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Research on smart supervision model for rapid food testing under the
background of big data

LIU Hai-Hong, CAI Ruo-Chun, Liang Qing, LE Li-Hua, ZHONG Hai-Ying, LEI Yi"

(Guangdong Institute of Food Inspection, Guangzhou 510435, China)

ABSTRACT: Objective Deeply dig into the rapid inspection data, build a quality evaluation model for food
rapid inspection work, and achieve targeted management and smart supervision of rapid inspection work. Methods
Based on massive rapid inspection data, the current status and supervision model of food rapid inspection in
farmers' markets were analyzed, and a quality evaluation model for rapid food inspection was constructed. Results
By carrying out research on the big data system for food rapid inspection, improving the scientificity and
effectiveness of the evaluation of rapid inspection work. Conclusion This study provides a scientific theoretical
basis for accurate supervision, intelligent supervision and targeted supervision at the grass-roots level.
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Fig.1 Flow chart of model system construction
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Table 1 Screening evaluation index
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Table 2 Risk level setting of quality evaluation index
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Table 3 Model calculation accuracy verification table
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Fig.3 Annual assessment results of cities
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Table 4 Consistency analysis of quality grade in poor markets
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