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Application of Polymerase Chain Reaction in Food Derived Materials Determination

YAO Yan-ling (Jiaxing Testing Institute for Food and Drug Control, Jiaxing,Zhejiang 314001 )
Abstract
in order to analyze the diversification and prospect of the primer,dye and probe in PCR. [ Method ] The techniques of PCR and fluorogenic quanti-

[ Objective | The application of different polymerase chain reactions(PCRs) in food derived materials’ determination were compared

tative PCR were introduced,and the characters and the applications of these techniques in the determination of food derived materials were com-
pared. [ Result] The sensitivity and availability of the technology of PCR can be improved by improving extraction methods of DNA , optimizing the
reaction systems,and designing the distinct primes or probes. [ Conclusion] The technologies of PCR and fluorogenic quantitative PCR can be

used in the determinations of food derived materials,and they have the characteristics of sensitive, efficient and specific.
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Fig.2 EAG responses of female adults of Illiberis pruni to the

different concentrations of three volatiles
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