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Abstract: Currently, meat adulteration issues occur frequently, and severely impact import and export trade, consumers’
rights and people’s health. The development of reliable and accurate testing methods has become a hot research topic
in many countries. The most reported meat authenticity detection techniques for meat products include microscopic
examination, enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA), liquid chromatography, tandem mass spectrometry and

polymerase chain reaction, based on the characteristics of morphology, metabolites, proteins and nucleic acids. This paper

reviews the progress in identification techniques for meat ingredients and their future trends are discussed.
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ORI E P BB o, A ERAS [ [ 5 A4 X0 PRI ] i
AR IR BESR A T AN R RE B2 B E o BRI 7 By 75 W
(quantitative ingredient declaration, QUID) &l Rk
P 75 B AR R TR o S i A R, TEARE T
SRR ITE, JERUE R E R A ERILES .
45 2 L 2V A RIR D 45 1 4y 7 ot BRI T B
&2, HPEAmED&EREAN30%, SaHSAEAR
BN25%, SRFNRA RN s R E A 15%, 454k 2
HEMREN10%, Al 7L 3h Y2l P SR & P e 10T
TR AL EARE N25%, X A5 IR
SrbRiR Y, S8 A AL 2 5 I S (Food and Drug
Administration, FDA) £r b5 $i B AL 2 Al it v 75 22
PR BT B, FETE B ah AN I SR T AR 4
AL IR EE P IRT 2 A BT A s . BRE 20114 K A Tl
FER AR, R E A B RS 2 ) B A
RPN 2 1 368 9ol 7 — — 51

i bPnd, & ECA AR IR R R R
AR ENAE FE AT N, AHZLREE A OV 1A R
AT, T EAE BRI S S R AT
T REAR- G HE TP 5 R SRR v e E Ry
%, KRBT A& T BT A ks i 77 7% LA
KIETEA KRN T E. AR &M REBEE
TV R 9 2 R HEAT oy AT R G, IR AR R oK ok
R TT I HEATR VT

1 BEFERWITE

TEAS % 102 N SV R e Dy Bl @it o7 X 2
BRI A 2 S TUBE L SR v HE RS UKL R 20 /N O T 25
SRR X A3 AN A sh P 2 A 0 — B I 7 v, e b ik
TR B AT RR 2R B ME— I 10T T PR R o A U
(bR 7V, AT DAAE T LT A7 78 A8 B 15 00 A
HART0.1% 00 B K& &, Rl E v A%, A PR
K, Airigae e, HERMEshERE —ErE
M, SR R EEE SRR R, BIANTEA 41 A7
TE BB R BE b R BEAE AG H A 1 sh A R R
HIEVEX s Fp s, RuTAX ALy . G
T, R A ) 7 R R R T s
o I, HETHESHTEUE PSS RMELN Y
F AR O R Th B R TR P S0 7= b b LR 2H 2
PEAN AR, /7522 TERIY) A 5 BT 38 52 20 AN B
B, G AR B o AT 56 B R P L
gh g 2 RN A L A gy, 4 SRR B R 43 R
AR CEEID ST 10%, Ko F50%LL
b, FTR SRR B R A HA A SR g o 3Tl
(17 BB 53 BT 52 A A 0t P SR ARG 4 /1 e ol ot it ) 2 KR

U8 o A 0 45 6 B L RO B IL A R 9 R
TR A VRS B B AILE FE AL K
ANRUR R 2 — 45 538 T 20 V6 R 2
AT AR TP e 8 0 40 A
TR 7455 <

2 ETRIEMORNT %

U b, REMETEE T EMRANBRER. EAZ
SMEFTAE A, WHER RS T TBERS T L&
oW, EH AR R kS RN T
2 000 DIFJ/NGT FARI Y . — BEF 035 #7008 T MR8 2K
W SRR RN T R R S A AR ) A G AT B )
FoftJo 8 0 0 7 9 ARG DU P T B A
SR J AL A (AT S ) . il
K T AF TR 00 o T S5 M RN AR, |l T r 2
Je AL AN B T DA SR AE /N TR R I
N. O. HXZ[AIf0 55 AR B Ae ], PRk | 2014070
SEAGEE 2 TG WU AR = 5 5 1) o e o
R o FH T B R o o 5 T R A A R A AR R )
HIAAR S AR T AT s, RETRIAT S5 A% 1 3254
FAHEAER, KEFEMBEER, BFEHCH TR
AR 72 it B ot SRS AT P 2 5 031

BT & F AR & 2 M e e H 2 A A5
TEER, REEYFEIE. BT fERllERESEY
HE, LEEENSEREHPEYRN&E, Fin
Xy “RBET” g8, ®ESHAETE
SN B 5 5 L BRE S ) DA R R S O AT R, @
T K B R S 1R DU B M S S B TR, A e
TREG R, H AT R R T
PRI Awdse I 3 Bl 3 23 b RN L Ah 22 ) 45 55
21 hiEEEAR

e T v — R . TR AR 0 S TR S R
RS 738, FooR AR R T T SRR, A L ) %
B, ATRIEPIE 2Ry, WETGTE S, R T E g
B, BRTEHATRRE . fi. PTEE. BRI e e A
WT o $7 2 VL AIIT LT A RS I P #8205 2 1 1D 45 il
Bl BEFIRR MR ISR, T R TR WL 4G
FIRVE REFIZRAY, HP S0t S Ml e MW R 5%
B, IR JLE, ENIMRZ SIS TF R T 8 aikvkm
W LTRSS AN R SR B o B 7 10 7

Fr Bl 2 YR 5 1 X 6 VR R O P A e — Rl
WAV FE B8 3 AR . EllisZe ! Y2 e L i A5 4
P2 ER AR, S0 T XY RA KIS EER,  [F XA E
P RS PR, X iR PR XS R PR HEAT T RO X ) .
SowoidnichZ:"B I B R+ 2 3 (shifted-excitation
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raman difference spectroscopy, SERDS) %A JFE 7% & 4F
WL FEA XS PRI KRS BB Fr, 0PN EOROBB K
(R T B EAT R A 0 AT, 45 SRR B4 P A ] 4 B A
X4r. (HEEZ T4, f8ohikm R B EIL, #F
Ry = R = TR a8

WK AE780~2 526 nmiu F (93T 40 /M ik
Ding %" I 2T AN A 72 28 R LB ) 8, R A
400~2 500 nmyE A< G T LLAM 0T AR L 2 R N AT
W, FREE S W /N IR T (partial least-squares
regression, PLS) HRUAIWIBRAEE, KIBIEESHE
W RCE B OCR, Horh, BN N5%~25% 14 AR
ft s PR RE92.7% LA _F . RestainoZF "I 414156
B R AT R ARG S, N 2R A 43 T (spatially
smooth linear discriminant analysis, SLDA) % 7= KF
W BRI, XA 5 TR R BRI 46 0l HE T R
100% . Morsy %! IRl B I 21 40 ' 1 5ok 357 828 0 A v 1 4 T
FARIAT T BRI . f i Kamruzzaman 28 F i 4T
SR R S Bk E N B R E NS B, 1%
HARM KR RO AR S B AR AL S, @it
JEHE S ST IS A, 1B BB A ERE D)
R SRR R A ] AT . B IR ERA DMK AT AT
FEEESL T 2 EELPE T (multi-linear regression, MLR)
TR, E4%~40% 176 Bl N AT A2 % IR 5 & . A
T T 4T A 1 PR & 2 P R . R
N5 A7 X HL99 £ 3 IR dn (10 T Hoals A7 70 dr,
ST PR R UE B E R AR . S5 IRRE, AR
X ER R AN A B 2R, BEARIE A B Zak 3
100% . WEWHILLZLAMETE 4 G AT 22 T E T M
PAL 7= L ) — PR A R F B T AL A A B B S
B DD WREREAA AR FLIEE O R0 0 FE &
B, 2) BACREA, Ba R EAMIE, R
FRASE Y
22 WA T EEAR

FEL T S SR FH SR A0 21 S A R[] A PR ol 5 R IUA JEK
AR R BEAT PRI, BN SRR ThRe, BT
SRRSO 7 7 DAL AR IR SR DN Bk
IR, AT AR XUSRAH G 5T, R T IR 4R S
Rl 773k . BT S AT AR S S R R
PP R RN S S5 A R T T A, SRR
Al BT B RE S A R T B R AR, I
PELT Je ] [ AS I 22 b e 7 S5 R

PSP i BT RSB R R, X
. FEARERARE AT . EREH, TR
WG RO IEE S R IR . SR, FRRE TR A A e 4
A AS [R5 A7 BEAT A 20X 43 ABLAS R DX 49 4 AT IR AS [R] 3
BLo FELF AR5 NAS [F LA B 56 LRI, FL T S i 9L

B 5 AU RS N ) 2 A AR B R AH DG 1%, PLSHIAY
TR 2 7E1.27%~7.00% 2 [7] . Garcia®:'R ] £ % %
WIESI T B R G, TEAR RS FE S kS N SnO, i,
255 F 4434 (principal component analysis, PCA) il
HEFRIZ 4% (probabilistic neural network, PNN) %4
T EOR AT LA 4 Foi it KK BRI, #ET R 100%
Tian5 ™5 F B 7 850 2E W B2 G RSy, 45 R %
B, SR G 0] 43 B i] BAIX 23 43 N AS [R] B A A TR D 5
PIRE S, JERHIPLS. MLRAR [f& ##£4  4 (back
propagation neural network, BPNN) Z347 & 37 P45 A,
e X 7 BN ER T A L.

P o 25 210 1 R | 0 T VR 2R IR A
(] EE AT XS PR ot 1R AT s P A e Al o I 3 gy 4y
AR SR ) A i, HL R X TR AN [R] E A7) XS AT
FRBERE S R 2 Jn 8k 181 U 43 B A0 B /s — 3¢ =] )9
43 M 3 ST FR) R B WU AR 2R e A RN T VRN PR X P B A5
01 AP 9 AT TR 22 A5 K R P T
g fr £ SE3 FPROK SRN Btk fr L e fn AR A SRS P
MK e ge R T E AT DUA RLX 4 ik
KR K f, 1T H I AT DA RAS [R] A 7K B 7K
2 A 22 5

3 ETEAROBNITE

W R A A T A, SRR Y A A = 4R S5
T AT — 8 M RS AR A R e, R T A
SRR BT % . Wilkins S5 iR H T R A
R HINE R, BEJE, BIFFCN BT AR R sk T
T PR PO R 7 1 S N FR) 4 8 2 75 1k B B 23 M 45 5
V2255508 A K A i e s R B B A R S AT i
MR, AR VEA A AR, T AN FRE R R
A BRI T
3.1 EHEFHEIKEAR

HLUK T V2 — MR SR s YDk s R N 77 vk, &=
SRR IZ N . SRR HBER . RAF I
TR D/ IO 5 7 N 2D e 4 = TR B8 AL A E g = e
Xof PR 2 HEAT 45 1) A PR DK AR 5 A0 5 5 T s T i e I
¥k (polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis, PAGE) . + k¢
FETR TR - R IR L L B Pk (sodium dodecyl sulfate-
PAGE, SDS-PAGE) . XU[al#E/iHVK (two-dimensional
gel electrophoresis technology, 2-DE) 4,

2-DEMRYEE B 5w S (pD MaF & (M)
XFEE A AT 4 B A4, REAE — sk &R b R 5 E
10 000 A& 1P, I BLAT LAl 5 RS R R 145
X AN [7) ity i ) AT o) ot A8 PE B B A, N R B A
I F BRI AR . — . 19t 80 AR v ik i H
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VKR — IR R B T sh I8 1 £ 5 S diis, 155
E T EERRAERE M. BEfE, 2-DER AT 220 af
RENT REBRE, HoMFRIIN2-DEEE 2 2
i, WHEEDPL EPRIEPIERsE AR, —sE
W OO T IR 5 ISR B MR A S 2> FhRid . WA
T T T O N TR N NIl 2 e I N IS
NP ERARSEER, HEREENZERHAGEER
N FI SR A S A AR AR . BiJS . MontowskaZE"
SEE AR R RTINS RS DL R R IR I R
HR, AT HAES IR PR o S0 B AR, B AR TR YT
wE L AEE LA 4E MR B . X a) R LK B R A
SRR R R, SEEREE, EoadEdh s T
Ji B R T2 000 kKDAME T 1 000 kKD 15 5% £ xFT
PeBR AR ME . R A o R Y,
TR] L A 0 A 00 235 S P A 2 7 A — g 2
32 GEFHA

G 955 2 R S W I B RD BT AR 1 R S 4 A R
HE 5 TBOR H AR IE B 5 500 sh W 1tk 4 1 773 B A
WarneckFlSaffle i LA KR8 S Ak S iR, ok 1
I3 2 S5 b i B E I P & R S, AR
o P B B 1 G 28 SR T RS B L, 4 ek U e
L BRYBOE . AR KR TRUR S v DL
A W [ 5256 (enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay,
ELISA) %%, H.rLAELISAJ7VE (R i A 2

Tt IEG 4 88 2 K DL R B A e I ) R AR SR 1 R B 1)
o T A AR P AR 35 A JR ST P — o B 28 3 T 7 R
A0 - FUAA SO ) 2 e e e, HEAT B0 1 4 0l
MiE¥%5 8. HEf, AT RESEE SR MELISAT
oF T ALK B) B2 A I G R AN IO ER IS S b, — A
"] (Neogen. ELISA Technologies. SDIFIStamford) .
ZIF R — RV ELISA R &, wl LUk Bk
R HEAT A2 SRR S ARSI . 201 40904E 4, MartinZg ™Y
5K FHELIS A T7 v %5 4= A H1 45 4% 0% 3180 % (1) 4 1A B 43
filbr bl 26, E BN ARS8, RGN R
N1%, B3 Z518%, MMM FRERF, mEhH
WIS N % 2 N48% . 2 JGRencovaZs i it ¥ s L P B
F100 ‘CHE{120 ‘CHNFA30 min /5 i & #Fa 5 1 £ T Hi
A, IR 762 T BRI T MR R G
L ASRRATER A, A REE 1% ~5%. B, Liu
SR PR e 0k, DUB IS (PR HI & T Rl
TR (MABs 8F10MISHO) , f A AE W46 I %S Al
I A H10.05% F10.1% )56 A R 73 AT DL 220 &
AL B 5 R LR A R R DR R P R B AR A
GiovannacciZE "¢ FIELISAR 7 & I 5 722 s
PIFISE A, A TEVE X 70 88 PRRE i R X AT AT KRS A

ELISAE B mUR AR BT 8 07 8, JEB Mk ALt

DABASR AR, RO 2 AR, R A R
{51, AT DA R B A K B o ME SR A 2R B — AN R
SE B S B A R e MR B BV, I R e B 5
Rt EdiiE. gmilhmiSEs 1 BRA &R
YRR e, REAEMPUE 2 —. WA R
I, TUAE S ) [R] — P b (R AN (5]t b sh 0 e B Wt i, 25
Gy IS SUR B, PG R . T Ah, TN T
TG R i o0 25 5 B HERR B 2 FRAIK, IXOR TR
DRI 25 1) e 2 0 2 0 2 1 e iR R 5 A 119 3244 5 4 77 AR
W, PRI R A T R AR B A .

33 BRI BOR

WAt CROAEE FTRE AR 75T &=,
BKPERTEE AP, K AR B TR 2 TF, T 5 R I i
AP AR A A 5T LG A o MU 2 TR, DRI A -
JoR T Bk FH RN SRR B - T RS R B2 T AR A AL A
£/ IR ViR =g valll 8

Chou 5 IR Fl 5 RUAR (38 1 50 - A . o A 2%
15 FABA, R ABNT6%. AristoyZ Ll
ZCHUR £ % v T A o SR VR 1 S 44 Bl e kL AT R
PRI, 38 S A s UK ARG VLR 1 2 A i N AR
rH R LA UR 1 A, A UK R RS LR & 2 2 LR
T0.30F, A NtAR & A FL A YRSy B AR W FR
N0.5%, E & RGEAH (3 Chigh performance liquid
chromatography, HPLC) 1 i 2L 30 95 14 B 73 K
DU PR 975 e = B, HLAE 75 F HAR U7 vk 1 — 20 1 o e AL 3D
PIFf 25, GiarettaZe R F #E i S A (2% H R Cultra
performance liquid chromatography, UPLC) , VA4
EIAE R R DU AR A P LB R R I i B B AR
PR il 5 B0 I A RN AL B2, K S A LA B A
PN EREN B ENERINAER, REH B
K, e ARAS PR fl iA $5% (25 mg/500 mg) . SR,
HT ARG EARSEEMERET. THREZ, &
B RHEAR R, G AL 5 SR
TR AR A BRI BOR B R, TR T IR G o) ) B
BOK, DIGAESEBR N B, FREAl 54 R AT
SR KRR, Bk, — AN bR G 0 92
PR E T, AR A PR I A T A .

HAT, K Sk A BT 5 R A 45 6 X AL o A TR 3
VIR A AT S A R T BT R R T ) o 3X i 7 V4
PETaT 5, AN T S A Jo T A 00 e o X e g 2 LKV 43 B
FYEEEA, RRR A E A RIKE, i pE s
BT S R AR R, I BAJBT 1% 22 s 7t 0 777 92 A W A0 JER
TE, AR B PR R S B € B . Christoph
U UCR B T, SR T AR AR 0 YRR A R
gre MATTUAS P EPIFI A OB VT R, 0 Hh 5 AT
FERVREIE K, JERA 2 A A R B RIS A ) S AT B A
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MR ~0.55% . BL77 7R =25 (multiple reaction
monitoring, MRM3) BRI N, FEmiEmEtl, A
P B RBUE, W LLE BRI NS 0.13% K58 A
By . B S, Montowska 5 R F R I 25 AR R S T T
A (desorption electrospray ionization, DESI-MS) 5%
RELR /AT i HE (liquid extraction surface analysis-mass
spectrometry, LESA-MS) A REMA. 5. 5. 1§
FKAGPEES PRI B LR B, MR E R LA 2 o5y
MriZ: (multivariate analysis, MVA) RINHEI% 55 Fi Al
FRA HFERK, R R ILESA-MS J5 ik i A e A R a5
JE R FDESI-MS 57 .

4 ETEROENT %

W JLAER,  DAZIR s 3640 1) 3 4 b 28 5 ) A Ul
TE B, IR TN R IR
N BAEMEES N (polymerase chain reaction, PCR)
L HATETT L. DNAZKM SO U P PCREIR S . 5
HEABAIEL, DNAA G 52 B4 5t n L7 A sm, Fa
SEMTEE s AET RE T HR Mt , BIEsh 2
WALAE, WAl AR ERSEEE R FR, X554
TE A AEERY . BLISAPY, 408 H ik 2% 7 %41
P, NIRRT DUAS I 4 i Bk B A A o Y, T
W BN BN B3 4 58 B A
4.1 B EAR

RN b 2 FHDNAZRAZ 58 s WD UR 1 o) % 5E
754 FHTBO 18 [R) A7 22 b 1 1) 347 4 55 KT ZH DN A Fil
S R 5 T E B JE e R B IR S DNABEAT 445,
AR P A (OS5 5 8 FE S I R ALY R X
Foft 5 5 I Tt B XS A AR R Y DL R A RIS
(I8 A ) TR AT R e, 1SR T R IRLR .
Kirsten %R L 77 % 8 7AW R B2, HaR
B HH AR DNAE 2 7E e Ao 1, (#3557 PARric 1 J4 DNA
WREF 2, A5 9% SDNAKE 1R BOC R, FITE
A= PRE il RS I HH 0.1 %5 B R R 23 AE N L (1 A
il ity B AR AT A HE 0.5 % [ AL B 73 o IR A VAR IN 4G
AIEHE . X DNARJ2EE BR &, REHE 5 1R %
FRE ah HZURIE B N T07 USRI R semy, H R %
AN, ERWAE, SRR a2 3] 7B
42 HHIPCREA

PCRIW R 45 e H B A B i R U, X AE A
B it AR R ANERDARE e ) A S YR A RS I AR R TR R,
Rl g rh R B 5 3 7B R o A RIE AT R &
a,  HAT AR T VEAS H A& b = i R 8RS . PCRITVE
AR R ERRE RSP, BT R E R R
DNAFFIE R bR, PCRITIEAALTT 53 #2041 Fhp 2

T2 T FH T S 1 it ol 5 500 R A B 4 U, X AE AR
FIBIR AR 2 A C3RAF V2 N A . PCRAG I J5 725 1 3& i v
B, BAZEF A DNAT G e 7. & Fh
Rk Z R, BB NADNAT 5 B A ME—
P, HZAAERR, FEhYARHSN S T FIDNA 7
FlseaAERE, TR, Bk, K. A%, EBREA T
HUDNABATH I . 11 TDNARS B A5 K v H E K2 %
EEMMFEE S, B, PCRTVEREH T &M hn T A
it R P S RS o PR SIS s e rp R i FH 2R R R R
PCRAGMIEAR, BLFELE PR (Kb A . D-LooplX .
12S rRNA. 16S rRNA%E, IX & i T2 kiR DNA 1k 15
Bk, BT Z R e 22 28 MRS R R R
P, H¥IUHZ, MARANEG RN, FEPLE
K, BEEGHET W, AEREFEFNEHY, PR
R EMBESY (BFYD) mtDNAFS], &it T
4y EAL R SR VE RO R R Y I 5, ST
ey EPRPERA AL SRS CHRIEPD R PR A I
2 e U I % FAS R P DD X 236 b R AR R
IR R Sy, R 3O % 0 v B AR A 0 S AN E R
SR . Martin R 2R KA 128 IRNA 551 B i H 45572
S W%t TS RIVR A AT R, b O R DR B B
T-100 bp, FrMIPE40.1%~1.0%, PRt T2 e al
N T JEDNA H B 75 i 1) PR il i 52 29 M o Soares Y
B Bt eyt bAII2S rRNAVE N H IR, ShAg A A5
BT W EPCRE &, REUEHN0.1%, HARIHE
Sk, Safdar®FlAmaral %545 5136 FIPCR T 5% D Y
KEEA. XE. FhRANEEHERPER. KA. 5
S FEFIREA B ST T WA I LA STk E
2346 FH SR A4 BE TR 2H G i 1 B g PRI 2K 5 1 6 A D g
A, ST SRk, dokiiAgk R A EAF AL PR
RN, ESIYHLFPERFN LT LA € A
W E AR, TTRESBUE R R MW ZE . IR DNATE
SN DUEE S, 70 R T I dE, Hi T4
DU, SECRBUZRAE, R sz gt 2R D,
AslanZ % 75~100 Chn#k & 1 F 4= W i () GAPDH,
CASTHNCTSBIE: R B fRFE FEMM T H12E W98, KILAEL00 °C
1) i T AT AR T ARSI 2 K F 150 bpif) F B, A LA
B TR A 5 R 1) 7 P S A P A 3

PCRJ5 A0 T B4 () it o s Sl AN B 31831, B
VA A T R o SR 20054 1 1 H ARG B IR P S R b
R TTIBWINE  INEER . R T 45 ] 5% A T AH 4k 2 <7
RIS R G . AH] R ETT RN, X HDNA b7
o AT RS I AT DA PR T b 30 0 7 RN S AN SRR
58 R P O A B S A R IR Y. Vazquez &)



252 2016, Vol.37, No.01 B5aitl

By

=

XA EEb

A3 M TR Z MRS, FHIDNATS S0 KIS 43 A
A=) AT U . HeatonZE " F SNPARIC X 4 PIiE 4T
U, FERERRMOVE I —.

4.3 PCR-PRMIMER BAKEEZ A1 (restriction fragment
length polymorphism, RFLP) FIPCR-HBEM) R £ A5k
(single strand conformation polymorphism, SSCP) A

BEL 1) B B 22 25 1 43 i A2 48 R BIR ) 44 Py D) g
PN XUEEDNA G 1 R 5E F7 51 I F £ DNAYI I, TR
KEANGE B 1) Fr BUE R FR U 73 HrHR . PCR-RFLP
455 TREFLPSPCRECAR & HHRr i, I 5 —20Xf
BRI DNAZEATPCRAFFE 1 W4 3G, SR X4 38 =y ik
AT PR P LA LT) , FE  RR VKHEAT 22 A A Y
ChikuniZ5 R 45 i3k TR DNA T B 145 26 AL =F 14 57
TSI, FEXNPCRAMIFATING, 25 REKIWH 2% [H
PEPE, AREdid4 AR R X 2 48 2 A
Sharma®#"""ja FIRFLPHE, AR S T A 06 A il 28 & A
T P P v I e e AL B S A PORE S, R A RIS 5 A
B —8, A Z IR TR0 . Doosti%s A
FARFLPH AR A AW FER AL SR, PR
R AR S ) 7 9 AT T SEBRAE SR ISR . S5 A% R
JEHNA AR LE, XTI AR L e T8 25 17 BT 1
WA, MAEACER. SRR ERIEPDNAM &K, 4%
Kim, DNAHI@HMEE (EAal. B, &1 &
W, 2 %W 21 (ethylene diamine tetraacetic acid,
EDTA) . SDS. iKE#E) ¥IReMbl B Ui rE, (Hn]
DLE Tt 14 DA BE L 3 DR S S A4 AR W R T g ) 40 ) 7 A
FEK R MM AT il BeAh, B TEAER T 2.
K. B 5323 H bR R 78 B AL R BEAL R AE 5
W), Gy e AR A A S AN E i, e e T2 SR
B BRP AT, SEER AU EI
I, IXECHRFR ] T REFLPHS A TG [l Hu R

W RIPCRIFVEIE H EOR A AR e 517, SBEH
REBMESHN AT HIBEH I Y. 2807 KRB L R %
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BSOS wEEr B IRE N, AEER R T T
RWIREERL B vk, HT 2GR EEDNAKAL, 73 H
MEER, SEERARERE, @ik, mhlx
GRS A AR R 2 S . R A SR A )
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T AN EFPRE S B EERBE T 514, SRBL T R B M 1 AR A
i BB RS R PRdAS I o HL 52 i SSCPAR & 1 11 [
FZ, SR BEP AU I A, S KA
A8 FE R v i ACRALE S 36 (R I, SzB i F b,

4.4  SEEFROEEEPCREFLA (real-time PCR)
FE G PCREGAN ™ 1Y 7= W AT 2 s kr W, 1A 2 6 2¢

FEPCRZ I8 i 2 AL G W) AE BEAS I B sk 2w A W A g £
PGS o TR B R 7 pr s i B I ), A
i HDNAE & 5 PCR* W) E AT = I IE I E A A7 4 58 7D
%, [Hitreal-time PCRAJ I8 A7 14 Hh 42 0 4 ot A A oA B 3F
A7 38 B AT,

SEIF 2O EPCRFEBMFEF R FIH X AR
TCPRAER 1 9 Ak A g 20 7= A % S it AR 46 1) TagMan real-
time PCRANFIFH GLbl 4 74l A BUEEDNA T A4 56 AE IF)
SYBR Green real-time PCR., SYBR Greeny% L34 7E T
DNAY™ 8 Ji5 38 3k 75 A i 28 16 00 HH Bl 3 58 250 Lopez-
Andreo5"HZ BRI SR DRGSR, RARK
MFRIE S T0.04 pg DNA, X288 = AN T &M A &
P RAFRR I RCR, B85 #E47 19 — S PCRA R R
FERE A PR . F= E45F FISYBR GreenSEH} 7% J6PCR
JTEEENL T B s I e R i Y TR, W9 R A
R S A48 AR & IS RE dh AT R, A R Dy
0.000 1 ng/uL DNA, FH 5 1EX020 Fivis UL fo = 5
TR, R St R, REUER . SoaresZVF
SYBR Green S 2 JEPCRZAT I HY T & A1l & HH4B 11
WK . MRS R FISYBR Green SZH 7 ¢ PCR%
FE I H T PRI it o PR AT o

TagMan real-time PCR4Z A i TagMan#RET 5 Bt
455 5K RO 3G 98 1 S SR ek, B SIS I ¢
BT, AL THRIKKIAT, (15 FH— KM 2 MRk
[F) H S S0 P P S R T o IX b 5 V2 AR B A i A
Lt 0 R B G S TR BT DASRAR A I R, H R
TS AN B S B T DNAE a1 FE il R & hg
For 0 HME RO . IR B, N AR s A SR SEPCRELR
S AP WS IR VT o BB BA ) Wang 25!
FRARHE A (20 i €0 SR DR U4 3 M S D ER B, X8 A
AN [ M 7 it B 4B 4R A9 R A ZN IDNAY 3, R4
AT DL AR S T G it 4 2 S A B DNATE R X
KB, ETRA P oA I R BB E 10.001%,  FFAEXT
TR A ) A WU ISF & 338 43 7 ol DL 4 R B R AR 4R
W Ulca5™ 15t - H A4 A A8 AR KA R 4542 Fif
A b SRS OLEAT TR, 40 B A B
THOL, 2 A= AN R R 2 (145 2 HL A PO il ity A BRAIS T
0.1%. SRibAE b3t i LW P EBAMNAIER, 1
PG eyr bR RS T 41, FAL T PRI b H R I 4
I3 e PR E BRI AR, A R BUE A F]1.78 pg DNA.
Lopez-Andreo5 ™% FIMGBHREF %1 65~126 C %14+ T i
10~30 min 5 1955 AT BRIV G FF A 158 ARG 23 i3k
TR, ZREIR, WFE 5P RTR AR
CHEMI %2, AFLJSIIDNAREMRE KZ100 bp/iti, ik
B B Aer I 45 SR A T — R RE RIS, BT SLI TS
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1R T DL AR 5 A I 3] 5 9% P T AR Ak B S B TR R A
Soares %" F| Fil TagMan SE 7 Y PCRIZAG I H T PA il
BN KGR . Kesmen5 i i 3 F TugManiR 41
{14 X0 B S B % S PCRYZ a8 Al 1 A= (R F0 #oin 2o iy 4
AR A o I 500 141 BN ) 2 I 7 070 F Sz i) 2¢ S PCR 7
eV E) | I N =R N o Gl i e SR s oL e
i, DT R T R T R AR A T R AL
FIFARTFEL

PE AR T3 JUETF AL L T R PCR T 1L AL i ¢
FPCRIZEFE . & AR — RIEFK AT FRAE,
ALFERE H O A SRR LB R0 R, 3. S
WL Py, AT, BEEY) MM ERRE, S I
JE B B RN AR OV B 2 R ) S S bR o R = S
BT VK. T, Sl e B S e AR S, A
S SRR ARSI R ) FR A B Sl P I R A R A — s A
AR5 T AT

U I R RS ¢ Y PCREG A LS A= B A 1l o S RIS o
TSR e e R A R T2 1 RER, (HRAE
TERSEEAHE AT 1 2 kil . BT AN FSIRE
P BRI RS, AR E R DNA S &,
AR ZERARDNA R BAFEIR R ZE S, (BB & bR AE
oty S EHPIERELFFIANE, PCRIN AR 2 [A] B 7
SRR ZE R e s, BEAS VR PR HELL .

F1  DISERSDEPCREARGER I W AR R 5 B E S Fe bk

Table1 An overview of species identification of common meat by real-

time PCR
i PCREAR THARER S
NN N N real-time PCR 168 rRVA [9294)
K, E% %ﬁf . reaktime PCR Gith [81,83, 92, 79,9596, 94, 9]
» T 5F
o RAHMAES  SYBR Greenreal-time PCR 125 RNA [19,%9]
[ENE NSNS 1 real-time PCR 12 rRNA %]
H8% % KBIES raltimePCR 185 rRNA [98,100]
LN £k real-time PCR BefufED-Looplx (100
J SYBR Green real-time PCR 188 rRNA 19
KA real-time PCR S NADHA S RE T f101]
F B GRE Multiplex real-time PCR ~ PRLR, GHRI, ACTB 1107
o wan : ; PUAER, EREREE
i, Multiplex real-time PCR TR R %9]
A mwmmm“mﬂﬁﬁwm (1)
I ERG reaktime PCR HHL{END2, NDSFIATP 6-8 100, 104]
B SRR realtime PCR KT AR [105]

45 DNAZKMEHAR

FE20034E 4 FE LR IDNAZ A BORZ — FhpRiE . W]
AR S T BRI R AR R 9 — BUL
F A2 (IDNAFP S N SR A 3 AT MR 2 5E - H AT
LR R AR [ (COX D R
G FEBIVE NEN I 4 TS . BatonZUO7R i 3 K 4 i 14

AN B AR W0 5 A2 7 3% R LB P AN eAT sh 4T 43
THE, 23 M AEGY SR T — B K
645 bpFIIEH 514, 204 rAES A 179 4y (87.7%) 3K
BT EmRERE TS, COX BER FBRh N 2 513
WAL, “PIMEN0.24%, AL [H) &P Fh 2 7] (1) 22 Sk 5
T9.77%, B 5L PR S BB AR & —Fh T DAR SR B B i S )
Tl ot 3G R AEVE A 5 A T B, IR A AN 5 B
A2 DCAN IR 40 7= b R A B i o
46  HFPCREIA

PCRF L E A HER . REL. B, R s, s
I} 52 Y6 PCRBE 4 J5 A 1 5 U PCRBLAR e Ji Bt A — Tl i
SV mARBIEEREE SRR R SR %
PCRITVEAE A B L) it 1) s PR RN 2 e A I R 45 T B
KIEH, EHATEPCRIFEF MY A EMHERIRZ,
RS FE A B R 22 S, SRR i RIARAERE i A&
ANFERE S Z B 8 B R AR A, WS SRR RIE K
AR, T A S AR £ R AN A, DR SR R
PCRI)E & g i, R A 3 B M AR SR A RE T 2
AT IBCHRIE RN 57 5 v A U B P 5 vk R

7 PCRAZE — T ] LUK i 2 B DNA RS DUE A R A
DA . A SEI 98 PCRA B, AT B4l P bR vk
WA bR E 2R, AT DASZEIDNA$ES TUH ) 4% 52 &
e PCREZI 2 — A FE W P, RIPCRY 1Y A% 615
SorhT. EPCRY I EL, EHAEMDNA-3 4B 3 JL
F2JLAABTOH, FREIR S FAPAT RN, IRAE
P13 (R B 38 45 R 5 SR AR RN OB G R OGS 5,
e B BB AR B AA 43 A U SRR S DNA ) 5 a5 94
g &N, X R T VEA [ Treal-time PCRYEEANME A
SRS SRR TN E 7715, AT BRreal-time PCRA AN RAS
SRR, PEEAREE ARy R, R
DNAEMR S DU, 1A 75 BRI ARAEY A E o s . 3L
FPCREEIMIKIZWIE S, BARIE. HEKEE. B
SR PRI AN R — AR 5 T R A% T E AR,
1 R LR £ 7 PCRIEAT PR 2 B Al PR A 7
B2 T HFPCREAR B A N 4axt i &I al, ME
TE PRI 45 BRI A R4 PR I FH T 55 o

5 & i

EPIETE R R B R B2 ek ) )
Ao VAT, AT TLAF B T DA ot ol o 6 ) ) 2 22
Tiike AT ERIEEN:, C 2 MR E 2 o sk
Uk - (Y NAYIPIAE R TR T8 £3 % N ESE LR Rk €/t
Gr TR G & IR B S 00 T v s 6 A BORRE ) 4 1R
B, P HTERERR, HE R ENE O, H
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