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Research progress of rapid detection technologies for adulteration of meat
and meat products
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(1. College of Food Engineering and Nutritional Science, Shaanxi Normal University, Xi’an 710119, China;
2. Xizang Institute for Food and Drug Control, Lhasa 850000, China)

ABSTRACT: China has consistently ranked first in the world in total meat consumption, and with steady growth in
per capita consumption, meat safety and authenticity have evolved beyond mere product quality concerns to become
public livelihood issues impacting public health, market order, consumer rights and even social stability. The
adulteration of meat and meat products by incorporating inferior or cheaper meats represents the primary form of
adulteration in the current market, posing potential food safety risks and even religious conflict concerns. Traditional
detection technologies exhibit notable limitations in identifying such adulteration, mainly characterized by high
equipment requirements, low detection efficiency and insufficient reliability and accuracy of results, which severely

restrict their practical application in in-field quality control. This article focused on rapid detection methods for meat
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and meat products adulterated with inferior or cheap meats, categorizing them based on detection targets, and

reviewed the principles, research status, application progress and future prospects of various detection techniques,

aiming to provide a foundation for developing faster and more accurate detection technologies.

KEY WORDS: meat; adulteration; rapid detection

0 51 &

A IR B R LSS AR R R IR T H R 2, BRI
SALREZ S AT AL W S AR I A 5 R, L B R
LA HIE R R B RMEERE 5 Al s . B IRBRAHE
R, WG WZEIRA M SR LR BCR R, v eIk
PRASIARE PR A R IEIVE | T R kAE At ot
o, B A A A IR R 2 i s B ol i, IR A
B A PR sl Al R 28 B 1 AR R R o S TR B T
ERMGTHR . BIR TGN A 354, B REXTRE
R R =BG AR, dF i BRI R Kk

AT, ©F 28 MR & RS R o vk s
%5 B A Wi 2 S (polymerase chain reaction, PCR)4% A Al
RS, FEAABERCRINT . AR IEE 2% . il
TR SR R . R R A TR . WA S
EHEME TG . AnifEfb SR Re LR B AR AR R R, COANREWE 2
PR R T A B B3 A ) ) 7 3K o

ALRGELRR T WKL A BRI R B R
PRSI 5 3%, IR M RTB AR B JRACE . R A BLAR
Rt Jg, B 78 R T & 1m0 5ORS T 1) M R IR 2R B AR e 5
HEMEARS%,

1 ET DNA A mBRIREL MR AR

1.1 KWHXEFEE PCR EAR

AT A S I A B AR o B R Bl
Gy A MRS, PR3 T DNA S A IR) B AN 5 1k
XTI T P A R DL B R AT HER], PCR AR LTI
POk, REER . BE, PTHREERS, CeRRICH—F
B S B ARSI B AP, o, PCR AR S HAT A= H Y
AHRFEAR, LRI B R A WEHE U Y (real-time
quantitative PCR, qPCR)$%AR & Hy A il i 25 5 PR s A )
B R R o RAEESE PCR Fik gt 1Z 0, (HHEME
TR AR, KR IR, X SEEn A BB RR K i, PR
THHA—ENH. MEZT, qPCR AR 5 GEGE Pk v ith
S P P R IR B Ay, AEDT G A [ e R AT AT RS,
HEAE 1.5 h WERDATSE sk, Jois Ja S2 i ik S R, FFs8
IR L5 9 R 1 AT o

JONKER ZEMffi i} qPCR $5 AR T4 1A . 5814 . ThA
R XS RFKS R TR SR, 200 RE K Ao ) R A
BEREZE 0.05%, 1 8 4 06 PR R B0 B 2 AT EAL =

0.01% (Wt%) Rl & it YANG 2605088 7 17— R RE A% ek
SERIY qPCR 1, BEMSTE 4 min N2 IRIRIR, FHJS7E
25 min P ELIEYHE DNA AR, SRR IG BEAE S R BUINT
4%, HREIRTIH 0.00001% (wt%) M4 ALY, B Bk,
BRI RGN 5 R A 2E A R 4R T — Rl s 77 . WANG
O qPCR FEARK B AN BIILER, HE T 145
EW BRI T, BELEREE 5%~80% (Wt%)
N AT ERf ARSI 25 5 o VR A BRI () S AR, 1Tk
SR ISR RS VAl na S -B Q1 WreR g oall DN SR 1IN alll i REN k]
iR AT

HHl, qPCR HFARWHE HF 52 EARE G KNBE
P K I, 045 TagMan $REH RS54 . YADAV 2507
JHIET TagMan ZEIHEE AT qPCR FARPLH KBS | 54
WL 4SRRI RS 2SR DNA, I SR s REUE,
Kt BRARZE 0.1 pg/ul, JFEERLIIR AT 19 Rl A i b
M7 LA, HTF TagMan R4 qPCR 5 At 2h v B F
TR A At ) BCSE M S . WANG 2683y 17—t
F TaqMan ¥4 AR B9 QPCRAK R B9 771, LASEELA K hn T
ALl i HH R 2 R A0 TR R R B, R IE TR IR A B R
PAE TR B 20 AR 2 0.001% P 4E 21 JL 43 BT X 7 1) 3
DNA HARIFH o X FER 25 G B BEAS P | e S & i 9¢
D8 (== il e S ) ] I e N i v Y o B A
PFhRESh, EHORARAF R IZ N .

qPCR H AL A o R 0% A iR e O 3, B
AR RSB S R 1 A . SR, i AR UK
Wi WREE AL, MELL LB PRI TR . RN 2
AL UREE A N LR RERR SR, TS it BBl
FIEAE R, I S5MEL qPCR R&LS, WA IfEshiZd
ARl . EHEAL T &, SCBU 2 IR A
FOREE . DRt . BLAAG
1.2 % E PCREAMEE qPCR AR

RfifF PCR FiAALE A Skl ek 51 A, £ PCR
DA TR A RIS BRSE  EEJrvk . 5 R PCR 751
A X GIEF, 23 PCR7ES— [ i ] [ i3 2R
[Fl AL R /DNA 741, R R — ki 7B Al 3645 2 Fh
58, RORE R . SOARES 25V F XU PCR 45 A i H1
I T BRI BN 1.0%, 2.5%. 7.5%. 20.0%H1 40%H
BGP, R R BUE R 0.1%, FFH R B R n] A k(2
SRBON 4.1%%] 7.6%) . L1 ZUOUE £ & PCR HiAK, 5
RIRIIRIELRRIR 12S tRNA b RR S As S o, i
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SCEETRARA L KA. AL ML ELSL R ML 9
APIR S . FHEAHEEVIE R T — R R 2 E
PCR FrllFA, HFRIEEE 6 Fra WE NI (und
W, ER. SGBR. HBR . R ESR), HIETRRIR AR
a5 R R WIZ AL A R AR TR A HU IR 2 0.5% 0
TEOLT, TR S0k S IR 47 -

HetmkeR b ENLE PCR HALRF, £H
qPCR HiARJEAEZ E PCR WHERN b, 7E4 3G 5N i B M6
WS WM e 5 S, FELASCBUR G & = H AR —Fh
Ry i o 2R UV o A Py R L T b B R
W, RS T —FHE qPCR J574 A A 2B A I 4
F, RILPOER . REFRE, XA AR IR ARG R AT
K10 fg/ul, X4 ZARAR B (AR AE . beks . K R
AL FR) A S S 0 LA SR A BB R 0.1%, REAS SEENXT
LR R AR . LIU ZES R T — Rl il &
Al 55 S - =M AR AR BT v, B 05 (W] B M6
FEERAB IR AR P RIS A . NP FE RS, X3
Bl B ARBLAT FORS HBR AT B8 0.1% . 0.5%F 0.05% (Wt%),
XA B AR B A o AR A, FLA R i m] S
FHi R . CHANG SR HZ T qPCR AKI i T4 A il
i, FFEEM LSRR RS T HUHES R, e 34 Fh 4
PRt R PSR S AS B AR R AR AR, R
SR AT SEPE AR . BRI, AR A s bR
W, RS b, R, BTG YRR AR, ARSI
S| [ B R 2 PR T A4 o

Z @ PCR $iRFZE qPCR FAR ERER [ A6 0 22
PR, (EASN Ho0h 228 (0 5 20 B —— it A ZE bR A v
SrESH) DNA, AKAE qPCR ¥ 3Hll5E DNA H—A55%
At R X Al R A B R FE I 4, HIL A 2R DNA
PRIy 2R T AR B P A I v R O, AR T A
B —RA . Asibrdr kR, SO TR,
385540 00 A5 R A BT O A e S 4 s b, S
“REARHE-Z5 5 P DRHRSI E AR
1.3 FRIH#EEAR

CEIRY I B AR — 2R A S L TN LB R A
WP ARMER, I EHNER A Y 1 (recombinase
BT ERY
(loop-mediated isothermal amplification, LAMP) ., #2551
Y3 . RIAYHS | fRBEBROI RS . 38 LG A
BRI RN B R o 3% L4 ARG A R AL SE A R Y 1,
FE A S ARG 25 HA a5, i DL RPA #iR 5 LAMP £ R 78
RGNy T R AR
1.3.1 RPA#HAK

FELL AR A, RPA AR LI O BB (15~20 min)
FEHE IR . AR . W TR TR S, CACh
B PG TR Ak B, LB AYE 4 X

polymerase amplification, RPA) .

T, B S 2% PR & 3 0 kil A e A B B T B
A, HIRFI AR B . B DRIl LT RPA HiR
AR 23R Z A M Z HE Al b AR, 8
LT E A A IR AL IR Y 6 (25~42 *C)E5 & IR G hRic iy
iRz AR ALk, SCBLIR AT ALAR 0 2 AN, AT %
TYREENGH XS . DIy, S HM RS R
k] 5 A PRI PR B BRI E 225 5 IR T AT I U % o
LIU 25095 % 7 —FPEETE 21 min PS5 RLAAG I T AR RFL,
SERUT E TR DNA 210, RPA iR M B A IRAAE
ey 3 3h 2%, AR 18 3R Lol B4R 5T B P R
. JANUDIN %07 il 45 & RPA S5 BUK T e Yok e
J¥k, ST 0.005~100 ng/pL BILRPER NG, HAHERE
SR FO % DNA S H BRAE 2 0.005 ng/uL, P H R, B
RSB TT 0

SR E R RPA FARTEELEE AR, W
H MR A ¥ B4 (digital recombinase polymerase
amplification, dRPA)K& £ T & & [F 5 A B 1 (multiplex
recombinase polymerase amplification, mRPA)F; R GEW %] 15
B FL A TR B 2 4B, 7E RPA [ 3EAE T 5 ingier-festh
WIS R S K I /N 22 5. ZHAO 45U sy T — b
dRPA 45 & M A W & W B W B X &\ K ¥ 4
(CRISPR/Cas12a-Cas12a)fill 53-#7 /7%, *F 36 Hy4E4- Rl
S E REVEA TR AN, % dRPA-Cas-Cas R AIFE 1 h
AR A 65 A 24 PR A P 4 A RER AR 0y, ELX AR
T AR AR IR B Y R RIS R ek, AR IR
il PR DA I B T —Fh el A g, LIu ZEUOgF &
T —FhEE Rl HER R G N A S RAZE P AR BB 2 E
RPA-3 [ 14 58 P72 BT - L€ M0 A% 1R 2% 538 i X — 1A Ak A
WEGUE- 5, X 5 R R I B AR R 50 0.01% (wit%),
BINTE 26 min P 5E LY 59K E o LIU 2520 mRPA
TR S Z ORI S M TR AR LE A, RIS = A Hh XS
PR TS PR 4, o) 3% PR RIS PR 1) e IS HH FR B R 0.01%,
FEMII A TYE 59 Pk ST, A BB KN
1o RPA SR 223 AR ARE, A 10 I BE NS A I 25 SR
S . AT, X fE15 RPA 5 AR TE AR K 3R 7 b s ks
N A B E RS .

TEAL LB RAGI 4TR, RPA AR 50 ER I £3
PR R IE H 3552 31567, 3% AR 0% P [R] 52 BUAG I 7t A2
M sk At — AR THZ R G R RLRE S B BB, Rk
PRI CEEAE T 5 N TR BB AR IR G RIS
PR BE T AT B, RS BT S LA S U A
FIINASI 3= v 0 S, DT SR LA A R fE S IO A2
W 7 TR AR L0
132 LAMP # K

LAMP EASE—Fi BIAZIRY M H AR, FHAZ DAL K
T ELA 4 B R Y Bst DNA B4, 120 ] 7618 & 5
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FE TR DNA BIfRSE, JC7PIEERE B nl mad 151
4~6 R ES 19, SRBIEARAEAR 11 6~8 NASTR]IX I, AT
SCINRAL . PR ARIRY R AR B L T R
ke, ANEFEREAL, KATE{Y 40 min, {H LAMP #ilH;
AR5 R 2%, I 528 AR e ek
51 AR A R A O, TSR ss R .

ZHAO ZPAfi Fl LAMP AR 53525 M i e 5 A
X HE A A A] BEAEAE AR UL Ar BEA TS 5, T TR
PREFRAEA- T PE DNA O HHBR T 1 pg/ul. BE2 4
B LAMP BR St ds s i AR S, ®&itT
— IR YRR | 38 TR A B A R A
¥ BUBE LAY LAMP A 5k, SRR, IIE R
AR IR 0.1 fg/ul, XFKAPY . 4820 A A0 B RS, H FR
R 1 fg/ul, ANREE [R5 1) A= Pk A0 2R U By, IR
07 SR, AR TR B AS . XIONG ZEP4(i Ff LAMP
BAR Gl FAEPRRA 1772, X5 K PG PR fa 1 T
TP FEE S0, ANRBRS P . ILE T B 1) B A fafh,
W BEASAR AL E H g/ NG | ) — SR AK S R AR B P E AR, %
ARG I & IR 0.1 pg PR PETEES 1, FANG 2%t
T —Fh AR LAMP A BRI 95 B, RERINEI B8
FERRZE 0.1% M58 IR, JELEMEHEME | AR 25 2 D) Re
PEJT T HA E KL # ., CHONG 5Py 7 — AN 5T
LAMP 5 A 5 R B0 5] B 41 0] SC H 52 7 91) 32 45 (CRISPR)
R I RIE RS ISP 5, AR BL T LAMP (1) i 206 50y 1
fE 1A CRISPR 4 AL 1, vl T P 2SR,
FEHMREACRAER] 1 h PRI AT SEBE P R 2 PEAG I, X2 P
A ZonIR A YRR R RS 0.05%, DNA K HBR
50 pg/uL, A=H LAMP &l 10 fi5, %A HE T
PRI B T P A TR 5, %48 PCR FR$R
BETSRAT I AN T % .

SAEUL, LAMP BiAR UL PGH | RS, HHS
Y E 2 . RBEAME A, HE 2 EEARRI . B AR
T R R B SRR Re T AR AN R o YT R B
P BB R, BERE IR S ORI B, BN AR

FEAK: 25 LAMP HORAFSRIR KPR . Aok, BifF LAMP
SN T REIRE R G FFHMLAR 2 BRI S | 51 LA
B R GIR RN, AL S B sh o B oot i 2,
IS N TR R4S, SCBARSCI0 = IAEE T A DLaORG o
FHE . I, S B — P KT B TR B

DL X SeH AR A TE—i2, IR T 2 2R IR ek
KRR R, 58 IE88 T S P S AR A 0 1
AT e R IR BTN S B e A Bl A T e IR 1
2 ETUERPEDNARISERIEEE AR
2.1 ik

DA R IR IS URAR ) Loy 137 N A=b, 3727 =D T RS
FERAE, 3X8eT5 1k B LA J5 FR AR A FH S [R] A 256 9 4 4
(T . e A5 ) X R B KB Wl . s S sl U 4
PEMIZE 5, Il R TG RERRIE R %8 31 A S R 4B i
T TEIE M L IATE Tl . SRR TEH . B AR
Heht i A, (HFE bR R, W IR A REA N
ST AE DRI o
2.1.1 Eshkigk

ILLAMETE A A IER 700~2500 nm AYL14ME
T, X A P AL (UK G BRIV £ ) EA TR . TCH
WY, IR O PR RAE T IR G S A, B R
mil I SEBR SR AR B [ AL 30 s 2 2 min,

5 7 T R T 4T AN 1 4 A R S o ik,
HRIXTHRA 4 LR, ZERURD T ER
77 b B S S PR AR A, [ s Ay 5 R 2 TR R
SIFRE T B AR . BRI EPIF & T —Fh 4 A RR R
PR B 1 s R AR LD SRR, DS B
SYHPRE | R RS, TE S DB A A PR R AL T 2
A= A REA P I B AR o A T T, SRE T 94% 5
96.67%MER R, JEBLH AL ST iR AIPERE . CHEN 252014k
B IR LT RE DR B pR SO T N 26 1 S A B R BB
AP, WETRER . RS £ 91.9%. 95.7%F

#Fz1 ET DNA B KPIFI @B RIRER MR AR ER LT
Table 1 Comparison of the advantages and disadvantages of DNA-based rapid detection technologies for meat and meat
products adulteration

BT A T B
QPCREAR  DNAWCEEEZH  RARE . AR SRR ﬁm%;igfﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁfgﬂ 48]
giiﬁfﬁ;g DNA BPEGREEN RO . PR | ﬁﬁm”ﬁﬁﬁggﬁfg%‘%g [9-14]
niph PR 'm@\&§§§%i§@%\ %%ﬁﬁﬁﬁaiifﬁ%\ﬁmﬁ s a0
R TR T ek AESER . A T AR g

LAMP # AR

T

it E 2. Bk
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94.3%., WANG 2P R, RAZ LB A R
L BIEPA . A-0 B4 g i 2F TR RE s, FLR B0 o
ik 99%, MIIEIE T %5 ARALE S 4 A b R IR R 1 )
Fitk. BAI PR F LI E T2 IR B
P S4BT AR, LTI 5 B S 5 A DG (R=0.9138),
AASZEL T BB H ) 4 v R IR 1, L IESE T R AE S A
BRSEE rhaE M . IZEOR B RGE  JER . SR E IR
PRAIZORF, T Ch A B B 3 i -5 A 2 M 4 43
W B I T H 22—, S PRERE A FL S o i 2 A 4t
TR AR

UL LT AN F AR B R 35 2T I 5 A 3 5 1 25 B
ZUG YR, Aok, RS A TR R AR R RS
FEFI IR B 2 2D FE PRV R | D0 T0 B LA S AR TR T3,
WSz EoAR S B . Sl AR e AT RGE R, N
i EL SR WA R A B R R AR S
212 EZhiEE

PGSR T AR U PR T AR 7 T4t
FAENCAFM AR, LA o4k Sh A s [ 2
SHES, SPTRZS PR IRy, HA Wy
Stk PrESEIEAIE HATCH . PUEARRS, DA RS
B, HOGRERERWIA AT AIAE 1~10 min NSEK. (HHE
FETSEAERI L A v 5 A7 ) 52 Z B b L TR v e TS T,
T2 T2 AR i P R . PO A N2
ARSI T 4 107 PR AL e, i Sk il 22 g b 2R 1A
V4 St SEAG I AT AN, LAt PR B RS A ),

K AE T ENTE R T —Fh LT 3 A T - S R 1 L
PR ST oy AR, A A PR E R i B R A
45 BRI TR RN 10% LA E RSB IEFEA HA 7] 4%
ARG R RE T, IR PR B AR B 98.9%, I E AL
PP S BIRBE T B 5 . SOWOIDNICH 250905
K TR E s I 2R AT GRS 52 B R B a5 4
OyRrEE, WIEARI IR NLLE A&, T FE IR
R T R R T R 1 2 e B AN () 7 11
TUNZESE, SCEL T XA . XSGR XS PRS0 A T
B, FEWAECE KT, REPF R R 4 AR
IQBAL 50Ut FHIT 21 Al 1 i A S i 4 xHB %
A AL(3%~100%) FN4fi2f- PR R ALEET TAG I, 253 Bon b ot
T A LT I AR A B R A BB A )y T e B
RV, JF HRBER L Z e N MR U S AR E R
25 LA ZFEARNLER X AN sh P e, BaER
ARSI s 1A P B SR B 1, AR RS L2 E B R
U T FE B T

H T, PretiSs AR Z R FoOE T . & 2885
15 SR RS IR, AR, L& J )y 1) v Ao 1) PR 2
AJRE B AR EBRIETE 5, BReRHER I Z 45y, I
T LSS TR 2 R A R D . R RE A T L

2.13 SHhEsRLEEKR

1o I AR AR TR F AN A W 22 R A
A B RERRE 5 2% AR E ARG 4, AT [ 2047 P 2 i Ak 2
RO AN S (6] A0 A, B R A BT i R R S R —
ANBESR I REALTR JLRP R LA 8, 766 b B ST 4 59 47058,
HARZEN AN, BHC ZHHATRE ., SY%K
7 i At T WA O S Y

FLIABE SR s R R AR, B T X
IR G BB PSRRI, ST R R 22 ST AL 28 T 5
[ 52t 40 28 A2 15 68 A TR ot 28 2 DAY L A A 1 S R 4 71
A RAERRZHR 97.17%H1 96.23%, A2 P FLBYRS IE4E
FITTIE 23 2RI R 97.17%. L1 2530k T —Fhdk
T i B G R S A AR A 2F R BE B EAG B AR, 3
TR PR (4 22 O U A I - S R 1) USRS A 1A 5 43
FHB ARG R TG R RS PR 1% 25 PR S AT 7 1 0 310 1 e i 23
FE 99.73%, AEMS PR S AEHA A A DA AN B IERE Stk T
[X4%. RADY ZEUOM el FH g il o (b A i S A 24 P e
A BE TR AN B IR AR By, FBR T 4R AR S A
AT B 40 s AR X e A T P e, LR AR H0
K, GEFRAT o FLIHSESEE S RO UGS B AR 4 A B
2 S WU EIE BN 34T 18 AR [R] RS/ 54 P A A TR
FIB IR, 12 2ERE TR 97, MeEHE AT 4L 43 51 Ry
17%F01 96.23%. PU ZEL milb G A SRz )
LRI AP EE RS VR AR AFEAR, WERfRIL 88.89%, HA
)M B A T REAR A5 3 T RAFR T84k, Al 4 4 R
HPET HAEMR M PORGE BRI ik . S8 BT, S eI UE
BiAH 1 [R) A RBORE A 1 2 AR 24545 B 56 B, 28l
T PR 5T S LR R TR A I, A PR S ORS M E
Tl R B SR E

G B AL AR B A B BRI A 2, BRI
T HAR A PR AT G WA B W P R, ISk, AR
TR RSO A L AT 0 S A A O U R A AR B
SE PRI X, 2% DRI XE AT oL R PN R 6E A shiz i i - 25 1]
FRAE . SRS HESE T, HEsh Lk R R i
REAb A S LA 5 S T A
2.2 REEHEIREEE

AR R Y 0 T 3 oy Y S R
MUk RE R B M AR, NS
S BIBRE TR B AR AR o G IAR D I AT R R A o
bk, FEHSBZ A0 RN, A VLS S i,
LRI AE B A

W25 5 S ) AR I R S AR 2 4 B0 AR T
B 22 AR i ST BT B S B S ARG, sl AR R
FRAEMX TR YA, 4R, faRER—IRA R
PR B RY 2220R 7= i, RN I R s FLgh R AT R, Bl st
BT AR AT BUN W MU R T i O
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e W7 T RS2 PR SR . WAGNER 2504 RS ) 'H A% RE
FLYR G RN I T B OB R L B RS S 2 ou STk,
DA N-3 JglilR . ZI0 BRI IITE . — R e H AR . &
ERER AN SR B A XA WP R A SR 3B A A sy,
AT L X 0 HH TR RS S Hn T A o DECKER 261
Wit H A REIR G RS Sk 2 AR R RO A S R T SR
HRIE A 98% M AT AR A ASFL 97% N LR ZE™ i, HiE
BH 2 1k R A8 A AN AR R R P RIS s A
YANG 2R A TH B REIR R £ oege it ki
B AR 520 K ag 110 Aty Hog B 22 )
(P<0.05), i 1 Az ARG JI PR B R 1 22 5 . JAKES Z5147)
T 60 MHz "H B 3L IR il 1% 4115 00 H il = R4,
BRI X EAE (76 IRAEBOFIE (62 IRA-IUNFEA, H%
HAREA ST B a5 R R R, JE B 2 — R ] 47
B e A AR AT k. RTOL, RIEE AR R BRS E
SRS o S A BT TR iR, IR R R . oK
A B AL TR 1772,

RN AE HTOH . RIS, ERk
BRI G R B R, AR A0 M SETG %
KSR ) A P IR o U, WA ST bR B PRI S5
NTRRERIEL A, ZBARE B R e = s
fEPTSTE, B SRR A S K R B R R A 108

VI b 4 kT Ak 2 ml o 21 Ao 1 R Ay i 1) i 2
BB st 2 RNk 2 FiR .

3 HfttPmBRIREEM R

3.1 HEEEEA
3.0.1 AMERBEHK

A Wy A S 1 R A P 2S5 (UK D) 5T B 3 110
FORPLHY, HAZ S R TR T o R S 9 A R T
(GRCUEGRZ NN 71 e 734 s SN BURSNEE w7/ HiDERR IR ddan
Pbr B AR RE Sk S RS DNA P81 I S5 12
B, FREE G P o e RE AR L Ak n] e SR A I A H AL
FE SRS e D), HEIE RS T~ BR
GEVEAT AT AR, DTS2 BUXT PR SRR o O . R

*w2

BRI o AT B AR S B e R, AT 3 T A R R B,
H RS B AR A A B ot

FoOo—ZWBET AW PCR H AR (asymmetric PCR,
As-PCR)5 G-DUSEIRMISEFRRE, BN T —Fh G-PUSEIAR L
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