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Dot-ELISA in the detection of salmonella in raw meat
Han zhihui  Zhang hongjian
( Animal medicine Department of Qinghai University Qinghai Xining 810016 China)

Abstract: Objective To detect the carriage of Salmonella in raw meat for the prevention of Salmonella food poisoning.
Methods Dot-ELISA was used to detect the contamination of Salmonella from 85 pork 71 beef and 101 mutton raw meat
samples and compared with the routine isolation and culture identification technique in some slaughter houses in Xining.
Results The positive rate was 76. 47% ( 65/85) for pork 55.44% (56/101) for beef and 46.48% (33/71) for mutton
detected by Dot-ELISA; and the positive rate was 78.82% ( 67/85) 47.52% (48/101) and 43.66% (31/71)

respectively detected by routine isolation and culture identification technique. The coincidence rate of the two methods for
pork beef and mutton was 86.57% 85.71% and 81.82% respectively. There was no significant difference statistically
between the results of these two methods ( P > 0.05). Conclusion The carriage of Salmonella in raw meat was in

severity existing hidden danger in food safety.
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