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Application of bacteriophage in food safety
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Foodborne pathogens are the main causes of the incidence rate and mortality of foodborne diseases world-
wide. In recent years,food poisoning incidents caused by food borne pathogens have occurred frequently,which aggravates
the deterioration of food safety problems. Due to the abuse of antibiotics and the growth of bacterial resistance, phages
have returned to the status of biological control agents. Because of its high efficiency, specificity, wide distribution, easy
separation and harmless to human body, phage can be used as a substitute for antibiotics alone,or mixed with antibacterial
agents for biological control of pathogens,which is more and more widely used in food safety. This paper reviews the ap-

plication of bacteriophage in food detection and biological control,and the problems existing in the application of bacterio-
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phage at present,and prospects the research direction of bacteriophage in the future.
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