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Abstract Diethylstilbestrol isartificial lyproducedandwidelyusedestrogenichormoneinstockbreedingproduction. Inthelong
periodofusingDES, theseriousnessof toxichazard tothegenital systemhasbeendiscovered. Inthisexperiment the threemethods
ofHPLC, FS, CZEwere compared inorder to findahighly sensitive, quickand feasiblemethod especial ly suitable for detecting
residue quantity of DES inanimal tissues. The results showed that the minimum detectable quantity of HPLC and FSwas 6.25

x 102and8.04x 10-2mg/mlrespectively. The CZEwas characterized by being quick, economic, simple, accuratewith, little
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quantity of reagent requiredand small liquidwaste disposed, soonly slightly pol luted. Hence accding to theactual national
conditions, theCZE isaneffectiveand feasiblemethodapplicable ingrassroots.

Keywords diethylstilbestrol (DES)  highperformance liquidchromatography(HPLC) fluorescencespectrophotometer

(FS) capillaryzoneelectrophoresis(CZE)
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