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4.Guangdong Provincial Engineering Technology Research Center of Marine Food, Guangdong Province Engineering
Laboratory for Marine Biological Products, Zhanjiang 524025, China)

Abstract: To improve the quality and food safety of live shellfish, solve the problems of low depuration efficiency,
difficulty in pollutants desorption and the loss during depuration. In this paper, the accumulation and metabolism of
pollutants, depuration methods, key factors of depuration effect of shellfish are discussed, combination and optimization of
depuration methods, cold sterilization technology are recommended to use during depuration. Research on the application
of probiotic in the depuration, development of green and efficient safe purification agents and new depuration equipment,
modern depuration plants design, timely formulate and update industry standards for shellfish depuration are presented as

suggestions in the paper to provide a reference for in-depth research on shellfish depuration.

Key words: bivalve; depuration technology; shellfish pollutants; accumulation and metabolism
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AP AZ BIPRR, A5 DAy — RS e A E ik
5 W B T A FETS e, INBUW TR . DIZEREER
A Em AR R B W55, I — AR N R A it
A ™ R AT, B S X AR Al
K. HAS Ik iRESE 2 EZE A S TH
T R AN TS D120 5 RS A R T R rh i e e
SLAYFRIED, AR D12y geth— EH il 295 FR Bk &
JEANEIPRFA By o PRI, S35 DL JSHEHE AT T i
AL RAF I N

HHT, BN T WFE D 284 b 7 B nT I 45
KGR IR PR R | AR i A=)
AR, 2P b i A a H R i 3 5 Ry R
Mo fBGEER, WSRAASIM . A H AT s
AHEAR AT, T2 7 IR 52 BN B A 75 G
DU A B 1 ¥ AL O, (B X) 32 3| 5 42 J& (heavy
metals, HMs) . F A P45 L9 ( persistent organic
pollutants, POPs) . DI 2553455 L iy A5 DR
RORAAE . A2E R B RE R D AR 5 Je iy
HEH, AH5 A0S A2 5% BE W o7 T e X A AR R A 1
B AR ARASEARHRSAR | Toig . A5G
A RIS YL, ORI AR ST A . Rk
Jrigbh, R EHERCRIE 5 Z R A OC, s Jefh

RRAEVRNAAAEIERS . DUZEFIRI2E 5 | 5215 Jefe i
PP T 250145

AR R LH A BT T3 AR DL &8 A0 04 A S
5%, TEF AR ED) | FEAr =AY | kg dRias 1y
WS TN, H 2 AT anfal $2 mnigfbsieo®s | 4adai5 e
RN TN e S U et = s BRE S A1 e NN O R N
Bz SRR e e R . STk, S
B RSE D] 25 = H 5 Yedy) R AN DR N TR 55
AeFUAER | FE IS D S84k s M HD R FSSCR: . 520 Dl
AR I SR RS A 7 T T2k, A3 Tis
DU AL BRAE [a) 8, e B DL &g b B AR R Sk & i i,
VIR DL S\ ST B MOlb N SRR S22
1 DTSR REE. HUFAERNE
1.1 DK IFFE DY)

VTS Y T FEA B A I SE AL 38 A A XL

Fe D12, WF5E A BN D AR P & AL n 15 YLy iH il L
HAb RSB L2 R UEFIR T ASE DL 5 i X
GyFREE, 3] 1 B T 52 D1 S i 22 A TS Je g Fp
PEPRTR . X EeT5 YLY DL AR LA S BTRARAET
AATE, DS i X ST A s et —2b
B RIA

1.2 NESEIER. BURERNE

154 E DI NERRRE e T g b i xE ) 12
B PRGNSR AN HA YRR, s g it
A DU PN H A RIS — 2l R E B
B IMOKAR RS T 5 G, R BRI E Y P L
ARVG YRR EATH A 52 50 Bl 1 V& 37 3 L 4o 2 2H
2 rpto USR5 e i & AR RE 1 3215 G ph 25 |
D& A AR PIRES | RS Y AR st R S 25
PRI 2R A2 ), 30 RSV DL XS i) & SR B 1KY S B0m
PEfUEY) . DIZSEEER . HMs, POPs!"'!, Ik4h, i T4l
YIRBIZE T, LA B 5 Ge Y i & BLRE 17
FHHB 2R, B2 RIHHENRFIIENGE I 283
B HMs B9 = 250 28 B . MARKICH 252 % iy D11
(Mytilusedulis) AN TRILH U HMs & &0 B3R, 4%
ZH 21 HMs & &0 8 TH A IR >2 M2 5> 01 5% UL> A 58 IR
>R . IR R AR R B D 2R e
A, B E fedser= vl o DUAR LS EEZE N 90% LA,
LI 25 335 B UL ( Patinopecten yessoensis) Fl i i
(Saxidomus purpuratus) 34T T R =404, KGR
FEERIEHIAE RSP, A, I5iE X IR IR EL
PR AE P ) A Y, ARTs G B B A
[F] 2o AE A, anhihbs (Saxidomus giganteus)
FFHFREFPE SR OZR 2. ATKEM,

V5 Q) 3E A TG DR N S EAe e S5 T R R 2EAE
AL, IR HA PR A S, — ek UL, FEARAT
Sy MR N AE AL SRS M AL . SHIMADA S5 &
B D12 BE R AR AR PR N A R T AR PR SRR
PYEE R S KSR SR A I =1, S A R
HEB ARG, T35 5 WA oA GG A A= e 4 E R
F(ROS), & B T EALN B N » (B FI542Y)
Zemy | DRz m2E R I R T HRES

® 1 DERFESYY) BORIR

Table 1 Main pollutants of shellfish and its sources
wH T ERYRE FEIGYY) E 3/ EZ DTN
KIGHEHR (Escherichia coli) . Y11 AT (Salmonella) . ZEHFEH (Listeria
g monocytogenes) . BRI MLTEIREE (Vibrio parahaemolyticus ) . 4 B HIER A AT K FRFH B K (7]
JAR L (Staphylococcus aureus)
s i Q7 55 (norwalk viruses, NOV) . FBUJIF 495 5 (hepatitis A virus, HAV) . e e
T AR 7 (rotavirus, RV) FILE RS (astrovirus) TSR, JRARK 7]
IR H1(Pb) . F(Hg) . (Cd) . 5(Cr) . B(As) . §(Cu) . 5(Zn) A
gt s - ; M2y . Tolkgkids, Bk, K
=0 AHHLW) OB ZROR . TR AR, R S [9]
BRI D1 2535 3K (paralytic shellfish toxins, PSTs) . JE 151 I 257 %
IIZ$8&E  (diarrhetic shellfish poisonings, DSPs) . #1£:M4: I 287 & (neurotoxic shellfish A 8 8 (8 | mEdESE) [7]

poisonings, NSPs) , 221 I 247 2 (amnesic shellfish poisonings, ASPs)
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TEFIAF RIS . A4EWG (Crassostrea gigas ) TEZE R
SR P REAE TR I E M TE SR EVAS L, A TER
HEEPE, W SRR AR U, AR ST T ANFL
J33 UL (Chlamys farreri) . AEEETRMAAT (Ruditapes phili-
ppinarum) . FIFTIEE (Solen strictus ) ANE]ZH4L PSTs By
RINEAC I N, KB PSTs A7-7EHH i 1 20 2 R sy
M. HMs BT H A EGRM & G811, Bk, HER
M AR N & R B T HE R ARSI, 2q3% DL
& RIS YL B A= A AR TR B 7K 8ok S,
{5 23 X HLAAR B 16 2R G xds B R 493, 5330 D14 P DNA.
REZE SIS, IR T4 — RV AE Bt 5
AEARTIE YT A B TAEEE(SOD . MDA | CAT,
GSH-Px) % J1 22 AL LAy /A fa B PR T sses= .
i, ST AN DL AR . AR . ASRIH RS e w&
A5 FALA QTR X T ReBGE B ik =N EA
ETE X
2 DR ERNRAYSRARER

SR T AR R ALTE DT 2 AR P S0 M AR A
HMs Fflifb2235 48, D128 fb B R E o o 1T
MG . BT, XTI 285 bR 24558 KK
T T PR/ B2 L0 X AT RN £ = 23 X P NS B 7 = 3 Y A7
2.1 REVGKEFRE

KB MK FR vk SR D 2 b il Tk,
RIRAIEAMUV) . B (0y) . A XA EGWETTA
XK S PR AL, A D25y A B ACIHTE 30, 1552
275 VIS B T I /K e te, 38 2 A
) ¥ 7 il A Ak B vk F A R A LB S Pt s el bR
ERHM R IR DI b i . SRR i, X DL
PR AR L R i s o 2R LI B S5 800 TR AT
WAL . ANDRITSOS 2529 SR 4 M4k
Z2GE(SDS) X EER K KB, H T DU (Mytilus ga-
lloprovincialis) B 32154k, G5 R B, ik 24 h J5 IR
DA PN O TR RS i 25 BRI, v 38 mT 5k 99%, 4K
TIZ X e I SR SCR I AN AR . KR ifoesk
B, ARG EE LIS DU Y 2 T s B B R AT
2O, POLO 4501 g kB, M7k i A b e B

*2

2 ppm i, BEINEE BE IF] ( Venerupis pullastra) FG Ul
R NOV l HAV BYT5 R o {HTREZK G B X 4
RO 2T, Wil e ) S B L 2558 T, HAk g
G A B DL XU R AR 3R . B4, B4R
HAYRENE: . 58 E AT SR SRR A KE DR Y
FHOREAYREE. AMOROSO 2522 fUifFsT 21, 24
IKH BLAHR IR 5 mg/L, 15k 48 h BEAS IR IG D144
N 89% JWBE. AN, SAAREMRZE, 52 FIE .
FhE MK R E I RE T, AT ES T K IERUR,
WA, MK H B AR B 1 T 0.5 mg/L X} D1 2= 2R 5
PEVEFIR,

SR ML e sl B — K T 7 AR AR RO, #E
AR A5 R, (Rl W oR FHZH A& 7 2O B s b AR,
N /M- AR - AL AP g v
TERE . ITAER, R S AL AN Bl Eh PR T W T 25 U TR
P FL K (pHS.0~6.5) W H T DL 28 B s fb i B AT
AL = AR, N2 Rl AR SR AR Pl i 7K
(SEAW) AL HF R J3 Ul (Patinopecten yessoensis) st
K, B EALAR IR TR RES, ik 8 min i VISR
FeK AR FH>1100 R % 28 MPN/g. Ltb4h, SR
iRt He K (pH3.15; ORP 1150 mV; ACC 10 mg/L )5+
A FE AL R MK AT (Venerupis philippinarum) F1%% G U1
(Mytilus edulis) , FAK PN TR T& B 25 FEAR ELARUIEAT
WRP Bk G, SR KRN K IR ik T e
—ERREE_ R DR PN A | e HACR S, (HX)
T 52 %) HMs., DI ZEFEZR | POPs 15 YL i1y DL f2 ) A
K, HRAIZ I A B a2 5y 1 il DL IS E SR L XU
BRAST PR, B, X 32 252 s 4e iy DL SR A
AT, ABMELA RSN FH T 32 R 15 YL AT
i,

22 YEEARCE

P IR SR — AN SR S e 2 TE AR, F)
JHWCBA | Gk p . DOVE | B A R, B2 DL A=
AR = A I B VR UL . HMs 25375 4e g Ak Hh 255
RV DISERO | WhtmcBY | B Zh R AERyAT
T X5 D 2 AR W B 57) . FIORATI 250 WF5

AT 755 X g K s TR Ak P A FALPES L ke 4K

Table 2 Comparison of main action mechanism and advantages and disadvantages of different seawater
sterilization treatment methods

ks ik Bl KRB (W e, EZ PR
Y2 R YIDN AR RS R IE 1Y ABTEREIL ., AT, AIRRSE MK M BE R IR K BACR, %0 [26]
AR THE TFEIMT A A6 i BRI
ALAMEY TR B AR , PR 2 4 ABRCRE A ABORE X DRI, WA A Be ek, SR [26]
TR L/IPNEN K

R4 WESR L IAMMISS S . IR, 5 RERE . TR femeth, RER RE ke, S i R DRIl [27]
RS A Rl R

RAH-SEAML RN, 7 S AR ASBRCR AL B S 2 BIK BRGNS AT [28]
SRR A e 2k KA

HfigEk ZE B AN MR 52 B PRAETRTEL, BARREE, OOk AR A B b e, BB KSR [24]

Y
RIRPEHA) LN ERYEI) ] AR AR RS A IR s BEIR S A v [29]
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KPR, ET A 2R BLGN K4 AT v RO B K H Y Cd
Cr. Cu &5 & ¥, HAGEm DN J1 . ERsaER0 SR 4
WEFE . WA . T A B WG A T A, A5 0
R AR B A AR P HMs S50 A i P >
Wire>Wh A1 o WA MR HEXT AL RO A B VTR
oM, QIU &5PY VAR T 8 FiR[FIRIARITE HER X} 52
F| PSTs 154G DLVEA TR, vtk 1 .d Fil 3 d Je
N5 DA N PSTs 3B BEAIR T 41% Fil 68%. 1A, 47
ST FE H A X B0 PR P B RSO sl 3
GDOURA 582 SR FH AR A7 A X iy i) (Ruditapes
decussatus) 1§14k 24 h, J& NG B & B B BRI Y
18000 [ 2 53 MPN/g, YT ] IRAT BRIt ok 22 de {ER RS )
{H. BT ECEZE - (MC) BAA R 4504 W B Fn i ik
P, AR PG D S84 b, LT 450RY
KB MC 1N HTT LA 3B 1 RIS AT 75 3
YA, IR D TTED TR T A BE RIS I e s >
BERIR, HUBW Rk B R, HAh, K5+
WFE . FEE . BYREL | tesrh S8 HA BRI R
BE T, H X LB [E 25 R Wy Lt A BE ] B A5 Y Ik B A4
RS

WAk, BV AR HOR, 1 SEFKEAR | f8
HHOR | B BE CO, 45, TE/K7 hbfitil 5 OrEEn 1T.rh
PSR IAEHR 22, EREE R IO A Y . s e ey
Az n, BB R ERAT 2K i A 1 XU, (BN
FHERRRGE D S 25 AL B R WARIE RS, By
SR, PR B R S A i R TGRSO
A AHFERTH, 55 W B IR TG G, MELA BRI
P4, K, AL S B e s 5 e R e+
ARAAGE G R H TG A DL S 7Rl h 2 AR NI TR
AR a1
23 EHE

T2 b B AEE AR K i oin A 2536050, 1k
DI m e B S sledtbiis e, Al — &
G SNE, LA DU P 5 Ge gy i HE H s B, 2 fl
HMs U B W1 Tk w L fbissna o —
14V Z. 7% (ethylene diamine tetraacetic acid, EDTA) .

Y3 C. PR AT AEY . &R A (MTs) 4%
(#£3).

FANG 451 5286 32 W, 72 SRBERORL (CMs) % 4
W5 ( Crassostrea virginica) ¥ Ak i 2 H0 61 495 R B 2=
BRSO 35, Ak 48 h )5 FLAAR P A 405 PR IR B R 2
2.0 log CFU/g. Z&iHh, XIE 25945 fF5T38 Y, 5eBps
Xt E g bt B b PSTs BAT AT ERAR . WF
SER I FRE PR IN EDTA SNSRI AT Lk B 7K
BT, H AT BEf# DA PN HMs, BUDIAWAN 4514 2R
B UK /KRR R G 5 b R TP i EDTA FHES
G5 ET MG 0 (Perna viridis) , X3 Perna viridis 8
4 Hg, Pb & B W RRAG. H i T D12 RigiaE
2%, X A R R, S ECHAEARNE UK,
B AT AR oA S SRR R s < Bk
H AR AL, 222 MUK R 4105 (Alectryonella plicatula
Gmelin) Z£FETEMR E S 200 mg/L 442 C Mg/K
Hik 31 d, RE4EAZR C vIi5S HMs HEH, HAR DY
Cu, Pb, Cd FYHEARIIHI 32.3% . 64.8% F1 31.4%.

VTAFSR, SR (0, 224 | i R Ak 27 I 5550 1Y) 0
e Hilg . RIS aS . SmmE A28
tE SR = W S T e S e =y s S NS (30 = -
BT, X Zn, Cd. Ca 5 H bR &S 1A 55 55 1 255 i
J1. ZHANG 25052 SZ ) MTs 7K (pH-Fe?*) X
G DLk, Bk 15 d J5, Cd HEBEM 46.1 ng/g K%
% 23.3 png/g. MHM, 7E DK MERER HMs T 25
WA R 2 BA W TR, an: FrEE0R . BEFAR |
TR . ZSERARFNE T S H AU IR S5 I R R FE 11k
A JE Ty THIRCF e HHRS S, AR FIE AR RLE D2
B IR ALRT BOA R WAHGE™ . Sk E, SRk
HALXLSE VLSS AT HE— @ R RIS AR DL 2SR Py 1y
HMs. W#E3R M EURTEWMAEY), (8255 r= 25k
B, FEIM ARG B [RIR 25 X e DS AE 3 R i K
ARG G2 PRI, SRS TSR (0 | 224 SRl
AR A RIE SR AN 5T
24 HE£YFFNE

AWy AR A AR U E YRR S, W

3 RFEME AR X DL 4 R IR ACR:

Table 3 The removal effect of different purifiers on heavy metals in bivalves

ATl EIIROE EER LA E] (d) HAERCR (%) E =PI
Y% C bliwakan /] Cu 21 512 [37]
EDTA-Na, LR DL cd 0.5 20 [38]
ZnSO, HiFLES D cd 0.5 20 [38]
FrGmRAN FiFLES D cd 0.5 20 [38]
Wi 2 Bk FE R T Hg 1 96.51 [39]
LR blinakan /] Cr 21 41.27 [36]
JR WP BT R b blinakan /] cd 6 43.8 [40]
FEELAHES HiFLER U1 cd 3 46 [41]
FEINHEE LA DL cd 3 418 [41]
MTs WG L cd 15 50.5 [42]
Tl tE R R cd 6 38 [43]
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A R B, SOl B EER EAA AT RS Y HE
H BB MR 25 22 15 G 19 DL IS, DL ) DL AR
3, IRBNE AR RIS G H . RIFHIRERT )
AL AEE D SR A YR b ik i e g & ¥ . SHEN
SRR PN A AR PRI (GSE) 1284 M BE T
#F K (ASW) X KAE 405 ( Crassostrea gigas) 3E4T

BAb, ZRIY ASW ' GSE MEEEAE 1.0% 5% 1.5% B,

R PESREE S BIREAK 3.01 1 4.18 log MPN/g., 2
el X B B A5000 DL 265 4 4L W55 ( Crassostrea angu-
lata) NWFFEXT S, FEEALIT BRI IN A KSR ZR, ik
12 F1 24 hs, HAKR N K W BE & = B e
2307 MPN/100 g 435l K% 2 240 F1 189 MPN/100 g,
BFN AR, RONG 45059 SR PR 2 I T4 15
ik, RIEAL 36 h J5 HAA P @I P IR B & B R
KT 2.35~2.76 log CFU/g. T DIy E.
A HEPEE, 708 IR G AL R v B MRS B PR AN 4
BE LR EE L NBREE A BEE A A RERRAIR DL 2R AR A
SRR E FEAS MR, BRSNS S DR N TS
PP HE H A AR R R R R i R A0S
(Gracilaria lemaneiformis) ARG 25 4105, & P

1k 14 d JF VAP Cu. Cd. Pb &H4T5%4 1.93., 0.58.

0.33 mg/kg, PRT RN BRIE

ITAESRE, #5442 BRI SR AE K P2 IR0 T R gE B AR
Z, Wn: M ZEAAT IR . PERETE . FLIR TR AR, EREid ik
KT, BRTEE . Hagttn | o4, WhandsEl™ L8, 78
B 3R FE AR AR FR I A A 2SR A B, HERRERK
1 NH;. NaNO, & &, [F] s a] f g 41 s 44 py 2 1
HMs HEH o 254 Bl 7eE i DL g o Hoa B2 A
FEMAER RN AT St SVASk UL, SR A2
A REREE W5 N 3 SN VA e 5 I = & S P4 B o IR ERA EY
ANEE R IG5 Y, WE A HE T k.
3 NN FENEE R BEF

DA it R Hh S PR R SR UE BRI
VG HE S PO RR, BT R BH A B I S AR AR A
AEHETH DI AR, Semn DL 2S5t T.255%
1S3 B2 FEIS Y FhIE | fbista] | il
T, DIUKEL . b RGEBETT . ARSI EhE . IR

. pH %5, ENSMETRGE D25 25 IR 2R
Sz, F o WEE D Sk T2 4854k 4 s,
3.1 SRMER

MG PETS YIRSz, AL PER AN, 78 D15
TR AR oA 22 5, SRt r=A42 1 B
SN, REMTFRFR, XWSE N 2e— H 22| HEAE | D
513 . POPs 15 YL AR MEAE S0 Ay ] Y oL v A HERR
B, BErEsE N s Bk B i L2815 e b,
G ME T Bt BEAR R R vb . BURTHERUAEY) . R
BRAGA 2507 WF 58 % B, SR 52 A MG R K B i /K 1
ALY Py i 87 2 AN PSTs AUEENE DL, ik 10 d I
BRI R 23.4% Fll 57.8% ARG KAEFPY R
TR SR AN A B Ty T A e 2P 44 fE 48 h, 15
B 9% SBOR R TRTRE & = 2 R R R, {H HMs
POPs SFF5HRIEAR TR . LA, MEBRACRIA 515y
YIZERIH AR, BT N SI RN D144 P HMs B
S B H B i 3k 9 i S Pb>Co>Cd>Cr>Cu>Mn>
Ni>Zn>FeP*l, K, V28 b TR P25 b H AR 4
Wy, RS E b ik
32 NMEESRZSHEE

ASTE] D e X5 Ye 1y 1) &5 BRUBUR A A E I W 22
5, 15 YL 1) RE 75 B S I I8 AR PRI 32 975 e BEAH OG o
LOVE 4§09 SR Il /KAE I RG24 175 ( Cras-
sostrea virginica) FIW | (Mercinaria mercinaria), %
A R P Z [R5 G RS A AR B W 22 51,
1k 5 d J&, SEGTIG AR P95 Ge id AL 3R e BRI
“k1: MS2(phages ) >R B> 15 BR B> K TG R
TEEESHAV, (E SR I 20 A . R 1 B >3 7 BRk B
>HAV>MS2(phages) > HE KT R IR BE . FHUWFFNIG
DS ReAE SR B Ta] N R DI 288 38, AR & 7
TRTA 007 D) S 0 H SR B 4R A, TAKATA 45090 %
B, L WE e FR XK g il 48 h, HAKRPY PSTs [
KT 68%. PBEEIESEC T Fs H, AiFLES DIXT PSTs
SPGB AU 2 A AR S . b, DIZEIR AR
BB L TR v S G e X DI 2S5 YL i e AR
52 . WANG 25002 X vp ] I8 P 75 i X SE AR o
WEAFAAR PN HMs & 525007, K BLAE R =G A2 2N

K4 MR N LR RAESE T A

Table 4 The best depuration process conditions for some bivalves
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