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Recent Progress in Techniques for Adulteration Identification of Meat and Meat Products

SHI Zihe, Josef VOGLMEIR, LIU Li*

(College of Food Science and Technology, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095, China)

Abstract: Meat is one of the most important parts of the diet due to its high nutritious value and unique flavor. Driven
by high profits, the problem of adulteration of meat and meat products occurs frequently in the meat processing industry
and market. Therefore, the development of efficient techniques and methods for the identification of adulterated meat and
meat products is of great significance for ensuring the rights of consumers. The requirements for adulteration identification
techniques vary with the type of product and consumption pattern. This review describes the basic principles and
applications of the methods currently available for meat adulteration detection, including proteomics-based immunoassay and
mass spectrometry, DNA-based polymerase chain reaction and non-invasive sensor and spectroscopic technologies. Additionally,
the disadvantages of these methods and some suggestions on the development of new adulteration identification techniques are
proposed. We expect that this review will provide a theoretical basis for adulteration identification of meat and meat products.
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R G S PN T S B IR SR T 2
Mak BIRTIRRY, AT RE @5 T 2 0 5 444 R
R BEYAR, REAERE RTINS
A A, CREGAER . SR REBIE R EAR e B
P BAT RO B 500 ZE AR LR 3 ANy
M 1) PZERIERSEE (A SHRERE. GHl5HE
GEASE. HIERIED 5 2) WRBMREE (WK HHE
fshin. B BENTEE A EAD 5 3) $EEREE
BRI E NG (K B o BEE BURAES K TR
WA BRI PR R A R BRI S 1 5 R 50 7 ik
BN AL . ARSI A AR PR 0 T 2 B ) 5
AREIWTFCRERE 25 B A7 AE D 138 DA KT R 75 125 1) e 22
BEAT TEREWRIE, DDA RIS 2 4 4 AT 3 B
eftia .

1 W REREMNTT %

e BHRENTENEREMESFHANCE
TOVE T R 2R R N T ) 22 R R R, H R
WHMITEAEETREE AR RZ M E (mass
spectrometry, MS) iR, FEFDNARE A BE4ER SN
(polymerase chain reaction, PCR) %% FE, LAY
T AR RS SRR . R U S T P i 4B 01
T 73T T K4S .

KL PR S R 5

Table1  Major methods for adulteration identification of meat and
meat products
B AR s il SRR
ELISA R, SRR, Djurdievic"",
Efff A XL Mandii"2
a7 MS L HAR, R
R K Watson""%
SEPCR gk, JHFEARDNA Tafvizi®,
: DGR AR Prusakova™/%
$ETIER, BESR, S Kumar™,
o R T A
‘ PCR s A, Lubis™,
! R FEUA R K%
a0 HETIRAE, Pl mot. Floren™’,
ek P e AR R
foi LR IRERE, TR, &5,
#ik HE gEaFH BEPE Zhang Xinzhuang 4%
i RIEEHR, IoiE N Alamprese™',
UMER R WEIR RS R
s 50 i e RlIRE, w—Eh Zhao Ming™,
il E0k=pini lidnES . #Em%@ Boyaciﬁ%i“;
o s FER AR SRR L Xiong Zhenie,

BRI KRR AR Kamruzzaman ™%

LIBS AESPIEAR, HllpE Chu Yanwy
il REE% Bilge"%

VE: ELISA. B G0 28 W Bl 52 75 (enzyme-linked immunosorbent

assay) ; RFLP.FR#IME B K E 2 &P (restriction fragment length

polymorphism) ; qPCR.3Z[ %% #PCR (quantitative real-time

PCR) ; HSLEJ&E % (hyperspectral imaging) ; LIBS.J6% S 5

i (laser-induced breakdown spectroscopy) o

159]

1.1 HEBHS

EHRABEN N ERARERAEA R, &
FEAEDE AL & E A E SRR e . WRE S EN
B3, RN A A B A B AR RS, AN [F AR ) IR B
HAESE., &5 b E—EEZR, BmEamaER
AFRICE R A B EY . W ILRE TR AR
) S FL ] i B R TV S e Arik . FIK i AIMS
T
L1l ik

Yok h B B2 ELISA, ELISA ¥4 J5 ik
S P v R S AP 5 Tl A S D v RO AH 5 B B — A
AR A, H20MLT70ERY KRR KE ) Z M
FAF P2 R ) 45 A ™ . ELIS A Je s J5 28
R PR BRBUAR TR B AE AR Bk R T, B4 G PR Bt
A JE AT DR LB S M 5 Sz v v, d I I A R 5
P, AR S TR A € PR AR A SR ) W 2 e B [
BT 515 . DjurdievicZ5"IF K T — B T 8L T B BT
5D2 ELISAE BRI AT CGEAL R, F£R.
W, SRD WINAER GSRMAIGRD K. Rk
PUAR SD2X X FIT KRS B 31 i UL T I 1 B A R YRR
S, BT LR I B AL i A A %
MIEE, HELISAMS 5 5 KOS PR RIS PR A< BE 1R A o P 53R
(r>0.994) . MandliZs"" R BRI E AL W B &5 & Pk
G BRE (1 G L T PUIAELISAK M 248 A g I B s
Ui, {EEBZELISARISE G+ PEELISASER I, B & H Sy fl
JRAS o I G S AR A REAE 20 min YA DU 4= Y
H10.01% 18 R B R . BRI S BORAE %0 R KRBT
MHEAPUE, R, HEIPEL CL A I AR S 3
{HAEAERT — Lo PG 2 SO, RXFE B =, AR
TR il s e T S S E ) NP K T W s
file, SREREE R T IR AT
1.1.2  MSHA

MS 73 #1228 o1 2H 2 R s e FORS i B AR
YIRS ClnZEFI D BARMZ KR T A,
MSVE 2 —Fll & 5 7 By bb RS-t B i
%, EERARAY T, @ s BEARSMSEARMLS G
A] SEIAS [R BP0 5 AR 1 B IR 001
1121 BERHEIKES GMSHA

K& M —4E (one-dimensional, 1D) 14
(one-dimensional, 2D) %t/ HL Ik AR A PL2r B 2 &
HT, B HUK S A MSEOR 1] s3I i 3 HE 5 A 4y
R . Kim&" XA B YK (two-dimensional
gel electrophoresis, 2DE) 254 MS M RN fil A 11775
R INE] 7450 R A, BFRTA LS FEERE
SRR (P<0.05) , HArF22 Fd A i el T X o i
PRIV LA . Montowska§!" 047 T 16 R & ABE (i
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AL AL SR, TSR RGN R KRS RS T RO M
BIR6 Tl Y JEURL 15 AhE 2 ve AR A i ULER R B A
WAL EE R HOANTR], 4 SR AR IR A PAYJBE Th 10 % F At ) Ao
IR RERS B RGN E . NaveenaZs!"H i T2DEMEL
Ry B LK (OFFGEL electrophoresis, OGE) 437l 45
A MSECARR WA [F] LAV & 1 L SE A 40 2E P RTK A
K. PLMAILERE A8 (myosin light chain, MLC) 1
AMMLC2 H 343 R 5 KON E VbR 5 W), 2DES &
MS B Al 21 7K A PRI v s i it B 23 501 % L PR A 4
W, MOGE: MSEARER I £0.1% ) 1L 3= AN LR - A
BE. BERBIKSGEMSEAREN NS BEEAE —ER
JRIBR A, e B LUK B 23 1 23 R R B /N
|H, JEHAR L E A SR SR E.
1122 if-BHMSHA

i kA R A B 2 KR A R A 25 i B
e, DAUR SR X [ 52 A vh f0 R B EEE 2 IR AT e
AN TR B0 123 25 CAAS T 1) o BE VR T e A #E 3l R 258 )
SRR . H B A (- MS I FH BOR BB 43
Mg, ISR IRBLIMSE, & Bh 2 F s Bt ik
BRLE s 43, i 3R S A IR AR I . ol iR A
M) B e RSB € % - D AR AT/ o 3 N B v o0 T
7 (ultra-performance liquid chromatography-quadruple/
electronic orbitrap-high resolution mass spectrometry,
UPLC-Q/Extractive HRMS) F1 /= ZGHAR €21 - = 5 PUAR AT
Jiiiit (UPLC-triple-quadruple mass spectrometry, UPLC-
Triple-QqQ-MS) HH&SEHITIE, %E 7AW MK, HE
PIAIRE P Hh20 MRFAERKEE, AL 1A H PRAKT-0.5% 1 5
P54 0 52 7 v . Watson s U Vg N T —Fh 43 47 1A o
WILLE B ZRLC-MSTT %, L 7. FIAL £
FE R IKE, EHMSHZ &M E (multiple-reaction
monitoring, MRM) & %0fii%k th IKAEWIFRICH), %077
HAR A% S REINE . 26 A T 1% 5% A &
AR 1 90 25 S B HO T 0o /K3 KR AN R 005 55
IR 0 07 e S 30— 2e R B2 1 IR B
il R AR E IR 25 E B BRI M A E . Wang
GuijiZ5!" IR A XY IA L WGP A PRI R A LR A A
MR REAT EREAMZ IR, DO R AFE I AEY
PRICH o 8 = OB € B3 I = 2 DU AT A7 I () Jo
132 (UPLC-quadruple-time-of-fight mass spectrometry,
UPLC-Q-TOF-MS) Z54MRMYES ANYFl i1 A P vh %
AT 34 FARAEYIARICY), HABE20 R AR TEK
Li YingyingZ: "t —Fh 3 - UPLC-MS/MS [A] i A5 3 %
WL RS RS XS TS KREL fed. BiEAES A
Yokl EMS T %, AR 2 AR P A L B R DA

I RTS8 NMF T IR R 2 IR A IX
Fh R, A A REA I 28 AR H AT AT — AN [190.5% 11135
e, AE-MSEHBE AR TEAORAZEE, BHE
AHER RS, EFEEEHOREM TR, B BN E
Ho & s ElE AR, BERAR; NTothadi
b R B BI0N T A 6 IS 0 7 PR I0 T R ) o A A R
SO, A, MSE B S, HFHEE—T
e R IR 2 A .
1.2  DNA

i SRR T R e A% T IR S e B TR B 2 R T R
B, MRS, B ECEAT R e 7S R Y ) AR R
T . DNAE NI ) B LR, EyFEEE
i BEAR S . DNAMIR T8 A i KA s 1 #vik, 17
1EF B LR s A 2 W RS RS ue,  [RT )
V2N T RSB Y B BTDNAZM AR 5
HDNAZA IR A WEHE R N . A DNAZRAS T ik E S
Bi. REUER, I T30 AR AR S AR L
RIAE,  PRITITPCRZ I S5 bk i () i
1.2.1 % #EPCR

PCROE & 1T A [F] P v 22 DAL B 1 51 0 K s Ak
P HDNA, @5 B PCRF= Y K /N % 734 A
HAR. ZHEPCRAETE —NPCRIMER R LGN N £ 5t 5]
V), TP, AR HLE S8 2 AN DNASE B, kT ST
Xt 22 A P2 R LN T A P L PR A 2k
PRGNt R b ZE AL SR T T4 P&t CkAg, B
Ly XSRS MRE RS, B 2 HPCRE AL
4 AR TafviziZEPUEH 4. XA KE 54
AT Z EPCR, 4N EFHBERAR . dREH,
ZHARBEENFRNEFSRAMKGEANBE, o
Jo7 T oAt n T PR ORI . PrusakovaZE PR R T
—F L2 EPCRITE, H:T8 ML kK ATPase
7 A2 STt S Bl Y IR R R S e S Bl LR
(RS 22, FERS XY RIFLKAS) I3 My WiE 2R
K. . ZRD MEZHEPCR MK R, B7ER L
2 B R PCR AP HETf 46 58 Rl RIS, A R 5 mT A Y o
%% DNA., Z EHPCREALENARBMIEE . =
s AEX TR S DNAGE S BRSSP EPCR R
AR
1.2.2  PCR-RFLP

CR-RFLPJE | FHPCRY™ 4 — Bt i °F % A 41
T AH R & 2 1 PR 1 A% R Y V) B X P C R ) i3 AT
Y, @l e A D) S 7 4 R S e 3 T A ) A T
DNARJE, KumarZs P L2844 40 i (0 K bJE A A
A5, RFAPCR-RFLPVES ) T M HAHIT 1 LA
P o Bt Alul FTaql UEEYIPCRF=Y), ol 4 2% 5
AN, KFR. SER. LEAMER. ALZR)
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PAPCR-RFLPHE AR, F U520 AN R & RA .
FARAY Bt 7123 . 108, 243 bpZE[H F B, IEEH#E
SIS H AR %8 TGV G R e AL Ry B RIS, ff
P12 7 125 A8 % ) H 2 Pl v 0.1 90 1 22 B8R BRFA SR A5 R
HossainZs 3 BUR [ 2207 1441 i 2 Kb AINDS (1) 35 [ §1
A, BERAI R I AR, S BT ECIE DR A5 AE R
R R R E . I OUEE R ) 2 FE PCR-RFLP4S A48 4L
PSSR A . KR IRISE AL, BEAG I 20.1% 1451
B M4, S EORPEIE20 FhiE AR B RS 45 R R
#: PCR-RFLPA M 0 T il & 738 /1. PCR-RFLP
SRS R RS . KPR 1) &5 5 11 X0 E 96 31 ARE
T AER R, E BRI AR N D) B EE DI 5 57 H bR
BR] 7 51) o g D) A 5 B AL SR AR B 520, 5 7 AR AN E R
MeE R, EEMHRZE.
123 gPCR

qPCRJE 7EPCRAE A N Ju kel B 3 PR 1 46 % e &
1, 385 5 HAE 5 9 B A A S I M 4% S S DN AR BE (1)
Ak, TSI PR S AT %500 )R 52 @Y. Lubis%™
TR T — R TZEM ™A B qPCREL AR, % ADNA
RARKE HHPRIA T pg/ul, HRiG ERETEEA. 4R PGl 5
0.001% 3 WB . KIHE W& TEFRMSE T 7.
A i B OMEL AR ER 2R A S BN TR A
(10%-+ 5%+ 1%+ 0.1%) WK —JuRE W, Bt
JEPCRAIQPCRY 3k H 2B b ik B R Cyeb [ 41, 33t T SEHL
SE PRI E AT . SEER A R IR 07 A0 A R
DNA® & 4l B FF e M S A7 /e B e, (HANRE
Wi 5 (EUR AS HE o 12 7 V0 T 1 B R 2R R i T B Y
¥ B R RN RS, A SEIUIN T PR a E A
AL T BE . KangZ PR HISYBR Green %t & #PCRi%
W A RO ER R R i, JE I E AR A A
DNASREUE RN FFh i FIDNARAL 5%, & RETE 4 I
PRI 20,01 %55 A& . qPCRSZEL T R B
(e AT, ot I HEAT R B S T R RE .
124  #U#PCR

K7 PCRZ T AF SR I R 1 — FioR% BROKS i o
A, IR AR R B R R B A S N G HEAT B bR T
IPCRY™ 8, FRHE &I S & 5 A 45 G ks o A
JER T ff 5 JER G e DR B (1) 4 %o % DL A, X R e B TR
BRI YRR, EAHA P bR 2 DR B0bs o it 2%
B REES. BEEMEESMH A, FlorenZP A% 3
DRI F2 R B 05, s R I 1 A [0 Jon 1 PR o) o v TRk 1A 1)
T, FNFRR B EEN. SREHTIERE. SRR
B, EBHEFPCR, F AP DNARRA H IR 450.001%,
Bz PR N0.01% . ATH 25 Ll B s TUEE 5 3L DN A
HH|EHA (replication protein A, RPA1) J#TFE[A,
TERE T E W BB R B0 X80 PCRGE & K I F

To SIVEERRNI%, HAES5%~80%E A 4 %) 1% 2%
NT+1.30%, MHXRERZENT £10%, #EFHES. Wang
Qiang 25 T4 7 PCRY /& 1L 2 R4 2E Y, I
FLARY Fh L A A, BRUE T A PCRI A TP )
ERKI T AT . B PCRAE N — B B I DNAY ™ 1
HOR, RESCIIDNAMZEX €&, 72N B E0T I RA
IR S AT (H T H AT 8T PCR R R4 € B
mhFPDNARY &, T a0l DN AR $% U1 #0445 oA 6t 5
BB TESH B, H— T, HFPCRALIEE
iX, HIrfAdsm ot
1.3 ARiRERE

& IR AR HR 2 B A W o2 )RS S e Aoyl I
A28 5 A0 RO S D B AL A5 S, TN & Bl 2H 53
HITEREMERESIHEAR. BTFEMEFREEHAT
2P B R AR R AR RO
131 H7E

L S B T N RO SO AR AL T B T i,
AR RIS SR 1, AR E S EANE SR
Gt AT —E WA, IR E R RN R G O B RS
TR SR G M T R BLE ROY, 22957 &0 57 7 —FoR
PEN3HL 7 B P idi S g . RS RIRIRS R v, SR A2k
3528 (linear discriminant analysis, LDA) FIH] 5 X
F 4 #1 (discriminant factor analysis, DFA) J7y%k& iR
AR, AR AT . SEREY, BT EREX 3 F
BEE AL RN E N, #ERIRIEIS% UL 1. Tk iaZE R
T R85 G Gt S i 5 ER 4 A 38 N R AT 53
Mo SR KIME SIS Wit A1 B VR BURAE XU AE
B F s34 Hr (principal component analysis, PCA)
FILDAS H7 E RS B 2 . FEURIERE b, @ T
ft/N — 3 (partial least squares, PLS) . £ &[4
(multiple linear regression, MLR) FlJ [l /% 1% £ /4 2%
(back propagation neural network, BPNN) Z4& 1 i i
B E A IER, B s A G R ERY
KTF0.978, H P BPNNBR AR R, R7>0.999,
BT RRZER T 1%,
132 g

W E o R Ak T Bk I R g, Bk
BERE®RIEES, BETFES L RFE MBS
R, Aa]sLPES AT, HERFERHSET 2
L. Zhang XinzhuangZ&"'% H TS-5000Z & [X 43
Ay A T AR ANVE T EE R, R W E A R RE S PO R
H JEWT K5r MRE BS54k 2 41 4 B AR A 45 R A
BEUR . OROR . EWR. IR, EEWEE, A ER o
BB X 3% = AN R 4= A . HaddiZg "™ r 7 —FflX
SR, ARSE AR SR I B A DTV, 18I PCA
X AR ) T AR HEAT 04, ATRASE3 A, RN AT
X AN 7] D 5 T8 ) PRI
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FEL - S P HL - T LE R SRS B D 7 TR A PR L
PET AR, AR —EMBREGE. —J71, Lgnss
HEMAS . LEEE00: 5 —J7 i LA R4
B o, A BT S SRR R S MR R A
far, AT 5 FARE AR W SR -MS TG 542 A U 74 )5
1.4 ik

TV 73 BT i A2 DAY 28 B L o) it v — S R AR 2 o
B WK sy AR SR BRI AEAS R KR A
HETEAF R SIS R AR A A T Ab PR
{7 BB 2 T 5 R BT AL B DL RSB AR L AR RN
SR, TEREE N T R E T e, BT
ERRB AN T, FEALLIDEEE. f8ohiE,
HSIFILIBS.

141 25t

LA R TR AR AE0.7~500 wm 2 [ (K] B A %
fe 51k 73 IR 3N RE R B B e G R BROE 8 I A
AR ¥ 4 LR R NI R RAR A &
W, Har, EWANFEEIZRIEDANER (near-infrared
spectroscopy, NIR) FIH £ 43 (mid-infrared
spectroscopy, MIR) RSB EI T Z . Alamprese
S o LM 4T 41 (Fourier transform-near
infrared spectroscopy, FT-NIR) 1% 715 bri 7 My &
(R 5 Rl PR RN & B R, S8 000 A8 T R KO 454 i)
B, RN EEST T R7>0.884 I 44 U5 % <<10.8% PLSIA 1]
TR, N i e /s — 3 F Il 73 At (partial least squares
discrimination analysis, PLS-DA) X4 R REE M #EAT
P, TN FR R R RR e BEAE 3K T-0.8410.76. A
IR, FT-NIR51& 4 4k 71t & 7 7B 45 5 MY
& = SR, T B R AR S PR R S A
Hu Yaxi®% " F FIFT-NIR 347 T 6 Fh 2SR 1) 4 PR BE 45 41
A= YRR N IE RIS G, R AR A IPLSRAR Y, %3¢
BRI HER 261599%, KSR 45N IESR 1Y H R
Xt FLR A R AT AL (RP>0.81) , K BRI T
10% . Wu Ting5E 5t 4 jab fik: £ A1 58 Jp yT el 11 3047 % 91,
fFEHFT-NIRH R HbrE R T7 2 Fetk BU B EFIH—
ST EALPLS-DARETY . X T8 1E A28 X 56 AIE B A
%, LALHIPLS-DARIRL A5G 2 H AR #0079 9 0.99 Al
0.98, 475 1R ZE 5 HIN2.3%F4.0%, %6k 5 A
HIEI0% . [ SN AT AN ] L 451 FIE AT 4 0 PR 9B MR
VR R R G2, A FHPLSHEAT AR 4r, TS 30
AR AR AN TN AR AH S HE R H0 53 50 90.969410.953,  SHAM [
a8 PR 9B AR ) PR 3B IS D 2 1 . Rady %57 @ T
T AR B B U B R FT ANTR %, fir 2 PLSR
TIN5 B 4 A 2R ik 100%, Y NTRYEAS I n T
P 5 R T AT RE . Abu-Ghoush5 5% FIMIRZ: 4
PLS-Kernel il 85 845 2 A v 45 B0 gk AT 4% 1), %07

R IR A LA B RSBRE, N THEEEME
AR R TR
142 gk

EUA=D P e S R VAR | Y VA Y D R
HAEMPEAR, B2 5N EREmETR, S
AR A B IR 2 AT G, DR AN 7] PR 2R 7 2 Ak
Gy I PE A BB 2 T N ], 308 T BB S BB B S )
Boyaci®5 K i @61 AL F i B S, K49 frok
H A IR DT 3T 58, IR I PCABLAL N 2
HIBRFERATICA, Fra il gere30 sy S4B
25%~T75% . Zhao MingZ R FH 4 Hchs & it 1 6 1)
LR A WIS N IE, HRIE900~1 800 cm ™ ibd 2
VAR A R Sr S o [R5 57 PLS-D AR A7 S 4 20 By
(soft independent modeling of class analogy, SIMCA) ##
B, B WA R RIE90%, BT (PLS-DARALNT
T8 4 P IR T RS N & R 45 31U 3.8 % 1) 52 HL5 IR 38 77
ZERN0.85 [T AR OC R AL H 2GR R — P M
BRAIEOR, BTN AT RSB E T 5
RHRESTIME . UEFE. BNR &SNS, Tl
WA U — B AT R
143 e g

150 P NN O T 537 NI 5 N L A &5
RERB|—DNREG, BRI SRR P BERAE W e
R R/NFIEI S SRS B DA B A 5 21 R o 55 M5
B HSINHCONEE ST ik, mbig &L, (o yy A
WA, Ho (e y) REVEREWEEE, MURFE
A R R R AR TR] AR PRI 2R it A 2 B 40 DA S 2 il
KA, ol R I 2 04 B AT 615 B AR (S B4 &
WEET R ITVE T, AT SIS e A E
Xiong Zhenjie%5 ™ 3 FHSI 5 BAISHAE B 4% 5 -
YOI E IR, SR FH S BE TR T 9 MK,
30 MOUHRHE, JREET B IR RS @ PLS-DAKERY, +
X T PR s ) U Tff R 59£93.33% . KamruzzamanZ:P s
HSI. Zu/irfEG s Ekk, SEMA. R
M. HT6 MRS T PLS-DARLAY, GRSy
HKUERIHR N98.67% . TEULIEAN I, 1Z% 3% K FHHISH )
AR B, X430, 605, 665, 705 nm 4 4
WA N K, WEZ & ERIUT (multiple linear
regression, MLR) A&, 0] 5 4 A K 2% ~ 50% %
WH R, A E RER,H0.985, Tl br ik = 2 A4
4172%"Y, EIEELE S TR ER 5RGEAR, AW
B, RN EAAEE —ERBME. mOGIEEOR ik
IR I (B4 32 VR R T L FE B R L Bk = FE L K Ab
RARREZWRKR, HAEERZIIARGBEE, TEHITHE
T () R A A PR SEICE FH B s S 4h,  d e & T
LAY 55 B P KR AR &
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144  BOLHESEHE ORI

LIBS & —Fh3E T BOL B H R, R BOL bk b i
RAFESTE RS B TR . S5 TR VA H) o R P B R H
AT, UCERRSE AT AT, AT S AR
BT E M A E B P, LIBS T R E A [ A 2
A RITR, BT CRAREFPUR,.
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