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Research progress on the inspection technology of low grade

meat adulterated in ground meat products
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Abstract: We reviewed the main methods of using histology and
biology to detect adulterated meat products in minced meat prod-
ucts, including the DNA-based detection technology, protein-
based detection technology, immunological detection technology
and electrophoresis combined detection technology. Moreover,
the principle, accuracy and advantages and disadvantages of dif-
ferent detection technologies were discussed.
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S5 i) L 14 A A LLE T B B R OCR AR B . R T P R AR
60 1A 114 Ja B A 0 A S 7 R R A 2 A 38 R B R
Kidf B LA TN 7 5 BT UG . BN 4 . B A BUACAX A
ST EYERARANEE. BN E T R T2
T P S AR T A %58 Ty 1 X 8 5 ik LA PR BE T Y AR
Ji DNA G 5 24 8F T G o 456 618 385 A G 5 o B 26
PR SR N T vk E AR R B LR TR 4 R
WA B L SCEEILLEIR F AT I A A P E 7 i 45 fRR T iY
WEFE DR S R 45 0 A 38 5 A 00 e e B L3 T Y L
& TE A PR BE T il B4 TIT 47 A 4R AR o T Sy R S
RELRE ) B HE PR R 4RI —E 255

1 L\ DNA ChAERRR R s B AR

BT DNA TE it & 41 ZUR 20 M A 1) 52 P 5 1k
AT DNA W AR Or ARG T Z WM. B2
— T P A O AR By R AT PR L U S BT
i S R B AR 5 H A B R AR L A A TE T LG LAY A
BT, L A R, O T TN B B
W24 v, 5 2 A W 55 28 W (General-PCR) \ 2 R &
fiti 4 =X & B (Multiplicity-PCR) | 5% i 5 & il £ 20 & D
(Real-time PCR) il 7¢ 5t & & R & 88 L & ¥
(Fluorescence quantitative PCR) £ — Z %] £ ] J7 12 & &
J£TF DNA R A T,
1.1 Ei# PCREEHE AR

PCR 4 AR 245 £ % 46 & i) DNA JF30 3% 11514 . i
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BARFE M DNA R0, & ok R AME I 1 , 52 3
H s DNA e &2 i i 5 72 L (H 2 X T4 [8] 9) B 2 3 R
[ 519+ FL U 325 30 P M R A, o B AR AR RE B K A7 7
WEREZHS,

Yin ZEFHRGE T — P 3L T PCR $A K 048 4 3 il
AR BB AR R 0.01 % . BE 45 18 4 1 R 51 H
B, REREEDTIE H PCR J7 3k X A B 1A & il
il A R VR Ay BEAT AR L 25 SRR X T B RS
A S P IR o T Sy 2R 3 DY RO TR P 43 B A
01 - B 30 I R T LA g R A DY 4B B I Y
K UG T — PRI AR A A B0 T Y s 4
TRESRE B 7 3% R 5 PCR $ A 248 Y P38 22 9 5 I AT
FE A L 25 R IR RS A R Al 6 B IR A Py i A R
B2 0.1% , FWH I E PCR £ AT LA BE GRA D 46
IR 5% Ry . Langen 1% 58 i PCR 77 ¥ 2F &
ARG I PR ) 24 R A A TR S A R AT A3k #0.1 %
1% 05 1% AT LA FH R A 0 PR BE 7 P B R R A
1.2 %8 PCREIEH AR

652 1 PCR 3 % BE 4% Xt 45 58 19 9 Fh 7= 4k 58 M 25
ST S PCR AR 4 E B 2 — R 2508 U/ 43 F
W LHE, 788 50y, Sca PCR 7T e & il
F 2 F DNA By 5 & 5 ik i B S¢ i) PCR Kl 42 R fig
TR AR A BE R A I P2 R (O 3R A R
T = AT BRI R AR T2 R — A e SRR
4 W55 I (Real-time PCR) 78 ) F % 5 L& o DNA
B RE A AT O B R R A

Kang %M 857 T —FOB 3 T 2% 51 9 19 S s
it PCR AR BE 0% 5 B A T %8 PR R 26 PR 00 8 1 8 1 4G
M2 SR R . X4 AR 0 2k
B 5t PCR A0 B2 A Xt ) il o 0 8 9044 B o0 R AT T 4
T #2377 SIS PR 4 1 5 e it PCR B AR, SR %
O TR R S M A BN B D 0.0100, R U A
TR TR A o T B 2 P R T 2E R SR T ORPRE AT B R
S 2 R4 S P Y R BT R R PR B R
BT s O A BE BB A BF 9T 4R HE T AR I R K B
Mohamad %% i F S 2 B PCR 5% EL 38 T 0 1A ) 3k
D B oM i DNA RO G 0 8 32 3 T — b 52 fi
1 E S AR T . Meira 2507 R I SCR PCR 7 36 2
A S O 0 R T R R B R A AR P
P51 B R R AR S ME 4 I 0,000 154 AN
0.1 pg. 7k #4E" B 58 ot st PCR K I AR %
E P2 R AT T
1.3 ZEPCRERHEAR

H1F DNA 5% 1 A H A 5 5 19 F e 1 L L DNA
S EL Al 2 E PCR K B AR #4167 — e sk L R LT L
BACE AR T . I AR TR I 22 ) Bl —
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PCR # J7 #% » w] DUPRSE (1 b P SRR LU0 iR 6 il 25
T HL 23 A A AR HL A 76 8 il R I 52 30 s ) s
Ali 55758 H Z T PCR HE AR 22 P 25 I 5 Bl A
Rl 00 8 3 A R BRUPRD #EAT R DU L ) Bir 7 PCR ™ W 76
52 V1 4% R FL €5 % ] v R AT S 0 T LA 3 o 32 B R
BRE IR &M F B RYF . Prusakova %5 i f
Z 8 PCR [ I A6 55 P i) v S b DU IR AL S B L
M A P, JUr g 57 1) 2 8 PCR 5 1k e 5 1 58 . B O R
RT3k 30 pg. T4V B HZE PCR HAR KM
AP B 2R IR Y TG DY L3 RE A IR I I E X 3 A B R
PR 24 T A AT R — el R D Y PR e I 9k
Hou 45058 52 K 0 4= P L 48 P9 L 5F I3 RS 35 1 o) b 48
B XG WG RIS 1) DNA, iz H] £ @ PCR J5 2 [A] B % % iX
3FPA LRI AE H AR DNA & 4y 0.05 ng 50 HAr N & &
0 BUAE LR L% 05 R L BE % 7E J5URE RN A I
PR RS FIRE 3 B 2R TE BAR P M B R, B
By REE
2 DR AFCYHERRI RS J5 ik

FETHE S AY O 2 AR R R R 8 2 BT Y A U
TR R 28 A N 2R R IR R . ik Ot
DA o FL kA 0 AR S 2 AR 1 5 S ST A Rt
2.1 BEATERERAR
2.1 A ORGSR B R A S i Ty s Ok
2, 3 b SR T A I PR BE Y b i B R R AT R — R
AT IR Jp 3% . Nurjuliana 26290 fifi A 10 %5 43 7 (GCMS-
HS) 114 H 7~ 5 AR 8 135 5T 35 SR 52 2 1A 10 Al Y ) b
B R AL S H I TS0 A IX A LR
X RN . Wang 57 gy —FORI FH AL 7 8RS €
T — TR IE R AR S 00 5 B A E A P B R O
R JH B A IR L 0 23 A CFLDA) ARk 1] 05 48145 43 #r
Xof AL B 45 2R 2 AT 5 P A E R 4 M 3% 07 85 R IR
E-nose PRI 3 4 15 1R W P HL AT 45w 19 4 o 1 98 20
TR IR TR] B R AR I R 7R S4B ik YRR R O T
AR I B AT 5. Dimitrios 505758 10 5k 48 4= A 4% 1A
RAPCT0% M2 P 30 %0 (9 4% 1A)) « X a4 T3 4% [
SyHT. 1B WA BRI ROME B B R (HS-
SPME/GC-MS)H AR #2& T —Flt 5 P 6 v #2 & 4 43 1Y)
B T3 1 N M T A 3 S RO AR B b AR IE By 2
SR 99% . A5 IR WL DL AT PO OR B IR R 4L
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0] DR S — B ] 58 (9 5 500 07 1% A6 B AR U ) R
PR AR i AT A
2.1.2 WA TE R R R SR FWON 5 S B A (LC-
MS) i J5 i b 5= T il 56 4 5 Wi 2 CELISAD 1 23R 4 il 4% =
SR (PCR) 1 J7 1 TR o . LA, W& G BK A 7 (LC-MS)
BB AE —YIB AT 24 ok W s - LA AS ] 1 p 2 i, o
Ty et . Fornal SF00 $8 W 1 — Fl 3 4 b 57 1 ik
B A BRI (LC-MS) 2 5 2 0 A6 I 0 36 1 18 1) L 38
PR X P 1 A 0 438 SR W 7R < 3% vk B 8 A 2 b A I R
B PURE I X8 PR Y PR Y AL BB S AT TR R AT
fifi vk . Chou ZEUOVHE Sy T — il BE M i S 28 3% 19 RE 6 4 &
v ol PRI B AT R0 Y o A0 R AR 83— r b A R T ik
I T HA W RS RS T . IR BRI X
43 15 Flews DL B P2, 3 R NG B0 AR 5 DL AR R R Y R AE
U TR AT 83 (1 65 A R — Tl ol LA S T ) . ZEAE A DU A
VRO 33— B TG B 335 125 4 1) 22 I TR 6 AR O S v
P B A R PR, 32 7 vk DN S 45 2R 5 45 IR DL I i 3
(R R BT 2 — R | R o A U S R R s T
LS
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F T 3 AT A 3 A A R S 4T A k% (FT-
IR) VEAM AT 0L (UV-vis) (3E 21 41 (NIR) | H 414 (MIR)
FEREHA SIS A Ak 2 T ik B R A PR B 1 45 R R
ZEHA RN . MBS S I RISA B E R
BT R R 22 1 — i 4B ARG T B R, B AR A A
X B it BRI 3 T M AG T A A 5
2.2.1 ELAMGIE  ELLANGIEAE D — R AR B A
B AR BNy 2 0 A% e % s J7 vk PR AT RE R S Hr L R
ZLAMGIE SIS T 0T 4k 45 s PR AR T LA BC 45 016 47 4R
B A T 5 2 4 kT DA AS RE . TR BEAEEDY R
FAE LA S 25 4 32 W43 43 A (PCAD A 31 43 1 3 0 8
FeAELE 2E T BE P AR R PR HEAT A AT R L T s A AL A
W AFRNBHRENET FRBHERENET FERNE
5 P s 31 S T L P B R A R 5 o R R 8 0
9020 A I o 32 WA 37 9 5 T A V0 ASE R 8 5 37 BT Mt IX 43 4
WS BEA . Zheng 5577t A IE 21 50 6 15 K6 0 P 58
B G PR A2 B D0 25 SR 3G A 7E — 8 Y RE AR S TR P BT A N7
B AR T LA — 8 1 3E M S G TR 5% 2R AT L BT ACH]
AR . Alamprese U BESY T — B 3R Tl Sn v —
VELLANGIE I 22 T8 43 0T 19 DY JBE v 45 2% K XS P ) 58 )
. SRR GRS RS i
TIPS A 02 5 5 R E TR B I AT 8 ik
2.2.2 HLAETE A A R — b R R R O
B, LA SRR AL T R SR A3 A W A L R X T R
A LAY (0 A BN Ak 2R S AR UK. Al-Jowder R0 9
TP LT ARG I A P L 2 PR PR JBE T S 2 N I 42 1R D T

R EF HEFRTEBAREAXREEAMRER

L 25 3 B < TR 2080 635 AT TR () A 1A BE L A
A= HF A I 43 47 . Schmutzler 2558 % F {8 B 21 40 6 i
ARG 2F A e B A B B4 L A 4 R R XL
BRA L, Gk W A B TR A TR LG 4 Y A P
BRI . LG 1 A BE 8RR D g R
ke AT DL IR LT R R R .
2.2.3 WORHSHEOLE  HOLAESHEMIEIE AR
AT A Ml 24 v A 2 R [ 0 4 P JHC 488 1 o AR iy B e e
HE it ) 28 R R AR TT LA — KPR 52 A TT LK B R &
T e B AT RIS 4347 35 29 B ), 6 P JBE S5 4 I 0 AT 43 AT
R ) OGS ol P A 244 v O O R AE W R AT 43 AT BRI
SEPH A BE R B AR A A AR . Velioglu 25 B 5T T
JBE P I B AR B A A OG5 5 i 2 kR X A R AN
FIEAE 67T 5 B A . 3 LA 43 A 1 (PCA) X 45 R
4 i PR IR R PN U SR A AT T R R O D TR
(PLS) i E B 2, M & R 5 (R*) H 0.947, # I R
(LOD) iK% T 3.8% . Bilge M R H#OGIA T & 5
ST R AR A P R ) T R AL 25 S AT R A L R
PCA Xt A #1752 M % 5, il hy 83.37% , B R PLS
FE AT AR B A TR I O, I E R B (R AR S BR
(LOD) Zr 513K 8 7 0.994 Fl 4.4%,
3 RIEYITE

L. P BE R B R o T AL 2 DA R OTE S R AE
B Z o 5 A b2 T 1% | €8 33 vk R R Uk 7 1%k R e Y
JBE FL LM (] R, EL R 1 D 5 WL A 25 A 1 R BR M et
3 (1 PR JEE 5 S vk R AR T R X 2 0 e 9 A
Peo GRPERT Nk B A AR R AR AN Ak A B AR T
S B () P9 B8 A% A 3B O I P R A HL T vk R RS R
T e — SRR QT IR A B 2 R Y 38 SRR . BB Y
T3 S8 — i 43 A 0 2 B R Al T e A s D AR Dy A 4k
R AR TG (FRRRRE X YRk T 3T e, &
AT A IR G 92 W BRI S L AR e 3 W0 A 9 I 35 0 A
FE W BN I S HOE
3.1 EEK 5 R IR B i RE 3

1 AT R B R P I TR BB B 28 % B 9k (ELISA) 43
Ak 35 G vk ) 2 0 L T O ik DA Bose S R vR . TR R ORLAE
A ek B % 0 P P RO B L R A 0.10% ~
10.0% . 3 % J Je .0 ELISA ¥ % W35 ¥ #h, 35 4
ELISA 32 K 0 V5 1 4 3 1 o PR 288 0 Aol

Dincer 551" FH 35 4 1tk 701 i) 45 67 356 7 228 ¢ A K 0 28 1
BB ) R R R SR R AR A I B A P B A 5 Mo g
P B, Mandli 4550 5% F W Bl I G0 92 % R0,
SE T ELISA/ G g 4% 1% 2% Xt 1 il 5 b 48 A 18 18 1) UK K
D5k o 82 B e BRI 1 G (TG b 37 5 4 1
ELISA,iZJr ¥ I 7€ 45 min AT H 0.1% M B
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W 0 3 4 G 58 ARG 0 9k 1) AR T R S M AT L A A
)4 . Kuswandi 85 H 57 7 — Flophe s 58 4% 85 4600 7
5 IR WU T PR A B AR R P AT D S
TR AN BRIEET MR %k Bf
LTI R Rl N R SR A D e B AR R (e %
P P R TR 3B A R T s B 95 1% e 4k A
TBR A 0.1 %6, B0 2 Al FH 46 0 1A AL AP 4848 K S 19 5 A
Bl . Sheila S0 R BB iR e 0 Al 196 0 92 W B 30 4G
MA PR AFRB A MEE N, Martin 5558 3 0% 5
PR I3 G 58 W B 0 %85 | 2 R B 1 T LR AR TR 1, &
ok 32 3L R T 440 5 o7 T 57 B9 ST fR e 0> ELISA %, K
DR G PR HP o S 00 D IR e T 45 SR AT

3.2 HttegElEx

UEAR R, G g8 0 7 vk 2 2 4 v 7 S K o 93 R A 9%, o
FH A DA B I E IR AR B R MR E R S,
A 0 T 2 R B T RS B 1 OR A B Ak Ry 2
IR TRt G Gy VR S T A 12 A — T GRT B 0T 5 1 I 7
I s o 25 B N A R A AU T T 28 9B MR 4B e A T
IT FIER R DU B3 S M Rk A ARE T RS E R
T P 8 P R T S AR T R — e R B
RS AW R 7 . 2R T 3 YR 4 i R B
GE. BB s R — O R BT R 28
FAF 5 R R 19 25488 ) %, B0 AR I 5 0 R
AR BUR N R T5 B B RE S A RS
4 HLIRIRA RS EAR

ARG S €6 335 75 o W Uk kB — AR A A S 1
R g7 2 o JURP R LA L VK O i, I B AR LK (CED L
o R A R A B TR O G 5 M P Yk (SDS-PAGE) | &5 s
B (TEF) LA & ik ofr e vk . 38 % 28 A () 3 4 0 b i T
Ve R R A B RO DI Ak R R AT AR (R B — Y
EL AR T 5 R R BB 5 AR G ARG T Y BE M R BB B, 1
AT S A R W B R B A R L3k B A i A
O .

BN LUK E A RO BT TR R R LR DN R
SRS . Tuan S0 R B 4 X RN AR 40 R
Uk (PCR-CGE) J5 2% . K W % PR & 4 P B 2 XS L 76
LA MEAGR G KT T WRIRES YR RA T BENHO
155 2% W3 ok 0 32 8 S 0 R 0 O 3k R 0 T R 4% A
I S LK & . Vallejo-Cordoba 2000 7 52 5%
3 AR T A R A RS W 3T R A A R L T
(CE-SDS) 3k FRAE . b4 it £ 4 0 8% 15 L P o (9 7K 05 1 2R
1 (WSP) FEh 7 M 55 11 (SSP) 4143, He 8 3% [ K T M 7R
FCWSP) B fe s ERE B LR M FEARZ
FFTEZES . WERENTE AR, A B F 317 R
B4k . AT 4B S0 o ) FH B 404 R R I AR X 4
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28 X G YA T T BB I e T — o gl ) S
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75 3 L2 | 2R 58 ) 24 45 SR A5 B0 T T m v e
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15 AR N I TE PA) JBE 48 (B Az 0 o A AR R K e i St
TEENJE + 0 T2 P AY A B AR T EL 2% 5 9l A5 i i B
ATKAA 2o, Basappa %0 T4 B A 45 S VE S 6 0E
T A KA A B RCHR A TR R I A G S F T
4 AR 2 1) L IR B TR T R K O B B R AL T ik
TE P i % E HH Y 38 P P AF 5 4R B Y e AR BB
HE GRIKANSS & 107k B A — & 1R e kL T B Q2
T DNA 1 A I 7 3%
5 &l

PAJBE 7™ i 7E X AT 09 A8 1 AP 47 TR A T s 1) £
B AR TR AAD I . SO T A AR T v T L A
P A — 7 W BRI L ) Qe 7 6 18 A O 1 32 B 6 1
TEIAAL BRI b A8 1 | 8 1 i 52 2% O BR T 38 3507 92 0
JH s T DNA J7 1% 58 808 80 » 5 4 i it 50 BG4 BB O
TS DB AR B R T Dy A o 1) T 3 (R AE R
L B AR B4 T L 2RO B IR AT 8 38 e R U
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