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A B S T R A C T

A total of 80 stockfish fillets of Northeast Arctic cod (Gadus morhua), traditionally open-air-dried in northern
Norway, was examined for the presence and viability of larval parasitic nematodes of the family Anisakidae.
Anisakids (particularly those belonging to genera Anisakis and Pseudoterranova) are of public health and eco-
nomic concern globally, since they are responsible for an underestimated fish-borne zoonotic disease called
anisakidosis (anisakiasis when caused by members of the Anisakis genus). Stockfish fillets were inspected for
anisakids by candling and artificial (pepsin) digestion methodologies. The recovered nematodes (n = 342) were
morphologically identified to genus level and their viability assessed. Subsamples of anisakid larvae (n = 31)
were identified by molecular/genetic markers inferred from sequences analyses and real time polymerase chain
reaction (RT-PCR) of the mtDNA cox2 gene, as Anisakis simplex sensu stricto (s.s.) (n = 29) and as Pseudoterranova
decipiens (s.s.) (n = 2). This is the first time a RT-PCR primer/probe system was used to identify anisakids in a
processed fishery product. Anisakis simplex (s.s.) larvae were found in 81% of the fillets, with average (range) 4
(0–35). In total, 338 A. simplex (s.s.) and 4 P. decipiens (s.s.) larvae, all dead, were recovered from the fillets.
Anisakids were devitalised by the air-dried stockfish production process in 7.5 months (common stockfish
production time from sea to plate). The results suggest that there is a negligible risk of acquiring anisakidosis
from consumption of air-dried stockfish. Further research is recommended to evaluate if anisakids can be de-
vitalised in five months (i.e. minimum stockfish production time). The health risk for sensitized consumers posed
by the potential presence of anisakid allergens in stockfish needs to be assessed. This is the first report on the
viability of anisakid larvae in an unsalted, naturally dried fishery product. Drying could represent an alternative
and efficient treatment for the inactivation of anisakids in fishery products. Trimming of the belly flaps of highly
parasitized cod may reduce the number of anisakids in stockfish by 74%.

1. Introduction

Stockfish (tørrfisk in Norwegian) is an unsalted, naturally dried fish
product produced on open-air timber racks in Northern Norway.
Stockfish is made from fresh, migrating Northeast (NE) Arctic cod
(Gadus morhua) (skrei in Norwegian), caught during its annual south-
ward migration from the Barents Sea to the spawning grounds off the
Lofoten-Vesterålen archipelago, and other north-western coastal re-
gions of Norway, between January and May (Bergstad, Jørgensen, &
Dragesund, 1987; Sundby & Nakken, 2008). The NE Arctic cod popu-
lation sustains the largest cod fishery in the world (Dahle, Johansen,
Westgaard, Aglen, & Glover, 2018). Fishes are beheaded, gutted and

hung outdoor for approximately 3 months at temperatures of around
0–2 °C before being moved to dry and ventilated warehouses for sto-
rage/maturation for 2–12 months prior to shipment. During the drying
process, the product loses roughly 75% of its water content, but prior to
final preparation for consumption, stockfish is usually rehydrated (and
the water replaced) between 2 and 15 days in cold water (2–4 °C)
(Luccia et al., 2005; Norwegian Seafood Council, 2018). Norway ex-
ported 5200 tonnes of stockfish to an estimated 77 million € in 2018,
mainly to Italy (stoccafisso in Italian), where it has been traditionally
consumed since the mid-15th century (Bertoja, Giaccone, Carraro,
Mininni, & Cardazzo, 2009; Luccia et al., 2005). Other important export
destinations are Nigeria, USA, Croatia, UK, Sweden, Canada and France
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(Norwegian Seafood Council, 2018).
Parasitic nematodes of the family Anisakidae (Nematoda:

Ascaridoidea) commonly occur in most commercially harvested, wild
marine fish from NE Atlantic waters, such as Atlantic cod (Gadus
morhua) (Gay et al., 2018; Levsen et al., 2018). Our understanding of
their life cycle ecology is limited, for instance due to the high anisakid
species diversity revealed by genetic studies the last decades. Generally,
species of the genera Anisakis and Pseudoterranova reproduce in the
digestive tract of marine mammals (i.e. cetaceans and seals, respec-
tively) and the fertilised eggs are released to the marine environment
with their faeces. Planktonic, semi-planktonic or benthic crustaceans
serve as first intermediate hosts, while larger planktonic crustaceans,
fish and squids act as transport hosts, transferring the larvae to their
respective definitive hosts (for reviews of anisakid diversity, occurrence
and life cycle in NE Atlantic waters, see reviews by Mattiucci, Cipriani,
Paoletti, Levsen, & Nascetti, 2017; Mattiucci & Nascetti, 2008).

Anisakids (mainly Anisakis spp.) are of public health and socio-
economic concern globally. The infective third stage larva (L3) of these
nematodes, which may be present in the muscle of fish and squids, is
the aetiological agent of an underestimated, emerging fish-borne zoo-
notic disease called anisakidosis (anisakiasis when caused only by
Anisakis spp.) (reviewed by Bao et al., 2019; Buchmann & Mehrdana,
2016; Guardone, Armani, et al., 2018; Mattiucci, Cipriani, Levsen,
Paoletti, & Nascetti, 2018). Humans may be infected and develop dis-
ease when eating raw or lightly cooked parasitized fishery products,
such as traditionally marinated anchovies in Spain (boquerones en vi-
nagre) and Italy (alici marinate), Japanese sushi and sashimi (currently
eaten worldwide) and South American ceviche. The anisakids cannot
mature in humans, but the L3 may try to penetrate the wall of the
gastrointestinal tract, thereby causing gastric, intestinal or ectopic an-
isakidosis (reviewed by Audicana & Kennedy, 2008; EFSA-BIOHAZ,
2010; Mattiucci et al., 2018). In addition, Anisakis simplex (s.s.) and
Anisakis pegreffii can cause clinical allergic responses, with symptoms
that can vary from mild to severe (i.e. acute and chronic urticaria,
angioedema, life-threatening anaphylaxis, etc.) (EFSA-BIOHAZ, 2010;
Mattiucci et al., 2013).

According to EU-regulations, seafood businesses must ensure that
fishery products have been subjected to visual examination in order to
prevent any obviously parasitized product to be put on the market. In
addition, if the product is intended to be consumed raw or only lightly
processed, it must be frozen in all parts of the product to at least a)
−20 °C for not less than 24 h; or b) −35 °C for not less than 15 h (EC,
2004a, 2004b, 2005; EU, 2011). Heating to ≥60 °C at the core of the
product for at least 1 min also ensures destruction of the larvae (re-
viewed by EFSA-BIOHAZ, 2010; Franssen et al., 2019). Thus, freezing
and heating are the most effective processes for inactivation of anisakid
larvae. Alternative treatments for the killing of anisakid larvae such as
marinating (Sánchez-Monsalvez et al., 2005; Šimat & Trumbić, 2019),
cold-smoking (≤60 °C), salting (Anastasio et al., 2016; Guardone,
Nucera, et al., 2018; Smaldone, Marrone, Palma, Sarnelli, & Anastasio,

2017), high hydrostatic pressure (Brutti et al., 2010), etc. have proven
to be either ineffective if the treatment period is short or to lower the
product quality and are, hence, not included in the regulations (re-
viewed by EFSA-BIOHAZ, 2010; Franssen et al., 2019). For instance, the
traditional method of salting anchovies in southern Italy inactivates A.
pegreffii larvae if the product is treated over a 15 days period (Anastasio
et al., 2016). To date, there is still a lack of documentation with regards
to drying as efficient treatment for the inactivation of anisakid larvae
without altering the basic product quality (reviewed by EFSA-BIOHAZ,
2010; Franssen et al., 2019).

The main goal of the present study was to determine the infection
levels and to assess the viability of anisakid nematodes that may be
present in outdoor naturally air-dried stockfish of NE Arctic cod. In
addition, the infection levels in the flesh of 50 fresh NE Arctic cod were
studied to establish anisakid infection reference. A subsample of larvae
from stockfish and fresh cod were identified to species level.

2. Materials and methods

2.1. Sampling of fresh cod to establish anisakid infection reference

In March 2017, NE Arctic cod were caught off Røst island in the
Lofoten archipelago, northern Norway, by Danish seine or longline
fishing. As reference samples, to assess the general anisakid infection
level in cod, 50 fish were taken from a freshly landed catch intended to
be processed for stockfish production. All fish were measured and
weighed (Table 1) prior to evisceration and filleting. Each fillet was
individually labelled and placed in plastic bags in the freezer at −20 °C
for> 24 h before inspection. Fillets were inspected for anisakids by
applying the UV-press method (Karl & Leinemann, 1993), which basi-
cally involves pressing of thawed fillets to 1–3 mm thin layers, followed
by visual inspection under a 366 nm UV-light source in a dark room.
Dead anisakids show bluish fluorescence within the fish flesh and may
be counted easily (Levsen & Lunestad, 2010; Pippy, 1970). The ap-
proximate larval infection site in the fillets (i.e. dorsal, ventral) was
reported (Table 1).

2.2. Samplings of stockfish

2.2.1. Fish subsample
The remaining fishes of the above-mentioned catch were processed

for stockfish production, hung outdoor for approximately 3 months at
around 1 °C before being moved to a dry and ventilated warehouse for
storage/maturation until the middle of November 2018 (approx. 20
months total production time). Sixty stockfish fillets from this batch
were rehydrated for 10 days by the producer before being shipped to
our laboratory for anisakid inspection.

In addition, 20 stockfish fillets were produced from NE Arctic cod
caught in the Værøy area (Lofoten archipelago) in March 2018. The
fishes were treated as above, i.e. 1) conventional outdoor drying until

Table 1
Fish biometric data and anisakid infection parameters in the fillets of fresh cod (n = 50) caught in Røst area (Lofoten, Norway) in March of 2017.

Fresh cod data (n = 50) Anisakid infection parameters in fillets*

TL (cm) TW (kg) WF (kg) Left Right Ventral Dorsal Total

Average (mean abundance) 94 7.1 4.2 6.6 6.5 13.1 0.0 13.2
SD 8 2.3 1.3 6.7 7.0 12.6 0.2 12.6
Min. 75 3.5 2.3 0 1 3 0 3
Max. 116 15.8 9.1 30 34 61 1 62
Prevalence 94% 100% 100% 4% 100%
Density 3.1
Total number 355.7 211.8 331 327 656 2 658

TL, TW and WM, total length (cm), total weight (kg) and weight of the fillets (kg); mean abundance, prevalence (%) and density (total number of anisakid larvae in
the fillets/kg of fillet) as described by Bush et al. (1997). * The anisakids were generically identified mainly as Anisakis spp. (> 90% of the total larvae) and the rest as
Pseudoterranova spp.
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the middle of June; 2) indoor maturing until the end of October (ap-
prox. 7.5 months total production time); 3) rehydrated for 10 days
before being shipped to our laboratory for inspection at the beginning
of November 2018. All fillets (n = 80) were measured and weighed
(Table 2).

Three inspection methods, i.e. candling, UV-press, and artificial
pepsin digestion were applied for the assessment of nematode detection
efficiency and larval viability.

2.2.2. Candling and UV-press
Candling, i.e. visual screening of fish fillets on a light table (Karl &

Leinemann, 1993; Levsen, Lunestad, & Berland, 2005) was used to vi-
sualize superficially situated anisakids appearing as shadows in the
flesh (EFSA-BIOHAZ, 2010). The UV-press method applied on stockfish
followed the procedure as described in 2.1.

2.2.3. Artificial pepsin digestion and anisakid viability assessment
A modification of the artificial pepsin digestion methodology was

used to recover all anisakids present, and to assess their viability (Codex
Alimentarius, 2004; Gómez-Morales et al., 2018; Llarena-Reino et al.,
2013).

Considering that 1) most of the anisakids present in cod fillets are
likely to be located in the belly flaps (as found when studying the fresh
cod), and also 2) to optimise the methodology in time, cost and effi-
ciency; a total of approximately 300 g of flesh always containing at least
the ventral part of the fillet (unless the belly flap was already removed
by the producer) was digested per fillet. The fish bones and skin were
removed from the fillets (if necessary). The flesh was smashed and re-
duced to smaller pieces by hand, in an attempt to facilitate the action of
the pepsin solution, whilst not harming any possible anisakid present,
and placed in a 5 l beaker containing a stirring rod and the solution (see
details below) that was preheated at 30–37 °C in a magnetic stirrer with
digital thermostat heating plate.

The digestion of the first 32 fillets was carried out following the
protocol by Llarena-Reino et al. (2013). Digestions lasted on average
3.30 h, but the digestion process was not optimal for dried cod (i.e.
undigested muscle residues were more than desirable for quick in-
spection of anisakids), and this slowed down further anisakid detection
and identification under stereomicroscope (see section 2.3). Small
modifications to the protocol were made in subsequent digestion at-
tempts of the next 25 fillets (i.e. by adding 20 ml instead of 15 ml of
liquid pepsin to a final 3 l solution), with slightly better results in terms
of muscle residues.

Further modifications of the pepsin digestion protocol were made to
optimise the conditions in terms of speed of digestion and minimization
of muscle residues. The optimized protocol was tested on the last 23
fillets as follows: the pepsin solution was prepared by adding 41.6 ml of
18% HCl (0.063 M) to 3 l temperate tap water in a 5 l beaker; 25 ml of
liquid pepsin (proteolytic activity 660 u Ph. Eur./ml) was added to a
0.6% final concentration; and finally temperate tap water was added up
to 4 l of final volume (stockfish weight (300 g)/volume (4 l) ratio for
digestion solution was 1:13). The flesh was digested for approximately
2–4 h (in average 3.07 h) until the fish muscles got reduced to the
minimum possible.

The digestion fluid was poured through a sieve, and the flesh re-
sidues and anisakids were carefully transferred by forceps and spoon on
to Petri dishes for further counting, identification and examination for
viability under stereomicroscope. A given anisakid larva is considered
viable when it is physically intact and motile, as demonstrated by
spontaneous movements upon repeated mechanical stimulation with
forceps or needles (Codex Alimentarius, 2004; EFSA-BIOHAZ, 2010).
The viability of anisakid larvae was therefore tested by visual assess-
ment of motility and integrity of cuticle and whether internal organs
were intact under a stereomicroscope.

2.3. Nematode identification

Anisakid larvae recovered from stockfish fillets were counted and
assigned to genus level by microscopy, using morphological characters
such as the shape and length of the oesophageal ventricle, position of
the excretory pore relative to the boring tooth, presence/absence of a
caudal mucron, and presence of any clear cuticle ornamentation
(Berland, 1961, 1989).

A subsample of n = 60 Anisakis spp. larvae from the flesh of fresh
cod, and n = 31 (29 Anisakis spp. and 2 Pseudoterranova spp.) from
rehydrated stockfish fillets were identified by direct sequence analysis
of the mtDNA cox2 gene (629 bp) following the procedure of Mattiucci
et al. (2014). PCR products were shipped to Bio-Fab Research (Rome,
Italy) for sequencing. The sequences obtained at the mtDNA cox2 of the
larval nematodes were compared with corresponding sequences for
Anisakis spp. and Pseudoterranova spp. deposited in GenBank (Mattiucci
et al., 2014; Timi et al., 2014).

In addition, 31 larvae were also identified using RT-PCR, employing
assays for the mtDNA cox2 sequences of both A. simplex (s.s.) and P.
decipiens (s.s.) following the procedure of Paoletti et al. (2018). A cross-
reactivity verification tests with the host tissue was conducted by
testing the fish genomic DNA (Paoletti et al., 2018).

2.4. Statistical analyses

Quantitative descriptors of anisakid infection, such as prevalence,
mean abundance, mean intensity and density were calculated for fresh
cod as defined in Bush, Lafferty, Lotz, and Shostak (1997) (Table 1).
The following descriptors were calculated for the rehydrated stockfish
products according to Guardone et al. (2019): prevalence or positivity
rate (number of stockfish with at least 1 anisakid larva/number of total
stockfish products sampled), average (mean number of larvae in the
stockfish sample) and density (total number of larvae in the stockfish
products/kg of stockfish). Spearman rank tests were run to analyse the
relationship between larval abundance in fillets (of fresh cod) and fish
length and weight, using Statistica 13.4.0.14.

3. Results

3.1. Nematode identification

The anisakids present in the flesh of fresh cod were generically
identified as Anisakis spp. (> 90% of the total larvae) or
Pseudoterranova spp. (< 10%).

Table 2
Rehydrated stockfish fillet measurements and infection parameters of A. simplex
(s.s.) and Pseudoterranova decipiens (s.s.) recovered by candling and artificial
pepsin digestion method (Note: just 300 g per fillet were digested).

Rehydrated stockfish fillets
(n = 80)

Infection parameters

L (cm) WF (kg) A. simplex
(s.s.)

P. decipiens
(s.s.)

Average 54 0.5 4.2 0.1
SD 4 0.1 4.8 0.3
Min. 46 0.3 0 0
Max. 64 0.9 35 2
Prevalence 81% 4%
Density* 14.1 0.2
Total number 42 338 4

L, length of the fillet (cm); WF, weight of the fillet after removal of fins, spines
and skin if present (kg); average, prevalence or positivity rate (%) and density
(total number of larvae in the stockfish products/kg of stockfish). * The density
was calculated considering that only 300 g of flesh (always including belly
flaps, if present) were sampled per fillet (n = 80), i.e. density = 338/
(80 × 0.3) = 14.1 A. simplex (s.s.)/kg of fillet.
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The majority of the anisakid larvae found in the stockfish fillets was
assigned to genus Anisakis (N = 338), while only four larvae belonged
to genus Pseudoterranova.

According to the anisakid mtDNA cox2 obtained, all 89 Anisakis sp.
larvae analysed (60 from fresh cod and 29 from dried fish) were
identified as A. simplex (s.s.). The mtDNA cox2 sequences obtained (563
bp; GenBank accession numbers MT347693 and MT347694) matched
99%–100% with the mtDNA cox2 sequences of A. simplex (s.s.) obtained
in previous works and deposited in GenBank (Mattiucci et al., 2014).

According to the cox2 gene sequences obtained, 2 Pseudoterranova
sp. larvae from dried fillets samples were molecularly identified as
Pseudoterranova decipiens (s.s.). The mtDNA cox2 sequences obtained
(519 bp; GenBank accession numbers MT347695 and MT347696)
matched 99% with the mtDNA cox2 sequences of P. decipiens (s.s.).
obtained in previous works and deposited in GenBank (Mattiucci et al.,
2014).

The RT-PCR primer/probe system procedure showed a consistent
fluorescent signal at 660 nm for the specimens tested (n = 29), cor-
responding to A. simplex (s. s.) (Fig. 1a), in accordance with the mtDNA
cox2 sequencing results. Similarly, a consistent fluorescent signal at
580 nm allowed to identify two specimens as P. decipiens (s.s.) (Fig. 1b);
the results were in accordance with the direct DNA sequencing at the
same gene locus.

3.2. Fresh cod

3.2.1. Infection level and location in fillets
A total of 658 anisakids were found in the flesh of 50 cod, almost

equally distributed between left and right fillets (Table 1). The pre-
valence of larvae in flesh was 100%, with mean abundance ± standard
deviation (SD) of 13.2 ± 12.6, and density of 3.1 larvae/kg of fillet
(mean abundance equals mean intensity at 100% prevalence). Virtually
all the larvae were located in the ventral part of the fillets (656 out of
658 larvae (99.7%)), especially in the belly flaps (484 out of 658 larvae
(73.6%)).

Spearman's rank correlation coefficients between larval abundance
and fish host biometrics (i.e. fish total length and total weight, and
weight of fillets) were positive but non-significant (r = 0.14, p = 0.32;
r = 0.12, p = 0.38; r = 0.12, p = 0.39, respectively).

3.3. Stockfish

3.3.1. Candling and UV-press
A total of 67 A. simplex (s.s.) and 1 P. decipiens (s.s.) were detected

and recovered from 20 rehydrated stockfish fillets by candling, and all
of them were dead. Some larvae were clearly visible in the belly flaps by
candling (Fig. 2). At subsequent artificial digestion, 62 A. simplex (s.s.)
and 3 P. decipiens (s.s.) were recovered from these fillets, corresponding

to 51% anisakid detection efficiency of candling. Thus, candling was
not able to detect all Anisakis spp. larvae that were present in the fillets.

The UV-press method was shown to be inefficient for larval detec-
tion in stockfish. Rehydrated stockfish fillets could not be pressed to an
evenly thin layer, most fillets became fragmented and thus, were not
suitable for subsequent screening under UV-light. Hence, no larvae
were detected by applying UV-press.

3.3.2. Artificial pepsin digestion
In the 80 rehydrated stockfish fillets, 338 A. simplex (s.s.) (271 by

digestion and 67 by candling) and 4 P. decipiens (s.s.) (3 by digestion
and 1 by candling) larvae were found (Table 2). The prevalence of A.
simplex (s.s.) in the fillets was 81%, with average ± SD (range) 4 ± 5
(0–35) and density 14.1 larvae per kg of fillet (Table 2). In addition,
95% and 77% A. simplex (s.s.) prevalence with average ± SD (range)
of 6 ± 8 (0–35) and 3 ± 3 (0–11) were found in the stockfish samples
from Værøy and Røst, respectively.

3.3.3. Viability assessment
No larvae showed motility after stimulation with forceps and nee-

dles. The cuticle of recovered larvae was damaged, showing severe
effects of dehydration (even considering that the stockfish fillets were
rehydrated), and the larval body contents appeared partially digested
(Fig. 3). Thus, all larvae (n = 342) were considered dead.

Fig. 1. Real Time-PCR probe system procedure showing a consistent fluorescent signal at 618–660 nm for 29 specimens of A. simplex (s.s.) (a) and at 498–580 nm for
the two specimens identified as P. decipiens (s.s.) (b). The green line represents the negative control. (For interpretation of the references to colour in this figure
legend, the reader is referred to the Web version of this article.)

Fig. 2. Four Anisakis simplex (s.s.) larvae in the belly flap of a rehydrated
stockfish fillet revealed by candling.
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4. Discussion

The infection levels of anisakids (most of them being A. simplex
(s.s.)) in the flesh of freshly caught migrating NE Arctic cod from the
spawning grounds off the Lofoten archipelago are presented here. The
prevalence was 100% with mean abundance± SD 13.2 ± 12.6. These
infection values were higher than those from stockfish where the pre-
valence of A. simplex (s.s.) was 77% with average of 3 larvae in the Røst
stockfish sample. The lower infection level found in stockfish may be
due to the removal of the ventral part of some fillets (i.e. belly flaps)
during stockfish production. Consequently, those larvae that were lo-
cated in these parts will not be present in the final product. In addition,
some larvae that were more damaged during the drying process may
have been dissolved during the artificial pepsin digestion and were no
longer detectable.

Anisakis simplex (s.l.) occurrence in cod from Norwegian waters is
relatively well known (Aspholm, 1995; Gay et al., 2018; Hemmingsen,
Halvorsen, & MacKenzie, 2000; Heuch et al., 2011; Platt, 1975; Smith &
Hemmingsen, 2003; Strømnes & Andersen, 1998). However, data with
regard to muscle infection are still insufficient, especially considering
the vast importance of cod as food resource.

Most studies on cod from the Barents Sea that reported A. simplex
(s.l.) infection levels in the flesh were based on plain visual inspection,
candling and/or slicing methodologies. However, these methods are
considered non-efficient for the detection and accurate quantification of
larvae in fish muscle (EFSA-BIOHAZ, 2010; Karl & Leinemann, 1993;
Levsen et al., 2005). Nevertheless, the prevalence of infection in cod
fillets has apparently been high for decades. Platt (1975) and Aspholm
(1995) reported prevalence of 96% and Smith and Hemmingsen (2003)
found 88.5% prevalence of anisakids (95% being grossly identified as
Anisakis sp.) using candling methods.

Recently, Gay et al. (2018) reported 90% prevalence and mean
abundance (mA) of 5 A. simplex (s.l.) in cod fillets screened for anisakids
by UV-press. In the present study, 100% prevalence was found for
migratory NE Arctic cod caught in the Lofoten area. Fish size (and
consequently fish age) is reported as one of the main drivers of overall
infection burden in several fish species, along with geographical area of
catch and season (Levsen et al., 2018). The almost threefold higher
anisakid mA found in the present study (i.e. 13 mA, Table 1) compared
to the results of Gay et al. (2018), could thus be explained considering

the different fishing ground and the body size of the present cod,
considerably bigger (see, Table 1 here and in Gay et al. (2018)).

Candling resulted not an appropriate methodology to detect all
Anisakis spp. larvae that may be present in stockfish, as is the case when
detecting the larvae present in the fillets of fresh pelagic fish (Levsen
et al., 2005). Larvae embedded in the fish muscle tissue may appear as a
darkish shadowlike spot, thus not easily detectable. Only larvae present
in smaller/thinner fillets may be spotted. However, any larvae located
more deeply in the flesh, e.g. in the dorsal and thicker part of the fillets,
can easily be overlooked. Thus, candling could be useful to detect and
subsequently remove manually only the superficially located larvae in
products of stockfish.

Artificial pepsin digestion and UV-press are considered practically
equally reliable methodologies for detection and quantification of A.
simplex (s.l.) larvae in fish flesh (Gómez-Morales et al., 2018). The UV-
press method, known to be very efficient to detect larvae in the flesh of
fresh fish (Gómez-Morales et al., 2018), was shown here to be most
inefficient (i.e. not useful) for larval detection in rehydrated stockfish
fillets. Furthermore, in order to assess larval viability of anisakids,
pepsin digestion is considered the most appropriate method. The di-
gestion procedure mimics the conditions that prevail in the stomach
and foregut of marine mammals, which, due to their role as definitive
hosts, facilitate anisakid survival. All anisakid larvae (i.e. A. simplex
(s.s.) and P. decipiens (s.s.)) obtained by pepsin digestion from rehy-
drated stockfish fillets resulted dead.

In the present study, a RT-PCR primers/probe system procedure was
tested for the first time to identify anisakid larvae in a processed fishery
product. The Anisakis larvae from dried cod fillets and analysed by the
probe system showed a consistent fluorescent output signal, which
permitted to define the species as A. simplex (s.s.). Similar results were
obtained for Pseudoterranova larvae from dried cod fillets, that were
identified as P. decipiens (s.s.). These identifications were in accordance
with the DNA sequencing results obtained from the same specimens.
When applied on fish tissue only, without presence of any parasite DNA,
no amplification took place. In recent years, a RT-PCR procedure has
been validated for several anisakid species (Cavallero et al., 2017). The
present species-specific RT-PCR probe systems was recently developed
and validated on several specimens of ascaridoid nematodes belonging
to the genera Anisakis and Pseudoterranova (e.g. A. simplex (s.s.) and
P.decipiens (s.s.)) (Paoletti et al., 2018). The main advantage of using

Fig. 3. Dead Anisakis simplex (s.s.) larvae examined
under stereomicroscope. A: dead larva still coiled in
the muscle. B: dead larva showing cuticle damage. C:
dead larva with broken cuticle. The reddish colour of
the anterior body part of the larva was observed in
many other larvae. Presumably, this phenomenon
might be originated by substances released by the
stressed larva when dying due to extreme dehydra-
tion. D: Several dead larvae showing cuticle damage.
(For interpretation of the references to colour in this
figure legend, the reader is referred to the Web ver-
sion of this article.)
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RT-PCR probes is rapid identification of several ascaridoid individuals
simultaneously. It may be used whenever a rapid and highly sensitive
(detection limit lower than 0.0006 ng/μl of DNA) tool for detection of
zoonotic species (e.g. A. simplex (s.s.) and P. decipiens (s.s.) in fishery
products is needed, e.g. by the fish processing industry.

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first study to assess the
viability of anisakids (A. simplex (s.s.), and P. decipiens (s.s.)) in a dried,
unsalted fishery product. All anisakids found in naturally air-dried
stockfish of NE Arctic cod were dead. Many treatments for inactivation
of A. simplex (s.l.) in fishery products have been assessed for their ef-
fectivity, such as salting (Anastasio et al., 2016; Guardone, Nucera,
et al., 2018; Smaldone et al., 2017), marinating (Sánchez-Monsalvez
et al., 2005; Šimat & Trumbić, 2019), cold-smoking, vegetable com-
pounds (Gómez-Mateos Pérez, Navarro Moll, Merino Espinosa, & Valero
López, 2017; López, Cascella, Benelli, Maggi, & Gómez-Rincón, 2018),
high hydrostatic pressure (Brutti et al., 2010) and irradiation (see re-
views by EFSA-BIOHAZ (2010); Franssen et al. (2019)). However,
heating at ≥ 60 °C at the core of the product for at least 1 min, and
freezing to≤ −20 °C in all parts of the product to at least 24 h, −35 °C
not less than 15 h or at−15 °C to at least 96 h for those fishery products
intended to be consumed as raw, marinated, or generally if the treat-
ment is insufficient to destroy the nematodes, remain the reference
processes guaranteeing the killing of parasitic nematodes (EC, 2004a;
EFSA-BIOHAZ, 2010; EU, 2011).

Smaldone et al. (2017) performed a preliminary study to evaluate
the inactivation of anisakids by salting in baccalà (salted cod fillets
prepared traditionally in Italy). Results suggest that anisakid larvae are
devitalised by the salting process in a 15-day period.

In the present study, results show that A. simplex (s.s.) is devitalised
by the drying process of stockfish in 7.5 months. All 274 larvae ob-
tained from fillets after digestion and examined for vitality according to
standard procedures (Codex Alimentarius, 2004; EFSA-BIOHAZ, 2010)
resulted dead. No larval movements were observed after stimulation
with forceps and needles. The larvae appeared clearly dehydrated, with
the cuticle broken and the body contents frequently partially digested.
It is important to highlight that all larvae recovered from stockfish in
the present study were non-motile and, particularly, that their bodies
were clearly damaged and, hence, considered non-viable, since mobile
larvae may not be infective to humans and, most importantly, immobile
larvae may be erroneously considered as non-viable (Sánchez-Alonso
et al., 2018, 2019). It seems likely that larvae would also be killed in
much less time, as water is fundamental for all living organisms. It
appears therefore not surprising that anisakid nematodes cannot sur-
vive the drastic reduction in water content achieved during the pro-
duction of stockfish (from 65%-95% to 10–15%) (Luccia et al., 2005).
Further research is recommended to determine if A. simplex (s.l.) would
also be killed at the minimum period in which stockfish may be ready
for consumption (approx. 5 months), and/or the minimum drying time
needed for the devitalization of all larvae that may be present in the
product. In addition, future research is needed to assess the viability of
anisakids in artificially dried stockfish recently produced in Lofoten.

Thus, results suggest that consumption of stockfish would pose no
risk for acquiring anisakidosis, i.e. live infection with A. simplex (s.s.)
and P. decipiens (s.s.). However, the existence of heat- and/or pepsin-
resistant A. simplex (s.l.) allergens might still pose a health risk to
sensitized consumers (reviewed by Bao et al. (2019)), and this risk
should be assessed.

In addition, results suggest that candling may be used to detect and
subsequently remove manually any visible anisakid from the fillets, as
required by EU regulations (EC, 2004a; 2004b, 2005). In relation to
this, trimming the belly flaps would reduce the anisakid burden in at
least 74% in the final product, as virtually all the larvae (99.7%) were
present in the ventral part of the fillets in fresh cod.

5. Conclusions

The current results suggest that all A. simplex (s.s.) and P. decipiens
(s.s.) that may be present in naturally air-dried stockfish are dead, and
therefore, there is a negligible risk of acquiring anisakidosis from
consumption of traditionally produced stockfish. The potential presence
of anisakid allergens in the product may still pose a health risk for
sensitized consumers and, thus, warrants further investigation. The
outdoor drying process devitalize anisakids in 7.5 months (normal
stockfish production time from sea to plate). Further research is needed
to assess if anisakid larvae would also be devitalised at the minimum
period in which stockfish may be ready for consumption (approx. 5
months). Results suggest that drying is an efficient alternative treat-
ment for the inactivation of anisakids present in fishery products.
Trimming the belly flaps of highly parasitized cod may reduce the
number of anisakid larvae in stockfish by 74%. Candling may be used
by producers to remove those anisakids that may be visible in the
stockfish fillet.

CRediT authorship contribution statement

Miguel Bao: Conceptualization, Methodology, Formal analysis,
Investigation, Resources, Writing - original draft, Writing - review &
editing, Visualization, Project administration. Paolo Cipriani:
Conceptualization, Investigation, Resources, Writing - review & editing,
Visualization. Lucilla Giulietti: Methodology, Resources, Writing -
review & editing. Irja Sunde Roiha: Conceptualization, Writing - re-
view & editing, Funding acquisition. Michela Paoletti: Methodology,
Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Marialetizia Palomba:
Methodology, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Arne Levsen:
Conceptualization, Writing - review & editing, Supervision, Project
administration, Funding acquisition.

Declaration of competing interest

None.

Acknowledgements

This study was funded by The Norwegian Seafood Research Fund,
Norway (FHF - project number 901332; https://www.fhf.no/).

References

Codex Alimentarius (2004). Standard for salted atlantic herring and salted sprat - CODEX
STAN 244-2004. Retrieved from http://www.fao.org/fao-who-codexalimentarius/
standards/list-of-standards/en/.

Anastasio, A., Smaldone, G., Cacace, D., Marrone, R., Lo Voi, A., Santoro, M., et al.
(2016). Inactivation of Anisakis pegreffii larvae in anchovies (Engraulis encrasicolus) by
salting and quality assessment of finished product. Food Control, 64, 115–119.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodcont.2015.12.026.

Aspholm, P. E. (1995). Anisakis simplex Rudolphi, 1809, infection in fillets of Barents Sea
cod Gadus morhua L. Fisheries Research, 23(3–4), 375–379. https://doi.org/10.1016/
0165-7836(94)00348-Z.

Audicana, M. T., & Kennedy, M. W. (2008). Anisakis simplex: From obscure infectious
worm to inducer of immune hypersensitivity. Clinical Microbiology Reviews, 21(2),
360–379. https://doi.org/10.1128/CMR.00012-07.

Bao, M., Pierce, G. J., Strachan, N. J. C., Pascual, S., González-Muñoz, M., & Levsen, A.
(2019). Human health, legislative and socioeconomic issues caused by the fish-borne
zoonotic parasite Anisakis: Challenges in risk assessment. Trends in Food Science &
Technology, 86, 298–310. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.TIFS.2019.02.013.

Bergstad, O. A., Jørgensen, T., & Dragesund, O. (1987). Life history and ecology of the
gadoid resources of the Barents Sea. Fisheries Research, 5(2–3), 119–161. https://doi.
org/10.1016/0165-7836(87)90037-3.

Berland, B. (1961). Nematodes from some Norwegian marine fishes. Sarsia, 2(1), 1–50.
https://doi.org/10.1080/00364827.1961.10410245.

Berland, B. (1989). Identification of fish larval nematodes from fish. In H. Möller (Ed.).
Nematode problems in north Atlantic fish. Report from a workshop in Kiel 3-4 April 1989
(pp. 16–22).

Bertoja, G., Giaccone, V., Carraro, L., Mininni, A. N., & Cardazzo, B. (2009). A rapid and
high-throughput real-time PCR assay for species identification: Application to
stockfish sold in Italy. European Food Research and Technology, 229(2), 191–195.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00217-009-1038-8.

M. Bao, et al. Food Control 116 (2020) 107322

6

https://www.fhf.no/
http://www.fao.org/fao-who-codexalimentarius/standards/list-of-standards/en/
http://www.fao.org/fao-who-codexalimentarius/standards/list-of-standards/en/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodcont.2015.12.026
https://doi.org/10.1016/0165-7836(94)00348-Z
https://doi.org/10.1016/0165-7836(94)00348-Z
https://doi.org/10.1128/CMR.00012-07
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.TIFS.2019.02.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/0165-7836(87)90037-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/0165-7836(87)90037-3
https://doi.org/10.1080/00364827.1961.10410245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0956-7135(20)30238-3/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0956-7135(20)30238-3/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0956-7135(20)30238-3/sref8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00217-009-1038-8


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(3), 331–333. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.FOODCONT.
2009.05.013.

Buchmann, K., & Mehrdana, F. (2016). Effects of anisakid nematodes Anisakis simplex
(s.l.), Pseudoterranova decipiens (s.l.) and Contracaecum osculatum (s.l.) on fish and
consumer health. Food and Waterborne Parasitology, 4, 13–22. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.fawpar.2016.07.003.

Bush, A. O., Lafferty, K. D., Lotz, J. M., & Shostak, A. W. (1997). Parasitology Meets
Ecology on Its Own Terms: Margolis et al. Revisited. The Journal of Parasitology,
83(4), 575. https://doi.org/10.2307/3284227.

Cavallero, S., Bruno, A., Arletti, E., Caffara, M., Fioravanti, M. L., Costa, A., et al. (2017).
Validation of a commercial kit aimed to the detection of pathogenic anisakid ne-
matodes in fish products. International Journal of Food Microbiology, 257, 75–79.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2017.06.011.

Dahle, G., Johansen, T., Westgaard, J.-I., Aglen, A., & Glover, K. A. (2018). Genetic
management of mixed-stock fisheries “real-time”: The case of the largest remaining
cod fishery operating in the Atlantic in 2007–2017. Fisheries Research, 205, 77–85.
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.FISHRES.2018.04.006.

EC (2004a). 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. Official
Journal of the European Union, 30(4), 2004(L 139/55), 151. Retrieved from http://
eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex:32004R0853.

EC (2004b). Regulation (EC) No 854/2004 of the European Parliament and of the Council
of 29 April 2004 laying down specific rules for the organisation of official controls on
products of animal origin intended for human consumption. Official Journal of the
European Union, 30(4), 2004(L 155/206), 115. Retrieved from http://eur-lex.europa.
eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex:32004R0854.

EC (2005). Commission Regulation (EC) No 2074/2005 of 5 December 2005 laying down
implementing measures for certain products under Regulation (EC) No 853/2004 of
the European Parliament and of the Council and for the organisation of official
controls under Regulatio. Official Journal of the European Union, 22(12), 33
2005(L338/27-59).

EFSA-BIOHAZ (2010). Scientific Opinion on risk assessment of parasites in fishery pro-
ducts. EFSA Journal, 8(4), 1543. https://doi.org/10.2903/j.efsa.2010.1543.

EU (2011). Commission Regulation (EU) No 1276/2011 of 8 December 2011 amending
Annex III to Regulation (EC) No 853/2004 of the European Parliament and of the
Council as regards the treatment to kill viable parasites in fishery products for human
consumption Text wit. Official Journal of the European Union, 9.12. 2011(L 327/39), 3.
Retrieved from http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/ALL/?uri=CELEX
%3A32011R1276.

Franssen, F., Gerard, C., Cozma-Petruţ, A., Vieira-Pinto, M., Jambrak, A. R., Rowan, N.,
et al. (2019). Inactivation of parasite transmission stages: Efficacy of treatments on
food of animal origin. Trends in Food Science & Technology, 83, 114–128. https://doi.
org/10.1016/J.TIFS.2018.11.009.

Gay, M., Bao, M., MacKenzie, K., Pascual, S., Buchmann, K., Bourgau, O., et al. (2018).
Infection levels and species diversity of ascaridoid nematodes in Atlantic cod, Gadus
morhua, are correlated with geographic area and fish size. Fisheries Research, 202,
90–102. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.FISHRES.2017.06.006.

Gómez-Mateos Pérez, M., Navarro Moll, C., Merino Espinosa, G., & Valero López, A.
(2017). Evaluation of different Mediterranean essential oils as prophylactic agents in
anisakidosis. Pharmaceutical Biology, 55(1), 456–461. https://doi.org/10.1080/
13880209.2016.1247880.

Gómez-Morales, M. A., Castro, C. M., Lalle, M., Fernández, R., Pezzotti, P., Abollo, E.,
et al. (2018). UV-press method versus artificial digestion method to detect Anisakidae
L3 in fish fillets: Comparative study and suitability for the industry. Fisheries Research,
202, 22–28. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.FISHRES.2016.12.011.

Guardone, L., Armani, A., Nucera, D., Costanzo, F., Mattiucci, S., & Bruschi, F. (2018).
Human anisakiasis in Italy: A retrospective epidemiological study over two decades.
Parasite (Paris, France), 25, 41. https://doi.org/10.1051/parasite/2018034.

Guardone, L., Nucera, D., Lodola, L. B., Tinacci, L., Acutis, P. L., Guidi, A., et al. (2018).
Anisakis spp. larvae in different kinds of ready to eat products made of anchovies
(Engraulis encrasicolus) sold in Italian supermarkets. International Journal of Food
Microbiology, 268, 10–18. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.IJFOODMICRO.2017.12.030.

Guardone, L., Nucera, D., Rosellini, N., Tinacci, L., Acutis, P. L., Guidi, A., et al. (2019).
Occurrence, distribution and viability of Anisakis spp. larvae in various kind of
marketed herring products in Italy. Food Control, 101, 126–133. https://doi.org/10.
1016/J.FOODCONT.2019.02.030.

Hemmingsen, W., Halvorsen, O., & MacKenzie, K. (2000). The occurrence of some me-
tazoan parasites of Atlantic cod, Gadus morhua L., in relation to age and sex of the
host in Balsfjord (70°N), North Norway. Polar Biology, 23(5), 368–372. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s003000050457.

Heuch, P., Jansen, P., Hansen, H., Sterud, E., MacKenzie, K., Haugen, P., et al. (2011).
Parasite faunas of farmed cod and adjacent wild cod populations in Norway: A
comparison. Aquaculture Environment Interactions, 2(1), 1–13. https://doi.org/10.
3354/aei00027.

Karl, H., & Leinemann, M. (1993). A fast and quantitative detection method for nema-
todes in fish fillets and fishery products. Archiv Für Lebensmittelhygiene, 44, 105–128.

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. Veterinary Parasitology, 171(3–4), 247–253. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
vetpar.2010.03.039.

Levsen, A., Lunestad, B. T., & Berland, B. (2005). Low detection efficiency of candling as a
commonly recommended inspection method for nematode larvae in the flesh of pe-
lagic fish. Journal of Food Protection, 68(4), 828–832.

Levsen, A., Svanevik, C. S., Cipriani, P., Mattiucci, S., Gay, M., Hastie, L. C., et al. (2018).
A survey of zoonotic nematodes of commercial key fish species from major European

fishing grounds—Introducing the FP7 PARASITE exposure assessment study. Fisheries
Research, 4–21. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.FISHRES.2017.09.009 202.

Llarena-Reino, M., Piñeiro, C., Antonio, J., Outeriño, L., Vello, C., González, Á. F., et al.
(2013). Optimization of the pepsin digestion method for anisakids inspection in the
fishing industry. Veterinary Parasitology, 191(3–4), 276–283. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.vetpar.2012.09.015.

López, V., Cascella, M., Benelli, G., Maggi, F., & Gómez-Rincón, C. (2018). Green drugs in
the fight against Anisakis simplex—larvicidal activity and acetylcholinesterase in-
hibition of Origanum compactum essential oil. Parasitology Research, 117(3), 861–867.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00436-018-5764-3.

Luccia, A. Di, Alviti, G., Lamacchia, C., Faccia, M., Gambacorta, G., Liuzzi, V., et al.
(2005). Effects of the hydration process on water-soluble proteins of preserved cod
products. Food Chemistry, 93(3), 385–393. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.FOODCHEM.
2004.09.034.

Mattiucci, S., Cipriani, P., Levsen, A., Paoletti, M., & Nascetti, G. (2018). Molecular
epidemiology of Anisakis and anisakiasis: An ecological and evolutionary road map.
Advances in Parasitology (pp. 93–263). . https://doi.org/10.1016/bs.apar.2017.12.
001.

Mattiucci, S., Cipriani, P., Paoletti, M., Levsen, A., & Nascetti, G. (2017). Reviewing
biodiversity and epidemiological aspects of anisakid nematodes from the North-east
Atlantic Ocean. Journal of Helminthology, 1–18. https://doi.org/10.1017/
S0022149X1700027X.

Mattiucci, S., Cipriani, P., Webb, S. C., Paoletti, M., Marcer, F., Bellisario, B., et al. (2014).
Genetic and morphological approaches distinguish the three sibling species of the
Anisakis simplex species complex, with a species designation as Anisakis berlandi n. sp.
for A. simplex sp. C (Nematoda: Anisakidae). The Journal of Parasitology, 100(2),
199–214. https://doi.org/10.1645/12-120.1.

Mattiucci, S., Fazii, P., De Rosa, A., Paoletti, M., Megna, A., Glielmo, A., et al. (2013).
Anisakiasis and gastroallergic reactions associated with Anisakis pegreffii infection.
Italy. Emerging Infectious Diseases, 19(3), 496–499. https://doi.org/10.3201/eid1903.
121017.

Mattiucci, S., & Nascetti, G. (2008). Chapter 2 advances and trends in the molecular
systematics of anisakid nematodes, with implications for their evolutionary ecology
and host-parasite co-evolutionary processes. Advances in Parasitology, 66, 47–148.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-308X(08)00202-9 08.

Norwegian Seafood Council (2018). Stockfish. Retrieved from https://cod.fromnorway.
com/norwegian-cod/stockfish/.

Paoletti, M., Mattiucci, S., Colantoni, A., Levsen, A., Gay, M., & Nascetti, G. (2018).
Species-specific real time-PCR primers/probe systems to identify fish parasites of the
genera Anisakis, Pseudoterranova and Hysterothylacium (Nematoda: Ascaridoidea).
Fisheries Research, 202, 38–48. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.FISHRES.2017.07.015.

Pippy, J. H. C. (1970). Use of ultraviolet light to find parasitic nematodes in situ. Journal
of the Fisheries Research Board of Canada, 27(5), 963–965. https://doi.org/10.1139/
f70-107.

Platt, N. E. (1975). Infestation of cod (Gadus morhua L.) with larvae of codworm
(Terranova decipiens Krabbe) and herringworm, Anisakis sp. (Nematoda Ascaridata),
in north Atlantic and Arctic waters. Journal of Applied Ecology, 12(2), 437. https://
doi.org/10.2307/2402166.

Sánchez-Alonso, I., Carballeda-Sangiao, N., González-Muñoz, M., Navas, A., Arcos, S. C.,
Mendizábal, A., et al. (2018). Pathogenic potential of Anisakis L3 after freezing in
domestic freezers. Food Control, 84, 61–69. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodcont.2017.
07.010.

Sánchez-Alonso, I., Navas, A., Arcos, S. C., González-Muñoz, M., Carballeda-Sangiao, N.,
& Careche, M. (2019). Respiratory analysis as a tool to detect physiological changes
in Anisakis larvae subjected to stress. Parasitology Research, 118(4), 1127–1135.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00436-019-06260-7.

Sánchez-Monsalvez, I., De Armas-Serra, C., Martínez, J., Dorado, M., Sánchez, A., &
Rodríguez-Caabeiro, F. (2005). A new procedure for marinating fresh anchovies and
ensuring the rapid destruction of Anisakis larvae. Journal of Food Protection, 68(5),
1066–1072. Retrieved from http://www.scopus.com/inward/record.url?eid=2-s2.0-
18444417154&partnerID=tZOtx3y1.

Šimat, V., & Trumbic, Z. (2019). Viability of Anisakis spp. larvae after direct exposure to
different processing media and non-thermal processing in anchovy fillets. Fishes, 4(1),
19. https://doi.org/10.3390/fishes4010019.

Smaldone, G., Marrone, R., Palma, G., Sarnelli, P., & Anastasio, A. (2017). Preliminary
study on the inactivation of anisakid larvae in baccalà prepared according to tradi-
tional methods. Italian Journal of Food Safety, 6(4), https://doi.org/10.4081/ijfs.
2017.6964.

Smith, J. W., & Hemmingsen, W. (2003). Atlantic cod Gadus morhua L.: Visceral organ
topography and the asymetrical distribution of larval ascaridoid nematodes in the
musculature. Ophelia, 57(3), 137–144. https://doi.org/10.1080/00785236.2003.
10409510.

Strømnes, E., & Andersen, K. (1998). Distribution of whaleworm (Anisakis simplex,
Nematoda, Ascaridoidea) L3 larvae in three species of marine fish; saithe (Pollachius
virens (L.)), cod (Gadus morhua L.) and redfish (Sebastes marinus (L.)) from Norwegian
waters. Parasitology Research, 84(4), 281–285. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s004360050396.

Sundby, S., & Nakken, O. (2008). Spatial shifts in spawning habitats of Arcto-Norwegian
cod related to multidecadal climate oscillations and climate change. ICES Journal of
Marine Science, 65(6), 953–962. https://doi.org/10.1093/icesjms/fsn085.

Timi, J. T., Paoletti, M., Cimmaruta, R., Lanfranchi, A. L., Alarcos, A. J., Garbin, L., et al.
(2014). Molecular identification, morphological characterization and new insights
into the ecology of larval Pseudoterranova cattani in fishes from the Argentine coast
with its differentiation from the Antarctic species, P. decipiens sp. E (Nematoda:
Anisakidae). Veterinary Parasitology, 199(1–2), 59–72. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
vetpar.2013.09.033.

M. Bao, et al. Food Control 116 (2020) 107322

7

https://doi.org/10.1016/J.FOODCONT.2009.05.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.FOODCONT.2009.05.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fawpar.2016.07.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fawpar.2016.07.003
https://doi.org/10.2307/3284227
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2017.06.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.FISHRES.2018.04.006
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex:32004R0853
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex:32004R0853
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex:32004R0854
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex:32004R0854
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0956-7135(20)30238-3/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0956-7135(20)30238-3/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0956-7135(20)30238-3/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0956-7135(20)30238-3/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0956-7135(20)30238-3/sref17
https://doi.org/10.2903/j.efsa.2010.1543
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/ALL/?uri=CELEX%3A32011R1276
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/ALL/?uri=CELEX%3A32011R1276
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.TIFS.2018.11.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.TIFS.2018.11.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.FISHRES.2017.06.006
https://doi.org/10.1080/13880209.2016.1247880
https://doi.org/10.1080/13880209.2016.1247880
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.FISHRES.2016.12.011
https://doi.org/10.1051/parasite/2018034
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.IJFOODMICRO.2017.12.030
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.FOODCONT.2019.02.030
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.FOODCONT.2019.02.030
https://doi.org/10.1007/s003000050457
https://doi.org/10.1007/s003000050457
https://doi.org/10.3354/aei00027
https://doi.org/10.3354/aei00027
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0956-7135(20)30238-3/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0956-7135(20)30238-3/sref29
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2010.03.039
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2010.03.039
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0956-7135(20)30238-3/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0956-7135(20)30238-3/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0956-7135(20)30238-3/sref31
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.FISHRES.2017.09.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2012.09.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2012.09.015
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00436-018-5764-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.FOODCHEM.2004.09.034
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.FOODCHEM.2004.09.034
https://doi.org/10.1016/bs.apar.2017.12.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/bs.apar.2017.12.001
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022149X1700027X
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022149X1700027X
https://doi.org/10.1645/12-120.1
https://doi.org/10.3201/eid1903.121017
https://doi.org/10.3201/eid1903.121017
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-308X(08)00202-9
https://cod.fromnorway.com/norwegian-cod/stockfish/
https://cod.fromnorway.com/norwegian-cod/stockfish/
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.FISHRES.2017.07.015
https://doi.org/10.1139/f70-107
https://doi.org/10.1139/f70-107
https://doi.org/10.2307/2402166
https://doi.org/10.2307/2402166
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodcont.2017.07.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodcont.2017.07.010
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00436-019-06260-7
http://www.scopus.com/inward/record.url?eid=2-s2.0-18444417154&partnerID=tZOtx3y1
http://www.scopus.com/inward/record.url?eid=2-s2.0-18444417154&partnerID=tZOtx3y1
https://doi.org/10.3390/fishes4010019
https://doi.org/10.4081/ijfs.2017.6964
https://doi.org/10.4081/ijfs.2017.6964
https://doi.org/10.1080/00785236.2003.10409510
https://doi.org/10.1080/00785236.2003.10409510
https://doi.org/10.1007/s004360050396
https://doi.org/10.1007/s004360050396
https://doi.org/10.1093/icesjms/fsn085
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2013.09.033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2013.09.033

	Air-dried stockfish of Northeast Arctic cod do not carry viable anisakid nematodes
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Sampling of fresh cod to establish anisakid infection reference
	Samplings of stockfish
	Fish subsample
	Candling and UV-press
	Artificial pepsin digestion and anisakid viability assessment

	Nematode identification
	Statistical analyses

	Results
	Nematode identification
	Fresh cod
	Infection level and location in fillets

	Stockfish
	Candling and UV-press
	Artificial pepsin digestion
	Viability assessment


	Discussion
	Conclusions
	CRediT authorship contribution statement
	Declaration of competing interest
	Acknowledgements
	References




