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The Pro’s

 Can help consumer identify risks early

 Can support healthy lifestyle / support 

dietary needs

 Can help manufacturer reduce food 

safety risks

 Are Affordable



Analytical Challenges

 Every food is different and presents it’s own 
unique challenges with analytical analysis

 If there is any doubt about how a food will 
perform  VALIDATE

 Knowledge is power, 
know your food
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Challenge: Misinterpretation

I hear what you say
I disagree and do not 
want to discuss it
further

He accepts my point of
view

With the greatest
respect…

I think you are an idiot He is listening to me

That‘s not bad That‘s good That‘s poor

What the British say
What the British 
mean

What others
understand



Challenges: Specificity / 
Selectivity / Imprecision



Challenge: Data Quality

 Possible description by consumers: 

 Fruits

 Apples

 Granny Smith or Braeburn

 Cooking apple

Specific details are important if 
only one variety has a problem



Challenge: Technology Abuse



A Quite Possible Scenario



Consequences: Social Media



Consequence: Food 
Manufacturers



What has been done so far

Guidelines 
acceptable by all 
stakeholders:

 Device manufacturers

 Food industry 

 Consumer 
representatives 
Laboratories 

 Lab Assay Developers

 Regulators



What has been done so far

Stakeholders’ Guidance Document for Consumer 
Analytical Devices with Focus on Gluten and Food 
Allergens

 Customer support or help line

 Test performance and limitations

 Sampling



What has been done so far

 Interpreting results

 Reagent safety and disposal

 Independent validations/certifications

Special Allergen addition of JAOAC published Jan 2018
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Third Party Validation

“The Nima device has some limitations”.

“We made no attempt to evaluate its performance when used 
improperly and would encourage consumers to follow the use 
instructions” 

“Based upon the results, the small sample provides reliable results 
when the gluten is well distributed in the tested food. However, the 
presence of gluten-containing particulates could be missed with this 
sampling device.” 

“The sampling problem with particulates is a key issue with the Nima
device. Consumers would need to take multiple samples to increase 
reliability when particulates are suspected.”



Other Opinions

https://www.anaphylaxis.org.uk/

@Anaphylaxiscoms

Expert Panel at Corporate Conference

“Don’t touch with a bargepole”

https://www.anaphylaxis.org.uk/
https://twitter.com/Anaphylaxiscoms
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Conclusions

 Testing food is difficult

 Big data good/bad

 The technology is wonderful 
(I wish we had done it)

 In my opinion should not be used by an allergic 

individual





Thank you!

www.romerlabs.com


