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Monitoring of Mycotoxin Contamination in Foods in
2022

MING-TZAI CHEN, TZU-SUI WANG, TSUNG-HSI WU, HSU-YANG LIN
AND FANG-MING LIU

Northern Center for Regional Administration, TFDA, MOHW

ABSTRACT

A total of 687 samples were collected and tested for monitoring mycotoxin contamination in foods,
and the results showed an overall failure rate of 4.7% (32/687). The detailed contents included 15.0%
non-compliant rate (6/40) for red yeast rice products, followed by 7.3% (19/261) for peanut products,
9.5% (2/21) for quinoa products, 5.0% (2/40) for coix seed products, 3.3% (1/30) for corn products and
4.2% (2/47) for cereal-based baby food. Samples of rice, wheat, coffee, nuts, beans, edible oils, and
infant formula were all tested and found in compliance with the regulations. In 2022, the unqualified
rate of 4.8% in domestic products was slightly higher than 4.4% in imported products. Comparing the
monitoring results over the past years, the unqualified rate of peanut products showed a downward trend,
but red yeast rice products demonstrated an increase. In 2022, the unqualified rate of peanut products was
down to 7.3%, as well the peanut powder and peanut sugar showed a downward trend. However, seasoned
peanut kernels and peanut butter product showed increased non-compliance rates. Statistical analysis
showed the correlation between sampling and the non-compliance rate. The product type and sampling
location presented a significant correlation with the non-compliance rate. Besides, higher non-compliance
rates were found in powdered and bulk products, as well as products sampled at traditional sales places
and end-use places.
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