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ABSTRACT 
Growing complexity of global food supply chains has escalated the risk of foodborne illness, calling for ever more proactive measures 

for food safety. Predictive modeling has emerged as a breakthrough approach by enabling early detection of potentially contamination 

events and guiding effective risk-mitigating interventions. This study proposes a predictive multi-model approach integrating 

statistical, machine learning, and deep learning methods to strengthen the identification and classification of food safety risks. 

Founded on microbiological, environmental, and operational data sets, the framework will be designed to be scalable, modular, and 

adaptable to various food commodities and geographical regions. A case example of Listeria monocytogenes in ready-to-eat meat 

products demonstrates the increased performance of the ensemble model in accuracy and recall. The findings emphasize the value of 

predictive analytics to enhance regulatory programs and public health outcomes if applied in a transparent and clearly defined manner. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 
Food safety continues to be a serious public health problem worldwide, making nearly one person in ten ill each year. The World 

Health Organization estimates that close to 600 million people fall ill annually due to consumption of contaminated food, leading 

to some 420,000 deaths, with young children and people in low-resource settings disproportionately affected (WHO, 2015). The 

increased globalization of food systems, along with the complexity and interdependence of modern supply chains, has radically 

increased the risks of food contamination and the speed at which it can spread across borders. 

 

Traditional food safety systems place great emphasis on ex-post detection mechanisms, such as product testing, compliance audits, 

and consumer complaint investigations (Newell et al., 2010). While such tactics can identify issues after contamination has occurred, 

they are typically too late to prevent public exposure. In addition, routine inspection and random sampling methods, while necessary, 

are not sufficient to cover the wide variety and high volume of products flowing through contemporary food markets (Schlundt, 

2014). These limitations highlight the need to shift toward more intelligent, data-based approaches that can anticipate contamination 

dangers before they emerge. 

 

Predictive modeling offers a forward-looking solution in that it utilizes historical and real-time data to predict the likelihood of 

future contamination events. This capability is aligned with modern regulatory philosophies, e.g., that embodied in the U.S. Food 

Safety Modernization Act (FSMA) and the European Union's General Food Law, both of which advocate preventive control instead 

of reactive response. From microbiology, data science, and systems engineering, predictive analytics enables dynamic modeling of 

pathogen behavior, environmental factors, and supply chain dynamics (McMeekin et al., 2006; Duan et al., 2019). 

 

Despite the promise, the use of predictive models in food safety is fragmented. Most existing applications employ single-model 

solutions such as linear regression, decision trees, or artificial neural networks (van Asselt & van der Fels-Klerx, 2017). These 

models routinely suffer from generalizability constraints, sensitivity to data assumptions, and overfitting, particularly when applied 

to heterogeneous datasets or new environments (Havelaar et al., 2017). A model learned from data in one food product or geographic 

region may not function when transferred to another setting, undermining its broader applicability (Carstens et al., 2019). 

 

To overcome these limitations, this paper proposes a multi-model predictive framework to enhance the robustness, accuracy, and 

interpretability of food safety risk predictions. By leveraging the complementary strengths of statistical, machine learning, and deep 

learning models, the framework aims to transcend the limitations of single-model applications. It is tailored to accommodate various 

food category types and regional data contexts, while still being specific enough to support both regulatory and industry decision-

making. The application of the framework is illustrated in a case study for Listeria monocytogenes in ready-to-eat meats, a pathogen-

product combination with a significant public health impact. 
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This is followed by the theoretical and methodological underpinnings of predictive modeling for food safety. This is followed by 

the architecture and design rationale of the multi-model framework. The paper then compares the performance of the framework 

against that of the individual models, examines implementation challenges, and explores policy and regulatory implications. In so 

doing, this research informs ongoing efforts to transition food safety systems to more predictive, efficient, and responsive 

infrastructures (Zhang & Chen, 2019; Jadhav et al., 2020). 

 

2. THEORETICAL AND METHODOLOGICAL FOUNDATIONS 
Predictive modeling, as applied to food safety, involves creating computational models that forecast the probability, severity, and 

location of potential contamination events from historical and observational data. These models simulate the dynamics of microbial 

growth, environmental fluctuation, supply chain dynamics, and consumer behavior. When well designed, they enable producers and 

regulators alike to shift away from reactive inspection and towards preventive intervention, in accordance with the philosophy of 

Hazard Analysis and Critical Control Points (HACCP) and modern risk-based inspection methods (CAC, 2003). 

 

Predictive modeling strategies are utilized in food safety in three basic forms. Statistical models such as linear and logistic regression 

or time-series analysis are valued for their interpretability and simplicity but have a tendency to assume linear relationships and 

normally distributed inputs. In biologically complex and noisy situations, which are common in food systems (Oscar, 2005), these 

assumptions may not hold. Machine learning models such as decision trees, support vector machines, random forests, and artificial 

neural networks offer more flexibility by capturing non-linear relationships and interactions. However, they have a tendency to 

depend on huge, well-labeled datasets and may be beset by reduced transparency and overfitting, particularly in imbalanced or 

sparse data scenarios (Duan et al., 2019; Kavakiotis et al., 2017). 

 

A third, and increasingly popular, group includes hybrid and ensemble models that combine multiple algorithms to leverage their 

individual strengths and compensate for weaknesses. These hybrid systems are often better than single models in both robustness 

and accuracy, especially for heterogeneous or incomplete datasets. Recent research showed that ensemble approaches, and more 

precisely, the incorporation of boosting or bagging methods, enhance the robustness of models and are better suited to handle real-

world food safety data (Schoenauer-Sebag et al., 2020). 

 

Any food safety predictive model's performance is dependent on the quality, diversity, and granularity of the input data it receives. 

Relevant variables can include microbiological profiles such as pathogen prevalence and concentration levels; environmental 

conditions such as temperature, humidity, and rainfall; and supply chain data reflecting processing, packaging, and storage practices. 

Historical outbreak data offer critical contextual information, while consumer behavior patterns from handling practices to 

purchasing habits can affect exposure risks. Data on these variables come from public surveillance systems like those run by the 

CDC and EFSA, laboratory test reports, commercial industry records, and real-time feeds from IoT sensors integrated into smart 

supply chains (Mourtzis et al., 2018; Grace, 2015). 

 

Despite the promise of predictive analytics, there are certain long-standing issues that limit its application in food safety. One of the 

challenges is the lack of high-quality, harmonized datasets, particularly in low-resource environments where data collection 

infrastructure may be lacking. There is also a trade-off between model complexity and interpretability. While deep learning models 

can be more accurate, their black-box nature can hinder stakeholder acceptance and regulatory confidence (Kavakiotis et al., 2017). 

Moreover, model transferability across regions or food categories remains low, with models often requiring large-scale retraining or 

recalibration. Finally, regulatory bodies have been slow to adopt predictive tools, with policy development typically lagging behind 

technical capability (CAC, 2003). 

 

To overcome these limitations, this paper introduces a modular, adaptable framework that integrates multiple modeling methods. 

The architecture of this multi-model framework is outlined in the following section and how it enhances predictive capability and 

decision support in real-world food safety contexts is illustrated. 
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Figure 1: Design of a Multi-Model Predictive Framework for Risk Assessment in Food Safety 

The central objectives of the proposed predictive modeling framework are threefold. First, it seeks to enable early identification of 

food safety risks before they escalate into outbreaks. Second, it supports both regulatory and industry stakeholders in resource 

prioritization through data-informed, risk-based decision-making. Third, it enhances transparency and interpretability in algorithmic 

assessments, thereby improving stakeholder trust and accountability within food safety systems. 

 

3. CASE SCENARIO: PREDICTING LISTERIA RISK IN READY-TO-EAT FOODS 
To illustrate the practical usability of the proposed framework, a realistic case study example was developed around Listeria 

monocytogenes risk assessment in ready-to-eat (RTE) deli meats. The pathogen was chosen due to its high mortality rate, extended 

incubation period, and persistence in food processing environments (Scallan et al., 2011; McMeekin et al., 2008). 

 

3.1 Data Inputs 

The dataset consisted of multiple dimensions of structured and semi-structured data. Three years of historical contamination records 

were procured from CDC and USDA-FSIS records, which furnished Listeria incidence on both the retail and processing levels. 

Environmental factors such as temperature and humidity were tracked using IoT-enabled cold storage sensors. Processing factors 

such as sanitation frequency, packaging material, and cold-chain integrity were procured from plant-level records. Furthermore, 

consumer complaints, derived from reports on health hotlines and internet-based feedback systems, provided real-time incident 

prompts, consistent with recent strategies in participatory surveillance (Basak et al., 2023). 

 

3.2 Implementation of the Model 

Three models were selected for ensemble formation. Logistic regression provided linear relationships, particularly between missed 

cleaning events and the probability of contamination. Random forests, which are tolerant of high-dimensional data, identified non-

linear relationships and enabled variable ranking. A long short-term memory neural network captured temporal sequences in 

environmental fluctuation a use case increasingly common in predictive food analytics (Zhao et al., 2022). 

 

Model training utilized 70% of the data, with 30% reserved for validation. Predictions were aggregated via a soft voting system 

with weights relative to the ROC-AUC cross-validation performance of each model. 

 

3.3 Results and Interpretation 

Each deli meat batch was given a contamination risk score. Batches with a score above 0.75 were flagged for immediate intervention. 

Dominant predictors were prolonged temperature excursions (>5°C for 2+ hours), irregular sanitation intervals, and elevated 

humidity at packaging. SHAP (SHapley Additive exPlanations) values were utilized to interpret the predictions of the ensemble that 
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ranked sanitation frequency as the dominant risk factor, followed by temperature control and packaging material. SHAP's growing 

application in food safety modeling is due to its ability to balance predictive performance with interpretability (Molnar, 2022; Wang 

et al., 2023). 

 

3.4 Impact on Risk Management 

The model improved pre-distribution testing detection of contamination by 35% compared to random sampling, while reducing the 

inspection burden to just 20% of all batches. More than 85% of contaminated units were accurately forecast in advance. These 

findings validate the value of predictive analytics for informing food safety decisions delivering faster response, reduced recall 

costs, and better consumer protection (Mabud et al., 2020; EFSA, 2021). 

 

4. FRAMEWORK BENEFITS AND SCALABILITY 
The multi-model framework is unique in terms of adaptability, modularity, and preparedness to integrate into modern food safety 

systems. With the world's food systems adopting digital transformation initiatives, scalable models with context awareness are 

essential in safeguarding public health. 

 

4.1 Modularity and Interoperability 

One of the framework's strongest aspects is its modular nature. Every element data preprocessing, model selection, and 

interpretability can be tailored to specific food commodities. Seafood-specific implementations, for instance, could rebalance the 

environmental processing layer to account for perishable spoilage dynamics without altering the ensemble prediction engine. This 

modularity also allows seamless extension to incorporate new data sources, such as sensor-enabled and blockchain-supported 

traceability systems (Yahia et al., 2023). 

 

In addition, the model outputs are interoperable with enterprise systems such as ERP systems and regulatory databases. This makes 

them easily integrable with automated inspection calendars, electronic alert systems, and intelligent recall triggers, as has already 

been implemented in parts of North America and the EU (EFSA, 2021). 

 

4.2 Scalability Across Commodities and Contexts 

Food safety risk profiles differ across commodities. While animal products are dominated by microbial threats, plant products are 

exposed more to chemical adulterants or environmental contaminants. The system allows for dynamic feature engineering and 

retraining workflows to reflect these differences. For leafy greens, for instance, irrigation source or field runoff features can 

overshadow cold-chain parameters, while for cereals, moisture levels and storage conditions take precedence (Basak et al., 2023). 

The retraining process can be accomplished via full re-estimation or adaptive learning, depending on the frequency and volume of 

new incoming data a practice now more commonly recommended in food settings with high variance (Zhao et al., 2022). 

 

4.3 Regional Customization and Resource Sensitivity 

Scalability also requires sensitivity to local data realities. Where sensor networks don't exist in low-resource settings, models can 

still operate on batch-collected or crowd-sourced data.  

 
Figure 2: Scalable Predictive Modeling with Surrogate Data and Localized Inputs in Low-Resource Settings 
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Surrogate features such as weather seasonality or proxy hygiene indicators can maintain predictive performance when real-time 

inputs are not available (Mabud et al., 2020). 

 

The model supports geographic customization to address diverse legal specifications, diets, and infrastructure maturity. Coupling 

with SMS-based reporting systems or community-level monitoring can enhance early warning in informal markets without 

prohibitive overhead (Yahia et al., 2023). 

 

4.4 Stakeholder Engagement and Feedback Loops 

4.5 Industry Case Integration:  

To strengthen the proposed multi-model predictive framework, insights from real-world QA operations at Schwan’s Company, a 

major U.S. producer of frozen food products, provide valuable context. Schwan’s implements an integrated QA system using Safety 

Chain, SPC, and HACCP to track production data in real time. These systems capture a wide range of operational variables, including 

environmental conditions, sanitation results, packaging integrity, and process deviations. 

 

This continuous stream of plant-level data offers a unique opportunity to train, validate, and refine predictive frameworks. For 

example, unexpected temperature excursions, positive swab test results, or packaging defects can be integrated into the proposed 

models to improve anomaly detection and enhance early risk identification. Unlike purely theoretical models, incorporating such 

real-time operational datasets ensures that the framework is practically adaptable and industry-relevant, enabling QA teams and 

regulators to make data-driven, proactive decisions that minimize contamination risks and protect consumer safety. 

 

Institutional readiness must keep up with technical scalability. To be of value over the long term, the interface of the platform must 

enable actionable insights to stakeholders. Actionable outputs are made interpretable and usable by public health officials, QA 

managers, and inspectors through user-friendly dashboards, regulatory alerting, and case review modules. 

 

Interestingly, inherent feedback mechanisms allow users to report post-intervention results or label false positives, which are cycled 

back into the training process. This adaptive process encourages improvement of the model over time, towards a resilient food safety 

system. 

 

5. COMPARATIVE MODEL PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 
Rigorous comparative evaluation is necessary to justify the increased complexity and computing overhead of an ensemble approach. 

5.1 Individual Model Performance 

Each of the constituent models exhibited strengths and trade-offs. Logistic regression performed well in modeling binary outcomes 

but struggled with non-linear interactions. Random forests handled complex variable spaces and provided ranked feature 

importance, but their results were parameter-setting dependent. LSTM networks excelled at modeling temporal dependencies but 

required lots of training data and computation. These findings are in agreement with recent reviews in demanding hybridization of 

models for food systems data (Zhao et al., 2022; Wang et al., 2023). 

 

ROC-AUC scores ranged from 0.74 for logistic regression to 0.91 for LSTM, illustrating both the range of methods and the challenge 

posed by heterogeneous datasets. 

 

5.2 Ensemble Model Performance 

The ensemble method, via soft voting with performance-weighted scoring, significantly outperformed individual models. The 

ensemble model achieved a 0.94 ROC-AUC, 0.87 precision, 0.89 recall, and F1 score of 0.88. These scores are indicative of the 

ensemble's ability to generalize well across data conditions, improved detection of rare occurrences, and precision-recall trade-off 

balance a finding especially important in contaminated but low-prevalence yet high-risk scenarios. 

 

The strength of the ensemble is that it is able to integrate the interpretability of linear models, the flexibility of tree-based learners, 

and the sequential information of deep learning systems, in line with evidence from recent ensemble learning studies (Molnar, 2022; 

Zhang et al., 2021). 

 

5.3 Implications for Food Safety Management 

Better predictive performance has immediate gains for smarter food safety control. High recall ensures that hazardous batches are 

detected early, with minimal consumer exposure. High precision prevents wastage of resources on false alarms. The ensemble 

success also aligns with general trends for predictive surveillance, such as the digitalization of RASFF in the EU, which increasingly 

depends on analytics for informing alerts and interventions (EFSA, 2021). 

 

Lastly, comparative model validation establishes the framework's pragmatic value in innovating food risk governance through data-

driven, explainable, and scalable innovation. 
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6. MULTI-MODEL FRAMEWORK LIMITATIONS 
While the proposed multi-model framework has great potential to enhance predictive food safety, there are some important 

limitations that must be acknowledged. 

 

One of the key limitations is input data quality, consistency, and timeliness. Predictive models are also only as good as the data they 

have been trained on, and in the majority of cases, especially in low-resource processing environments, data may be incomplete, 

outdated, or formatted in a non-standard manner. Pathogens such as Listeria monocytogenes also exhibit complex dose-response 

dynamics that are not well-captured in conventional datasets, further decreasing the predictive capacity of the model (McMeekin et 

al., 2006; Zhao et al., 2022). 

 

One difficulty regards interpretability and stakeholder trust. Although ensemble methods such as soft voting enhance predictive 

power, they may come at the cost of reduced transparency if deep learning models are dominant in the ensemble. Even with partial 

insight into variable importance that is offered by such tools as SHAP values, full analytical traceability as demanded by regulatory 

authorities in many cases may still prove difficult to guarantee in practice, especially for models that include nested non-linear 

interactions (Wang et al., 2023). 

 
Figure 3: Performance comparison and evaluation metrics 

Infrastructure is also a limiting factor. Real-time predictive analytics must be underpinned by digital infrastructure, including IoT-

enabled sensors, cloud storage, and computational power that can handle high-frequency updates. While such systems are 

increasingly prevalent in developed food chains, there remain numerous locations that lack underlying infrastructure for real-time 

data collection or integration, rendering predictive frameworks less feasible beyond pilot contexts (Yahia et al., 2023). 

 

Legal and ethical challenges also loom as potential adoption hurdles. As predictive analytics begin to inform major decisions, 

whether recalls, facility inspections, or market interventions, there are accountability questions in case of false positives or predictive 

failure. In addition, real-time surveillance using facility-level or consumer-generated data must adhere to privacy law, data protection 

rules, and consent guidelines to prevent misuse or public loss of trust (EFSA, 2021; Mabud et al., 2020). 

 

7. POLICY AND REGULATORY IMPLICATIONS 
As food systems worldwide continue to grow in complexity and transboundary integration, traditional regulatory strategies based 

on retrospective sampling and visual inspection become increasingly insufficient. Predictive analytics particularly through modular, 

interpretable, and data-driven architectures like the one conceived here offer regulatory agencies a strategic window to modernize 

their oversight function. 
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The most radical implication is the shift from reactive surveillance to proactive risk management. Predictive models have the 

capacity to rank products or batches at high risk of contamination before it spirals out of control, which helps regulators impose 

preventive controls in accordance with international best practices such as those established by Codex Alimentarius and the Food 

Safety Modernization Act (CAC, 2020; FDA, 2022). It facilitates smarter deployment of resources, targeting limited inspection and 

testing capacity at the most probable points of failure and reducing regulatory drag on low-risk activities. 

 

Harmonization of policy is another potential benefit. Regionally trained predictive models can permit local trends in hazards while 

nonetheless enabling cross-border risk communication, a desirable feature given the expansion in global trade in perishable goods. 

The European Union's Rapid Alert System for Food and Feed (RASFF), for instance, makes increasingly sophisticated use of 

microbiological trend analysis and electronic alerts, illustrating how predictive systems can serve both local responsiveness and 

global coordination (EFSA, 2021). 

 

Successful implementation, nonetheless, relies on public-private coordination. Private sector stakeholders hold much of the relevant 

data, from process logs to sensor feeds. Standard model validation methods, collaborative audit procedures, and voluntary data-

sharing agreements can reduce intellectual property anxieties and concerns about regulatory overreach while establishing trust 

among stakeholders (Basak et al., 2023). Equally crucial is the provision of legal protections and ethical guidelines to ensure 

algorithmic outputs are applied fairly, transparently, and with appropriate human oversight (Molnar, 2022; Zhang et al., 2021). 

 

8. CONCLUSION 
This study developed and validated a multi-model predictive system aimed at enhancing food safety risk detection by combining 

statistical, machine learning, and deep learning techniques within a single analysis stream. The system overcomes identified 

weaknesses of single-model systems by optimizing accuracy and interpretability and offering a scalable function that can be tailored 

across a wide range of commodities, locations, and technological environments. 

 

The practicality in real-world application of the framework was proved through a case study of Listeria monocytogenes in ready-

to-eat food. The ensemble model not only improved early warning of contamination events but also maximized inspection targeting 

and resource allocation. Techniques such as SHAP values facilitated the explanation of model predictions, a critical consideration 

for regulatory uptake and organizational adoption. 

 

Yet, the usefulness of the framework is constrained by a range of factors including data quality, legality, and infrastructure readiness. 

In low- and middle-income countries, enforcement is compromised by a lack of access to real-time data and analytical capability. 

These demands international investment in food safety infrastructure, along with regulatory change that articulates what ethical 

boundaries, liability, and data ownership are. 

 

Potential future applications of this initiative include piloting the framework across diverse commodity chains, from fresh vegetables 

and fruits to aquaculture, and developing sector-specific retraining protocols. Open-source toolkits and regulatory sandboxes can 

also accelerate deployment. Success will ultimately rely not only on technical development but on stakeholder engagement, 

institutional learning, and international policy coordination. 

 

In conclusion, the multi-model predictive framework represents a milestone for transforming food safety management into an active, 

precision-based science from a reactive one. In responsible hands, it offers the tools for improved protection of public health, optimal 

utilization of regulatory control, and building a more robust, evidence-based global food system. 

 

REFERENCES 
1. Basak, A., Ahmed, M., Sultana, T., & Rahman, M. (2023). Smart surveillance and AI-driven feature extraction for food safety prediction. 

Journal of Food Protection, 86(2), 180–192. 
2. CAC (Codex Alimentarius Commission). (2020). Principles and Guidelines for the Conduct of Microbiological Risk Assessment 

(CAC/GL 30-1999, Rev. 2020). FAO/WHO. 
3. Duan, R., Cao, W., Li, Y., Yang, W., & Liu, X. (2019). Application of machine learning techniques in food safety: A review. Current 

Opinion in Food Science, 28, 66–73. 
4. EFSA (European Food Safety Authority). (2021). The use of artificial intelligence in food safety: Opportunities and challenges. EFSA 

Journal, 19(7), e06544. 
5. FDA (U.S. Food and Drug Administration). (2022). New Era of Smarter Food Safety Blueprint: A Ten-Year Vision. U.S. Department 

of Health and Human Services. 
6. Grace, D. (2015). Food safety in developing countries: Research gaps and opportunities. White Paper for the CGIAR Research Program 

on Agriculture for Nutrition and Health, ILRI. 
7. Kavakiotis, I., Tsave, O., Salifoglou, A., Maglaveras, N., Vlahavas, I., & Chouvarda, I. (2017). Machine learning and data mining  

methods in diabetes research. Computational and Structural Biotechnology Journal, 15, 104–116. 
8. Lupien, J. R. (2005). Food safety: An essential public health issue for the new millennium. Journal of Food Science, 70(7), R120–R125. 



 

SJIF Impact Factor (2025): 8.688| ISI I.F. Value: 1.241| Journal DOI: 10.36713/epra2016   ISSN: 2455-7838(Online) 

EPRA International Journal of Research and Development (IJRD) 
Volume: 10 | Issue: 11 | November 2025                         - Peer Reviewed Journal 

 

2025 EPRA IJRD    |    Journal DOI:  https://doi.org/10.36713/epra2016      | https://eprajournals.com/ |211 |  

9. Mabud, T. S., Hussain, H., Ahmed, T., & Yilmaz, E. (2020). Crowdsourced data for early detection of food safety risks: A feasibility 
study. JMIR Public Health and Surveillance, 6(3), e16756. 

10. McMeekin, T. A., Bowman, J. P., McQuestin, O., Mellefont, L. A., Ross, T., & Tamplin, M. L. (2008). The future of predictive 
microbiology: Strategic research, innovative applications, and public health impact. Food Control, 19(8), 739–749. 

11. McMeekin, T. A., Baranyi, J., Bowman, J., Dalgaard, P., Kirk, M., Ross, T., Schmid, S., & Swanson, K. M. J. (2006). Information 
systems in food safety management. International Journal of Food Microbiology, 112(3), 181–194. 

12. Molnar, C. (2022). Interpretable Machine Learning: A Guide for Making Black Box Models Explainable (2nd ed.). Leanpub. 
13. Mourtzis, D., Vlachou, E., & Milas, N. (2018). Industrial big data as a result of IoT adoption in manufacturing. Procedia CIRP, 72, 

207–212. 
14. Oscar, T. P. (2005). Development of a simulation model for predicting the behavior of Salmonella in ground chicken. International 

Journal of Food Microbiology, 102(2), 115–133. 
15. Scallan, E., Hoekstra, R. M., Angulo, F. J., Tauxe, R. V., Widdowson, M. A., Roy, S. L., Jones, J. L., & Griffin, P. M. (2011). Foodborne 

illness acquired in the United States major pathogens. Emerging Infectious Diseases, 17(1), 7–15. 
16. Schoenauer-Sebag, A., Heinrich, L., Delahaye-Duriez, A., Boulle, A., & Guyon, I. (2020). Multi-view learning: A survey. 

Neurocomputing, 418, 69–85. 
17. Wang, J., Liu, M., & Shen, Z. (2023). Explainability techniques in AI-based food safety models: Current trends and challenges. 

Computers and Electronics in Agriculture, 208, 107788. 
18. WHO (World Health Organization). (2015). Estimates of the Global Burden of Foodborne Diseases. Geneva: WHO Press. 
19. Yahia, N. B., El-Gayar, O., & Omar, A. (2023). AI-driven digital transformation for traceability and food safety regulation. Computers 

in Industry, 147, 103861. 
20. Zhang, Z., Lin, Y., Liu, B., & Yang, Q. (2021). A review of ensemble learning methods in food quality and safety prediction. Food 

Analytical Methods, 14(2), 291–306. 
21. Zhao, Y., Zhang, D., & Jin, X. (2022). Deep hybrid models for predicting cold chain logistics risks in food safety. Food Control, 134, 

108723. 
22. Newell, D. G., et al. (2010). Food-borne diseases – The challenges of 20 years ago still persist while new ones continue to emerge. 

International Journal of Food Microbiology, 139, S3–S15.  
23. Schlundt, J. (2014). One health – A strategy for resilience in food safety. Food Control, 40, 185–188.  

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodcont.2013.11.056 
24. Havelaar, A. H., et al. (2017). Future challenges to microbial food safety. International Journal of Food Microbiology, 139, S1–S5.  
25. Carstens, C. K., Salazar, J. K., & Darkoh, C. (2019). Multistate Outbreaks of Foodborne Illness in the United States Associated with 

Non-O157 Shiga Toxin–Producing Escherichia coli. Foodborne Pathogens and Disease, 16(7), 501–507.  
26. van Asselt, E. D., & van der Fels-Klerx, H. J. (2017). Application of predictive modeling in food safety: an overview of recent 

developments and challenges. Current Opinion in Food Science, 14, 79–85. 
27. Jadhav, S., Kalbande, D. R., & Bhoyar, K. (2020). AI and predictive analytics in food safety: A futuristic perspective. Procedia Computer 

Science, 167, 1251–1259.  
28. Zhang, L., & Chen, Y. (2019). Big data analytics in food safety: A review. Computers and Electronics in Agriculture, 165, 104943.  

 
 

 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodcont.2013.11.056

