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Abstract

Field based forensic tests commonly provide information on the presence and identity of biological
stains and can also support the identification of species. Such information can support downstream
processing of forensic samples and generate rapid intelligence. These approaches have traditionally
used chemical and immunological techniques to elicit the result but some are known to suffer from a
lack of specificity and sensitivity. The last 10 years has seen the development of field-based genetic
profiling systems, with specific focus on moving the mainstay of forensic genetic analysis, namely STR
profiling, out of the laboratory and into the hands of the non-laboratory user. In doing so it is now
possible for enforcement officers to generate a crime scene DNA profile which can then be matched to
a reference or database profile. The introduction of these novel genetic platforms also allows for further
development of new molecular assays aimed at answering the more traditional questions relating to
body fluid identity and species detection. The current drive for field-based molecular tools is in response
to the needs of the criminal justice system and enforcement agencies, and promises a step-change in
how forensic evidence is processed. However, the adoption of such systems by the law enforcement
community does not represent a new strategy in the way forensic science has integrated previous novel
approaches. Nor do they automatically represent a threat to the quality control and assurance practices

that are central to the field. This review examines the historical need and subsequent research and



developmental breakthroughs in field-based forensic analysis over the past two decades with particular
focus on genetic methods. Emerging technologies from a range of scientific fields that have potential
applications in forensic analysis at the crime scene are identified and associated issues that arise from

the shift from laboratory into operational field use are discussed.
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1. Introduction - Field Based Analysis vs Central Laboratory

The Star Trek Tricorder. Portable, light, small, rapid results, identifies multiple biological and genetic
signals, and importantly it can be used by different groups regardless of their skill set; scientist, security
officer, doctor, engineer. First introduced in the 1960’s, this pop-culture device is perhaps one of the
best known and clearly defined examples of what field-based instrumentation should do, albeit in a
science fiction TV show. Fifty years later the device is almost a reality through the Qualcomm Tricorder
XPrize, a 10 million USD competition to “stimulate innovation and integration of precision diagnostic
technologies, helping consumers make their own reliable health diagnoses anywhere, anytime” [1].
Primarily designed for biomedical applications, such devices offer a tantalizing glimpse into what may
become available to forensic science in a few years. Indeed, the field of forensic biology and forensic
genetics has a history of deriving benefit from utilising the approaches and techniques initially
pioneered in the health and medical arenas, PCR, DNA fingerprinting and capillary electrophoresis to
name a few. However, the development of novel technology and its application in forensic casework is
not a binary process; absent/present, can’t use/can use, not ready/ready. Technology is continually
developed, introducing new benefits but also presenting difficult decisions to make regarding when and
what to use. The latter is compounded in the face of a highly regulated field that proceeds with caution
and requires some form of standardisation and consensus in the forensic stakeholder community. In
some instances novel technology represents such a seismic shift that it promises to change the way
forensic laboratories operate.

The centralised laboratory is currently the standard in forensic investigation. Under this model, a single

large laboratory representing a defined geographical range is responsible for providing forensic analysis



to all Law Enforcement Agencies within its bounds. The adoption of this model began in the United
States in the 1920-1930s due to logistical, quality control, legal and cost issues [2, 3]. This development
also coincided with the appearance of dedicated forensic pathology courses offered by US higher
education institutions to train medical students in this emerging field, as well as the invention of the UV
spectrophotometer which remains a standard tool in forensic chemistry to this day [2, 3]. Criminal
activity is typically spread over a relatively local geographic range and historically, investigation of
criminal activity was limited to the collection of eyewitness testimony and physical evidence from this
area [4]. Individuals performing these activities were predominantly law enforcement officers with little
or no scientific background. Consequently, as scientific techniques advanced, analysis became more
complex requiring full time professional forensic analysts to carry out, document, and report their
findings [5]. Housing such expertise in a small number of centralised laboratories was the logical
solution. This division between crime scene and laboratory practitioner remains to this day [6].
However, in the last two decades there has been a slow shift towards introducing forensic roles into the
police forces themselves to bring collaboration between police officers and forensic scientists closer
together [7]. Events such as the closure of the United Kingdom (UK) Forensic Science Service in 2010
[8], decreasing budgets [9] and the high cost incurred from private sector providers [10] make the
argument for adopting in-house processes more compelling. Indeed, this structure is already routinely
practiced in the US. While increasingly common, the cost/benefit of developing an in-house local
laboratory process vs a centralised laboratory is complicated as groups struggle with the balance of low
cost, high quality assurance (QA), and ethical arguments about scientific independence [10].

As technology develops and applications become more user friendly, safer, and requires less expertise
and training, they inevitably transfer into the field. The handover of this technology to non-laboratory
specialists represents further monetary saving as staffing of specialist practitioners remains the highest
cost of a forensic investigation [11]. Techniques such as the development of traditional fingerprinting,
chemical tests to identify body fluids and the presumptive detection of drugs of abuse were pioneered
in research laboratories but are now commonly used by enforcement officers and crime scene examiners
[4]. Despite the drip feed of applications into field-based operational use, certain approaches have been

slow to develop and be taken up, specifically those that are DNA-based approaches. There are a number



of reasons for the slow development and adoption of this technology. Conventional PCR and size
separation of the resulting DNA fragments requires large, bench-mounted instruments, preventing their
on-site use [12]. Much of the equipment still requires specialist training to operate, limiting the potential
user-base. Forensic casework may rely on limited biological input and loss of that material through
additional processing methods may severely affect the investigation [13]. There is also the raw cost of
equipment, maintenance, reagents, and storage space which has become more constrictive in recent
years as forensic budgets have been reduced [4, 9]. Fully equipped forensic laboratory setups are also
unfeasible in remote areas or developing nations that require these diagnostic tests but lack the resources
necessary. These factors have presented a need for cheaper, more convenient field-based forensic assays
and have acted as drivers of development for new technologies and techniques [14]. Indeed, there is
little argument that the development and practical application of a cost effective, robust and quality-

controlled on-site test would greatly benefit the criminal justice system.

2. Established Field-Based Systems

One of the oldest forms of biological forensic analysis is in the identification of body fluids such as
blood, saliva, and semen left behind at a crime scene [13, 15]. Table 1 provides an overview of the most
common established forensic tests used to detect and identify biological material. A more thorough
overview of the mechanisms of standard body fluid detection and identification methods is available in

the review from Virkler and Lednev (2009) [13].

2.1. Chemical Testing

One of the earliest forensic tests for blood was the luminol chemiluminescence reaction, first being used
over 50 years ago. This technique remains invaluable in the detection of latent blood, which can aid
other forensic techniques such as blood spatter analysis. The test is cheap, works quickly, and can be
applied to surfaces and stains without requiring pre-treatment. One of the most widely used commercial
luminol formulations is BlueStar® [16]. This formulation has a greater sensitivity and longer-lasting

luminescence than that of luminol [17], and is more resistant to the luminescence-reducing effects of



certain antioxidants than other formulations [18]. However, a qualitative study on the reliability of
BlueStar found that certain compounds such as oil-based paints, certain vegetables, and metallic ions
such as copper and ion could cause false positive results [19]. Another feature of BlueStar that has
helped to ensure its continued use is that it is non-destructive to the DNA contained within the sample,
allowing for the rapid identification of blood stains that can then be processed by DNA analysis. Other
chemical tests for blood include the Kastle-Meyers (KM) test and tetramethylbenzidine (TMB).
Similarly to luminol, they can be directly applied to suspected bloodstains at the crime scene and a
positive result is clearly displayed as a colour change of the stain (pink for KM, blue-green for TMB).
The KM test is widely used due to its comparatively high specificity and greater resistance to inhibition
compared to other presumptive chemical tests for blood [20]. Conversely, TMB offers greater sensitivity
than KM, but has largely fallen out of use due to poor specificity and concerns about safety as TMB
may be carcinogenic [21]. Chemical tests for saliva and semen also exist. A standard chemical test for
the detection of saliva is the Phadebas® Press Test, which detects and identifies latent saliva stains,
which is a difficult body fluid to identify conventionally due to poor fluorescence under UV light [22].
Although the test is simple, cheap, and rapid there can be issues with reproducibility due to temperature
variation at the scene, causing changes in evaporation of the sample [22]. The acid phosphatase (AP)
test for semen has been in routine use as early as the 1940s [23], but due to its relatively high false-
positive rate [24] it is unable to be used to as a confirmatory test and has recently been sidelined in
favour of immunoassay approaches [25]. A considerable advantage of chemical tests is their low per-
test cost, but this is often at the expense of specificity and sensitivity. This is an important point to
consider when assessing the utility of field-based approaches, in that it is acceptable for sensitivity and
specificity to be low if understood by the user, appropriately caveated in casework management and
followed up with a more robust diagnostic test. Indeed while it is the goal to have confirmatory and
diagnostic approaches in the field it is likely to be considered secondary to other requirements. A shared
aspect of these tests is their singleplex activity, being able to detect only one body fluid. In practical
usage, this becomes a potential issue, as forensically important stains may contain a mixture of body
fluids [13]. This requires an expert in field-based testing to make an informed decision about which test

should be used based on relative likelihoods of certain biological components being present. This



highlights a market niche for tests with multiplex activity that can identify multiple biomarkers at once,
dispensing with the need for expert intuition. While these described tests are applicable at a crime scene,
chemical approaches are also commonly applied in a centralised laboratory if the evidence is

transferable from the crime scene.

Despite shared issues surrounding specificity, sensitivity, and tolerance to inhibitors, chemical tests have
lengthy shelf-lives, enabling to be used in decentralised environments. The standard Kastle-Meyer's test
for latent blood has a shelf-life of approximately 9 months [26], whereas Bluestar formulation luminol

can last up to 3 years in dry storage at room temperature [16].

2.2. Immunological

Increasing the sensitivity and specificity of the application often requires the use of a more complicated
test and the expertise required to use and interpret the result. Immunoassays are biomolecular toolkits
for detecting or quantitatively measuring the levels of biomarkers in a fluid sample using an antibody-
antigen interaction. Wet-lab immunoassays such as enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA) are
well-established and have very high specificity and sensitivity, and in recent years there has been an
effort to apply this technology outside of the laboratory [27]. Several immunoassays are available for
forensic use, such as rapid stain identification (RSIDT™) kits, which are lateral flow immunoassays.
RSID kits have been developed for the rapid on-site detection of blood, saliva, and semen [28, 29, 30].
The sensitivity and specificity of all of these tests were found to be greater than their respective
presumptive chemical tests. Immunoassays are promising alternatives to chemical testing for body
fluids due to their ease of use, rapid action, reliable results and confirmatory nature. Cost analysis
studies of these immunological tools have calculated their per-test cost at roughly £3-6 [31]. Moreover,
they show extended shelf-lives between 12-24 months, giving them comparable stability to most
available chemical tests. Quantitative immunological assays for non-human markers such as the
precipitin test have been available for well over a century [32] and have been used by law enforcement

officials to identify remains of particular animals protected by the law e.g. big game animals [33, 34].



However, due to poor reliability and resolving power between closely-related species [35] there has

been difficulty in transferring precipitin tests to routine forensic use.

2.3. DNA-based testing

As on-site tests are designed to be performed outside of the laboratory, there is little opportunity for
complex sample preparation [36]. This often limits their role to the diagnosis of crude biological
samples to determine their identity (typically a body fluid such as blood, saliva, or semen or tissue).
This is one reason that has prevented the development of field-based DNA applications as the PCR
process is highly susceptible to inhibitors co-collected with the crime scene sample [37]. However, there
are early examples of field-based forensic genetic analysis. MtDNA studies in the mid-1990's on whale
products lacking morphological features (e.g. processed meat) sold at retail markets in Japan and South
Korea found that some whale products sold as minke whale were actually obtained from endangered
whale species such as humpbacks, the trade of which is heavily regulated and violates international
whaling laws [38, 39]. This work was performed in a hotel room that had been loosely turned into a
traditional laboratory with the existing tools and chemistry simply placed in this location. However, as
DNA systems developed in the laboratory the assumption that they should automatically provide high
quality robust results also grew. This creates another developmental hurdle to researchers and

developers and again is prioritised collectively alongside other requirements.

3. Next-Generation Field-Based Systems

Research and development of field-based molecular approaches has been increasing significantly over
the last 20 years. This is clear from a literature search of research papers and patents in the subject area
show an increasing trend which peaks between 2010-2014 (Figure 1). Throughout the 1990's,
improvements to chemical testing for body fluids were made [40, 41], whilst DNA profiling largely
remained a laboratory-based technique [42]. By the 2000's, DNA-based detection methods had
advanced significantly. Lab-on-a-chip technology was a much-publicised area of research, and as such
by the end of the decade, several micro total analysis systems for forensic and clinical applications had

been developed [43, 44, 45], accounting for the sharp rise in publications seen during this time span.



Similarly, non-DNA based methods also became more sophisticated during this time, benefiting from
advancements in engineering and miniaturisation of existing technology to allow for on-site usage.

Table 2 provides an overview of next generation forensic identification tests and their features.

3.1. Drivers for development

The key driver in the all this new development has been the end user group has changed between the
‘Laboratory User’ to ‘Field User’ and a set of ‘end-user specifications’ has been identified. This is
largely due to the concerted effort of stakeholders in the criminal justice community directing research
in this area. In 2006, the “Future of Forensic and Crime Scene Science Conference” identified some
key system and technological drivers that came out of discussion with International Stakeholders in the
forensic community [46], specifically:

e Miniaturisation to increase portability and ease of use.

e Faster analysis.

e Simple ‘Black-Box’ interpretation.

e Easy integration of case information.

e Low cost.
Being representatives of the end-user community the ‘wish list’ of the stakeholders formed an early
market research exercise and set of specifications that developers could work towards. This conference
identified a need by the criminal justice community that was not at the time being met and led to further
research and development by industry, academic and government groups to develop a system that could
meet these requirements and supercede the traditional laboratory process flow (Figure 2). The current
laboratory process can delay obtaining results due to work backlogs [13]; transitioning to a primarily
field-based approach would greatly reduce the current average time taken to produce full DNA reports
for use as evidence in court. More formal end-user specification documents were later published by the
National Policing Improvement Agency (NPIA) to represent the United Kingdom Criminal Justice
Community [47] and also by the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) to represent North American

interests [48]. Once again, this feedback to developers has been instrumental for the successful



development and integration of such systems into operational use. Consequently, flexibility-of-use has
been downgraded in order to simplify operation, while test robustness and sensitivity have decreased as
a consequence of developing a single step process with data analysis primarily being software driven
instead of requiring independent expertise. While these may be seen as an indication that systems need
further optimisation before routine adoption, others believe it simply narrows their operational use [14].
Indeed as forensic analysis becomes more decentralised, it becomes more important to fulfil the needs

and identify the requirements of the practitioner whilst also remaining informative in the wider context.

3.2. Non DNA-based

Techniques that have been pioneered elsewhere can have applications in forensic science. Raman
spectroscopy is a technique that obtains information on the vibrational mode of molecules in a system
excited by inelastic (Raman) scattering of monochromatic light [49]. Its primary use has been in
analytical chemistry, as different chemical bonds have characteristic vibrational outputs, allowing the
resulting spectra to be analysed to determine which chemical bonds are present in a sample. In the past
few years, forensic analysts and researchers have sought to co-opt Raman spectroscopy as a tool for
forensic science [50]. This is based on the observation that body fluids analysed by Raman spectroscopy
display their own unique peak signatures, making the results relatively simple to analyse by comparing
them to the known spectral peaks of various biological substances. Raman spectroscopy is also a
confirmatory test, as the position of the spectral peaks are tied to particular molecules and thus is
extremely unlikely to bring up false positives [13]. Another advantage of performing Raman
spectroscopy in a forensic setting is that it is both non-destructive to the sample (as no contact with the
sample is required) and does not require time-consuming sample pre-treatment steps [13]. Several on-
site Raman spectroscopy devices currently exist [51, 52, 53, 54] which have been demonstrated to work
effectively in the on-site detection of chemical and biological samples. These devices are simple to use
and deliver results rapidly. Portable Raman spectroscopy possesses many of the “ideal” on-site test but
is more expensive than chemical-based detection and may require some training prior to use in order to
ensure that results are correctly interpreted. As the only requirement for Raman spectroscopy to take

place is that there is an optically visible stain present, it dispenses with the need for any reagents that



would normally be used in the treatment of unknown stains for analysis. This means there is no
associated storage requirements or expiry date of the Raman instrumentation, making it ideal for use in

de-centralised locations.

3.3. DNA-based - Human

Perhaps the most important technique in modern forensic crime scene investigation is the detection of
human DNA. This analysis has traditionally been carried out by trained forensic experts as biological
samples require complex pre-treatment to extract DNA, and obtaining a full STR profile can take
upwards of 8 hours [55]. This estimate does not include the time taken to process samples from a crime
scene to obtain a full DNA report, which has been found to take an average of 66 days in the UK for
serious crimes [56]. This highlights a need for a shorter and more simplified workflow. In doing so, this
would also facilitate the use of STR profiling by individuals with no/limited forensic background that
routinely require STR profiling work, such as law enforcement officials. In the past few years, there has
been considerable progress towards user-friendly DNA detection and identification. This has been
achieved by advancements in microfluidics [43], as well as miniaturisation of thermal cycling [57] and
optimisations to the PCR process such as implementation of rapid inhibitor-tolerant polymerases (e.g.
Phusion™ Flash) [58]. Another major enabling technology is the automation of steps in STR profiling,
including DNA extraction, PCR amplifaction, separation, and detection by a single instrument allowing
for a rapid “sample in, result out” workflow without any additional input from the user. Several
automated laboratory-based DNA detection instruments exist, such as RapidHIT® and DNAScan™
[59, 60, 61]. Inputs for these assays include “neat” biological samples such as buccal swabs and blood,
but can also analyse indirect samples such as swabs from drinking glasses or cigarette butts that may
hold forensic evidence, making them suitable for forensic case work where there may not be large
amounts of biological material for direct sampling. Validation studies of these systems have found that
the RapidHIT ID system has a high sensitivity, able to generate full STR profiles from ~500 pg of DNA
applied to a cotton swab. [62]. The DNAScan system was designed to produce full STR profiles from
1.0 ug of template DNA present on buccal swabs but can also produce partial profiles with a lower input

[63]. Accuracy for these systems is also very high, demonstrating a 100% genotype concordance with



known reference profiles [62, 63, 64]. Both systems take ~90 minutes to build a full STR profile, and
have low (<15 minutes) handling times for the user [62, 65]. Further issues of these systems is the high
cost associated with them, both in terms of the machinery itself and the reagents required for its use.
Both DNAScan and RapidHIT instruments utilise single-use cartridges as their inputs, with the operator
only having to load a reference swab onto them and insert into the machine, which automatically handles
the sample processing and outputs an STR profile. While this system is convenient for the end-user,
processing high volumes of samples may become prohibitively costly. The sample cartridges and
reagents have a shelf-life of up to 6 months at room temperature [63, 66].

These laboratory-based detection methods have many of the features recommended for an ideal on-site
assay such as robustness and ease of use, but are not considered field portable. The ParaDNA® Field
Instrument from LGC [67] can perform two separate tests in ~75 minutes each; a screening test for
determining the presence of human DNA in a sample and an intelligence test for building an STR profile
across 5 loci (D3S1358, D8S119, D16S539, D18S1358 and THO1) [68]. Both of these tests also profile
for amelogenin to simultaneously determine gender. The ParaDNA screening system is a presumptive
test as it measures the presence/absence of DNA through PCR of two STR loci (D16S539 & THO1)
with fluorescent Hybeacon® human-specific probes, and outputs a percentage chance of the sample
containing DNA suitable for laboratory analysis as a relative assessment score [69, 70]. This
circumvents a major issue in submission policy for forensic case work as the screening data is an
objective measure and so eliminates the need for speculation by the end user, helping to reduce waste
and improve laboratory processing. A cost analysis of the ParaDNA screening system against standard
in-house STR profiling found that although the per-test cost of ParaDNA is relatively high (~$50), it is
potentially able to save thousands of dollars per annum by eliminating the screening costs of negative
samples that may be processed under other screening methods [71]. Validation studies of the screening
test show high accuracy for blood, saliva, and semen [70] but some conflicting results with touch DNA
samples. The screening test is able to obtain a gender result in >80% of samples with a sufficient
presence of DNA (>62.5 pg), though is more sensitive to male samples than female due to software
reporting a male result whenever a Y target is amplified [69]. There has also been some assessment of

whether the assay interferes with existing forensic processes with research demonstrating that pre-



treatment of samples with Phadebas and luminol/Bluestar® did not impact the ability of ParaDNA to
reliably screen these samples for DNA [72]. However, despite the ease of use and portability, the
ParaDNA screening test is intended to augment the existing processes of sample submission and case
management, and not designed to replace existing tools [73] meaning that costs savings may be more
difficult to identify. Independent validation studies of the ParaDNA intelligence test found that full DNA
profiles of 12 alleles could be produced from an input of 500pg DNA and that 99.8% of allele calls by
ParaDNA was concordant with those of other STR typing kits [68, 73]. However, some cross-reactivity
of the system is observed with some primate DNA samples [70]. As the output of the ParaDNA
intelligence test is an STR profile, this does require some training in order to interpret, but is minimal
compared to the training needed to perform STR analysis in-house. Both tests are noted for their ease
of use by non-expert handlers [70] and have demonstrated reliability and high potential for cost-saving.
Recent work by LGC has looked at developing an assay for field-based mRNA analysis for the
identification of body fluid samples [74].

The RapidHIT ID system is a compact version of the laboratory-based RapidHIT system that utilises
the same GlobalFiler® Express chemistry and has been optimised for use in decentralised
environments, such as police stations or border control posts [66]. Validation studies have shown that
the RapidHIT ID system is also capable of obtaining full concordance from assumed single-source DNA
samples, with complete STR profiles obtained from as low as 12,500 cells per sample swab [75].
Multiple RapidHIT ID systems across geographic locations can be networked together with
RapidLINK™ software for remote access to results and control of the RapidHIT ID instruments
themselves. [76]. This allows for easy access and processing of data from remote locations by a

centralised laboratory prior to uploading resulting DNA profiles to a database.

3.4. DNA-Based - Non-Human

While detection and identification systems of human DNA have received the majority of the research
attention there have also been some big steps towards the application of portable molecular tools for
non-human and food standards applications. The ability to perform on-site species identification is

particularly important in the food standards and conservation fields. On-site detection means that



samples do not have to be transported to centralised laboratories. From a food standards viewpoint, food
samples of unknown origin do not have to be seized from retail markets or restaurants and can be
identified on-site, improving workflow while also reducing the possibility of a genuine sample being
needlessly analysed by an equipped laboratory. For conservation work, suspected trade of endangered
animal products in violation of CITES seized at international borders can have the species identified
on-site without having to transport samples to a wildlife forensic laboratory, which may be situated in
another country. On-site potential for species detection has been greatly improved in the past decade
due to advancements in isothermal amplification and miniaturisation of sequencing instruments.
Recombinase polymerase amplification (RPA) is a highly sensitive and specific isothermal method of
DNA amplification that can take place in a single tube, dispensing with the need for a thermal cycler
[77, 78]. This technology has been commercialised by TwistDX, who supply the portable battery-
powered Twirla® mixing incubator and provide several kits for food safety and species identification.
One such kit is specific to DNA from the Red Snapper [79] and is designed to prevent mislabelling
fraud. The assay requires a one-step biochemical reaction prior to incubation which can be performed
by non-experts and the result of the assay is processed automatically and delivered by the instrument in
<20 minutes as either positive or negative for Red Snapper. A similar on-site assay for non-expert usage
is the real-time nucleic acid sequence-based amplification (RT-NASBA) assay devised by Ulrich et al.
[80] which has demonstrated similar efficiency to laboratory-based benchtop RNA purification with
mildly lower sensitivity. However, this assay takes longer to perform (~80 minutes). NASBA is a well-
established molecular biology tool for the isothermal amplification of RNA sequences [81]. RT-NASBA
works by combining this method with fluorescent molecular beacons, allowing for the real-time
detection of target sequences using a handheld fluorometer, which also doubles as a heater to keep

samples at an optimal temperature for the reaction to progress.

A novel on-site RNA/DNA sequencing instrument is the MinlON™ real-time sequencing device from
Oxford Nanopore Technologies [82]. The device is smaller than most mobile phones and contains a
flow cell for spotting DNA/RNA for sequencing. MinION can be powered by a laptop after hooking up

to one with a standard USB 3.0 port, making it extremely useful for field work in even highly-remote



locations. The device costs approximately $1000 USD, though this also includes everything needed to
begin sequencing right away, with a very low per-test cost. Early-access studies also found the system
to be useful for taxonomic analyses [83, 84], which would be of great benefit to on-site species
identification. Although the potential of this technology for true on-site DNA detection is very high,
performance studies have shown error rates as high as 38% [83, 85, 86]. Although this rate can be
reduced to as low as ~5% with improved data analysis [87], it also suggests that extensive optimisation

and specialist knowledge of both the system and the DNA sequence of interest is required.

In summary, it is important to clarify that field-based testing does not necessarily dispense with the
requirement for expert training that is often needed to operate large, bench-mounted apparatus. Indeed,
portability of a system and the expertise required to successfully operate it exists on a spectrum. When
considering the ease of use vs the portability it is possible to see that the systems presented do not
always achieve all of the identified end user requirements (Figure 3). For many end users, there is a
desire for tests that are both highly portable and easy to use as these are the most practical in the field
and have the greatest potential user-base. However, the development of such tools is compounded by
factors such as manufacturing costs (both of the device itself and the reagents required on a per-test

basis), availability of appropriate miniaturisation technology, and the flexibility of use.

4. Future Innovations in Field-Based Analvsis

Advancements in forensic science are often the result of co-option of existing technologies routinely
used in other fields, particularly medical science. A selection of techniques that have recently been
applied to on-site forensic analysis of various biological samples show some great potential and may

form the basis of the next phase of development in field-based molecular identification.

4.1. Loop-mediated isothermal amplification




Development of reliable and rapid isothermal PCR would be of great benefit to on-site forensic analysis
as it would transfer one of the most important laboratory-based forensic techniques into the field, greatly
increasing the potential of on-site investigation. As discussed previously, there has already been some
application of isothermal PCR to forensics with RPA and the TwistDX system, however this is not the
only method of low-temperature PCR. Loop-mediated isothermal amplification (LAMP) is a PCR
method that can be performed at relatively low temperatures (60-65°C) [88, 89], making it suitable for
on-site work when paired with a portable battery-powered heater. LAMP differs from conventional PCR
in that it uses multiple sets of primers, which form loops in the synthesised DNA strand that facilitate
further rounds of amplification without the need for a bench-mounted thermal cycler. LAMP has
previously been used extensively in clinical science for the detection of harmful bacteria in complex
biological samples such as blood and sputum [90, 91] and would be applicable to detection of
biomarkers of forensic importance. Very recently, several rapid on-site LAMP assays were developed
for drug detection and species identification, all of which have shown very promising results with
comparable efficiency to laboratory-based methodology whilst heavily reducing the cost that would
normally be incurred from using any specialised equipment [92, 93, 94]. This highlights the potential
of LAMP for forensic use and warrants further development to produce a commercialised LAMP assay.
There are several benefits to using LAMP over other PCR methods. Firstly, the amplification product
is much simpler to visualise with LAMP than standard PCR, using photometry to measure the turbidity
of the sample post-amplification. Although LAMP is used for the detection of DNA, it is possible to
combine the technique with a reverse transcription step (RT-LAMP) to enable the detection of RNAs
[88, 95]. Complex biological samples such as blood contain inhibitors (e.g. Immunoglobin G [96, 97]
that affect the PCR reaction, and is a common cause of amplification failure [37]. LAMP is more
resistant to these inhibitors than standard PCR, which would make LAMP a more ideal method for
detecting DNA in body fluid samples and would require less prior sample preparation such as
DNA/RNA extraction [98]. However, the use of LAMP is limited by the difficult design of primers,
requiring the use of software kits [99], as well as being more restricted in its range of designs compared
to conventional PCR markers. This is particularly a concern for forensic applications as some

biomarkers may have transcriptional variants, where the design of primers would have to be centred



around a common sequence. Another issue with LAMP is that due to the increased number of primer
sets required compared to standard PCR, it increases the likelihood of primer-primer dimer interactions
occurring in a multiplex reaction. As such, LAMP is typically reserved for single-target detection. It is
possible to utilise LAMP in a multiplex detection assay [100], but this would require complex

processing that would be difficult to transfer to on-site practice.

4.2. Synthetic Biology

The field of synthetic biology has made considerable strides in the past decade, with the aim of
characterising genetic “parts” to create programmable biological devices with complex functions.
Despite the numerous hurdles faced by the field [101], it remains a promising avenue of research for a
number of fields, including forensics. Researchers from the University of Dundee have attempted to
use synthetic biology in conjunction with microsphere technology to provide an all-in-one body fluid
identification assay (“FlulD”) that would eliminate the need for multiple body fluid tests [102]. This
assay would consist of a liquid formulation (“BioSpray”’) containing fluorescent microspheres that have
binding ligands specific to biomarkers present in various body fluids immobilised onto their surfaces.
When the ligands come into contact with their respective molecules, a binding interaction takes place
which leads to fluorescence of the microspheres. Biochemically functionalised microspheres are an
ideal delivery method for the binding proteins as they have been shown to not impact the effect of
biochemical molecules immobilised onto their surfaces [103], and also display high sensitivity [104].
Similar to luminol, BioSpray can be applied to surfaces and then examined for fluorescence in darkness.
The primary advantage this offers over established body fluid identification tests is that the BioSpray
formulation would contain binding proteins for biomarkers from a number of body fluids, including
blood, saliva, semen, and urine, allowing for only one test to be used when normally multiple tests
would be required. As a cell-free approach is used, this means that there is no contamination of crime
scenes with foreign DNA. It is also hoped that fluorescence from BioSpray would last longer than other
fluorescent methods and there would be no interaction with chemicals that interfere with forensic

investigations at crime scenes e.g. bleach. Using synthetic cell-free systems, researchers were



successfully able to overexpress and purify binding proteins against haemoglobin and spermidine for
the detection of blood and semen, respectively. However, work is still required to purify binding proteins
agains biomarkers in saliva and urine, and for the formulation to have its performance tested against
crude samples. An issue with transferring biology to field-based applications lies in the stability of
biological components at ambient temperatures. DNA sequences, PCR products, and many other
reagents require storage at temperatures <-20°C and can lose their functions or shear DNA through
repeated freeze-thaw cycles. Room-temperature storage of components would allow for more
applications to be performed outside of the laboratory. Pardee et al. [105] have demonstrated a method
of storing cell-free protein expression systems and synthetic gene network DNA for long periods of
time (at least 1 year) at room temperature by freeze-drying these components onto ordinary filter paper
discs ~3mm in diameter. The synthetic gene network sequence is complementary to a desired mRNA
sequence, and will activate expression of a reporter gene (e.g. GFP/LacZ) to visualise detection when
the embedded paper is rehydrated with this sequence (Figure 4). Research in this area has recently
advanced with the development of the SHERLOCK (Specific High sensitivity Enzymatic Reporter
unLOCKing) platform developed by MIT and Harvard University. Taking a slightly different approach,
the research combines isothermal amplification with CRISPR Technology to develop a 4-channel single
reaction multiplexing method, capable of detecting unique DNA and RNA frangments [105.5]. Using a
lateral flow readout to detect presence or absence of amplification target, this device enables rapid
detection of multiple fragments for field-based diagnosis with early evidence suggesting allele specific
amplification from saliva is possible. The use of paper as a substrate and the negligible amount of
materials required makes this process extremely cheap, with a per-test cost of 4-65¢ USD [105]. These
features allow for cheap, easily portable, and stable diagnostics of desired nucleotide sequences (such
as those from infectious diseases) in remote locations. The novel design of the synthetic gene networks
used in these experiments also gives them the potential to detect virtually any desired sequence [106],

greatly increasing their utility across a range of fields.

4.3. Smartphone Forensics




Smartphones are a near-ubiquitous aspect of the modern world. They are lightweight, small, versatile
in their range of applications, and in recent years have become reasonably cheap. This makes them ideal
candidates for use as on-site forensic detection instruments. Many modern smartphone models are
equipped with high-resolution cameras and applications are available to measure the RGB output from
images, allowing for colorimetric analysis. Researchers have devised a novel method (“Smart Forensic
Phone”) of estimating the age of bloodstains using a colorimetric analysis of bloodstain images taken
with a smartphone over a fixed time period [107]. However, this analysis can only be performed on
bloodstains <42 hours old which severely limits its potential use and requires more optimisation to be
used on older bloodstains.

Another study examining the range of on-site applications of smartphone cameras modified Raspberry
Pi cameras available for smartphone market to repurpose them as ultra-violet (UV) imaging equipment
[108]. This is particularly beneficial due to the wide applications of UV detection, and the very low cost
of manufacturing smartphone cameras. Smartphones are also capable for use as analytical and data
processing devices. Researchers have developed an electrochemical chip that utilises a rapid (<20
minutes) quantitative enzyme analysis for gender identification of body fluids deposited at a crime
scene. This chip can then interface with smartphones utilising a special user-friendly application that
guides the user through the detection process [109]. The chip is compatible with several different models
of smartphone and as many smartphones possess wi-fi capabilities, any data recorded using the
application can be uploaded to a central “cloud” network for storage or downloaded to other devices.
Performance studies of the electrochemical chip found high specificity and sensitivity (88.9% and
88.3%, respectively) on analysis of real samples, but also noted slight interference from substances such
as ascorbate. An upcoming device from Oxford Nanopore Technologies LTD is the SmidglON nanopore
sequencer, currently in beta testing and expected to release in 2017 [110]. This device works similarly
to the MinlON sequencer (also from Oxford Nanopore) described previously, but can instead be
connected to a smartphone, or any similar mobile device. This would further reduce the cost of
equipment needed to sequence DNA/RNA in the field, whilst also enabling its use with a wider user-

base and in more remote locations.



Smartphone technology has also been combined with handheld PCR. Biomeme have developed a
mobile handheld RT-PCR device equipped with a heater and fluorometer for tracking reaction progress.
This device can be docked to a smartphone, which runs an application that controls the device and
utilises the smartphone’s camera to track changes in fluorescence [111]. This highlights a particular
advantage of smartphone forensics in that the user interface of smartphones are designed to be as
ergonomic and user-friendly to operate as possible. Combining this technology with standard forensic
techniques has the potential to reduce the expertise barrier of entry and allow for simple use of the

device by non-laboratory users.

5. Further Considerations

While the development and use of field-based molecular tools for non-laboratory trained individuals
offers great potential, there are a number of issues that need further consideration by both developers
and end-users, specifically the necessity for independent validation of novel technology, prior to use. In
the traditional cycle of forensic product development and release there has been a build-up of scientific
support from practitioner scientists and academics over time that have highlighted and reported on
procedural oddities, errors, reproducibility and overall effectiveness of the system. Either because these
individuals represented the target forensic user or the systems under evaluation also supported academic
research, the publication and dissemination of this research makes it easy for the forensic community
to assess and critically appraise new issues as they arise. The advent of field-based, non-expert user
systems may change the nature of this. The identified end user for many of these systems include, police,
customs (border) officials, military personnel, and crime scene examiners, many of whom have little or
no scientific background but may be expected to a) have an opinion on whether they believe the device
supports their work, b) identify erroneous results, and ¢) report on any new issues observed to the wider
community. It is worth considering each of these in turn to assess the overall risk that under-developed

and poorly characterised systems may have and how performance is recorded.

5.1 Development and Release



With respect to the development of new technology it is common to describe it in term of a ‘“Technology
Readiness Level’ (see figure 5) [112]. There is routinely a well characterised and documented path from
first principles to product release which reduces the likelihood of products being early. In order to
warrant a TRL measure of 9 it is common for industry groups to perform a ‘beta-release’, whereby new
assays, kits and technology are distributed among a small number of practitioners for limited testing
and feedback in an operational setting. Beta testing is typically only performed once the product format
and protocols have been optimised and represents the finished product. Concurrent to this user
evaluation, industry scientists also perform developmental validation studies which seek to characterise
the approach and identify its ‘efficacy and reliability for forensic casework’ [113]. While there is an
obvious conflict of interest, the publication of data in support of a commercial application by industry
scientists is not new, is not unethical but (like all scientific studies) should not be considered singularly.
Publishing practices exist that require conflicts of interest to be declared and the peer review process
means that the data and findings are independently critiqued. Indeed, given that quality and accuracy
forms a large part of brand identity for biomolecular products it is counterproductive for industry to
release technology early. Further independent assessment is also performed as many of the end users
are represented by wider working groups or have ties to third party expertise who perform this function.
For example the UK police forces work closely with the Centre for Applied Science and Technology
(CAST) who have a remit to assess and publish their findings on novel developments that support
policing [114, 115]. In turn the US police forces work closely with both the Federal Bureau of
Investigation (FBI) and the National Institute of Standard and Technology (NIST), members of which
have a long history of independent assessment and publication of novel forensic genetic methods [61,
116, 117]. There are also specific groups representing military interests such as the Defence Science
and Technology Laboratory (DSTL) and the U.S. Army Research Office and the Defence Forensic
Science Center (DFSC) that closely assess novel developments. As such it seems unlikely that novel
technology will reach the end user without some form of independent assessment, although the well-
publicised sale of ineffective bomb detectors to the UK military would suggest that on occasion the
assessment process may not be as robust as needed [118]. While the oversight of a third party reduces

the chance of underdeveloped systems entering operational use, it is also worth noting that the findings



of some groups are difficult to find, represent an internal discussion, is commercially sensitive, or are

simply referred to (but not explored) in government records [e.g. 119, 120].

5.2. Identifying Errors

Once the instrumentation has been cleared for operational use it is still required to function well and
perform as expected. If the instrumentation begins to drift and results change over time it is important
that this is captured. Employing pre-existing Quality Control (QC) measurements and Good Laboratory
Practices (GLP) may aid in the detection of such events, but the emphasis is again on the end-user to
modify or develop their existing procedures, which again raises issues. One strategy is to have the
machine self-calibrate. Such features are common in many non-expert user systems [65, 121, 122] and
takes the emphasis off the end-user but also removes any independence. Further preventative measures
commonly adopted include full annual servicing of instrumentation and the development and adoption
of positive control samples and are likely to allow detection performance issues. However, the lack of
support for the publication and dissemination of such data may mean that performance issues go
undetected more widely by the forensic community despite initial validation.

Other potential operational impacts that require some control include the possible crime scene
contamination through PCR. The traditional approach of DNA profiling uses the process of PCR to
amplify small numbers of target DNA molecules into billions of copies that are then detected by the
instrumentation. In a centralised laboratory there is a strict separation between pre- and post-PCR
activities with a uni-directional workflow, provisions to prevent post-PCR work more than once a day,
and positive pressure rooms that vent low contamination into high contamination areas rather than the
other way round. Developing a robust anti-contamination strategy for crime scene analysis or custody
suite analysis can simply mean following established procedures but may also mean the development
of bespoke anti-contamination procedures and routine environmental sweeps of the instrumentation.
Indeed there are perhaps fewer hurdles to the custody suite approach than the crime scene approach
given that the custody suite remains remote from the scene of the crime. In the absence of an effective
and proven anti-contamination strategy the default option is to reduce the evidential weight of the data

obtained and seek further quality controlled data from a centralised laboratory. This may not be as



counterproductive as it sounds given that many of the popular applications of field-based testing are
presumptive and may require further laboratory testing anyway. Being aware of the limitations of new
technology and developing practices that seek to minimise the impact of errors is something that is core
to the criminal justice community and there are already robust strategies in place for both minimising
and reporting analysis and contamination issues so it is considered unlikely, but not impossible, that the
adoption of genetic technology by non-laboratory trained users will result in mass errors given proper

training.

5.3. Fitting End User Requirements

One of the driving forces behind the development of the next generation field-based technology has
been cost. As identified in 2006 [14], cheaper forensic science was identified as a key end user
requirement. However, assessing cost effectiveness is not a simple calculation for both developer and
user. From the commercial development perspective there is a need to secure a profit margin that ensures
the longevity of the product. The cost can neither be unaffordable or too cheap which may lead to
unrealised commercial profit. Cost is determined by the size of the market, potential uptake and the
business model under use [123]. From the end-user perspective there is the calculation of how much
currently is spent on the existing processes, how much will get spent on the new process, and whether
there is any time lag to seeing any savings. Both are business decisions and often not made by the
scientific staff who are either developing or using the techniques. There is currently little independent
evidence that the use of any of these devices leads to a greater monetary saving and increased sample
success rate and more research is needed in this area. It is therefore important the forensic and law
enforcement communities are aware of the potential for an ‘Emperor’s new clothes’ outcome whereby
no one can admit a novel application does not do what they want, and also to avoid the ‘Concorde
fallacy’ whereby an application is deemed ‘too big to fail’ as too much investment (time, effort, raw
cost) has already been put in. Ultimately there is no single group who takes responsibility for this
assessment and long term assessment of an instruments utility requires the continued cooperation

between government advisory groups, end users and industry partners



It is also important to recognise that the ‘end user’ in question is in fact the criminal justice community,
not just the users of the instrument, and it’s important to consider the wider impact of adopting new
technology. With regards to Rapid DNA devices, it is likely that soon some traditional processes will
no longer be performed in the laboratory. At what point in time this occurs is debatable but there are
fewer hurdles now than there were 10 years ago. The next question is whether this shift in user is going
to create a period of instability in the centralised laboratory as Law Enforcement Agencies submit less
evidence to a laboratory. The answer to this question relies on both the quality of the data obtained and
what other analysis options the laboratory can offer. Currently the forensic genetic community is
assessing the ability to offer information on a genomic level. The adoption of Massively Parallel
Sequencing by forensic laboratories offers an application that cannot currently be met through the use
of a single field-based instrument. However the implementation of this technology is also currently
under assessment with more work required to determine how well the system compares to existing
approaches in terms of cost and performance but also from an ethical stance regarding whether it is
appropriate to answer questions regarding race and ethnicity when the reported probabilities remain
relatively low. Indeed while this offers an exciting potential it is likely to take five to ten years before
forensic laboratories make the full transition to this platform [124]. Until this transition the laboratory
continues to offer greater quality, greater sensitivity and greater evidential weight attached to the data

it provides.

6. Summary

Molecular techniques for the forensic detection/identification of body fluids, individuals, and species
have rapidly advanced in the last 30 years. During this time, the technology has transferred from trained
forensic specialists working from an equipped, centralised laboratory to field users such as law-
enforcement officials working at crime scenes. Most of this new generation of field-based forensic tests
are characterised by their ease of use, rapid action, robustness, and comparable efficiency to similar
laboratory-based assays. In their current state, on-site forensic assays are demonstrably effective
methods of identifying body fluids, assessing the presence of DNA, or performing amplification of high

quantity of genetic material for DNA profiling. However, the widespread adoption of on-site forensic



toolkits has been somewhat hampered, as it is still necessary for many on-site tests to be used in
conjunction with laboratory analysis - due to either their presumptive nature or inferior activity. As such,
future development work should seek to improve upon their performance and provide confirmatory
results to achieve a true on-site forensic workflow. Some field-based techniques still suffer from issues
surrounding component storage which will need to be addressed if they are to become standardised
techniques. There are also procedural questions remaining about how to effectively utilise and these

systems as they migrate from the lab to the crime scene or police station.

8. Reference List

[1] Qualcomm Tricorder XPrize Overview. http://tricorder.xprize.org/about/overview. Accessed

05/09/17

[2] Eckert WG (1992). Introduction to Forensic Sciences; Second Edition. New York: Elsevier

[3] Tilstone WJ, Savage KA, Clark LA (2006). Forensic Science: An Encyclopaedia of History, Methods
and Techniques. ABC-CLIO

[4] Fisher BAJ, Fisher DR (2012). Techniques of Crime Scene Investigation; Eighth Edition. Boca
Ranton, FL: CRC Press

[5] McCartney C (2013). Forensic Identification and Criminal Justice. Routledge.

[6] Newburn T (Ed.) (2012). Handbook of Policing; Second Edition. Routledge.

[7] Fraser J, Williams R (2009). Handbook of Forensic Science. UK, Willan Publishing,.

[8] United Kingdom House of Commons, Science and Technology Committee. The Forensic Science
Service, Seventh Report of Session 2010-2012, Vol.1: Report, together with formal minutes, oral and
written  evidence.  Published 1%  July  2011. Last access date 12/01/2018

(https://publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201012/cmselect/cmsctech/855/855.pdf)

[9] Kouisaffes PM (2004). Public Forensic Laboratory Budget Issues. Forensic Science
Communications, July 2004. Academic OneFile, accessed 16 Aug. 2017.
[10] Ogden R (2010). Forensic science, genetics, and wildlife biology: getting the right mix for a

wildlife DNA forensics lab. Forensic Science, Medicine, and Pathology. 6.3 pp. 172-179


http://tricorder.xprize.org/about/overview.%20Accessed%2005/09/17
http://tricorder.xprize.org/about/overview.%20Accessed%2005/09/17
https://publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201012/cmselect/cmsctech/855/855.pdf

[11] Speaker, PJ (2009). Key performance indicators and managerial analysis for forensic
laboratories. Forensic Science Policy and Management, 1(1), 32-42.

[12] Wheeler EK et al. (2004). Convectively Driven Polymerase Chain Reaction Thermal Cycler. Anal.
Chem. 2004, 76, pp. 4011-4016

[13] Virkler K, Lednev IK (2009). Analysis of body fluids for forensic purposes: From laboratory testing
to non-destructive rapid confirmatory identification at a crime scene. Forensic Science International,
188.1, pp. 1-17

[14] Mennell J, Shaw I (2006). The Future of Forensic and Crime Scene Science: Part 1. A UK forensic
science user and provider perspective. Forensic Science International. Vol. 157, S7-S12

[15] Marshall HT (1915). Blood spots as evidence in criminal trials. Virginia Law Review pp. 481-492

[16] Bluestar® Forensic Kit (2004). http://www.bluestar-forensic.com/gb/bluestar-kit.php. Last

accessed 06 Sep 2017.

[17] Watkins MD, Brown KC (2006). Blood Detection: A Comparison of Visual Enhancement
Chemicals for the Recovery of Possible Bloodstains at the Crime Scene, Luminol Vs Bluestar. Rouget
Communication. Bluestar: France.

[18] Bancirova M (2012). Black and green tea — Luminol false-negative bloodstains detection. Science
& Justice, 52, pp. 102-105

[19] Bluestar False Positives: Study Report (2008) pp. 1-5

[20] Vennemann M, Scott G, Curran L, Bittner F, Tobe SS (2014). Sensitivity and specificity of
presumptive tests for blood, saliva and semen. Forensic science, medicine, and pathology. 10 pp. 69-
75

[21] Cox M (1991). A study of the sensitivity and specificity of four presumptive tests for blood. Journal
of Forensic Science. 36 pp. 1503-11

[22] Hedman J, Gustavsson K, Ansell R (2008). Using the new Phadebas® Forensic Press test to find
crime scene saliva stains suitable for DNA analysis. Forensic Science International: Genetics
Supplement Series. 1 pp. 430-432

[23] Kaye S (1949). Acid phosphatase test for identification of seminal stains. Journal of Laboratory

and Clinical Medicine. 34, pp. 728-732


http://www.bluestar-forensic.com/gb/bluestar-kit.php

[24] Lewis J, Baird A, McAlister C, Siemieniuk A, Blackmore L, McCabe B, O’Rourke P, Parekh R,
Watson E, Wheelhouse M, Wilson N (2013). Improved detection of semen by use of direct acid
phosphatase testing. Science & Justice. 53, pp. 385-394

[25] Peonim V, Worasuwannarak W, Sujirachato K, Teerakamchai S, Srisont S, Udnoon J, Chudoung U
(2013). Comparison between prostate specific antigen and acid phosphatase for detection of semen in
vaginal swabs from raped women. Journal of forensic and legal medicine. Vol 20, pp. 578-581.

[26] Kastle-Meyer Blood Test.

https://www.scenesafe.co.uk/index.php?route=product/product&product id=161. Last accessed 22

January 2018

[27] Wu G, Zaman MH (2012). Low-cost tools for diagnosing and monitoring HIV infection in low-
resource settings. Bulletion of the World Health Organisation. Vol. 90, pp. 914-920

[28] Turrina S, Filippini G, Atzei R, Zaglia E, De Leo D (2008). Validation studies of rapid stain
identification-blood (RSID-blood) kit in forensic caseworks. Forensic Science International: Genetics
Supplement Series. Vol. 1, pp. 74-75

[29] Casey DG, Price J (2010). The sensitivity and specificity of the RSID™-saliva kit for the detection
of human salivary amylase in the Forensic Science Laboratory, Dublin, Ireland. Forensic Science
International. Vol. 194, pp. 67-71

[30] Old J, Schweers BA, Boonlayangoor PW, Fischer B, Miller KWP, Reich K (2011). Development
validation of RSID™-Semen: A Lateral Flow Immunochromatographic Strip test for the Forensic
Detection of Semen. Journal of Forensic Sciences. Vol. 57, pp. 489-499

[31] Boward ES, Wilson SL (2013). A comparison of ABAcard® p30 and RSID™-Semen test kits for
forensic semen identification. Journal of forensic and legal medicine. Vol. 20(8), pp. 1126-1130

[32] Bunch TD, Meadows RW, Foote WC, Egbert LN, Spillett JJ (1976). Identification of ungulate
haemoglobins for law enforcement. The Journal of Wildlife Management. Pp. 517-522

[33] Keiss R, Morrison S (1956). Identification of Colorado Big Game Animals by the Precipitin
Reaction. The Journal of Wildlife Management. Vol 20(2), pp. 169-172

[34] Goddard K (2005). Veterinary aspects of forensic medicine, wild animals. American Journal of

Forensic Medicine and Pathology. Vol. 5, pp. 137-143


https://www.scenesafe.co.uk/index.php?route=product/product&product_id=161

[35] McClymont RA, Fenton M, Thompson JR (1982). Identification of cervid tissues and hybridisation
by serum albumin. The Journal of Wildlife Management. Vol. 46, pp. 540-544

[36] Innis MA, Gelfand DH, Sninsky JJ, White TJ (Eds.) (2012). PCR protocols.: a guide to methods
and applications. Academic press.

[37] Alaeddini R (2012). Forensic implications of PCR inhibition — a review. Forensic Science
International: Genetics. Vol. 6(3), pp. 297-305

[38] Baker CS, Cipriano F, Palumbi SR (1996). Molecular genetic identification of whale and dolphin
products from commercial markets in Korea and Japan. Molecular Ecology. Vol. 5, pp. 671-685

[39] Palumbi AR, Cipriano F (1998). Species identification using genetic tools: the value of nuclear and
mitochondrial gene sequences in whale conservation. Journal of Heredity. Vol. 89, pp. 459-464

[40] Hooft PJ, Van De Voorde HP (1990). The zinc test as an alternative for acid phosphatase spot tests
in the primary identification of seminal traces. Forensic science international. Vol. 47, pp. 269-275
[41] Hooft P, Van De Voorde HP (1990). Comparative study of the sensitivity of the zinc and acid
phosphatase spot tests for the detection of seminal stains. International Journal of Legal Medicine. Vol.
103, pp. 581-586

[42] Yamada M, Yamamoto Y, Fukunaga T, Tatsuno Y, Nishi K (1992). Detection of DNA
polymorphisms by using o satellite probes: Application to the forensic identification. Advances in
Forensic Haemogenetics. Pp. 249-251

[43] Liu P, yeung SH, Crenshaw KA, Crouse CA, Schere JR, Mathies RA (2008). Real-time forensic
DNA analysis at a crime scene using a portable microchip analyser. Forensic Science International:
Genetics. Vol. 2, pp. 301-309

[44] Aboud MJ, Gassmann M, McCord BR (2010). The development of mini pentametric STR loci for
rapid analysis of forensic DNA sample on a microfluidic system. Electrophoresis. Vol. 31, pp. 2672-
2679

[45] Liu P, Mathies RA (2009). Integrated microfluidic systems for high-performance genetic analysis.
Trends in Biotechnology. Pp. 572-581

[46] Proceedings of the Future of Forensic and Crime Scene Science Conference, Forensic Science

International (2006).



[47] Police Science and Technology Strategy 2004-2009, Science Policy Unit, Home Office (2004)
[48] Addendum to the Quality Assurance Standards for DNA Databasing Laboratories performing
Rapid DNA Analysis and Modified Rapid DNA Analysis Using a Rapid DNA Instrument, Federal
Bureau of Investigation, 2014.

[49] Graves PR, Gardiner DJ (1989). Practical Raman Spectroscopy.

[50] Virkler K, Lednev IK (2008). Raman spectroscopy offers great potential for the non-destructive
confirmatory identification of body fluids. Forensic Science International. Vol. 181:e1-5

[51] Yan F, Vo-Dinh T (2007). Surface-enhanced Raman scattering detection of chemical and biological
agents using a portable Raman integrated tunable sensor. Sensors and Actuators B: Chemical. Vol. 121,
pp. 61-66

[52] Izake EL (2010). Forensic and homeland security applications of modern portable Raman
spectroscopy. Forensic Science International. Vol. 202, pp. 1-8

[53] Li D, Qu L, Zhai W, Xue J, Fossey JS, Long Y (2011). Facile on-site detection of substituted
aromatic pollutants in water using thin layer chromatography combined with surface-enhanced Raman
spectroscopy. Environmental science & technology. Vol. 45 pp. 4046-4052

[54] Fujihara J, Fujita Y, Yamamoto T, Nishimoto N, Kimura-Kataoka K, Kurata S, Takinami T, Yasuda
T, Takeshita H (2016). Blood identification and discrimination between human and nonhuman blood
using portable Raman spectroscopy. International journal of legal medicine. Pp. 1-4.

[55] Walsh DJ, Corey AC, Cotton RW, Forman L, Herrin GL, Word CJ et al. (1992). Isolation of
deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) from saliva and forensic science samples containing saliva. J Forensic
Sci. Vol. 37, pp. 387-395

[56] Mapes AA, Kloosterman AD, Poot CJ (2015). DNA in the criminal justice system: the DNA
success story in perspective. Journal of Forensic Sciences. Vol. 60(4), pp. 851-856

[57] Belgrader P, Smith JK, Weedn VW, Northrup MA (1998). Rapid PCR for identity testing using a
battery-powered miniature thermal cycler. Journal of Forensic Science. Vol. 43, pp. 315-319

[58] Verheij S, Harteveld J, Sijen T (2012). A protocol for direct and rapid multiplex PCR amplification

on forensically relevant samples. Forensic Science International: Genetics. Vol. 6 pp. 167-175



[59] Gangano S, Elliott K, Anoruo K, Gass J, Buscaino J, Jovanovich S, Harris D (2013). DNA
investigative lead development from blood and saliva samples in less than two hours using the
RapidHIT™ Human DNA Identification System. Forensic Science International: Genetics Supplement
Series. Vol. 4, e43-44

[60] Rapid DNA or Rapid DNA Analysis (2016). US Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI).

http://www.tbi.gov/about-us/lab/biometric-analysis/codis/rapid-dna-analysis. (Accessed 23 Feb 17).

[61] Romsos EL, Vallone PM (2015). Rapid PCR of STR markers: Applications to human identification.
Forensic Science International: Genetics. Vol. 18, pp. 90-99

[62] Hennessy LK, Franklin H, Li Y, Buscaino J, Chear K, Gass J, Mehendale N, Williams S,
Jovanovich S, Harris D, Elliott K (2013). Developmental validation studies on the RapidHIT™ human
DNA identification system. Forensic Science International: Genetics Supplement Series. Vol 4: e7-8
[63] Della Manna A, Nye JV, Carney C, Hammons JS, Mann M, Al Shamali F, Vallone PM, Romsos
EL, Marne BA, Tan E, Turingan RS (2016). Developmental validation of the DNAscan™ Rapid DNA
Analysis™ instrument and expert system for reference sample processing. Forensic Science
International: Genetics. Vol. 25, pp. 145-156

[64] LaRue BL, Moore A, King JL, Marhsall PL, Budowle B (2014). An evaluation of the RapidHIT®
system for reliably genotyping reference samples. Forensic Science International: Genetics. Vol. 13,
pp. 104-111

[65] DNAscan 6C Rapid DNA Analysis System, GE Healthcare Life Sciences.

https://www.gelifesciences.com/shop/dnascan-6c¢c-rapid-dna-analysis-system-p-05155 Accessed 22 Jan

2018
[66] DNA Profiling RapidHIT, IntegenX. Key Forensic Services.

https://www.keyforensic.co.uk/products.aspx Last accessed 22 Jan 2018

[67] ParaDNA® Field Portable Instrument (2016). https:/www.lgcgroup.com/products/paradna-

technology/paradna-field-portable-instrument/. (Accessed 23 Feb 2017).

[68] Ball G, Dawnay N, Stafford-Allen B, Pansiuk M, Rendell P, Blackman S, Duxbury N, Wells S

(2015). Concordance study between the ParaDNA® Intelligence Test, a Rapid DNA profiling assay,


http://www.fbi.gov/about-us/lab/biometric-analysis/codis/rapid-dna-analysis
https://www.gelifesciences.com/shop/dnascan-6c-rapid-dna-analysis-system-p-05155
https://www.keyforensic.co.uk/products.aspx
https://www.lgcgroup.com/products/paradna-technology/paradna-field-portable-instrument/
https://www.lgcgroup.com/products/paradna-technology/paradna-field-portable-instrument/

and a conventional STR typing kit (AmpFISTR® SGM Plus®). Forensic Science International:
Genetics. Vol. 16, pp. 48-51

[69] Dawnay N, Stafford-Allen B, Moore D, Blackman S, Rendell P, Hanson EK, Ballantyne J,
Kallifatidis B, Mendel J, Mills DK, Nagy R (2014). Developmental validation of the ParaDNA®
Screening System — A presumptive test for the detection of DNA on forensic evidence items. Forensic
Science International: Genetics. Vol. 11, pp. 73-79

[70] Tribble ND, Miller JA, Dawnay N, Duxbury NJ (2015). Applicability of the ParaDNA® Screening
System to seminal samples. Journal of Forensic Sciences. Vol. 60, pp. 690-692

[71] Aufiero M, Anderson Sk, McGuckian AB, Sikorsky JC, Staton PJ. Predicting the Quality of DNA
Profiles through the Evaluation of the ParaDNA® Screening Instrument.

[72] Donachie GE, Dawnay N, Ahmed R, Naif S, Duxbury NJ, Tribble ND (2015). Assessing the impact
of common forensic presumptive tests on the ability to obtain results using a novel rapid DNA platform.
Forensic Science International: Genetics. Vol. 17, pp. 87-90

[73] Blackman S, Dawnay N, Ball G, Stafford-Allen B, tribble ND, Rendell P, Neary K, Hanson EK,
Ballantyne J, Kallifatidis B, Mendel J (2015). Developmental validation of the ParaDNA® Intelligence
System — A novel approach to DNA profiling. Forensic Science International: Genetics. Vol. 17, pp.
137-148

[74] ParaDNA® Body Fluid ID Test (2016). https://www.lgcgroup.com/products/paradna-

technology/bfid/. Last accessed 07 Sep 2017

[75] Salceda, S., Barican, A., Buscaino, J., Goldman, B., Klevenberg, J., Kuhn, M., Lehto, D., Lin, F.,
Nguyen, P., Park, C. et al. (2017). Validation of a rapid DNA process with the RapidHIT® ID system
using GlobalFiler® Express chemistry, a platform optimized for decentralized testing
environments. Forensic Science International: Genetics, 28, pp.21-34.

[76] RapidLINK™ software, IntegenX. https://integenx.com/rapidlink/ Last accessed 22 Jan. 2018

[77] Piepenburg O, Williams CH, Stemple DL, Armes NA (2006). DNA detection using recombination

proteins. PLoS Biol. Vol. 4(7) €204


https://www.lgcgroup.com/products/paradna-technology/bfid/
https://www.lgcgroup.com/products/paradna-technology/bfid/
https://integenx.com/rapidlink/

[78] James A, Macdonald J (2015). Recombinase polymerase amplification: Emergence as a critical
molecular technology for rapid, low-resource diagnostics. Expert review of molecular diagnostics. Vol.
15(11), pp. 1475-1489

[79] Twistflow® Red Snapper Kit (2016).

http://www.twistdx.co.uk/products/food safety id kits/twistflow red snapper kit/. (Accessed 24 Feb

2017).

[80] Ulrich RM, John DE, Barton GW, Hendrick GS, Fries DP, Paul JH (2015). A handheld sensor assay
for the identification of grouper as a safeguard against seafood mislabelling fraud. Food Control. Vol.
53, pp. 81-90

[81] Compton J (1991). Nucleic Acid Sequence-Based Amplification. Nature. Vol. 350(6313), pp. 91-
92

[82] MinION™ Portable RNA/DNA Sequencer (2017). https:/nanoporetech.com/products/minion

(Accessed 23 Feb 2017).

[83] Kilianski A, Haas JL, Corriveau EJ, Liem AT, Willis KL, Kadavy DR, Rosenzweig CN, Minot SS
(2015). Bacterial and viral identification and differentiation by amplicon sequencing on the MinlON
nanopore sequencer. Gigascience. Vol. 4(1), page 12.

[84] Benitez-Paez A, Portune KJ, Sanz Y (2016). Species-level resolution of 16S rRNA gene amplicons
sequenced through the MinlON™ portable nanopore sequencer. Gigascience. Vol. 5(1), page 4.

[85] Laver T, Harrison J, O’Neill PA, Moore K, Farbos A, Paszkiewicz K, Studholme DJ (2015).
Assessing the performance of the Oxford Nanopore Technologies MinlON. Biomolecular Detection
and Quantification. Vol. 3, pp. 1-8

[86] Mikheyev AS, Tin MM (2014). A first look at the Oxford Nanopore MinlON sequencer. Molecular
Ecology Resources. Vol. 14(6), pp. 1097-1102

[87] Jain M, Fiddes IT, Miga KH, Olsen HE, Paten B, Akeson M (2015). Improved data analysis for the
MinlON nanopore sequencer. Nature Methods. Vol. 12(4), pp. 351-6

[88] Notomi T, Okayama H, Masubuchi H, Yonekawa T, Watanabe K, Amino N, Hase T (2000). Loop-

mediated isothermal amplification of DNA. Nucleic acids research. Vol. 28, ¢63


http://www.twistdx.co.uk/products/food_safety_id_kits/twistflow_red_snapper_kit/
http://www.twistdx.co.uk/products/food_safety_id_kits/twistflow_red_snapper_kit/
https://nanoporetech.com/products/minion

[89] Nagamine K, Hase T, Notomi T (2002). Accelerated reaction by loop-mediated isothermal
amplification using loop primers. Molecular and Cellular Probes. Vol. 16(3), pp. 223-229

[90] Iwamoto T, Sonobe T, Hayashi K (2003). Loop-mediated isothermal amplification for direct
detection of Mycobacterium tuberculosis complex, M. avium, and M. intracellulare in sputum samples.
Journal of Clinical Microbiology. Vol. 41, pp. 2616-2622

[91] Poon LL, Wong BW, Ma EH, Chan KH, Chow LM, Abeyewickreme W, Tangpukdee N, Yuen KY,
Guan Y, Looareesuwan S, Peiris JM (2006). Sensitive and inexpensive molecular test for falciparum
malaria: detecting Plasmodium falciparum DNA directly from heat-treated blood by loop-mediated
isothermal amplification. Clinical Chemistry. Vol. 52 pp. 303-306

[92] Lee SY, Kim MJ, Hong Y, Kim HY (2016). Development of a rapid on-site detection method for
pork in processed meat products using real-time loop-mediated isothermal amplification. Food Control.
Vol. 66, pp. 53-61

[93] Kitamura M, Aragane M, Nakamura K, Watanabe K, Sasaki Y (2016). Development of Loop-
Mediated Isothermal Amplification (LAMP) Assay for Rapid Detection of Cannabis sativa. Biological
and Pharmaceutical Bulletin. Vol. 39, pp. 1144-1149

[94] Roy S, Rahman [A, Ahmed MU (2016). Paper-based rapid detection of pork and chicken using
LAMP-magnetic bead aggregates. Analytical Methods. Vol. 8, pp. 2391-2399

[95] Mori Y, Notomi T (2009). Loop-mediated isothermal amplification (LAMP): a rapid, accurate and
cost-effective diagnostic method for infectious diseases. Journal of infection and chemotherapy. Vol.
15, pp. 62-69

[96] Al-Soud WA, Jonsson LJ, Radstrém P (2000). Identification and characterisation of immunoglobin
G in blood as a major inhibitor of diagnostic PCR. Journal of Clinical Microbiology. Vol. 38, pp. 345-
350

[97] Al-Soud WA, Rédstrém P (2001). Purification and characterisation of PCR-inhibitory components
in blood cells. Journal of Clinical Microbiology. Vol. 39, pp. 485-493

[98] Sattabongkot J, Tsuboi T, Han ET, Bantuchai S, Buates S (2014). Loop-mediated isothermal
amplification assay for rapid diagnosis of malaria infections in an area of endemicity in Thailand.

Journal of Clinical Microbiology. Vol. 52 pp. 1471-1477



[99] Torres C, Vitalis EA, Baker BR, Gardner SN, Torres MW, Dzenitis JM (2011). LAVA: An open-
source approach to designing LAMP (loop-mediated isothermal amplification) DNA signatures. BMC
Bioinformatics. Vol. 12, pp. 240

[100] Nyanc DC, Swinson KL (2015). A novel multiplex isothermal amplification method for rapid
detection and identification of viruses. Scientific Reports. Vol. 5

[101] Kwok R (2010). Five hard truths for synthetic biology. Nature. Vol. 463, pp. 288-291

[102] iGEM 2015, University of Dundee. http://2015.igem.org/Team:Dundee. (Accessed 27 Feb 2017).

[103] Qhobosheane M, Santra S, Zhang P, Tan W (2001). Biochemically functionalised silica
nanoparticles. Analyst. Vol. 126, pp. 1274-1278

[104] Diercks AH, Ozinsky A, Hansen CL, Spotts JM, Rodriguez DJ, Aderem A (2009). A microfluidic
device for multiplexed protein detection in nano-litre volumes. Analytical Biochemistry. Vol. 386, pp.
30-35

[105] Pardee K, Green AA, Ferrante T, Cameron DE, DaleyKeyser A, Yin P, Collins JJ (2014). Paper-
based synthetic gene networks. Cell. Vol. 159(4) pp. 940-954

[105.5]

[106] Green AA, Silver PA, Collins JJ, Yin P (2014). Toehold switches: de-novo-designed regulators of
gene expression. Cell. 159 (4), 925-939

[107] Shin J, Chois S, Yang JS, Song J, Chois JS, Jung HI (2017). Smart Forensic Phone: Colorimetric
analysis of a bloodstain for age estimation using a smartphone. Sensors and Actuators B: Chemical.
Vol. 243, pp. 221-225

[108] Wilkes TC, McGonigle AJ, Pering TD, Taggart AJ, White BS, Bryant RG, Willmott JR (2016).
Ultraviolet Imaging with Low Cost Smartphone Sensors: Development and Application of a Raspberry
Pi-Based UV Camera. Sensors. Vol. 16, pp. 1649

[109] Deng W, Dou Y, Song P, Xu H, Aldalbahi A, Chen N, El-Sayed NN, Gao J, Lu J, Song S, Zuo X
(2016). Lab on smartphone with interfaced electrochemical chips for on-site gender verification.
Journal of Electroanalytical Chemistry. Vol. 777, pp. 117-122

[110] SmidgION™ Nanopore Sensor (2017). https://nanoporetech.com/products/smidgion. (Accessed

07 Sep 2017).


http://2015.igem.org/Team:Dundee
https://nanoporetech.com/products/smidgion

[111] Marx V (2015). PCR heads into the field. Nature Methods. Vol. 12, pp. 393-397

[112] Mankins, JC (2009). "Technology readiness assessments: A retrospective." Acta

Astronautica 65.9: 1216-1223.

[113] Scientific Working Group On DNA Analysis Methods, Validation Guidelines for DNA Analysis
Methods. Last accessed 15 Jan 2018

[114] United Kingdom Government, Home Office, The Forensic Science Society (2012). Forensic DNA
Expert Community. Last accessed 15/01/2018

[115] Dawnay N, Ahmed R, Naif S (2014). The ParaDNA® Screening System—a case study in bringing
forensic R&D to market. Science & Justice. Vol. 54(6): pp. 481-486

[116] Steffen CR, Kiesler KM, Borsuk LA, Vallone PM (2017). Beyond the STRs: A comprehensive
view of current forensic DNA markers characterized in the PCR-based DNA profiling standard SRM
2391D. Forensic Science International: Genetics Supplement Series. Vol. 6:¢426-7.

[117] Romsos EL, Lembirick S, Vallone PM (2015). Rapid DNA Maturity Assessment. Forensic
Science International: Genetics Supplement Series. Vol. 5, pp. el-e2

[118] BBC News UK. The story of the fake bomb detectors. http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-29459896

Published 3/10/2014. Last accessed 15/01/2018

[119] United Kingdom Government, Home Office, Association of Chief Police Officers. Open Minutes
of Meeting for the National DNA Database Strategy Board, 4/12/2014. Last accessed 15/01/18.

[120] United Kingdom Government, Home Office. Science and Technology Committee — 2™ Report,
Written Evidence Submitted by the Home Office. Published 24/07/13. Last accessed 15/01/18.

[121] RapidHIT® ID, Integenx. https://integenx.com/rapidhitid/. Accessed 22 Jan. 18

[122] LGC Group Application Notes. ParaDNA® Screening Test Positive Control.

https://www.lgcgroup.com/LGCGroup/media/PDFs/Products/paradna/App%20notes/ParaDNA -

Screening-Test-Positive-Control an.pdf Accessed 22 Jan. 18

[123] Asiedu Y, Gu P (1998). Product life cycle cost analysis: state of the art review. International

Journal of Production Research. Vol. 36(4), pp. 883-908


http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-29459896
https://integenx.com/rapidhitid/
https://www.lgcgroup.com/LGCGroup/media/PDFs/Products/paradna/App%20notes/ParaDNA-Screening-Test-Positive-Control_an.pdf
https://www.lgcgroup.com/LGCGroup/media/PDFs/Products/paradna/App%20notes/ParaDNA-Screening-Test-Positive-Control_an.pdf

[124] Alonso A, Miiller P, Roewer L, Willuweit S, Budowle B, Parson W (2017). European survey on
forensic applications of massively parallel sequencing. Forensic Science International: Genetics. Vol.

29, e23-e25



Table 1 — An overview of the features, cost, and current end-user groups of established forensic techniques used in the detection of body fluids, DNA, and the

identification of non-human species.

Current End
Primary Detection Method Input Assay Name Molecular Target Field-based UserGroup  Result Sensitivity/Detection Limit  Specificity Cost References
Positive results down to 107 High rate of false positives in presence of
Raw Sample  Kastle-Meyers Test Haemoglobin Yes Police/CSI Pink colour change dilution of neat blood hypochlorite or ferrous sulphate Very Low [20]
False positives in presence of plant
Raw Sample  TMB Haemoglobin Yes Police/CSI Blue-green colourchange  Low rate of false negatives  peroxidases Very Low [21]
Alpha-naphthyl
Chemical Test phosphate and
Raw Sample  Brentamine Fast Blue SAP, GDA, CAP Yes Police/CSI Colour change 65.60% 96.40% Low [13]
Positive results down to 10°
Body Fluid Detection and Identification White/blue dilution of blood (dependent False positives in presence of fibre foods,
Raw Sample  Luminol Iron Yes Police/CSI chemiluminescence on substrate) paints/varnishes, and mettalicions Very Low [16,17,18,19]
Blue colour change + Positive results may not yield enough
Raw Sample ~ Phadebas test a-amylase Yes Police/CSI absorbance measurement 0.5l pure saliva DNA to obtain a profile Very Low [22]
Alternative Light
Source Raw Sample  Polilight Whole Cells Yes Police/CSI Fluorescence of stains Any optically-visible stain ~ 50% Medium/High [13]
GPA/a- 250nl/ul (blood) 0.5ng/ul Cross-reactions with sweat and urien
mmunological Raw Sample  RSID amylase/Semenogelin ~ Yes Police/CSI Positive Band (saliva), 2.5nl/ul (semen) (saliva test) Low [28,29,30]
Haemoglobin/PSA, ~1mM of molecular target
Raw Sample  ELISA Membrane Assay ~ SVSA/a-amylase Yes Police/CSI Colour change present No cross-reactivity known Low [27)
Size Separation of
DNA Fragments  Purified DNA PCR amplification Whole Genome Office-based ~ Researchers  Bands on agarose gel Dependent on gel resolution Dependent on gel resolution Medium [3,36,42,57]
. . Species-
Spedies Identification Reaction of sample specific
withaspecies-  biological Formation of Detection up to 1:16,000 Cross-reactivity between closely-related
specificantigen  sample Precipitin Test Various Yes Police/CSI antibody:antigen complexes dilution of matching antisera species Very Low/Low [32, 33,34, 35)

Cost is given as total cost considering both per-test and instrumentation expenses. Very low = <£100, Low = £100-£999, Medium = £1000-9999, High =

<£100,00-100,000, Very high = >£100,000




Table 2 — An overview of the features, cost, and current end-user groups of next-generation forensic technigues used in the detection of body fluids, DNA, and
the identification of non-human species.

Current End-User
Primary Detection Method Input Assay Name Molecular Target Field-Based Group Result Sensitivity/Detection Limit Specificity Cost References
Portable Raman Unique
Spectroscopy Spectroscopic No false [49, 50, 51, 52,
Body Fluid Detection and Identification Raman Spectroscopy Raw Sample Device Whole Fluids Yes Police/CSI Peaks Any contactable stain positives Medium 53, 54]
Presence /
ParaDNA Body absence of
Endpoint analysis of mMRNA  Raw Sample Fluid ID Test DNA Yes Police/CSI/Clinic marker 86% 93% High [74]
ParaDNA THO1, Amelogenin, DNA profile No cross-
Endpoint analysis of STRs Raw Sample Intelligence Test D16 Yes Police/CSI across 5STRs  62.5pg of DNA reactivity High [68, 70, 73]
DNA Detection, Individual Identification, Remiye . 99.8%, some
and Sample Matching quantitative crosst o
ParaDNA assessment reactivity with
Endpoint analysis of DNA Raw Sample Screening Test ~ Short Tandem Repeats Yes Police/CSI score (%) 500pg of DNA primate DNA  High [68, 69, 70]
RAPIDHit, [59, 60, 61, 62,
RAPID-DNA Raw Sample DNAScan Short Tandem Repeats No Police/CSI STR profile 500pg-1pg DNA 100% Very High 63, 64]
Presence of
Recombinase Polymerase positive result  Single copies of DNA/tens of Specificto
Amplification Purified DNA TwistDX Various Yes Researcher band RNA target species Medium [77,78, 79]
X e Raw No known
Species Identification Real-Time Nucleic Acid Species-Specific fluorescence cross-
Sequencing Biological Samples  RT-NASBA Various Yes Researcher data 80.30% reactivity Medium/High [80, 81]
Real-Time DNA/RNA MinION, DNA/RNA 200ng of high molecular [82, 83, 84, 85,
sequencing Purified DNA SmidgION Whole Genome Yes Researcher sequence data  weight DNA ~0.01% Low/Medium 86, 87, 110]

Cost is given as total cost considering both per-test and instrumentation expenses. Very low = <£100, Low = £100-£999, Medium = £1000-9999, High =

<£100,00-100,000, Very high = >£100,000
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Fig 1. The number of research papers and patents published in the study of on-site forensic analysis,
excluding drug and environmental methods, combined from Google Scholar and Scopus search engines.
Black bars = Total number of publications, grey bars = proportion of publications concerning non-
DNA-based (e.g. chemical reaction) methods for forensic detection, striped bars = number of
publications concerning DNA-based methods for forensic detection. Search keywords: All of the words
“onmsite, forensic”, exact phrase ‘‘forensic”, at least one of the words “detection, identification, DNA,

body fluid, rapid”, without the words “drug, environmental”.
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scene. A = The current process, which includes transfer of evidence to a centralised laboratory to
extract and amplify DNA to obtain an STR profile. B = A potential future process, whereby all DNA

profiling steps are carried out in the field via automated systems, largely cutting down the time and
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Fig. 3: A sample of established and next-generation forensic techniques arranged by their portability

and the expertise required to operate or interpret results from them. NB: Placement on the chart is

defined by the authors’ experience with the techniques and interpretation of the surrounding literature.
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Fig. 5: A technology readiness level chart used to estimate the maturity of a novel technology during
development. A higher position on the chart indicates a greater maturity and progress towards the

finished product working under intended operational conditions.



