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Review on the research development of risk ranking for food safety
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ABSTRACT: The research developments of meaning, concept, process, factors and methods on risk ranking
were summarized. The challenge and suggestion on risk ranking were proposed. Risk ranking is a technical
method used to confirm, sort and find out the most important risk, which goal is to allocate risk management
resources better. The method is divided into three steps generally, namely list of hazards, establishment of
evaluation criteria and ranking. Risk ranking criteria are different dimensions used to measure the risk level and
for the ranking of different types of risks there is different evaluation criteria needed to be considered. The
methods on risk ranking for food safety were classified especially. Multicriteria-based ranking is more suitable
for risk ranking of agriculture products and risk expectation ranking is more suitable for risk ranking of food.
The risk should be classified and the proper method should be selected to face the challenge.
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