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Abstract:

At present, the traditional methods used for the detection of livestock and
poultry meat mostly include sensory evaluation by experts, chemical indicator
detection, and microbial detection. Although these methods have
commendable detection accuracy, their application becomes more difficult
when applied to large-scale production by companies. Compared to traditional
detection methods, modern techniques discovered in recent years can have
advantages in high efficiency and accuracy in measurement with short
examination time, so they have been of widespread interest to researchers.
Accordingly, this article represents an analysis of trends in the development of
test systems for meat identification. These test systems are commonly used in
food production and research laboratories. The importance of developing
methods for identifying types of meat relates not only to the dietary
restrictions practiced in some religions related to the consumption of certain
types of meat, but also to the hygienic aspects of food production. This article
provides a comprehensive overview of modern methods for detecting meat
adulteration, which includes either adding a non-food substance to increase the
amount of raw food or unintentionally added non-food substances. Food
adulteration also includes any toxic or harmful substances that may make food
harmful to health. Food adulteration can be either the process of adding or
removing valuable food ingredients or replacing these valuable ingredients
with relatively less expensive (cheaper) ingredients for unfair economic gain.
This act of food adulteration may be an economic gain for the manufacturer
who adulterates the food, while it represents a loss for the ultimate consumer
of the products. While purchasing and serving adulterated food, consumers are
affected in different

ways; They may not get the intended nutrients, adulterated food may be unsafe
for their health and can also pose an economic loss to consumers. These
methods include physical, chemical, biochemical and other techniques.
Detecting adulterated food is more difficult when both the adulterated
substance and the food itself have approximately the same physicochemical
composition. Food fraud interferes with consumers' right to safe, good-quality
food. Therefore, all responsible individuals and organizations, including the
government, must fulfill their responsibility to protect the act of food fraud
and expose the identified acts.
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askt Jailly 5 ) o gall) ) L) i 41€a calimall pually amivaall sanall Jeldil) e adiad ELISA )b oY
e agid o camy .gyspa ol ELISA Grhal duliall gl ciladle pyshai ol cllily L] 5aaas 52l alusa]
S il (3) asalll cilaiia ff 48l asalll b Alladl Sl (2) & 1891 G 2l (1) 2200 jubead) 400N g )
Gl Jie Al cliliadl sy & L) (4) Jaally dphall dalleall U Aald casalll dallas olEl Lo as
(Zvereva et al., <y ) Los ecolyysSullls el finadls  JSOU Aallall cilauglly ca s sall 2ol ccugiill gl 500 uall
—isasis ) panal OSeS dgase gy Aaliaall Clialll (e eda sa troponin | (Tnl) Js¥) Sl ciges 53 .2015)
4,k sk Zvereva et al., (2015) jsh a1 138 e Agliaed) WAL Lals Uiy pdiny sed ¢ fisal) priges il
e oSai ol (Sly oJaall asals laall aaly soal) aaly 6l sl e CadSH Tnl e adied (sl ELISA
bl & Slsad) (groyadl Gnsle sanedls BUESY) (Say wdadly cag)ll chally calsall asad (o Capmill (o 02 (435 5l
Jiang et al., (2018) &y GUAl Ay dumeall Cagylall Jla 8 5jfise LAy dphall dalladdl ey lEN1; Al
casalll Glaiia B LAl Gale sagd) oo o8I CaiSH ELISA aMAD 13F7 o adiad 5yilie e Lol diyh
Sl b Aldine Al dad gl Agkl) oda of @lld e a5 L aaSfaike 1.5 ia Uadiie (LOD) i€l aa (S5
sl sangl) (s5ine 3and DA e cAaalil) Glalill 3 e Y) Ll Bl s e 4y cpanall yall aal oo
p2e Gy oanall Jall aal e Glanall il aad G el cuslesaell S5 Y Laial) aal b Sdl)
o3¢) Apuihyll gl aal U a5 coseiall ¢ 1Y) e Cal€l dan ELISA Gylal (S ¥ cclld ) A8l canlad
L sl Sl

e Ual) ladiud 83l

Glala Y ey asn W (5 e e i€l oAl agd 1 e 3 ELISA 3y b jela 3 odlel 5 <3 WS
sk Ogiald) a3l (il LAphall dadleal e aalidl abs ) dadlly Jolied) delii ) (e daali ) 40l )
oo YD & RV &Y A Lasalll (ie et A Aaidiey Gl Biges aubea ST i) o a3k
@b lae 4y .(Ruiz-Valdepefias Montiel et al., 2019) aied) (e i) yoaadl Lelidl i) sjeal
ileSl o Agguall LY adaiy Ji gsm Jledind Slea axiing J5Y) S0 ELISA (b Tase e lid) lain)
Al dulia ge dumdl A8l dulua gl Jull @LES) (Ko 5Ly Lelid) Laauly) ahll) ge bpe
Uity cApdall Glandl Wy celdall Lulia cDllas 3 sy Glas e el el 4 aladiul &5 .ELISA
Ol plasauly asalll e e RIST e Ll lafinl) 5yl e Jil 2ae (gom aading ol celly pay Lje s cculal)
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,_ulasl dl 5 Sl Llatia g agalll ie (08S 8 daddiiall Aaal) lal)

o) s Amitie Aty ¢ plal) slms Al aaaia 196 s g o ainy a8 bl golia laind
oSar %0.1) dudlill ELISA 3yl pe 4jlially L4883 20 (ypuine b e Capeill oSy ¢ pyall aal (5 e %0.01
cotlad) 3 lea aladialy S JSE CadS gy (RSl an Geat 55 (4382 45 b st B pall aal a2
sl e cda gl asallly 5l aad S 25 agalll o sl aal e %15 %0.15 %0.01 e ol (S
Qoo 52 Gkt U1 gl of i Ll el i o w3 ¥ el laindl) Slea diph of 0o el e

-(Kuswandi et al., 2017) adsall & piaall 4d)p 8 Laldy casalll i aaas

oodo 4
C. 6 i, 0,1
@| *® & e v incubate “ “ °| incubate d ‘ d
o Q@ @ <@ ) ) wash ) 2 @ wash <@ 9 <@

Antigen conjugate Antigen-antibody Enzyme labeling Signal output
conjugate
OgO UD.D
0 g0 d
¥ R @ o e & & L
(b) weds e © O incubate e 7 incubate e s
= 7 wash wash Y
Antibody conjugate Antigen-antibody Enzyme-labeled Signal output
conjugate antibody conjugate
gln g 8C
- Fo & Fo "F
(c) wash incubate
rrEyY Y Y Y| e a
Antibody conjugate Competitive inferaction Signal outpur Calculation

& ; ;
@ antigen ) sample antigen ﬁmpcciﬁc antibody labeled-specific antibody [ substrates Dbigllill
indirect sydla 1 i1 Al Y1 ELISA Sandwich dyphait ¥l (<) Direct ELISA ékal :(f) [ELISA 1 g1s) :(4) Jeiy
indirect competitive ELISA &yilua—) i1 diudlis) ju¥) :(z) competitive ELISA

Pl Gadieal) g Aulal) Jalal)
Laser-Induced Breakdown Spectroscopy (LIBS)
adia’ e Jdat 4u6 s Laser-Induced Breakdown Spectroscopy (LIBS) _jllh Gaaiivall jle™U sadall Jalail)

spae a5 G 535 e el e A8 Al 3l il 385 2 LIBS b Audly ol g lad o delidl e
-(Wermer & Im, 2019)4usll (g yaiall Cu 5l paarl alilas GlY aay 2 (525 ¢ Phran 16 gia LoDl 038 Cun ¢ LayD)
CESA i) 1as g5 Auall U A8 Ale 50 Aan Jaagi (LIBS) jallls Gasiisall 5l DU adal) sl oy
aaglaal) 1585 sy 1y 8T e 005 Ll 250 35 ) o3 Laa el 5By el ol Y 8L
o IS dmy iy Aiall S e GG Bias B Unshad sy g e galh o1 A3 Al ) LDl 505 Lavie
Gl (a5 a1 Sl gl ISR ) st oy o3 Gl e A (e 4ty Cimsiall o5l
.(Rai & Thakur, 2020) 4uall 8 339asall jualiall (ulds yaail
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,_q.\lasl all o ‘;yhaul ) Liladia g o galll ie Cais < il Abaadl clyisdl)

iliglally alad) Ciad) 8 dad 5 Lghay Las el (e degii s Aesans Jidad LIBS cleladiul saes miy
Slo 4ipli 3 L5l LIBS sy eagds¥) @il 2] @l ) layl asalll g ol aaan olld 8 Ley (ks
cens Lae O3l Glalas i Gpb e Geall madle 3al 4ay Kay (JB Jaas o LAk cliel) Yl
il e LIBS )38 aalui .(Ytsma & Dyar, 2022) salall Jals ddlise il 3 (gpaial) S5l Jilasy ofaldl
cileUailly dalell laadill ye auly Blai o leaatinl 8 g e diadl) e Ly clinl) ae dolaill b
Gl e e ah e (LIBS @b agis gmend ) Aplall Glal) Gag g sl adE gy e luall
.(Liu et al., 2021) e suial) Al chlapdanl)

ddhis gl e gpainll S Sy el Jiadl) L (LIBS) 5lll sl LU ashall Jidatll aladind
-(Bilge et al., 2016) 4ilida 3yl LIBS Julail chlisall slae] (Say cpsalll chlie clld 8 Lo bhaaiall Glinll e

aaly zlaally i) asal (e 5ylide degena yumad & RGN dgleal) DA (e Aisll jumad e Bilge et al.,(2016) &l
Gsa e BIAN ol e cade Gy a2 gy Cilial) 8 5 gmsal) (ppaall 488 AN S 3AY g g . 0l
el aladinly zlaally ayiall aaly Sa aal cilie Ll dlee 45 e 3 (ulie 3Lkl diadae alasiuly gaaall (e lal
Sl aaly el aaly zlaall Madl alasinl O sl Auhall sda . Guilaiall i) 50l G5l g sl
cosie L 5aa) Agie Aayd 105 5ha Aoy die 8 b agsiall aalll Cilie o Glld any 5 . %50 ) %10 (e 75l
G Ol alatinly adaiu) Siys il 3ys Jala Cainall ag el palll (e sl 25 paias aly eclpdally adai
A LAy Andae pladinly Seaase JSG ) Wik 2 cAdiaall Gliad) juast Sma Glebs 4 ol CluSon Sl
Al alasiuly il ) ddtaall clipal) JS5 558 skl et LA 180 Jiie DA (e Al il dlye
) e @l Jlaall adal) Jaal aladiuly Jiaill Sl o3 pliad) Glld aey (Says .Specac Clpall haia
casalll £ naail (LIBS)

dsead Alee il 3 e Yau KUy cclySI (S5 (50 Aml) uinad e Velioglu et al.,(2018) awlys caalil Leiy
gl))) ange Ao A glam o Clud) ods aal GG Lol il saeadl Loliliag asalll clie Hlidl S
OS5 Dlial) paen dlac) o5 el damiy LSl e 5 IS0 S50 S35 55 dua (LIBS luldl (duie A0ba
slall ggime i a SN alaid) Gula) S5 LY Bage (b Aldiaad) ludl) (e JlEy Lee Ui d8Uaie JISET L
Al ypead S @S ) Al JS5 Llead Sun et al,(2022) Adyy qeadd ol Laiy LLIBS L8] yied chagy il
ARY 29eall Jh g can 10 X a0 20 X a0 40 ity ada ) z5lal) aslll apdads 50 JGI gail) e dlaal) dlae) 5
bl alasin) Sy Ayt L aphiil) Al oL Apglall 5LEY) ae LA aial apaiill glya) L] GIY) a8 gl e
ALll uia ey 3asly dlae) Ayl Je paidy Y (oA LIBS aladtinl 8he e gguall Jalisg cculimll dlac) 8 ddlida
Canlial) slacY) gy lal Gy Caal) Jaaad (S Cua
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,_q.\lasl all o ‘;yhaul ) Liladia g o galll ie Cais < il Abaadl clyisdl)

:(LIBS) L3l oo @ulill Jlasll Audal) Julasl) aladiuly agall) s8] yaas

@raiadl A daat T aadie 5 3ylaie A 5 (LIBS) iUl Gt Q) Gl DU Gada W Jalan ) ae
LSl 0sS5 (G g3 Lee ciad) ) (Q-switched NA:YAG 5al) A8Sas ypecd 3l A Jpnagiv Aleall fas LAl
Jengs -0y Lavie Gpuaie Blagl alg lall Ll Lhha Zapa et A cLad) oda LAl mhaws e 43kl 4lle
sbie asiys cCamiiall e guall 138 apanty ¢ sl pana gl Auell  dsase paic S 30 Ak daay Ceid) ¢ sl
(el il Aasll las) Gl ¢ Liad) wi o pliall Jhe o dun dnse Jlshl ) s ol

oeSezer et al,, (2022) Ml 3 Lasalll (e dilide g5l e e e LIBS duids lily e luhall (o ypaell izl
alie 3gag G lele Jpanll & ) GlLRY) ciiSs pyal) aals zlaally il aal e due e LIBS bl it
«(Zn <Fe) syall yalially (Mg «Ca (Na K) 0l paliall Gy 8 Ly caealll 8 dilide dygpme LS e
Al sall) gl paad (B Aabal) st (gl lia e 3S5 BA Gay (N <O cH (C) Ayginal) lS)ally
58 s ¢yl aaly zlaally il o gall Ales dids Lalail cilansgl (i 3 cgpainll S5l 8 A e 5Ly
Cas K ualic Zien o &bl cassly casalll g1 a g58 I 3 (Siig g (gremie s ) ads Lea LY
adlide 30 el ) Aamil) i ARl Al K3 WFes Zn gealig Alie el LS (LIBS Gildl & Mg
(Sezer et (oldaymls ymend) (e dlaline dies ¢ all A8 il aal zlaall (s ) clie Eiw Gu LIBS GLLY
H C sa Juaiiall goumall ) (f cpin (3 o€ juaiS logiranal &3 Nas (K (Mg of dagill jeliis .al.,2022)
GLLY Ll LESH 8 asalll cilie 8 jualiall oda 385 8 CEAY) Cukails .(C-N) dagal) Lulgylly N <O
el WS i) asalll o)l Ga Jladll uaill Gulul) Lglall AESY 8 CEAY) 13 j3s a8y gy dalall LIBS
S clie bl Jlas Auhall 3 55 L ABles 5 gl aalll Gilye 8 Aalal o LiaY) (sl LIBS ikl il
Op aliall 35 855 GBS agag e Jy e el b clilal) 5l s 5 Jladally 255 Calilly 211,
graiall Sl & GEBEAY) s3a Cinan Mg K5 Cay Na calithas 8 GliBEAY) cuaagl eyl ang e Sl
OSTs Al agall Aoy aid (il asall) g lsil pans & LIBS alasia) L ofsall Adalall cLiaV) el maldll pally
(Fe <Zn «Na Mg «Ca «K) dgjally 40N jaliall maail LIBS Glbbl Ay cuadind 3 daicadl) asalll N
b DAY il S (Ll aaly zlaally a0 aal) shedd) Gl Ol due 8 (N O <C) dypmall pualiall
b Loy ¢ pualiall ALS 8 DAY caatl dng o lgdiialy Al Gudil daula jualiall o3 s (psy,0 Wsa s
e Jead b el 130 mad . aally iflly o guagealls B5lhe el 3 Gpaal ST s asmiaal qaaly Ca K el
.(Zhang et al.,2021) 4ypainll GaS 5 Ao 2l asall

B Agpaie Gl ek Aatiadl agalll g1l (Y 55,0 BES e tly asalll g 15l Sl LIBS calhl aladiu) oSey
& -basasall pualiall aanil Cuaid) ¢ gall Cada Jalat Sy cAial) e LUl adgil 3l ciliag Jasiuly LIBS Jes
Bl B (Zns Fe Juw) sppuall jalially (Mgs Cas Nay K die) 8l jualiall aalud casalll Jidas (Sl
-(Harmon & Senesi,2021) dusll A 32350 yalic 35 aa LIBS alulal PTG\ R U | ' M ¥4 SN |
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,_q.\lasl all o ‘;yhaul ) Liladia g o galll ie Cais < il Abaadl clyisdl)

s g lo) O alisin pualiall o3¢ Ahadial) addl) 305 (O B Appaic CliSH L) AlRA asalll plgl Y Blas
Calydal clS 13 Bl Jans o LAabad) asall) o) Saay paas alll (Say AEI 3 @AY sda Jilad A
((Ca) aspmd&lly ¢(K) asamsliodl Jia jualing dileial) aadll 505 & ClES) Helii pal) aaly jadl aaly zlaall LIBS
Aliay 55 ) AHES b DY) 038 L asalll ¢ lsil g gt IS Byl Appeaiall LS ) il 56k (M) psseasinalls

.(Sezer et al., 2021 & Chu et. al.,2018) LIBS Julai (A (e (383 2aay zransy baa casalll g 15l (<0 daiay
saina BT LIBS a5 .(MVDA) cihyriall aaaie clild) Jilail jalall Gulaill o galll apasl LIBS <l Jilas callasy
S (PCA) ) Sl Jilas Jie MVDA i Jas il 6 Ailide dypaie @lisSe Jidh saie aed @l
Jlad J<5 Jal) 5 . (Pagnin et al., 2020) bl slad Qi G5k e 2@l 13a Slil (PLS) Aiall (gyaaall cilayyall
a3 el lae o aliadly uSHll 8 @) e AU el clie 8 Jualidl i) MVDA DA (e
Op cDlelilly cllalgV) e Caikll 8 oy 56 Y 4l Uad MVDA cadl Gl Jala Lyl clualy LlaY)
sl ol celld ) ALYl ajaaie add 3 Baame Gl ol Glalue o gl byl gl cililail)
sli) e MVDA (K ccilladl dilgs 8 .5LaY) sasa Cpmenil cilill) Alye s colimguall Juli b Lenla g0 clgl
P (e By Dygel) waail diay Lelaa Jhe o dapdll Lkl Wlads o sl psall gl Ly a3l
Gl A pee iy 5208 pe 83 gempall Dpglall Jagladll Ajlie PA (a5« ikl mpall Jaby Zlu) Gl €Al
4l 5yl lgaiages dplall Jaghadll 308 85 LS Leuldy il Jalo sagasall jualiall aad clalall (Say ¢ ualiall
el e Y1 S L(Klus etal., 2016)asalll ¢ 15 3aal 48 3101 LIBS Jaa Las coaa’ & paie IS 585 Jon
LS dlle 38y asalll ol aaas e 508 583 (LIBS) 3l donisa 1 LU gkl Jilaill Jom cluhyal) g
327 (LIBS) _oalll oo aalill LDl adal) bl aladiad ) <aags A agiulys 8 Bilge et al.,(2016) 4 &l
ey iyiall pal il gas o3 3 Al asalll plsl G Spall @pall (3 Aagu s LIS iy asall ¢l
ol ke alatinly i€l LIBS Gildal Jilas 5 L LIBS cluldl S ) Lelisaty e siia jolias (e zlaally il
S GLLY ae PCA 4k ciia L (PLS) Aiall (gymall cilayyally (PCA) dpnsiyll cilisSall Jilas Tapaats ¢ SLall
odl Al e A asall) gl G Jlad JS8 Saall ) ool e 7/83.37 Jaray i B clggle Jpaall
sl e ge oS CaiSl Ll e Jy bee oiall e CaiSl) o8 3p0my st cDlas PLS iyl cuedd
issda) i) asall (R2) 0,994 yaail) clales cualy i ¢Aly (ia)) dawd 3aa5 LiSey PLS digyla o il il
DA e s2al) R2 Aed ) Ll 5y cas .l ol Qi) aall 1) d8laYl (Adsiiadl zlaall asall 0.999
oo @l gkl Jalaall aladsu) ) du)all céaa 3 0.947 a5 Velioglu et al., (2018) Ji (e ahal & Al 4yl
Sl o iy i) asaly JSU Aallall clilgal) eha) Gu Suall clysid) saaie @lilad) Jiats (LIBS) sl
Elae e AN Leilial) (e ddliae g lgls i asal @l G e clie o Jpeanl) 8 A0 LA e Sl
Laball oda & cpa 8 elS K5 e cilie 13 ) Bilge et al.,(2016) e calisy duall lae) LS5 s
aiy ol L(PLS5 PCA) cihriall aaaie Jlaill (i W Zuhll 038 Caeddid LLIBS aladiuly Lehiadl ciliall chres
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bl 5 il Lilatia s asalll (36 (RS 8 ariiiuaa) Aaall il

& ) LOD s cilin sy dendiioad) 3l dpulin 530 20878 LOD oy W o8 s cand R2 ilany Sl
PLS alasivly clilaal) (sl %3.8 ) lgle Jgeanll

ol piial) 3aawie Adbide Oy gn ST e e (Sly Al clie e Ual agiulp i Chuet al,, (2018) 83
D e aall) adall Qe aladiuly asalll plsl aasd il Ay Guad g Auball e Caxgd) S L(MVA)
Jie asalll (e desiio @l chlad Cand) 138 8 Leddisall Liall LGLLY) s il e cliadll i)l e (LIBS)
Giad b 4 S S Al (Olaally grmal) o 4S5 Aoy il a8y Hladlly Jad) aals #laally olug)ll)
daniadll GLLY) sl Sy oY) maaail diga dalles A3kS (MSC) caeliaall SN el aladi) 4kl
GLE e Bl g 159 e Capill Jara s (MSC Aadlae 2ny adf il cpelal L(KNN) Sl ol z35a e 2Ly
Jelas Jansgia aitily Lasalll aand iy 28y ol Cplal) Jalass JLEAY) de gene 48 Hladin) & Jasale (<5 aall
Jay Las clgiha Jangios Cipha JS0 ol adigal) ol 5 0 LAY (st ) iy Lae «%0.56 ) %5.16 (e ol
Jagale JS& Gt agalll s e Capntll LS of e

Gloe il gla)y Adall Jidaill xe LIBS G e geadl &5 Sun et al.,(2019) J& (e Laehal & GAT Ay @ S3
O e o ol aalll Aasl Canieats aaadl Al ek 4 i) 138 (e gl sl aaly glaally i aad
gl D o alSl daaiial clill culSy L Laaass Raman s LIBS ae 43y 4liay LIBS-Raman sadall Julal)
sdke .%99.42 ) Juai i 482 e LIBS-Raman gilis cyjelal (L) aaly cpliall « il aal) asalll e
aaall mls culSy L(%92.67) ol diph e ddge culS (%93.92) LIBS 4 of J ol sl el e
iy 4l malgl e iy L(SVM) %92 5 (PLSDA) %80 4y cllu lgie ¢3UY) & Al dliles Gl alasinly
e LIBS alasiuly asalll elsl apas jlials 48y 55l 48l Gl eha) Wad &5 LIBS alasinly 48y Juadl (35
A5 Jladly il aaly zlaally gomeall duball o3 b deddiidl sl sy ((MSC) Cieliadll cidill maad
Aasiuly asalll gl aaas 8 clilly 482 cpead Gl 3 il el L ladly gymead) (e Aalide Ay il
5l Jalea Gaidils %100 ) %94.17 (e dabidall Slaally (gymeall die e Capeill 4u canisi)) .MSC 5 LIBS
Dl asal climel e dilide ehal ge 3L Uad & ol asal cilie ) 48laYU .%0.56 ) %5.16 e cplall
Coelils gl o Capmall i) aal ae Buildl (g slaeY) cilie LA & Jadally ol il S a0 S
Adabid) dal) @l 3 %3.8 )2 LOD dad lgle Jsuanll & il gl

: Raman spectroscopy(RS) sl ¢lal)

Hu et al., ) gl cads Ll Slo 2l L salal)l 4S5 Jilaal 28 a Raman spectroscopy(RS) &dall ol
3050 Ay Gl (S s Aial) i S ol Ay g il ¢ guiall 305 (e Alie (laly Clalai (2019
e Al oda ey e aaYls o(Lee et al., 2017) LS5y Glipal) depda Jda 3 8 RS b 48lSy (g5l5aY)
Lee ) 4ldll ye Climll dasling cdisall jumad bl Wy colall (ulua s climll (e Biia b€ Cillalyg 5556
24 <14



bl 5 Slanll o Leilatio g psalll (e (RIS 8 Laddiiall Lpaal) il

(ligis s osaally Axise) Galeal) e dgdigll e sanall ) 13wl PLS-DA z3sais RS alasiul (et al., 2017
el Clatie (& GliahSlly 2 geall Cldssddsnlis assall )5S Jie asalll e o 585 Al GLsSall 3 Sy
-(Nunes et al., 2019) 3l

Ll s zladll gaas sl ands jadl aad Gp el RS Al ol & Lee etal. (2018) s aV) V) 3
Sle DUl s 1 Glas Uals ) bl yelaly o(pan/pan) %100 LN %0 (o yial) aad Ciliging Canglii Laxie
(lyiall sasie Judacilly diylal) ULl diaed) dalled) Jie cdilasS)) clileadl a3 o)AV Ay duakall gkl e
(S BEEYy (J5Y) BEAY) ulel IS Al Adued) dalbed) s Jads L Aadall lely Gyl Uayl 13 dege
(el gasiiall Julailly (PCA alasin) dails ol pariall aaie bl (L) Jadiy cclly ) Ly <SNV 5 <MSC
Teixeira & ) deliha¥) Luasll Al ((SIMCA) ikl (uldll deeli 1) dlfiae 1 423 Vs PLS-DA
-(Sousa, 2019

) bl culaly (b paludl elaw (8 a2 waail Gllall Al dalleall dilide Bl Chen et al., (2019) Gk
PLS ae cuin ) Gia RS alasiuly .SNV 5 (SD) S &yl ((FD) Js¥) G (e Jumdl <l MSC 4k (f
790 ) daay 48 Jare S5 Waapans 5 (isdirally (L) Jad) aal Sy st oS4y <SIMCA 5 DA

: Machine Vision Technology 4% 433, 4,85

DA (e daady @lily ) i) Glageal) Jasats bl A e QKN pen Jalal) 2Y) Ayl 408 e
Gy aslay ch)all sl CaliCall SN agh Baals ¢« aadll Bypall 3 dilide e o Jseanll @llg cliall 7]
Pinto et alsill Jie pailadll GLES) 3 Leidled 301 Ay )0 4 cidl (calsally bl gl Bl AL uall uledl
gy Al el pe adSN (5) JSEN mamsy L(Kim et al.,2023) o5l « (Kato et al., 2019)s5hhll; «(al.,2023)
-(Xu et al.,2024) 41
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skl 5 gl s Llatiag asalll e aiS 8 Aardiiall sl culyil)

(©) (<)
Ay pand e aandl gl (C) g ladll Ayl aad allii jlgad) Ga galal iall (bea) ) Ay, il jasall 8 ChiS) :(5) JSdd)
.(Xu et al.,2024) 4%

B Gl Ld) . GLaY) ania yygeailly AV) Al e O pent il Lingl Sl (g i€ cialal) AR Ll i<l
b iy Cilipall 3yaine ysem Jaliil) A€y - Cildaall 48201 e el 3,8 dualadl el Sl Ale y gucill
B Glly canSa o L) o Al (8 L Dliall idal) Claglaally ) seall Claglaa o dauds Cdgll 4 Joanlly cdoasall
. (Dixit et al., 2017)4ilias duase Jshal sl 488 jpen (e s Al

Job S die Al 5pall Cilaslae Jiah cdilide Lnge JIshl dabl ilily o 13 bl Cunse 8 Juy S (gginy
Wi oo adSs o) Al Sleghedl] (Sa Lty ciaall el mail) Cline gl Cilaglan (a3 o (S ca9e
S 3l anl) il ey asalll 3asa e CaISH G Cadall 4 Hadiu) ol (Sl L Slesl) LeaS iy ALl
bl @l el alai (S muag &L Aglalall GliSal) siaal 480 syl jigs dadaudl A5G (ailiadl)
.(Liu et al.,2021) (6) JSall & adsall
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bl 5 il Lilatia s asalll (36 (RS 8 ariiiuaa) Aaall il

CCD camera

Optical fiber
halogen lamp

Computer

/ 2
Light source
sample /
P system Three-axis precision
Stage electronically controlled
translation stage

.(Liu et al.,2021) didall Adall gaill dakaif :(5) Joi)

&b s« Raman spectroscopy (RS) Lkl W)y Infrared spectroscopy (IRS) elpeall cuas A Gllas a2
o oSa Y Aghll cleglaall o I ey Les ccilipall Glaall Bhliadl Jon cilaglas (gsm qand Vs Adaiill dplal o)
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