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Abstract: This paper summarized the sampling results of food safety supervision issued by Henan Provincial
Administration for Market Regulation in 2021, and analyzed them from multiple dimensions such as food category,
unqualified items, sampling areas, packaging type, time, etc, so as to find out food safety risks and provide a reference for
the regulatory authorities. It was found that among a total of 73918 batches of inspected food samples, 1417 batches were
unqualified, with an overall qualified rate of 98.08%. The inspected samples covered 32 food categories in total. The
qualified rates of 10 categories, including roasted seeds and nuts, frozen drinks, catering food, edible agricultural products,
convenience food and so on, were lower than the overall qualified rate of 98.08%. The main risk indicators were excessive
residues of pesticides and veterinary drugs, microbial contamination, unqualified quality index and excessive use of food

additives, accounting for 88.08% of the total number of unqualified items. The unqualified rate in the fourth quarter was
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significantly higher than that in the first three quarters. The unqualified rate of bulk foods was higher than that of

prepackaged foods. In 2021, the overall situation of food safety in Henan Province was good, but there were still varying

degrees of risks in some categories and indicators. It was suggested to strengthen the supervision of high-risk categories,

indicators, as well as enterprises with frequent problems, and enhance source management.

Key words: food safety; supervision and sampling inspection; risk; supervision
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Table 1 Sampling inspection status of various food
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Table 2 Results of the unqualified items of pesticide residues
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Table 3 Results of the unqualified items of veterinary drug residues
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Table 5 Results of the unqualified items of quality index
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Table 6 Results of the unqualified items of food additives
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Table 7 Comparison of sampling inspections in different
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Table 8 Statistics of sampling inspections in different cities

quarters
R EitiLANE IRV NERHIR NEHEFE(%)
— 26132 472 1.81
- 12873 125 0.97
= 10204 120 1.18
Py 24709 700 2.83
At 73918 1417 1.92

IS ZRE ARG HE R AT A BRI 25 AN A4 2R 1A
B ST ET =22, Pearson K K5 BN AS[F] 2= EEH
KA G RS R 22 A el 242 L (P<0.001) , —ZF
A BEAFAERSAE R AT 55, N R DU EA SR
AW T; o W B S & LA HERS IXUBS: . & B0 i &e 4
[ Ay HARI, AN R BETH AT BB i T A0
TR IS A TEAT 55 P T R H AW RS 09 1%
PEFIEE A
25 FHRGBEEWRRIEL ST

PN 8 AT, FhA 7 25 0] e 44 AT b g, 3k
bR 72252 HEIR, B i G 4% 1413 #Lk . A, K

Bl EiiL AR IRV RERAEX NEREH(%)
HM 12248 297 242
5] 3883 93 2.40

I 4579 107 2.34
JAn 4950 111 224
s 5750 122 2.12
e 2061 42 2.04
IR 1398 28 2.00
%A 3603 72 2.00
e RE 2098 41 1.95
VFE 3410 66 1.94
PRI 3359 63 1.88
PiE=] 4275 73 1.71

=[] 1810 29 1.60
LG 4130 58 1.40

JETh G 4170 58 1.39
B 2833 39 1.38
1% B 5051 65 1.29
{5 BH 4057 49 1.21

JEEEP) 253 4 1.58
&3t 73918 1417 1.92

2.6 ANEERAEMEIETE
TR ™ i R RS, AR A 2S5 i L2
AR PN .t 9 TN, Tk g



- 260 - £ Tl B4

2023 4F 7 A

PUAFREEN T, PRI SR R IR T R R . B
A S AR R ol SRR, A AN SR A
WA F . PRI R AN S A% 3R T

o

KO AFELRI TP O
Table 9 Statistics of sampling inspections with different
packaging types
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Table 11  Unqualified items of frozen drinks
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