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A B S T R A C T

Anisakis spp. and Hysterothylacium spp. are nematodes that commonly parasitize several fish species. Nematode
larvae can be recovered in coelomic cavity and viscera, but also in flesh and have an important economic and
public health impact. A total of 1144 subjects of wild teleosts, 340 samples of cephalopods and 128 specimens of
farmed fish collected from Apulia region were analysed for anisakid larvae detection by visual inspection of
coelomic cavity and viscera and by digestion of the flesh. No nematode larvae were found in farmed fish and
cephalopod molluscs. All examined wild-caught fish species were parasitized, except for 5 species for each of
which only a few subjects belonging to the same batch were sampled, therefore the results are just indicative. A
total of 6153 larvae were isolated; among these, 271 larvae were found in the muscular portion. Larvae were
identified by morphological method as belonging to the genera Anisakis (97.2%) (type I and type II) and
Hysterothylacium (2.8%). Both nematodes could be found in all fish species, except for round sardinella
(Sardinella aurita), infected only by Hysterothylacium spp. and for Mediterranean scaldfish (Arnoglossus laterna),
little tunny (Euthynnus alleteratus) and chub mackerel (Scomber japonicus) infected only with Anisakis spp.. A
sample of 185 larvae was sent to the National Reference Centre for Anisakiasis (C.Re.N.A.) of Sicily for iden-
tification at the species level: 180 larvae belonged to the species A. pegreffii and 2 larvae to A. physeteris. The
remaining 3 larvae were identified at genus level as Hysterothylacium. Statistical indices such as prevalence,
mean intensity and mean abundance were calculated. Chub mackerel (S. japonicus) was the species with the
highest prevalence and mean intensity. Moreover, the average and the median values of larvae per 100 g of
edible part for each fish species were determined to estimate the consumer exposure to Anisakis spp.. The ob-
tained values were then recalculated by referring to the edible part of all specimens (infected and non-infected)
forming a single parasitized batch, getting more realistic and objective data useful for risk assessment. Our
results indicate that the consumption of raw or undercooked wild fish caught off Apulian coasts could result in
the acquisition of anisakiasis; on the contrary, farmed fish and cephalopods appear to be safer for the consumer.

1. Introduction

Anisakid nematodes from the superfamily Ascaridoidea (families:
Anisakidae and Raphidascarididae) are parasites commonly present in
marine environment. Anisakids with economic and public health im-
portance are Anisakis, Pseudoterranova and Contracaecum, genera of
family Anisakidae (EFSA, 2010) while Hysterothylacium, genus of family
Raphidascarididae, is commonly considered not zoonotic (Iglesias et al.,

2002), except for sporadic cases (González-Amores et al., 2015; Yagi
et al., 1996).

Member of the Anisakidae family may infect a wide variety of
aquatic organisms, marine mammals and fish-eating birds and are
distributed worldwide with a complex life cycle depending on aquatic
ecosystem and various intermediate, paratenic and definitive hosts
(Anderson, 1992; Mattiucci and Nascetti, 2008). Larvae (L3) are con-
sumed by krill (euphausiid) and copepods, which are intermediate
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hosts. Marine fishes and cephalopods, which constitute paratenic hosts,
become infected after ingesting small crustaceans. The larvae develop
into adult worms when marine mammals, primary hosts, eat infected
fish. Anisakid nematodes are reported also in farmed fish, especially
farmed Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar) (Marty, 2008; Mo et al., 2013).
Humans are accidental hosts of these parasites and become infected by
eating raw, salted, pickled, marinated, smoked and undercooked fish
(Fumarola et al., 2009; Lee et al., 2009; Maggi et al., 2000; Mattiucci
et al., 2013).

Human infection is known as anisakidosis or anisakiasis depending
on if the parasite belongs to the family Anisakidae or to the genus
Anisakis. Anisakiasis can cause two different clinical manifestations:
gastrointestinal disorders and allergic reactions. The first one is due to
traumatic damage caused by larval penetration into the gastrointestinal
mucosa, while the second one is attributed to the presence of nematode
allergenic determinants (AAITO-IFIACI, 2011; Fumarola et al., 2009;
Mattiucci et al., 2013). In the recent years the interest for allergic forms
of human anisakiasis has grown simultaneously with the increase of
human cases. Several studies suggest that allergic symptoms can occur
after contact with allergens released by larvae not only alive but also
dead (Audicana et al., 2002; Falcao et al., 2002; Pascual et al., 1997).
These hypotheses are not accepted by other authors; the most accre-
dited theory is that allergic reaction is, in any case, subsequent to a first
sensitizing contact with alive larvae only (Cuellar et al., 2012; Daschner
et al., 2000; Fæste et al., 2014; Lin et al., 2013).

Anisakiasis occurs worldwide: 20,000 cases of human infection
were reported in the last years, mainly from Japan (90%), where about
2000–3000 cases are registered per year, but also from Norway,
Netherlands, Spain, France and USA (Audicana et al., 2002; Baird et al.,
2014; Chai et al., 2005). Recently, the first case of anisakiasis has been
also reported in China (Qin et al., 2013).

In Italy, human cases have been described mainly from Abruzzo,
Apulia and Campania regions (Fumarola et al., 2009; Maggi et al.,
2000; Mattiucci et al., 2013; Ugenti et al., 2007) where raw fish is a
common ingredient in many traditional dishes. Furthermore, the pre-
valence of Anisakis-hypersensitivity in Italian people seems to be higher
in seaside areas than in the inland cities and where the consumption of
marinated anchovies is widely diffused (AAITO-IFIACI, 2011).

Anisakis spp. and Hysterothylacium spp. larvae can be recovered on
and in the viscera and flesh or free in the coelomic cavity of fishery
products. Eviscerating and washing fish lead to almost total parasite
elimination, but larvae present in the muscular masses of fishery pro-
ducts represent an important and actual hazard.

Nowadays, Regulation (EC) No. 853/2004 and Regulation (EC) No.
2074/2005, with their amendments and integrations, states that food
business operators (FBOs) must ensure that fishery products have to be
subjected to a visual examination for the purpose of detecting visible
parasites before being placed on the market. This prevention measure is
not sufficient to reduce the risk to an acceptable level because it does
not allow the examination of larvae in raw or processed muscle tissues
(marinated, salted, etc.).

A variety of methods, including visual inspection, slicing, candling,
UV-press, digestion and, recently, biomolecular analysis have been re-
ported to recover larvae from fishery products (EFSA, 2010; Lopez and
Pardo, 2010; Mossali et al., 2010). Some methods are more suitable for
specific investigations: visual inspection is more effective for collecting
free or encapsulated larvae in caelomic cavity (EFSA, 2010), while
slicing, candling, UV-press method and digestion are better used for
larval detection in muscles. The molecular techniques are adequate for
screening (presence/absence) and can be applied mostly for the ana-
lysis of processed products (Cavallero et al., 2017; Herrero et al., 2011).
Digestion is one of the most common techniques (Angelucci et al., 2011;
Fraulo et al., 2014; Lunestad, 2003; Mo et al., 2013; Skov et al., 2009)
and several procedures have been developed in the last years, starting
from the historical methods by Jackson et al. (1981) and Smith and
Wootten (1978) and from the Codex Stan 244-2004 method (Angelucci

et al., 2011; Cammilleri et al., 2016; Fraulo et al., 2014; Llarena-Reino
et al., 2013). However, nowadays none of these protocols has been
accepted as the international standard and currently included in EU
food hygiene and safety regulations.

The aim of this paper was to collect data (prevalence, mean in-
tensity and mean abundance) on the presence of larvae of the genera
Anisakis and Hysterothylacium in fish species collected from Apulia re-
gion, as required by the Ministry of Health in 2010 taking into account
the invitation reported in Scientific Opinion by European Food Safety
Authority (EFSA, 2010). Moreover, the infection level was also quan-
tified in the edible portion by the digestion method, the first step in the
consumer exposure assessment.

2. Materials and methods

2.1. Farmed fish sampling

A convenience sampling was conducted on farmed fish collected at
three offshore fish farms, two located in the Gulf of Manfredonia and
one in the Ionian Sea, off coasts of Gallipoli, between September 2012
and August 2013. In all three farms, fish samples were reared in floating
cages placed near the coast. Fry were brought by Apulian land-based
fish hatcheries. Fish was fed with dried meal. Fish of commercial size,
about 18months old, were sampled bimonthly from batches of fish soon
after capture, before placing on the market. Fish were caught by hand-
netting and killed by chilling with ice in holding water.

Seventy-five specimens of seabass (Dicentrarchus labrax) from 19
batches and 53 specimens of seabream (Sparus aurata) from 15 batches
were analysed (Table 1).

2.2. Wild fish sampling

A convenience sampling was carried out on fish caught off Apulian
coasts, in accordance with the veterinary department of Apulia region,
between September 2012 and August 2013; fishing points are illu-
strated in Fig. 1.

Fish species were chosen including the most frequently parasitized
species fished in Mediterranean Sea such as anchovy (Engraulis en-
crasicolus), sardine (Sardina pilchardus), horse mackerel (Trachurus tra-
churus), Mediterranean horse mackerel (Trachurus mediterraneus)
(EFSA, 2010; Mladineo and Poljak, 2014; Pekmezci et al., 2014). Fish
species with low prevalence of infection as reported in literature (e.g.
red mullets and Mediterranean scaldfish) were also analysed
(Ferrantelli et al., 2015; Fioravanti et al., 2006; Gutiérrez-Galindo et al.,
2010; Mattiucci and Nascetti, 2008) in order to confirm or not these
data. Samples of cephalopod molluscs were also included, owing to
their infection with Anisakis larvae, although sporadic (Angelucci et al.,
2011; Costa et al., 2012; Costa et al., 2016; Giuffrida et al., 2002), and
to the widespread custom of eating them raw in Apulia region.

A data collecting sheet was prepared to get informations mainly on
the fishing area. Samples consisted of five subjects per batch, with

Table 1
Summary of the results concerning parasitisation level in farmed teleosts
(batches and fishes).

Farmed fish species n. of infected batches/total
tested
95% CIa

n. of infected fishes/total
tested
95% CIa

Dicentrarchus labrax 0/19
(0–0.18)

0/75
(0–0.05)

Sparus aurata 0/15
(0–0.22)

0/53
(0–0.07)

Total 0/34
(0–0.1)

0/128
(0–0.03)

a CI: confidence interval.
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exceptions related to the commercial value of some fish species. They
were collected during a one-year period in order to evaluate potential
changes in prevalence. Samples, distributed among the different local
veterinary services on the basis of the number of fishing vessels regis-
tered in the Community Fishing Fleet Register, were collected at
landing ports by local veterinary services, brought at refrigerated
temperature to the laboratory and examined on the day of arrival,
within 24–48 h from fishing.

A total of 1144 specimens (249 batches) belonging to 19 different
species of wild teleosts and 340 specimens (80 batches) of 6 species of
cephalopod molluscs were analysed. More details on examined species
are reported with results in Tables 2 and 3.

2.3. Larvae recovery

Each fish was subjected to species identification and measurement
of length. All subjects were eviscerated and visually inspected for pre-
sence of nematode larvae in coelomic cavity. Viscera were removed and

placed in a Petri dish containing 10ml of 0.9% (w/v) NaCl solution, left
at room temperature for 15min and observed by naked eye.
Subsequently, the muscle masses of all samples were submitted to di-
gestion, except for anchovies (Engraulis encrasicolus) and cephalopods.
Anchovy samples were subjected to direct observation because of their
thin fillets. Cephalopod molluscs were examined by candling technique
under stereomicroscope (Nikon SM7745T).

2.4. Digestion method

Preliminarily, the digestion method to be used for larvae recovery
was defined, starting from the classic methods by Jackson and Smith,
also reported by EFSA's Scientific Opinions (EFSA, 2010; EFSA, 2011)
and from the procedure reported in Regulation (EC) No. 1375/2015
and ISO 18743:2015 for Trichinella spp. detection, introducing some
modifications: the sedimentation phase was avoided and the digestion
temperature was decreased from 44‐46 °C to 37 °C, as reported in Codex
Stan 244-2004 method and also by other authors (Jackson et al., 1981;
Llarena-Reino et al., 2013; Skov et al., 2009; Smith and Wootten, 1978),
because it allowed a good yield of alive larvae. In fact, the viability of
Anisakis spp. larvae decreases during digestion at high temperature
(over 40 °C, related to time/temperature combination) until all the
larvae die (Giarratana et al., 2012; Huang, 2005). This is even more
true for Hysterothylacium spp. larvae that do not succeed in surviving
after heat treatment at 30 °C (Huang, 1988).

Several trials were performed subjecting different fish species to
digestion times ranging between 30 and 60min in order to establish the
shortest one which allowed a complete digestion (Table 4). Since there
was a different optimal digestion time for each fish species, it was
decided not to fix a digestion time but to continue the digestion process
up to a residual debris weighing<5% of the total examined sample.

The following procedure was finally defined: each subject was
eviscerated and head, fishbone and fins were removed in order to ob-
tain the edible portion. Flesh of each fish species was then chopped by
hand, weighted and placed in a 3 l glass beaker containing 0.5% pepsin
solution in HCl 0.063M (pH 2). The weight/volume ratio was of 1:20.
The solution was prepared by adding to each liter of tap water 15ml of
liquid pepsin (660 EP U/mol) and, immediately before use, 8 ml of HCl
25%. The mixture was heated on a hot plate magnetic stirrer to 37 °C

Fig. 1. Fishing points.

Table 2
Summary of the results concerning parasitisation level in cephalopod molluscs
(batches and fishes).

Cephalopod molluscs n. of infected batches/total
tested
95% CIa

n. of infected subjects/total
tested
95% CIa

Loligo vulgaris 0/14
(0–0.24)

0/54
(0–0.07)

Allotteuthis media 0/11
(0–0.27)

0/55
(0–0.07)

Sepia officinalis 0/24
(0–0.14)

0/88
(0–0.04)

Illex condetii 0/29
(0–0.12)

0/137
(0–0.03)

Eledone moschata 0/1
(0–0.95)

0/5
(0–0.5)

Octopus vulgaris 0/1
(0–0.95)

0/1
(0–0.95)

Total 0/80
(0–0.05)

0/340
(0–0.01)

a CI: confidence interval.
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for the appropriate time depending on the fish species, under con-
tinuous slow stirring without splashing, until the digestion was com-
pleted. The digest fluid was filtered through a sieve with a mesh size of
180 μm. The sieve was then inspected for the presence of larvae.

After, trials were carried out to evaluate the performance of the
digestion protocol as finally defined.

The precision of the method was evaluated: 6 tests were performed
in triplicate by two operators, under the same conditions, on mackerel
(Scomber scombrus) samples spiked with 3 Anisakis spp. alive larvae
(low contamination level) in order to assess repeatability and intra-la-
boratory reproducibility.

For the evaluation of the recovery capacity of the method and larval
vitality at the end of the digest process, this method was performed 3
times on mackerel (S. scombrus) and mullet (Mullus surmuletus) samples
spiked with Anisakis spp. alive larvae at high contamination level (10
larvae in 50 g of flesh) and then, 7 times on mackerel (S. scombrus) and
twice on mullet (M. surmuletus) samples spiked at lower level of con-
tamination (3 larvae in 50 g of flesh) (Table 5).

2.5. Morphological and molecular identification

All detected larvae were collected, noting their location, counted,

Table 3
Prevalence of batches and specimens infected with Anisakis spp. (A) and Hysterothylacium spp. (H): larvae detected in coelomic cavity and muscles.

Fish species Prevalence of infected
batches
95% CIa (infected/
total)

Prevalence of infected
specimens
95% CIa (infected/
total)

Prevalence of specimens
infected with A
95% CIa (infected/total)

Prevalence of specimens
infected with H
95% CIa (infected/total)

Prevalence of specimens co-
infected with A and H
95% CIa (infected/total)

Scomber japonicus 1.00
na
(12/12)

0.67
(0.53–0.80)
(35/52)

0.67
(0.53–0.80)
(35/52)

0
(0–0.07)
(0/52)

0
(0–0.07)
(0/52)

Micromesistius poutassou 0.70
(0.48–0.85)
(16/23)

0.54
(0.44–0.64)
(56/104)

0.50
(0.40–0.60)
(52/104)

0
(0–0.04)
(0/104)

0.04
(0.01–0.09)
(4/104)

Trachurus trachurus and T.
mediterraneus

0.82
(0.67–0.91)
(32/39)

0.53
(0.46–0.60)
(97/183)

0.50
(0.43–0.58)
(92/183)

0.005
(0.003–0.031)
(1/183)

0.04
(0.01–0.1)
(4/183)

Scomber scombrus 0.76
(0.57–0.88)
(22/29)

0.47
(0.39–0.56)
(60/127)

0.43
(0.34–0.52)
(54/127)

0.016
(0.003–0.057)
(2/127)

0.07
(0.02–0.16)
(4/127)

Engraulis encrasicolus 0.44
(0.27–0.61)
(14/32)

0.32
(0.25–0.40)
(51/160)

0.09
(0.05–0.14)
(14/160)

0.12
(0.08–0.18)
(19/160)

0.11
(0.07–0.17)
(18/160)

Trisopterus minutus capelanus 0.33
(0.11–0.55)
(6/18)

0.21
(0.13–0.31)
(18/85)

0.19
(0.12–0.29)
(16/85)

0
(0–0.04)
(0/85)

0.02
(0.004–0.08)
(2/85)

Sardina pilchardus 0.33
(0.14–0.52)
(8/24)

0.20
(0.13–0.28)
(22/113)

0.04
(0.01–0.09)
(4/113)

0.14
(0.09–0.22)
(16/113)

0.02
(0.003–0.06)
(2/113)

Merluccius merluccius 0.28
(0–0.56)
(2/7)

0.14
(0.06–0.30)
(5/35)

0.11
(0.04–0.27)
(4/35)

0
(0–0.1)
(0/35)

0.03
(0.001–0.15)
(1/35)

Sardinella aurita 0.25
(0.01–0.75)
(1/4)

0.1
(0.02–0.32)
(2/20)

0
(0–0.17)
(0/20)

0.1
(0.02–0.32)
(2/20)

0 0–0.17
(0/20)

Arnoglossus laterna 0.15
(0.04–0.37)
(3/20)

0.05
(0.02–0.11)
(4/87)

0.05
(0.02–0.11)
(4/87)

0
(0–0.04)
(0/87)

0
(0–0.04)
(0/87)

Mullus barbatus and M.
surmuletus

0.11
(0.01–0.21)
(4/35)

0.04
(0.02–0.09)
(7/158)

0.013
(0.002–0.046)
(2/158)

0.03
(0.01–0.07)
(5/158)

0
(0–0.02)
(0/158)

Euthynnus alletteratus 1.00
(0.05–1.00)
(1/1)

1.00
(0.05–1.00)
(1/1)

1.00
(0.05–1.00)
(1/1)

0
(0–0.95)
(0/1)

0
(0–0.95)
(0/1)

Othersb 0
(0/5)

0
(0/19)

0 0 0

Total 0.49
(0.43–0.55)
(121/249)

0.31
(0.29–0.34)
(358/1144)

0.24
(0.22–0.27)
(278/1144)

0.04
(0.03–0.05)
(45/1144)

0.03
(0.02–0.04)
(35/1144)

a CI: confidence interval.
b Others: Phycis blennoides, Ophidium barbatum, Alosa fallax, Spicara smaris, Diplodus annularis.

Table 4
Preliminary tests to establish the best digestion time for each fish species.

Fish species Temperature Time Larvae added Larvae recovered % recovery Note

Mullus surmuletus 37 °C 30min 3 3 100% Partial digestion
37 °C 40min 3 3 100% Complete digestion

Trachurus trachurus 37 °C 40min 3 3 100% Partial digestion
37 °C 60min 3 3 100% Complete digestion

Scomber scombrus 37 °C 40min 3 3 100% Partial digestion
37 °C 60min 10 10 100% Complete digestion
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washed in saline solution, preserved in 70% ethanol, clarified with
glycerin and subjected to morphological identification at genus level by
light microscopy (Nikon Eclipse 50i) according to the morphological
keys of Berland (1961) and Petter and Maillard (1988).

A sample of 185 larvae, isolated from specimens coming from dif-
ferent fishing areas, was sent to the National Reference Centre for
Anisakiasis (C.Re.N.A.) of Sicily, for molecular identification at the
species level. Molecular analysis of the Anisakis larvae, was performed
using the PCR-based restriction fragment length polymorphism (PCR-
RFLP) analysis of the rDNA comprising the internal transcribed spacers
ITS (ITS-1, 5.8S gene, and ITS-2) region (D'Amelio et al., 2000) using
the primer pair NC5/NC2 (Zhu et al., 1998) and two restriction en-
zymes HhaI and Hinf I for the species identification according to genetic
key (D'Amelio et al., 2000). The procedure is described in Costa et al.
(2016).

2.6. Statistical elaboration

The total number of detected larvae was used for the calculation of
statistical indices, regardless of localisation site (caelomic cavity, vis-
cera and flesh).

Firstly, the Prevalence (P) of parasitized batches and respective
Confidence Interval (CI) were calculated. Then, Prevalence (P), mean
Intensity (MI) and mean Abundance (MA) were determined for each
fish species and for total fish samples. Confidence Interval (CI) was
calculated for each statistical index.

The three indices were calculated as follows:

- Prevalence (P) as the ratio between parasitized subjects/batches and
the total subjects/batches analysed; the p 95% Confidence Interval
(CI) was defined with the Sterne's exact method (N < 1000),
modified according to Wald (N > 1000) (Reiczigel, 2003).

- Mean Abundance (MA) as the ratio between the number of larvae
recovered and the number of all examined subjects (number of
larvae present per examined subjects).

- Mean Intensity (MI) as the ratio between the number of larvae and
the number of examined parasitized subjects (mean number of
larvae present per parasitized subjects).

As regards MA and MI, the p 95% Confidence Interval (CI) was
calculated with Bootstrap method (number of bootstrap replica-
tions= 2000).

The above indices and the related CIs were calculated using the
program Quantitative Parasitology QP 3, available free on-line (Rózsa
et al., 2000).

The trends of demographic indices, depending on fishing period,
fishing area and length of the subjects have always been evaluated by
construction of graphs and, when appropriate, by pairwise comparisons

to state whether differences and/or similarities noted were statistically
significant.

2.7. Quantitative evaluation of larvae in muscle

For each fish species, prevalence of batches infected with nematode
larvae in muscle masses and, furthermore, prevalence and mean in-
tensity of fish specimens parasitized with Anisakis spp. and
Hysterothylacium spp. larvae in muscle masses were calculated. To
quantify the consumer exposure to the fish parasite Anisakis spp., the
number of larvae per 100 g of edible part was determined by the fol-
lowing steps. Firstly, for each infected batch, the ratio between the total
number of larvae present in infected specimens and the sum of the
weights of the edible part of all these specimens was calculated and
then expressed by referring it to a defined quantity of edible portion
(100 g). Subsequently, given these data, the average and the median
values of larvae per 100 g of edible part was determined for each fish
species. However, especially for some fish species with a small size,
such as anchovies, the consumer meal most likely comprises infected
and non-infected subjects, since a batch involves both of them. Thus,
the same values were also estimated by referring to the edible part of all
specimens (infected and non-infected) forming the parasitized batch.

3. Results

With regard to the performance of the digestion procedure used in
the present study, it showed 100% recovery capacity, which is reduced
to 92% when alive larvae only are considered (Table 5). Repeatability
and intra-laboratory reproducibility were good as the 6 tests carried out
by two operators (3 tests/operator) on S. scombrus samples spiked at
low level, gave always the same results (100% recovery).

Examinations conducted on seabass (Dicentrachus labrax) and
seabream (Sparus aurata) samples collected at offshore fish farms re-
vealed no nematode larvae (Table 1).

The same result was registered in cephalopod samples involved in
the project (Table 2).

As regards wild teleosts, 8 out of the 19 examined fish species
(Merluccius merluccius, Sardinella aurita, Euthynnus alleteratus, Phycis
blennoides, Ophidium barbatum, Alosa fallax, Spicara smaris, Diplodus
annularis) were initially not included in the sampling plan and only a
small number of specimens was collected. Thus, the pertinent statistical
indices are just indicative.

Prevalence (P) values and their Confidence Intervals (CI) of the two
parasite genera detected are reported in Table 3.

Overall, 121 batches were parasitized out of 249 examined (P 49%),
for a total of 358 infected subjects out of 1144 examined (P 31%)
(Table 3).

Mean Intensity (MI) and Mean Abundance (MA) values, total and

Table 5
Performance parameters of method.

Species Contamination level N. tests Tests condition Sensibility
(%)

Recovery
(%)

Recovery of alive larvae
(%)

Scomber scombrus Low level
(3 larvae)

7 37 °C/60′ 100 100 100

High level
(10 larvae)

3 100 100 93⁎

Mullus surmuletus Low level
(3 larvae)

2 37 °C/40′ 100 100 100

High level
(10 larvae)

3 100 100 90⁎⁎

Overall
values

Low level
(3 larvae)

9 100 100 100

High level
(10 larvae)

6 100 100 92

Note ⁎2 out of 3 tests: 9 alive larvae, 1 dead larva; ⁎⁎1 out of 3 tests: 6 alive larvae, 1 dead larva, 2 dead and damaged larvae, 1 alive and damaged larva.

E. Goffredo et al. International Journal of Food Microbiology 292 (2019) 159–170

163



related to the two genera of parasites of interest are reported in Table 6.
The number of collected larvae organized depending on both the

fish species and their localization is reported in Table 7.
Hysterothylacium spp. and Anisakis spp. were present in all para-

sitized species, except for round sardinella (S. aurita), parasitized only
by Hysterothylacium spp. and for Mediterranean scaldfish (Arnoglossus
laterna), little tunny (Euthynnus alleteratus) and chub mackerel (Scomber
japonicus) infected only with Anisakis spp.. However, it must be high-
lighted that results related to sardinella and little tunny derive from
analysis of a few subjects.

A total of 5980 Anisakis spp. larvae and 173 Hysterothylacium spp.
larvae were detected: larvae were found mainly in coelomic cavity and/
or on viscera (5754 Anisakis spp. and 128 Hysterothylacium spp.), while
271 larvae (226 Anisakis spp. and 45 Hysterothylacium spp.) were

detected from muscle tissues after chloro-peptic digestion. Therefore,
larvae localized in the flesh represented 4.4% of total larvae recovered
(Anisakis spp. 3.8% and Hysterothylacium spp. 26%). Out of the 19 fish
species studied, 11 resulted positive to the presence of larvae in mus-
cles.

The prevalence values of batches and specimens with muscular
Anisakis infection (Table 8) were lower than the overall ones (related to
Anisakis spp. infection in both coelomic cavity, viscera and muscles).
Blue withing (Micromesistius poutassou) was the fish species with highest
level of infection, with prevalence of 0.30 and 0.22 for infected batches
and specimens respectively and mean intensity of 5.

Regarding the 185 larvae sent to the C.Re.N.A., 180 larvae, mor-
phologically recognised as Anisakis type I larvae, were identified by
biomolecular PCR-RFLP analysis as A. pegreffii; 2 larvae, identified as

Table 6
Mean intensity and mean abundance of nematode larvae (Anisakis spp. and Hysterothylacium spp.) per fish species.

Fish species Mean intensity of
nematode larvae
95% CIa

Mean abundance of
nematode larvae
95% CIa

Mean intensity of
Anisakis larvae
95% CIa

Mean abundance of
Anisakis larvae
95% CIa

Mean intensity of
Hysterothylacium larvae
95% CIa

Mean abundance of
Hysterothylacium larvae
95% CIa

Scomber japonicus 54.6
(34.8–83.1)

36.7
(23.5–57.4)

54.6
(34.8–83.1)

36.7
(23.5–57.4)

na na

Micromesistius poutassou 35.4
(25.0–48.2)

19.1
(13.1–27.0)

35.3
(25.4–48.5)

19.0
(13.1–27.2)

2.3
(1.0–3.3)

0.09
(0.01–0.22)

Trachurus trachurus and
T. mediterraneus

15.8
(9.6–26.9)

8.4
(5.0–14.7)

15.9
(9.8–27.3)

8.4
(5.0–14.1)

1
(uc)

0.03
(0.01–0.05)

Scomber scombrus 6.1
(4.1–10.2)

2.9
(1.8–4.9)

6.1
(4.6–10.6)

2.8
(1.8–4.8)

1.5
(1.0–2.2)

0.07
(0.02–0.15)

Engraulis encrasicolus 2.7
(2.3–3.0)

0.8
(0.6–1.0)

1.6
(1.3–1.9)

0.3
(0.2–0.4)

2.3
(1.9–2.6)

0.5
(0.4–0.7)

Trisopterus minutus
capelanus

7.4
(5.0–9.9)

1.6
(0.9–2.6)

6.9
(4.9–9.6)

1.5
(0.8–2.5)

4.5
(4.0–4.5)

0.1
(0–0.3)

Sardina pilchardus 2.3
(1.9–2.7)

0.4
(0.3–0.7)

1.5
(1.0–2.2)

0.08
(0.03–0.17)

2.3
(1.8–2.8)

0.4
(0.2–0.6)

Merluccius merluccius 3.6
(1.8–6.6)

0.5
(0.1–1.4)

3.4
(1.6–6.6)

0.5
(0.1–1.4)

1
(uc)

1
(uc)

Sardinella aurita 5
(uc)

0.5
(0.0–1.3)

na na 5
(uc)

0.5
(0.0–1.3)

Arnoglossus laterna 1.8
(1.0–2.3)

0.08
(0.01–0.21)

1.8
(1.0–2.3)

0.08
(0.01–0.21)

na na

Mullus barbatus and M.
surmuletus

1.7
(1.1–2.6)

0.08
(0.03–0.16)

1
(nc)

0.01
(0–0.03)

2.0
(1.2–3.0)

0.06
(0.02–0.15)

Euthynnus alletteratus 1
(uc)

1
(uc)

1
(uc)

1
(uc)

na na

Total 17.2
(13.7–21.5)

5.4
(4.3–6.7)

19.2
(14.9–24.3)

5.2
(4.1–6.7)

2.2
(1.9–2.4)

0.2
(0.1–0.2)

na: not applicable.
uc: 95% confidence intervals are uncertain.

a CI: confidence interval.

Table 7
Number of larvae recovered from each fish species segregated by nematode genus and site of localization.

Fish species Total number
of larvae

Number of
Anisakis spp. larvae

Number of Hysterothylacium spp. larvae

Overall value Muscular masses Overall value Muscular masses

Scomber japonicus 1910 1910⁎ 20 0 0
Micromesistius poutassou 1983 1974 114 9 1
Trachurus trachurus and T. mediterraneus 1529 1524⁎⁎ 32⁎⁎ 5 0
Scomber scombrus 364 355 16 9 0
Engraulis encrasicolus 137 53 3 84 27
Trisopterus minutus capelanus 134 125 37 9 0
Sardina pilchardus 50 9 0 41 12
Merluccius merluccius 18 17 1 1 0
Sardinella aurita 5 0 0 5 5
Arnoglossus laterna 7 7 1 0 0
Mullus barbatus and M. surmuletus 12 2 2 10 0
Euthynnus alletteratus 4 4 0 0 0
Total 6153 5980 226 173 45

Note ⁎1 A. physeteris larva in coelomic cavity. ⁎⁎1 A. physeteris larva in muscle.

E. Goffredo et al. International Journal of Food Microbiology 292 (2019) 159–170

164



Anisakis type II, were molecularly confirmed as A. physeteris. They were
found in the coelomic cavity of one chub mackerel (S. japonicus) and in
the flesh of one horse mackerel (T. trachurus) caught in the Strait of
Otranto, an area where different water masses, originating from the
Adriatic Sea, the Ionian Sea and the Eastern Mediterranean, are ex-
changed and where cetacean sightings are fairly common. In both cases,
larvae type II were detected in co-infection with larvae type I identified
as A. pegreffii. Of the remaining 14 larvae, not conclusively identified by
morphological examination, 11 were identified as A. pegreffii while 3 as
Hysterothylacium L4 larvae by PCR RFLP.

As regards larvae found in 100 g of edible part, values are reported
in Table 9. The results show that the median number of larvae per 100 g
of edible part of infected subjects is always far greater than that one
calculated by referring to 100 g of edible part which includes both
parasitized and not parasitized subjects forming a single batch. Blue
withing (M. poutassou) was the fish species with the highest median
value per 100 g of edible part related to the whole parasitized batch
(9.3 larvae). Lower values were obtained from chub mackerel (Scomber
japonicus) and poor cod (Trisopterus minutus capelanus): 3.6 and 3.8,
respectively. Anchovies (E. encrasicolus) showed median values of 3.5
for Anisakis spp. and 5.8 for Hysterothylacium spp.. Median values of 2.1,
0.9 and 0.5 were found in red mullet (M. surmuletus and M. barbatus),
horse mackerel (T. mediterraneus and T. trachurus) and hake (Merluccius
merluccius), respectively. Hysterothylacium spp. was the only nematode
present in round sardinella (Sardinella aurita) samples with a median
value of 8.3. A particular result was registered from sardine (S. pil-
chardus): median value of Hysterothylacium spp. larvae was very high

(30 larvae/100 g of edible part of parasitized batch). It must be high-
lighted that all larvae were detected in one batch comprising 5 speci-
mens.

4. Discussion

The risk connected with the presence of Anisakis spp. larvae in
fishery products and the related contamination level is of great re-
levance and economic impact, especially for farmed fish species.

The scientific studies present in literature till date of publication of
the first EFSA Scientific Opinion (EFSA, 2010) were conducted ex-
clusively on Atlantic salmons farmed in Norway (Lunestad, 2003) and
in Canada (Marty, 2008) and on rainbow trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss)
farmed in Denmark (Skov et al., 2009); among these, only Marty (2008)
reported the finding of one larva in one out of the 894 examined sub-
jects. Subsequent studies have shown the presence of larvae in farmed
salmon (Mo et al., 2013), tuna (Mladineo and Poljak, 2014) and cobia
(Shih et al., 2010). It should be highlighted that analysed samples were
wild young tuna fished in Adriatic Sea and then farmed in sea cages
(Mladineo and Poljak, 2014), while cobia (Shih et al., 2010) were fre-
quently fed with wild fish species with high prevalence of infection. A
different situation was reported by Mo et al. (2013) that found, in the
same fish plant, Anisakidae larvae in 20% of discarded runts but no
larva in salmons ready for marketing. Our results on farmed seabass and
seabream coincide with those reported in literature (Gustinelli et al.,
2011; Pekmezci et al., 2014; Peñalver et al., 2010). However, the pre-
sence of Anisakis spp. larvae in wild seabream and especially in wild

Table 8
Prevalence of infected batches and prevalence and mean intensity of specimens infected with Anisakis spp. (A) and Hysterothylacium spp. (H) in muscular masses.

Fish species Prevalence
of
infected batches
95% CIa

(infected/total)

Prevalence
of
infected
specimens
95% CIa

(infected/total)

Prevalence
of
specimens infected with
A
95% CIa

(infected/total)

Prevalence
of
specimens infected with
H
95% CIa

(infected/total)

Mean intensity of
specimens infected
with A

Mean intensity of
specimens infected with
H

Scomber japonicus 0.25
(0.07–0.54)

(3/12)

0.15
(0.07–0.28)

(8/52)

0.15
(0.07–0.28)

(8/52)

0
na

2.5 0

Micromesistius poutassou 0.30
(0.15–0.52)

(7/23)

0.22
(0.15–0.31)
(23/104)

0.22
(0.15–0.31)
(23/104)

0.01
(0.001–0.051)

(1/104)

5 1.0

Trachurus trachurus, T.
mediterraneus

0.15
(0.07–0.31)

(6/39)

0.05
(0.03–0.09)
(9/183)

0.05
(0.03–0.09)
(9/183)

0
na

3.6 0

Scomber scombrus 0.20
(0.09–0.4)
(6/29)

0.08
(0.04–0.14)
(10/127)

0.08
(0.04–0.14)
(10/127)

0
na

1.6 0

Engraulis encrasicolus 0.21
(0.11–0.39)

(7/32)

0.09
(0.06–0.15)
(15/160)

0.02
(0.005–0.055)

(3/160)

0.08
(0.05–0.13)
(13/160)

1.0 2.3

Trisopterus minutus capelanus 0.17
(0.05–0.41)

(3/18)

0.12
(0.06–0.21)
(10/85)

0.12
(0.06–0.21)
(10/85)

0
na

3.7 0

Sardina pilchardus 0.04
(0.002–0.204)

(1/24)

0.04
(0.02–0.1)
(5/113)

0
na

0.04
(0.02–0.1)
(5/113)

0 2.4

Merluccius merluccius 0.14
(0.007–0.55)

(1/7)

0.03
(0.002–0.15)

(1/35)

0.03
(0.002–0.15)

(1/35)

0
na

0 1

Sardinella aurita 0.25
(0.01–0.75)

(1/4)

0.1
(0.02–0.32)

(2/20)

0
na

0.1
(0.02–0.32)

(2/20)

0 1

Arnoglossus laterna 0.05
(0.003–0.244)

(1/20)

0.01
(0.001–0.061)

(1/87)

0.01
(0.001–0.061)

(1/87)

0
na

0 0

Mullus barbatus,
M. surmuletus

0.03
(0.002–0.152)

(1/35)

0.01
(0.002–0.046)

(2/158)

0.01
(0.002–0.046)

(2/158)

0
na

1 0

na: not applicable.
a CI: confidence interval.
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seabass seems to be almost frequent (Culurgioni et al., 2011).
Our findings confirm that Anisakis infection is quite low in farmed

fish. This is true if fry come from land based hatcheries, where they are
fed with farmed live food not contaminated with viable parasites, and
adults are fed avoiding the use of infected fish or fish scraps (Crotta
et al., 2016). In fact, with these precautions, the chances that infected
secondary or paratenic hosts enter the cages and are eaten by farmed
fish are modest, given that they prefer habitat with low population
density (Crotta et al., 2016; Kapota, 2012; Skov et al., 2009). This does
not exempt from the need to respect the national and EU legislation
(Italian Ministerial Decree D.M. 17.07.2013; Regulation (EC) No. 853/
2004; Regulation (EC) No. 2074/2005), since the risk of infection can
not be excluded.

Concerning cephalopods, the detection of no nematode larvae in all
the examined subjects contrasts with prevalence of 30.5% reported in
shortfin squid (I. coindetii) captured in the central eastern part of the
Adriatic Sea by Petrič et al. (2011) and with prevalence of 20% reported
for Anisakis spp. in flying squid (T. sagittatus) fished in the Tyrrhenian
Sea by Angelucci et al. (2011). Other studies on cephalopods
(Ferrantelli et al., 2015; Giuffrida et al., 2002; Serracca et al., 2013)
fished in Adriatic, Mediterranean and Tyrrhenian Seas, reported very
low values of prevalence (less than or close to 1%).

With regard to wild teleosts, nematode larvae were found in almost
all examined fish species. They were mainly Anisakis L3 larvae (97.2%)
and to a lesser extent Hysterothylacium L3 and L4 larvae (2.8%). Chub
mackerel (S. japonicus) is the species with the highest infection level
and mean intensity in the Mediterranean Sea (Chaligiannis et al., 2012;
Mladineo and Poljak, 2014; Pekmezci et al., 2014; Piras et al., 2014), in
the Atlantic (Paladini et al., 2009) and the Pacific Oceans (Quiazon
et al., 2011; Suzuki et al., 2010). According with these findings, also in
the present study this species showed the highest prevalence with 100%
of parasitized batches and 67.3% of parasitized subjects. Mean intensity
and mean abundance were also very high (Table 6). All larvae isolated
from this species (1910) were Anisakis spp. L3, while no Hyster-
othylacium spp. larvae were collected. All larvae were type I, identified
at the C.Re.N.A as A. pegreffii by biomolecular method, except for one
larva found to be type II and identified as A. physeteris.

As regards anchovies (E. encrasicolus), frequently implicated in cases
of human anisakiasis, mainly in the countries of southern Europe
(AAITO-IFIACI, 2011; Angelucci et al., 2011; Mattiucci et al., 2013;
Rello et al., 2009; Serracca et al., 2014) where they are eaten raw and/
or mild treated (marinated, salted) (Baird et al., 2014; Brutti et al.,
2010; Pozio, 2004), the prevalence of nematode infection was 44% and
32% in batches and specimens respectively. The isolated larvae were
mainly Hysterothylacium spp. (84 out of 137) (Table 7), therefore the
prevalence of infection with Anisakis spp. larvae alone or associated
with Hysterothylacium spp. was 20% (Table 3). Although this value is
certainly high (20%), it is lower than expected, given the frequent
alarms triggered in Apulia region for parasitized batches and for con-
firmed or suspected cases of human anisakiasis (AAITO-IFIACI, 2011;
Fumarola et al., 2009; Maggi et al., 2000; Polimeno et al., 2010; Ugenti
et al., 2007).

The numerous surveys carried out on this species show extremely
variable results among different geographical areas but also within the
same investigated area (Ciccarelli et al., 2011; Gutiérrez-Galindo et al.,
2010; Mladineo et al., 2012; Piras et al., 2014; Serracca et al., 2014).
Rello et al. (2009), for example, conducted a survey on anchovies
coming from eastern Atlantic Ocean (Gulf of Cadiz and Strait of Gi-
bilterrra) and from 4 Mediterranean areas (Gulf of Alboran, Catalonia
coast, Gulf of Lion and Ligurian Sea), finding prevalences for Anisakis
spp. and Hysterothylacium spp. larvae of 13% and of 4.3%, respectively,
in the eastern Atlantic Sea and lower values for Anisakis spp. (P 5.6%)
but higher ones for Hysterothylacium spp. (P 44.7%) in the western
Mediterranean Sea. Moreover, significant differences were found
among the 4 Mediterranean areas, with lower prevalences both for
Anisakis spp. and Hysterothylacium spp. larvae in the Gulf of Alboran, aTa
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gradual increase moving north in Gulf of Lion, to reach the highest
values in the Ligurian Sea. A certain variability in prevalence of in-
fection with Anisakis spp. among very close fishing areas is also con-
firmed in the present study, where anchovies from northern coasts of
Gargano showed high prevalence values (P 33%), no nematode larvae
were found in the Gulf of Manfredonia while the prevalence in the
fishing area of Barletta-Trani exceeded 30%.

The published data, although few and old, on the presence of
Anisakis spp. larvae in anchovies sampled in Apulia region show dis-
cordant results: Fioravanti et al. (2006) found no Anisakis spp. but only
Hysterothylacium spp. larvae in anchovies fished in the Gulfs of Man-
fredonia and Taranto, with prevalence of 9.8% and 8%, respectively.
Conversely, Dambrosio et al. (2005) in a study carried out on anchovy
samples collected at retailers in Apulia region, found a high percentage
of infection with Anisakis spp. (P 83.3%); but this could have been in-
fluenced by the reduced number of samples (5 infected out of 6 ex-
amined subjects).

As regards sardine (S. pilchardus) the prevalence of infected subjects
with nematode larvae was 19.5% (22 out of 113 subjects): Anisakis spp.
larvae were present in 4 out of 113 subjects (P 3.5%) while 2 subjects
were co-infected with Anisakis spp. and Hysterothylacium spp. larvae (P
1.8%), for a total prevalence of Anisakis spp. of 5.3%; Hysterothylacium
spp. larvae alone were found in further 16 subjects (P 14.2%). These
data coincide with those reported by Mladineo and Poljak (2014) that
show prevalence of Anisakis infection of 3.3% in sardines caught off
eastern coasts of the central Adriatic Sea. Prevalence values even higher
for Hysterothylacium spp. larvae (P 58.5% in Cesenatico, P 29.3% in
Manfredonia) but lower for Anisakis spp. larvae (P 0.3% in Ancona, P
0.2% in Manfredonia, absence in the Gulf of Taranto) are reported by
Fioravanti et al. (2006).

It is important to highlight the lower levels of infection found in red
mullets (Mullus barbatus and Mullus surmuletus), fish species widespread
in the waters of Apulia region and widely consumed by the local po-
pulation. Two Anisakis spp. larvae were found in 2 out of the 158 ex-
amined subjects (P 1.3%), while other 5 subjects were parasitized with
10 Hysterothylacium spp. larvae (P 3.2%). This is in agreement with the
finding reported by Dambrosio et al. (2005) on 4 fish samples collected
from Apulian fish markets. Variable data on prevalence of Anisakis spp.
larvae are also reported in literature with low or null values in some
surveys (Costa et al., 2008; Serracca et al., 2013) but higher in others (P
13.2% in M. barbatus, eastern Mediterranean) (Pekmezci et al., 2014).
However, higher prevalence values of Hysterothylacium spp. were re-
ported in other works (P 25.6% in M. barbatus, P 61.5% in M. surmu-
letus) (Costa et al., 2008), (P 25.4% in M. barbatus) (Serracca et al.,
2013), (P 80–90% in M. barbatus) (Carreras-Aubets et al., 2012).

The evaluation of statistical indices for each fish species put in re-
lation to the length of specimens and the fishing period did not allow to
highlight a clear correlation as opposed to data reported in literature
(Serracca et al., 2014); this is probably due to the low number of sub-
jects for each fish species available in our study. By analyzing the trends
of the statistical indices calculated from the data referred to all fish
species, the largest number of available samples allows more reliable
considerations in relation to the fishing period. In particular, the pre-
valence of Anisakis spp. shows not clear statistically significant oscil-
lations, while mean intensity values show a significant increase which
starts in January, becomes maximum in March–April, and then de-
creases. This is accompanied by a parallel, but more limited, increase of
mean abundance values. This situation indicates an increase, not only
of the number of parasitized subjects but mostly of the number of larvae
present in each infected specimen, maybe related to recent infections
due to an huge presence of larvae and/or intermediate hosts of L2
larvae (copepod and euphausiid).

Several scientific studies report that statistical indices vary sig-
nificantly among different fish species and among different geo-
graphical areas within the same species (Chai et al., 2005; EFSA, 2010;
Mattiucci and Nascetti, 2008; Rello et al., 2009). The present survey

shows that nematode larvae are widespread and that the variability in
prevalence is related not so much to the geographical area but rather to
the different fish species. For example, in anchovies caught off the Gulf
of Manfredonia, contrary to findings reported for other fishing areas, it
could be noted the absence of infection with both Anisakis spp. and
Hysterothylacium spp. larvae; in the same area, these nematodes are
present with significant infection level in the other fish species studied.
Furthermore, anisakid infection in red mullet (M. barbatus and M. sur-
muletus) was found only in the Ionian Sea.

As regards the identification at species level, all Anisakis spp. larvae
subjected to biomolecular analysis in the laboratories of C.Re.N.A. of
Sicily, were identified as A. pegreffii, except for 2 larvae, morphologi-
cally identified as type II and belonging to the species A. physeteris. Our
data are in agreement with literature data that show how A. pegreffii is
the prevalent species in the Adriatic Sea and more generally in
Mediterranean Sea (Cavallero et al., 2012; Costa et al., 2016; De
Liberato et al., 2013; Mattiucci and Nascetti, 2008; Mladineo and
Poljak, 2014; Pekmezci et al., 2014; Piras et al., 2014; Pozio, 2004;
Serracca et al., 2014) with sporadic reports of A. physeteris (Cavallero
et al., 2012; Costa et al., 2016; Pekmezci et al., 2014) and even less of A.
simplex sensu stricto (Chaligiannis et al., 2012; Costa et al., 2016;
Pekmezci et al., 2014) and A. tipica (Pekmezci et al., 2014). This si-
tuation is different from that reported in northern European Sea,
Atlantic and Pacific Oceans where the predominant species seems to be
A. simplex s.s. (Abollo et al., 2003; Mattiucci and Nascetti, 2008).

Before evaluating the results concerning the enumeration of larvae
in the edible portion, it should be noted that the digestion method used
in this study showed an excellent performance, as demonstrated by
favorable results on repeatability, reproducibility and recovery capa-
city, which are in accordance with those reported in literature
(Cammilleri et al., 2016; Fraulo et al., 2014). This technique seems to
be the best one for the routinely official checks as it can be easily
performed by both Competent Authority and FBOs. Digestion procedure
shows higher sensitivity for larval recovery from muscle masses (EFSA,
2010; Marty, 2008) than the other available methods, giving more re-
liable values to calculate demographic indices and also provides addi-
tional information on larval viability. However, other techniques such
as visual inspection, candling and UV-press method are more re-
commended for exact localization of larvae (Levsen and Karl, 2014).
Compared to UV-press method, the digestion procedure allows to ex-
amine simultaneously many fish specimens and seems to be less la-
borious and readily adaptable routinely in diagnostic laboratories. On
the other hand molecular techniques can be easily and rapidly per-
formed (Cavallero et al., 2017; Espiñeira et al., 2010; Herrero et al.,
2011) and allow a more accurate species identification, however they
cannot provide information on larval viability.

With regard to the statistical indices related to the muscle masses,
the prevalence values of infected batches and specimens are lower than
expected, if they are compared to the overall values (related to larval
detection in both coelomic cavity and muscles) (Tables 3 and 8). Our
results coincide with those reported in literature for some fish species as
S. japonicus colias, S. scombrus and M. poutassou in the Mediterranean
Sea (Gutiérrez-Galindo et al., 2010; Piras et al., 2014). Otherwise, Piras
et al. (2014) found prevalence and mean intensity (P 7.9% and MI 2.0)
in anchovies (E. encrasicolus) caught off the Mediterranean Sea sig-
nificantly higher than those observed in the present study. The presence
of Anisakis spp. larvae in muscle mass was described in anchovies (E.
encrasicolus) fished off Tyrrhenian coast of central Italy also by De
Liberato et al. (2013), but the results of this survey, expressed in per-
centage, cannot be compared to our data because prevalence and mean
intensity were not calculated. Actually, further comparison data are not
available because only few studies have been carried out on the pre-
valence of Anisakis spp. larvae in muscle portion of the same fish species
examined in the present survey.

Compared to our results and generally to those registered in the
Mediterranean area, the prevalence of infection in muscles of samples
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fished in Atlantic Ocean and in northern European Seas appears con-
siderably higher, close to 100%, with significant differences about the
localization of larvae in the abdominal muscles (belly flaps) and in the
epiassial and hypoassial muscles (fillets) (Bernardi et al., 2011; Levsen
and Karl, 2014; Levsen and Lunestad, 2010; Skov et al., 2009).

These different findings can be explained taking into account both
the higher penetration ability, in vivo and in vitro, of A. simplex rather
than A. pegreffii (Quiazon et al., 2011; Suzuki et al., 2010), and the
greater values of overall prevalence and mean intensity observed in
those fishing areas and fish species (Levsen and Karl, 2014; Levsen and
Lunestad, 2010). These assessments should not give the impression that
there is a close correlation between the total parasitization rate and the
infestation level in muscle mass. Therefore, the evaluation of the first
parameter alone is not sufficient to establish the sanitary and product
quality of a fish batch (Llarena-Reino et al., 2012).

It should be also highlighted the presence of Hysterothylacium spp.
larvae in muscle masses that was the only nematode detected in some
fish species (S. pilchardus and S. aurita). This circumstance was already
indicated in previous surveys (Felizardo et al., 2009; Karl and Levsen,
2011) and suggests the necessity to perform the identification of larvae
recovered in muscle masses, at least to genus level, since Hyster-
othylacium spp. has mainly an impact on commercial and organoleptic
quality rather than a sanitary relevance.

Aim of this survey was also to determine the Anisakis hazard on a
defined quantity of edible part (100 g) since the studies reported in
literature until nowadays expressed the infection level only by calcu-
lating the prevalence and/or the mean intensity (Cipriani et al., 2018;
Costa et al., 2009; Costa et al., 2016; Karl and Levsen, 2011; Levsen and
Karl, 2014; Llarena-Reino et al., 2012; Mladineo and Poljak, 2014). The
average and median values of larvae per 100 g of edible portion re-
gistered in this study are not negligible, but they decrease if we rea-
listically consider that the consumer meal is composed by the edible
part of many subjects belonging to the same batch. Despite a batch is
reasonably supposed to be taken from the same fish stock, with regard
to Anisakis infection there is a certain variability among subjects con-
cerning the presence and the number of larvae in flesh. In fact, the
intramuscular migration of larvae is not homogeneous for all subjects,
probably because it is influenced by physiological (nutrient avail-
ability) and/or immune states of the host.

According to these results, the exposure level to Anisakis spp. larvae
and allergens, after the ingestion of a parasitized meal, could sometimes
be alarming, in particular for some fish species; fortunately, this pos-
sibility is not very frequent, since the prevalence of parasitized batches
with larvae in muscle masses is significantly lower than the overall one.
For example, if we consider anchovies (E. encrasicolus), the percentage
of subjects infected with Anisakis spp. larvae in the edible part was 2%
(3 subjects out of 160) and fishes belonged to 2 batches out of 32: which
means that the ingestion of a contaminated meal is possible in 2 cases
out of 32. In particular, muscular nematode infection was found in 7 out
of 32 batches of which, one batch was infected only with Anisakis spp.
larvae (2 positive subjects, each of them infected with one larva); 5
batches were infected only with Hysterothylacium spp. larvae (12 posi-
tive specimens); one batch contained one specimen co-infected with
both nematodes. However, the risk for the consumer after eating 100 g
of anchovies (E. encrasicolus) is to ingest 3.5 Anisakis larvae.

Moreover, it should be noted that most fish species which were
found with a high prevalence of batches with muscular infection (blue
whiting, poor cod, chub mackerel, horse mackerel) are usually con-
sumed cooked, at least in our country. The situation concerning an-
chovies is different because they are often eaten raw and/or under-
cooked, therefore they represent a high risk for the consumer and the
safety measures established by current legislation, such as freezing
treatment at −20 °C for at least 24 h, should necessarily be applied.

Limitation of this study is the low representativeness of samples,
resulting from the compromise between costs and the purpose to collect
data on several fish species taken along the entire Apulia coastline.

Despite the large quantity of overall samples, the number of subjects for
each fish species was consequently too low for a significant statistical
evaluation. However, not truly representative sample schemes is an
issue affecting most of the studies conducted on wild fish, since the wild
population constantly changes owing to climate, environmental and
many other factors and costs for sampling of so many fish species would
be excessive and not sustainable.

In conclusion, our results confirm that Anisakis infection is wide-
spread in wild teleosts also in the investigated sea area, while the
consumption of raw and/or undercooked cephalopods and farmed fish
originating from the Apulia region seems to imply a low risk of ac-
quiring infection, as no larvae were found in these products. However,
since it is not possible to exclude the presence of Anisakis spp. in farmed
fish it would be advisable to introduce an official systematic monitoring
of the health status of offshore fish farms in relation to “Anisakis” ha-
zard, extending it to all fish products and not only to those destined to
be consumed raw or almost raw, as already established by Regulation
(EC) No. 853/2004 and its subsequent amendments. With regard to
wild teleosts, since no fishing area can be considered free from Anisakis
spp., in addition to ensuring compliance with the current legislation, it
is suggested to encourage the practice of a rapid and correct eviscera-
tion as soon as possible and also to inform consumers and FBOs about
the benefits of this control measure. A further safety measure for the
consumer protection could be the introduction of a national surveil-
lance programme, at least for certain fish species, and the establishment
of criteria, within the European or national legislation, for acceptance
or rejection of a fish batch, based on cost/benefit analysis. Moreover,
FBOs should use a unique official sampling protocol provided by Eur-
opean or national laws and a more accurate analytical method, such as
the digestion procedure or UV-press method, should be associated with
the visual inspection already provided by law.

In addition to further epidemiological surveys, useful to evaluate
the situation about other wild and farmed fish species in Italy and in
Apulia region, it is necessary to collect more quantitative data on the
infection level in muscle masses for the consumer exposure assessment
to Anisakis spp..

Acknowledgements

The author is grateful to Rossella Giunta and Patrizia Selicato for
technical help with the digestion process of fish samples.

References

AAITO-IFIACI Anisakis Consortium, 2011. Anisakis hypersensitivity in Italy: prevalence
and clinical features: a multicenter study. Allergy 66 (12), 1563–1569.

Abollo, E., Paggi, L., Pascual, S., D'Amelio, S., 2003. Occurrence of recombinant geno-
types of Anisakis simplex s.s. and Anisakis pegreffii (Nematoda: Anisakidae) in an area
of sympatry. Infect. Genet. Evol. 3 (3), 175–181.

Anderson, R.C., 1992. The superfamily Ascaridoidea. In: Anderson, R.C. (Ed.), Nematodes
Parasites of Vertebrates: Their Development and Transmission. CAB International,
pp. 253–256.

Angelucci, G., Meloni, M., Merella, P., Sardu, F., Madeddu, S., Marrosu, R., Petza, F.,
Salati, F., 2011. Prevalence of Anisakis spp. and Hysterothylacium spp. larvae in tel-
eosts and cephalopods sampled from waters off Sardinia. J. Food Prot. 74 (10),
1769–1775.

Audicana, M.T., Ansotegui, I.J., de Corres, L.F., Kennedy, M.W., 2002. Anisakis simplex:
dangerous - dead and alive? Trends Parasitol. 18 (1), 20–25.

Baird, F.J., Gasser, R.B., Jabbar, A., Lopata, A.L., 2014. Foodborne anisakiasis and allergy.
Mol. Cell. Probes 28 (4), 167–174.

Berland, B., 1961. Nematodes from some Norwegian marine fishes. Sarsia 2, 1–50.
Bernardi, C., Gustinelli, A., Fioravanti, M.L., Caffara, M., Mattiucci, S., Cattaneo, P., 2011.

Prevalence and mean intensity of Anisakis simplex (sensu stricto) in European sea bass
(Dicentrarchus labrax) from northeast Atlantic Ocean. Int. J. Food Microbiol. 148,
55–59.

Brutti, A., Rovere, P., Cavallero, S., D'Amelio, S., Danesi, P., Arcangeli, G., 2010.
Inactivation of Anisakis simplex larvae in raw fish using high hydrostatic pressure
treatments. Food Control 21, 331–333.

Cammilleri, G., Chetta, M., Costa, A., Graci, S., Collura, R., Buscemi, M.D., Cusimano, M.,
Alongi, A., Principato, D., Giangrosso, G., Vella, A., Ferrantelli, V., 2016. Validation
of the TrichinEasy digestion system for the detection of Anisakidae larvae in fish
products. Acta Parasitol. 61 (2), 369–375.

E. Goffredo et al. International Journal of Food Microbiology 292 (2019) 159–170

168

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0050


Carreras-Aubets, M., Montero, F.E., Kostadinova, A., Carrassón, M., 2012. Parasite com-
munities in the red mullet, Mullus barbatus L., respond to small-scale variation in the
levels of polychlorinated biphenyls in the western Mediterranean. Mar. Pollut. Bull.
64 (9), 1853–1860.

Cavallero, S., Ligas, A., Bruschi, F., D'Amelio, S., 2012. Molecular identification of
Anisakis spp. from fishes collected in the Tyrrhenian Sea (NW Mediterranean). Vet.
Parasitol. 187 (3), 563–566.

Cavallero, S., Bruno, A., Arletti, E., Caffara, M., Fioravanti, M.L., Costa, A., Cammilleri,
G., Graci, S., Ferrantelli, V., D'Amelio, S., 2017. Validation of a commercial kit aimed
to the detection of pathogenic anisakid nematodes in fish products. Int. J. Food
Microbiol. 257, 75–79.

Chai, J.Y., Darwin Murrell, K., Lymbery, A.J., 2005. Fish-borne parasitic zoonoses: status
and issues. Int. J. Parasitol. 35, 1233–1254.

Chaligiannis, I., Lalle, M., Pozio, E., Sotiraki, S., 2012. Anisakidae infection in fish of the
Aegean Sea. Vet. Parasitol. 184 (2), 362–366.

Ciccarelli, C., Aliventi, A., Di Trani, V., Semeraro, A.M., 2011. Assessment of the pre-
valence of Anisakidae larvae prevalence in anchovies in the central Adriatic Sea. Ital.
J. Food Saf. 1, 15–19.

Cipriani, P., Sbaraglia, G.L., Paoletti, M., Giulietti, L., Bellisario, B., Palomba, M., Bušelić,
I., Mladineo, I., Nascetti, G., Mattiucci, S., 2018. The Mediterranean European hake,
Merluccius merluccius: detecting drivers influencing the Anisakis spp. larvae distribu-
tion. Fish. Res. 202, 79–89.

Codex Stan 244, 2004. Standard for salted Atlantic herring and salted sprat. In: Codex
Stan 244–2004, Available at. http://www.codexalimentarius.net/search/search.jsp.

Costa, A., Sciortino, S., Reale, S., Alio, V., Cusimano, M., Caracappa, S., 2008. Indagine
Sulla Presenza di Nematodi in Specie Ittiche Marine. Atti X Congresso Nazionale
S.I.Di.L.V., pp. 30–31. http://www.sidilv.org/index.php/component/docman/doc_
view/6-atti-dei-congressi-sidilv-2008?Itemid.

Costa, G., Santos, M.J., Costa, L., Biscoito, M., Pinheiro de Carvalho, M.A.A., Melo-
Moreira, E., 2009. Helminth parasites from the stomach of conger eel, Conger conger,
from Madeira Island, Atlantic Ocean. J. Parasitol. 95 (4), 1013–1015.

Costa, A., Casalinuovo, F., Bonfiglio, R., Pisano, P., Sciortino, S., Di Noto, A.M., 2012.
Presenza di Larve di Anisakidae in Totani (Todarodes sagittatus) Pescati Lungo le Coste
Siciliane e Calabresi. 48 XVIII Convegno Nazionale S.I.P.I.. http://www.sipi-online.
it/convegni/2012/atti2012.pdf.

Costa, A., Cammilleri, G., Graci, S., Buscemi, M.D., Vazzana, M., Principato, D.,
Giangrosso, G., Ferrantelli, V., 2016. Survey on the presence of A. simplex s.s. and A.
pegreffii hybrid forms in central-western Mediterranean Sea. Parasitol. Int. 65 (6),
696–701.

Crotta, M., Ferrari, N., Guitian, J., 2016. Qualitative risk assessment of introduction of
anisakid larvae in Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar) farms and commercialization of
products infected with viable nematodes. Food Control 69, 275–284.

Cuellar, C., Daschner, A., Valls, A., De Frutos, C., Fernández-Fígares, V., Anadón, A.M.,
Rodríguez, E., Gárate, T., Rodero, M., Ubeira, F.M., 2012. Ani s 1 and Ani s 7 re-
combinant allergens are able to differentiate distinct Anisakis simplex-associated al-
lergic clinical disorders. Arch. Dermatol. Res. 304, 283–288.

Culurgioni, J., Mattiucci, S., Paoletti, M., Figus, V., 2011. First Report of Anisakis pegreffii
Larvae (Nematoda, Anisakidae) in Wild European Sea Bass, Dicentrarchus labrax (L.)
From Mediterranean Waters (Southern Sardinia). 58 XVII Congresso Nazionale
S.I.P.I.. http://www.sipi-online.it/convegni/2011/Atti2011.pdf.

Dambrosio, A., Normanno, G., Quaglia, N.C., Lia, R., Lorusso, V., Laneve, A., Celano, G.V.,
Germinario, L., 2005. Qualità microbiologica e presenza di Anisakis spp. in pesce
fresco commercializzato in Puglia. Industrie Alimentari 44 (452), 1105–1111.

D'Amelio, S., Mathiopoulos, K.D., Santos, C.P., Pugachev, O.N., Webb, S.C., Picanço, M.,
Paggi, L., 2000. Genetic markers in ribosomal DNA for the identification of members
of the genus Anisakis (Nematoda: Ascaridoidea) defined by polymerase-chain-reac-
tion-based restriction fragment length polymorphism. Int. J. Parasitol. 30, 223–226.

Daschner, A., Alonso-Gómez, A., Cabañas, R., Suarez-de-Parga, J.M., López-Serrano, M.C.,
2000. Gastroallergic anisakiasis: borderline between food allergy and parasitic dis-
ease-clinical and allergologic evaluation of 20 patients with confirmed acute para-
sitism by Anisakis simplex. J. Allergy Clin. Immunol. 105, 176–181.

De Liberato, C., Bossù, T., Scaramozzino, P., Nicolini, G., Ceddia, P., Mallozzi, S.,
Cavallero, S., D'Amelio, S., 2013. Presence of anisakid larvae in the European an-
chovy, Engraulis encrasicolus, fished off the Tyrrhenian coast of central Italy. J. Food
Prot. 76 (9), 1643–1648.

EFSA BIOHAZ Panel, 2010. Scientific opinion on risk assessment of parasites in fishery
products. EFSA J. 8 (4), 1543.

EFSA BIOHAZ Panel, 2011. Scientific opinion on assessment of epidemiological data in
relation to the health risks resulting from the presence of parasites in wild caught fish
from fishing grounds in the Baltic Sea. EFSA J. 9 (7), 2320.

Espiñeira, M., Herrero, B., Vieites, J.M., 2010. Detection and identification of anisakids in
seafood by fragment length polymorphism analysis and PCR–RFLP of ITS-1 region.
Food Control 21, 1051–1060.

Fæste, C.K., Jonscher, K.R., Dooper, M.M.W.B., Egge-Jacobsen, W., Moen, A., Daschner,
A., Egaas, E., Christians, U., 2014. Characterisation of potential novel allergens in the
fish parasite Anisakis simplex. EuPA Open Proteomics 4, 140–155.

Falcao, H., Lunet, N., Neves, E., Barros, H., 2002. Do only live larvae cause Anisakis
simplex sensitization? Allergy 57, 44 (letter).

Felizardo, N.N., Menezes, R.C., Tortelly, R., Knoff, M., Pinto, R.M., Gomes, D.C., 2009.
Larvae of Hysterothylacium sp. (Nematoda: Anisakidae) in the sole fish Paralichthys
isosceles Jordan, 1890 (Pisces: Teleostei) from the littoral of the state of Rio de
Janeiro, Brazil. Vet. Parasitol. 166, 175–177.

Ferrantelli, V., Costa, A., Graci, S., Buscemi, M.D., Giangrosso, G., Porcarello, C.,
Palumbo, S., Cammilleri, G., 2015. Anisakid nematodes as possible markers to trace
fish products. Ital. J. Food Saf. 4, 49–53.

Fioravanti, M.L., Caffara, M., Florio, D., Gustinelli, A., Marcer, F., Gradassi, M.,

Gavaudan, S., Paolini, A., Alessi, A., Bisceglia, D., 2006. Anisakis in anchovies
(Engraulis encrasicolus) and sardines (Sardina pilchardus) caught along the Adraitic
coast. Parassitologia 48 (1), 285.

Fraulo, P., Morena, C., Costa, A., 2014. Recovery of anisakid larvae by means of chloro-
peptic digestion and proposal of the method for the official control. Acta Parasitol. 59
(4), 629–634.

Fumarola, L., Monno, R., Ierardi, E., Rizzo, G., Giannelli, G., Lalle, M., Pozio, E., 2009.
Anisakis pegreffii etiological agent of gastric infections in two Italian women.
Foodborne Pathog. Dis. 6 (9), 1157–1159.

Giarratana, F., Giuffrida, A., Gallo, F., Ziino, G., Panebianco, A., 2012. Study on the re-
sistance variability of Anisakis larvae to some technological stressors. In: Pugliese, A.,
Gaiti, A., Boiti, C. (Eds.), Veterinary Science: Current Aspects in Biology, Animal
Pathology, Clinic and Food Hygiene. Springer-Verlag, Berlin Heidelberg, pp.
155–159.

Giuffrida, A., Ziino, G., Pennisi, L., 2002. Larva Anisakis in Sepia officinalis del
Mediterraneo. Industrie Alimentari - XLI 41 (418), 1086–1088.

González-Amores, Y., Clavijo-Frutos, E., Salas-Casanova, C., Alcain-Martinez, G., 2015.
Direct parasitologial diagnosis of infection with Hysterothylacium aduncum in a pa-
tient with epigastralgia. Rev. Esp. Enferm. Dig. 107, 699–700.

Gustinelli, A., Kapota, A., Rigos, G., Fioravanti, M.L., 2011. Zoonotic risks in mariculture:
a survey of Anisakis larvae occurrence in caged fish from Greece and Italy. In:
Abstract Book of 15th EAFP Conference on Diseases of Fish and Shellfish, Split,
Croatia, September 12–16 2011, pp. 425.

Gutiérrez-Galindo, J.F., Osanz-Mur, A.C., Mora-Ventura, M.T., 2010. Occurrence and
infection dynamics of anisakid larvae in Scomber scombrus, Trachurus trachurus,
Sardina pilchardus and Engraulis encrasicolus from Tarragona (NE Spain). Food Control
21, 1550–1555.

Herrero, B., Vieites, J.M., Espiñeira, M., 2011. Detection of anisakids in fish and seafood
products by real-time PCR. Food Control 22, 933–939.

Huang, W.Y., 1988. Anisakids and human anisakiasis. 2. Investigation of the anisakids of
commercial fish in the district of Paris. Ann. Parasitol. Hum. Comp. 63 (3), 197–208.

Huang, W.Y., 2005. Survival of the third stage larvae of Anisakis simplex in various
conditions and experimental infection in rats. Chin. J. Parasitol. Parasit. Dis. 23 (2),
106–109.

Iglesias, L., Valero, A., Galvez, L., Benitez, R., Adroher, F.J., 2002. In vitro cultivation of
Hysterothylacium aduncum (Nematoda: Anisakidae) from 3rd-stage larvae to egglaying
adults. Parasitology 125, 467–475.

Italian Ministerial Decree (D.M.) of 17 july, 2013. Informazioni obbligatorie a tutela del
consumatore di pesce e cefalopodi freschi e di prodotti di acqua dolce. In: Attuazione
Dell'art.8, Comma 4, del Decreto Legge 13 Settembre 2012 n. 158, Convertito con
Modificazioni Dalla Legge 8 Novembre 2012 n. 189 (2013) Published in the Gazzetta
Ufficale n. 187 of 10 Aug 2013, (in Italian).

Jackson, G.J., Bier, J.W., Payne, W.L., McClure, F.D., 1981. Recovery of parasitic ne-
matodes from fish by digestion or elution. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 41, 912–914.

Kapota, A.I., 2012. Stato Sanitario di Spigole (Dicentrarchus labrax) ed Orate (Sparus
aurata) Allevate in Grecia e in Italia in Relazione Alla Presenza di Agenti di Zoonosi
ed Ectoparassiti Patogeni (Tesi di dottorato di ricerca in epidemiologia e controllo
delle zoonosi). Ciclo XXIII. http://amsdottorato.unibo.it/4817/1/Tesi_PhD_
Angelika.pdf.

Karl, H., Levsen, A., 2011. Occurrence and distribution of anisakid nematodes in Grey
gurnard (Eutrigla gurnardus L.) from the North Sea. Food Control 22, 1634–1638.

Lee, M.H., Cheon, D.S., Choi, C., 2009. Molecular genotyping of Anisakis species from
Korean sea fish by polymerase chain reaction-restriction fragment length poly-
morphism (PCR-RFLP). Food Control 20, 623–626.

Levsen, A., Karl, H., 2014. Anisakis simplex (s.l.) in Grey gurnard (Eutrigla gurnardus) from
the North Sea: food safety considerations in relation to fishing ground and distribu-
tion in the flesh. Food Control 36, 15–19.

Levsen, A., Lunestad, B.T., 2010. Anisakis simplex third stage larvae in Norwegian spring
spawning herring (Clupea harengus L.), with emphasis on larval distribution in the
flesh. Vet. Parasitol. 171, 247–253.

Lin, A.H., Nepstad, I., Florvaag, E., Egaas, E., Van Do, T., 2013. An extended study of
seroprevalence of anti-Anisakis simplex IgE antibodies in Norwegian blood donors.
Scand. J. Immunol. 79 (1), 61–67.

Llarena-Reino, M., Gonzalez, A.F., Vello, C., Outeiriňo, L., Pascual, S., 2012. The accuracy
of visual inspection for preventing risk of Anisakis spp. infection in unprocessed fish.
Food Control 23, 54–58.

Llarena-Reino, M., Piňeiro, C., Antonio, J., Outeiriňo, L., Vello, C., Gonzalez, A.F.,
Pascual, S., 2013. Optimization of the pepsin digestion method for anisakids in-
spection in the fishing industry. Vet. Parasitol. 191, 276–283.

Lopez, I., Pardo, M.A., 2010. Evaluation of a real-time polymerase chain reaction (PCR)
assay for detection of Anisakis simplex parasite as a food-borne allergen source in
seafood products. J. Agric. Food Chem. 58 (3), 1469–1477.

Lunestad, B.T., 2003. Absence of nematodes in farmed Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar L.) in
Norway. J. Food Prot. 66 (1), 122–124.

Maggi, P., Caputi-Iambrenghi, O., Scardigno, A., Scoppetta, L., Saracino, A., Valente, M.,
Pastore, G., Angarano, G., 2000. Gastrointestinal infection due to Anisakis simplex in
southern Italy. Eur. J. Epidemiol. 16, 75–78.

Marty, G.D., 2008. Anisakid larva in the viscera of a farmed Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar).
Aquaculture 279, 209–210.

Mattiucci, S., Nascetti, G., 2008. Advances and trends in the molecular systematics of
anisakid nematodes, with implications for their evolutionary ecology and host–par-
asite coevolutionary processes. Adv. Parasitol. 66, 47–148.

Mattiucci, S., Fazii, P., De Rosa, A., Paoletti, M., Megna, A.S., Glielmo, A., De Angelis, M.,
Costa, A., Meucci, C., Calvaruso, V., Sorrentini, I., Palma, G., Bruschi, F., Nascetti, G.,
2013. Anisakiasis and gastroallergic reactions associated with Anisakis pegreffii in-
fection. Italy. Emerg. Infect. Dis. 19 (3), 496–499.

E. Goffredo et al. International Journal of Food Microbiology 292 (2019) 159–170

169

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0090
http://www.codexalimentarius.net/search/search.jsp
http://www.sidilv.org/index.php/component/docman/doc_view/6-atti-dei-congressi-sidilv-2008?Itemid
http://www.sidilv.org/index.php/component/docman/doc_view/6-atti-dei-congressi-sidilv-2008?Itemid
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0105
http://www.sipi-online.it/convegni/2012/atti2012.pdf
http://www.sipi-online.it/convegni/2012/atti2012.pdf
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0125
http://www.sipi-online.it/convegni/2011/Atti2011.pdf
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0255
http://amsdottorato.unibo.it/4817/1/Tesi_PhD_Angelika.pdf
http://amsdottorato.unibo.it/4817/1/Tesi_PhD_Angelika.pdf
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0325


Mladineo, I., Poljak, V., 2014. Ecology and genetic structure of zoonotic Anisakis spp.
from Adriatic commercial fish species. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 80 (4), 1281–1290.

Mladineo, I., Šimat, V., Miletić, J., Beck, R., Poljak, V., 2012. Molecular identification and
population dynamic of Anisakis pegreffii (Nematoda: Anisakidae Dujardin, 1845) iso-
lated from the European anchovy (Engraulis encrasicolus L.) in the Adriatic Sea. Int. J.
Food Microbiol. 157, 224–229.

Mo, T.A., Gahr, A., Hansen, H., Hoel, E., Oaland, Ø., Poppe, T.T., 2013. Presence of
Anisakis simplex (Rudolphi, 1809 det. Krabbe, 1878) and Hysterothylacium aduncum
(Rudolphi, 1802) (Nematoda; Anisakidae) in runts of farmed Atlantic salmon, Salmo
salar L. J. Fish Dis. 37, 135–140.

Mossali, C., Palermo, S., Capra, E., Piccolo, G., Botti, S., Bandi, C., D'Amelio, S., Giuffra,
E., 2010. Sensitive detection and quantification of anisakid parasite residues in food
products. Foodborne Pathog. Dis. 7 (4), 391–397.

Paladini, G., Tarsi, L., Minardi, D., Fioravanti, M.L., 2009. Parassitofauna di Scomber
scombrus L. pescato nel Mar Adriatico e Scomber japonicus Houttuyn d'importazione.
Ittiopatologia 6, 211–219.

Pascual, C.Y., Crespo, J.F., San Martin, S., Ornia, N., Ortega, N., Caballero, T., Munoz-
Pereira, M., Martin-Esteban, M., 1997. Cross reactivity between IgE-binding proteins
from Anisakis, German cockroach, and chironomids. Allergy 52, 514–520.

Pekmezci, G.Z., Onuk, E.E., Bolukbas, C.S., Yardimci, B., Gurler, A.T., Acici, M., Umur, S.,
2014. Molecular identification of Anisakis species (Nematoda: Anisakidae) from
marine fishes collected in Turkish waters. Vet. Parasitol. 201, 82–94.

Peñalver, J., Maria Dolores, E., Muñoz, P., 2010. Absence of anisakid larvae in farmed
European sea bass (Dicentrarchus labrax L.) and Gilthead sea bream (Sparus aurata L.)
in southeast Spain. J. Food Prot. 73, 1332–1334.

Petrič, M., Mladineo, I., Krstulović Šifner, S., 2011. Insight into the short-finned squid Illex
coindetii (Cephalopoda: Ommastrephidae) feeding ecology: is there a link between
helminth parasites and food composition? J. Parasitol. 97 (1), 55–62.

Petter, A.J., Maillard, C., 1988. Larves d'ascarides parasites de poissons en Méditerranée
occidentale. Bull. Mus. Natl. Hist. Nat. Paris 4 Sér. 10 (A), 347–369.

Piras, M.C., Tedde, T., Garippa, G., Virgilio, S., Sanna, D., Farjallah, S., Merella, P., 2014.
Molecular and epidemiological data on Anisakis spp. (Nematoda: Anisakidae) in
commercial fish caught off northern Sardinia (western Mediterranean Sea). Vet.
Parasitol. 203, 237–240.

Polimeno, L., Loiacono, M., Pesetti, B., Mallaci, R., Mastrodonato, M., Azzarone, A.,
Annoscia, E., Gatti, F., Amoruso, A.C., Ventura, M.T., 2010. Anisakis, an under-
estimated infection: effect on intestinal permeability of Anisakis simplex-sensitized
patients. Foodborne Pathog. Dis. 7 (7), 809–814.

Pozio, E., 2004. Zoonosi parassitarie trasmesse da prodotti ittici. In: Rapporti ISTISAN 05/
24 in Atti del Workshop di Aggiornamento su Problematiche Emergenti nel Settore
dei Prodotti Ittici. Istituto Superiore di Sanità. http://www.iss.it/binary/publ/publi/
05-24.1129716985.pdf.

Qin, Y., Zhao, Y., Ren, Y., Zheng, L., Dai, X., Li, Y., Mao, W., Cui, Y., 2013. Anisakiasis in
China: the first clinical case report. Foodborne Pathog. Dis. 10 (5), 472–474.

Quiazon, K.M.A., Yoshinaga, T., Ogawa, K., 2011. Experimental challenge of Anisakis
simplex sensu stricto and Anisakis pegreffii (Nematoda: Anisakidae) in rainbow trout and

olive flounder. Parasitol. Int. 60, 126–131.
Regulation (EC) No. 2074/2005 laying down implementing measures for certain products

under regulation (EC) No. 854/2004 of the European parliament and of the council
and for the organization of official control under regulation (EC) No. 854/2004 of the
European parliament and of the council and regulation (EC) No. 882/2004 of the
European parliament and of the council, derogating from regulation (EC) No. 852/
2004 the European parliament and of the council and amending regulations (EC) No.
853/2004 and (EC) No. 854/2004. OJEU L338:27-59.

Regulation (EC) No. 853/2004 of the European parliament and of the council of 29 April
2004 laying down specific hygiene rules for food of animal origin. OJEU L226/22-82.

Regulation (EU) No. 1375/2015 laying down specific rules on official controls for
Trichinella in meat. OJEU L212:7-34.

Reiczigel, J., 2003. Confidence interval for the binomial parameter: some new con-
siderations. Stat. Med. 22, 611–621.

Rello, F.J., Adroher, F.J., Benitez, R., Valero, A., 2009. The fishing area as a possible
indicator of the infection by anisakids in anchovies (Engraulis encrasicolus) from
southwestern Europe. Int. J. Food Microbiol. 129, 277–281.

Rózsa, L., Reiczigel, J., Majoros, G., 2000. Quantifying parasites in samples of hosts. J.
Parasitol. 86 (2), 228–232.

Serracca, L., Cencetti, E., Battistini, R., Rossini, I., Prearo, M., Pavoletti, E., Fioravanti,
M.L., Righetti, M., Di Donfrancesco, B., Ercolini, C., 2013. Survey on the presence of
Anisakis and Hysterothylacium larvae in fishes and squids caught in Ligurian Sea. Vet.
Parasitol. 196, 547–551.

Serracca, L., Battistini, R., Rossini, I., Carducci, A., Verani, M., Prearo, M., Tomei, L., De
Montis, G., Ercolini, C., 2014. Food safety considerations in relation to Anisakis pe-
greffii in anchovies (Engraulis encrasicolus) and sardines (Sardina pilchardus) fished off
the Ligurian coast (Cinque Terre National Park, NW Mediterranean). Int. J. Food
Microbiol. 190, 79–83.

Shih, H.H., Kub, C.C., Wang, C.S., 2010. Anisakis simplex (Nematoda: Anisakidae) third-
stage larval infections of marine cage cultured cobia, Rachycentron canadum L., in
Taiwan. Vet. Parasitol. 171, 277–285.

Skov, J., Kania, P.W., Olsen, M.M., Laudirsen, J.H., Buchmann, K., 2009. Nematode in-
fections of maricultured and wild fishes in Danish waters: a comparative study.
Aquaculture 298, 24–28.

Smith, J.W., Wootten, R., 1978. Anisakis and anisakiasis. Adv. Parasitol. 16, 93–163.
Suzuki, J., Murata, R., Hosaka, M., Araki, J., 2010. Risk factors for human Anisakis in-

fection and association between the geographic origins of Scomber japonicus and
anisakid nematodes. Int. J. Food Microbiol. 137, 88–93.

Ugenti, I., Lattarulo, S., Ferrarese, F., De Ceglie, A., Brandonisio, O., 2007. Acute gastric
anisakiasis: an Italian experience. Minerva Chir. 62, 51–60.

Yagi, K., Nagasawa, K., Ishikura, H., Nakagawa, A., Sato, N., Kikuchi, K., Ishikura, H.,
1996. Female worm Hysterothylacium aduncum excreted from human: a case report.
Jpn. J. Parasitol. 45 (1), 12–23.

Zhu, X., Gasser, R.B., Podolska, M., Chilton, N.B., 1998. Characterisation of anisakid
nematodes with zoonotic potential by nuclear ribosomal DNA sequences. Int. J.
Parasitol. 28, 1911–1921.

E. Goffredo et al. International Journal of Food Microbiology 292 (2019) 159–170

170

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf9675
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf9675
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf9675
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0380
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0380
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0380
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0380
http://www.iss.it/binary/publ/publi/05-24.1129716985.pdf
http://www.iss.it/binary/publ/publi/05-24.1129716985.pdf
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0390
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0390
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0395
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0395
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0395
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0400
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0400
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0405
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0405
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0405
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0410
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0410
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0420
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0420
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0420
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0420
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0420
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0425
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0425
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0425
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0430
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0430
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0430
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0435
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0440
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0440
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0440
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0445
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0445
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0450
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0450
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0450
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0455
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0455
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0168-1605(18)30938-3/rf0455

	Prevalence of anisakid parasites in fish collected from Apulia region (Italy) and quantification of nematode larvae in flesh
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Farmed fish sampling
	Wild fish sampling
	Larvae recovery
	Digestion method
	Morphological and molecular identification
	Statistical elaboration
	Quantitative evaluation of larvae in muscle

	Results
	Discussion
	Acknowledgements
	References




