Li, Y., Wen, G., Tang, H., Song, W., & Dong, M. (2017). A novel approach for simultaneous determination of E/Z-
fluoxastrobins in vegetables and fruits by UHPLC-DAD. Food Control, 78, 7-13. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.foodcont.2017.02.041 

Tette, P. A. S., Guidi, L. R., Glória, M. B. A., & Fernandes, C. (2016). Pesticides in honey: A review on chromatographic 
analytical methods. Talanta, 149, 124-141. PMid:26717823. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.talanta.2015.11.045 

Thomas, M. C., Flores, F., Kaserzon, S., Reeks, T. A., & Negri, A. P. (2020). Toxicity of the herbicides diuron, propazine, 
tebuthiuron, and haloxyfop to the diatom Chaetoceros muelleri. Scientific Reports, 10(1), 19592. PMid:33177549. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-76363-0 

Tsagkaris, A. S., Koulis, G. A., Danezis, G. P., Martakos, I., Dasenaki, M., Georgiou, C. A., & Thomaidis, N. S. (2021). Honey 
authenticity: Analytical techniques, state of the art and challenges. RSC Advances, 11(19), 11273-11294. PMid:35423655. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/D1RA00069A 

United States Environmental Protection Agency (2022, October 26). Colony collapse disorder. Retrieved in 2022, June 5, from 
https://www.epa.gov/pollinator-protection/colony-collapse-disorder 

Valdovinos-Flores, C., Alcantar-Rosales, V. M., Gaspar-Ramírez, O., Saldaña-Loza, L. M., & Dorantes-Ugalde, J. A. (2017). 
Agricultural pesticide residues in honey and wax combs from Southeastern, Central and Northeastern Mexico. Journal of 
Apicultural Research, 56(5), 667-679. http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00218839.2017.1340798 

Van Eck, N. J., & Waltman, L. (2010). Software survey: VOSviewer, a computer program for bibliometric mapping. 
Scientometrics, 84(2), 523-538. PMid:20585380. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11192-009-0146-3 

Vargas-Valero, A., Reyes-Carrillo, J., Moreno-Reséndez, A., Véliz-Deras, F., Gaspar-Ramírez, O., Rodríguez-Martínez, R. (2020). 
Residuos de plaguicidas en miel y cera de colonias de abejas de La Comarca Lagunera. Abanico Veterinario, 10(1), 1-16. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfca.2022.104521
https://doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.102541
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28663690&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sjbs.2016.12.010
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33677382&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2021.112094
https://doi.org/10.11648/j.ajac.20170506.13
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trac.2021.116506
https://doi.org/10.1080/02772248.2017.1384828
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30482967&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13197-018-3415-4
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29197819&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2017.11.102
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34068696&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3390/foods10051039
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodcont.2017.02.041
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26717823&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.talanta.2015.11.045
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33177549&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-76363-0
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=35423655&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1039/D1RA00069A
https://doi.org/10.1080/00218839.2017.1340798
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=20585380&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-009-0146-3


Pesticides in honey: bibliographic and bibliometric analysis towards matrix quality for consumption 
Jaramillo-Zárate, M. J., & Londoño-Giraldo, L. M. 

 

Braz. J. Food Technol., Campinas, v. 26, e2022112, 2023 | https://doi.org/10.1590/1981-6723.11222 15/15 

Villalba, A., Maggi, M., Ondarza, P. M., Szawarski, N., & Miglioranza, K. S. B. (2020). Influence of land use on chlorpyrifos and 
persistent organic pollutant levels in honey bees, bee bread and honey: Beehive exposure assessment. The Science of the 
Total Environment, 713, 136554. PMid:31955084. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.136554 

Wang, C. W., Chang, S. C., & Liang, C. (2019). Persistent organic pollutant lindane degradation by alkaline cold-brew green tea. 
Chemosphere, 232, 281-286. PMid:31154189. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2019.05.187 

World Health Organisation (2020, October 26). Chemical safety: Pesticides. Retrieved in 2022, July 4, from 
https://www.who.int/news-room/questions-and-answers/item/chemical-safety-pesticides 
Xiao, J., He, Q., Liu, Q., Wang, Z., Yin, F., Chai, Y., Yang, Q., Jiang, X., Liao, M., Yu, L., Jiang, W., & Cao, H. (2022). Analysis 
of honey bee exposure to multiple pesticide residues in the hive environment. The Science of the Total Environment, 805, 
150292. PMid:34536857. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.150292 

 

Funding: None. 

Received: Oct. 03, 2022; Accepted: Jan. 19, 2023 

Section Editor: Mateus Petrarca. 

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31955084&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.136554
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31154189&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2019.05.187
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34536857&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.150292

