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Fig. 1 Crystalline structures of chitin
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Fig. 2 Process for chemical extraction of chitin from shrimp and crob shells
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Tab.1 Advantages and disadvantages of five chitn green extraction methods
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[ERRILLNS ANFTHRR: s AR AR BRI AR 22 (1922]
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CBRALTRRE | ST (0 i Pk B T /N fif SR R R4
FE AR FH 00 M6 B 11 A 2R v S B A R A T DA
JUR R SR, i R R R I TR 5 ) TR Y
TR, MIMHEIN T 8 5 s i B B3 AT IR 4R
R IR S AR R IR B T, R O AR R AN
SRR R 5, I 5B 2O Y TR I 2R A Y
H ¥R B S Aok U, BiE EAT R4 RO B
INBE AT, (AMELL S 2 T L bR R, R 51k
BALFE R . eAb, RN S AR R, RN B[]
A, BRI T2 KR BT,

BT YRR T IR s Vs R S PR T % ) R
PERFEAR, AR RMZR, REE 1. &
T (ILs)J2 58 4= HH B T (— A A HLIH 25 1 R e bl
BIT S A 2B 2 VAR, 7 5 R B I A R Y 2%
T2 T AR MIIHE FMERZ, BT
AR B AR R AR R iz, Tl g | AR
R I Y BT R B VA o 1 A k-3 - FE L i s
RAEY) (AMIMBr) AR E EE 4.8% (wh)g
FEE, IFTER VR I RBE Y, AMIMBr & AJ
FF il 4 o2 R GRS R B2, IR ILJE 1 57 (DESs)
ZHE A7 1A (HBA) Fl A B {1 (HBD) # — 5 L 151 38 aof
Gy FIRVESEZS AL, FRAG S B T A R
P HBD 5# W i, MR H 528 85 Y0 B% 4
¥4, HBA WIRE(E H 52 22 -2 (A 4R 24, DA ¢ i
JE A, IkAh, DESs i BEA Sk EBRH 72 Z Ak
il DX, TR 8 e 4 B A R R A K S 4R (ChNCs) 40T,
FAREILIE R R (NADESs) i KARL A H il R
W BN, #8555 NADES(Z b 0 5% F 3 5 12 75
S8OCTFLAL = 1 /R HLIRA)LAE R 1 30 B A i
FIIEEE 2R Ik F] 99.8%F1 92.3%!411, Wang 25
X NADESs #F472iti, 51 A N-Z,h-D-28 561 45 4 5L
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subtilis)F P [ BEFT T (A cetobacter pasteurianus)F:Jk
T i BOHR 52 3 v B 52 38 B 80O L], 30 v i
(800 W)L H 2R IR JFURL 254, B IF i i £
AT, DT AR A R 2 A e, IR R
WK BAE R M A 1, fe &4 w20 i L bR %,
FAFE) T F RSB OB R ERR, Hf
g8 a0 R 9 Ak L IF AN fig i 5 e
A ERCRE, HEN AT RES BT 64 52 IERE G 19 i s
YiRh . BHIARTRAL . R K/INGE) L R R R R R
P B ] 55 22 A R 3 O, By 52 e 5 4F T BL
WA THE— 25

Zr ERTIR, R 5 A Y m R A o R
Z= . AR BN A5 R SR e A R SRR A T AR Yl
F s B IR FNR I 75 390 1k o T H e R iR
M WF T R, A5 AE TR R BT B, Hik K15 3H
ROv T e R G5 Bl . A 55 ) B
By s FOR—Fh i B R BT B, Joid st o s
Y& & R Y ORI, ZMAE A KB
7 A Z2 R AT HURR B A A, 7T SE B 7 B 5 W)
(9 AT RN A Ak B o N R e P Ak R SR
1977 3 B R A ) K ek, BRI A H e R skt
PO LW AT M Z—

1.2 AL B ®
1.2.1  BFRIR

T K TR AR T AL 22 i R S R OR L I
SRR A K B T — 2 R R A L. Taokaew 45
TER AR NE B (C. opilio)F HEHUH 72 KB &
S5 T AL SR TR AR R A X B0 2%
R EE 5 o F AR, A= 3 i 48 W 52 3R I i
TR EER Ry, AELZE & A AR . HA A SR AR 3] 145
i BE IR A58 51-92), SR1MT, Pacheco 55| HFLIR &
J¥ (LAFs)fifi LA Vi B2 2 5 b #1L AR (Litopenaeus van-
nameii)7t, PTG H 70 2 H R BE 10 4y i F 4k
fn T B3 G4 i AR S5 18, FRATIAh 5 HEL
DB R R 55 22 Rl i R A OGOk
HZE R B R K,

M HEFT AR ZE Rk R, 245 I R BB A=)
FEA TGV [R) s 52 90 Ak 2 32 B fig 2k 31 0 I ) o AT
HHEEE . X-PTEm ST (XRD)E B, 85 i ey
A e T4 o 4 B Y P 58 3R R o s s I 1 s A
miR T, AR ARMERR 0%, Arbia 55 F FH 5 1 FLAT
W (Lactobacillus helveticus)RbFRURFE, 752 1 i 25 1

FAUHR 78%54, Cahyaningtyas 55 5% FHBEAR ZF FRAT 1A
(Bacillus cereus HMRSC30), 7ELAL S FEEBL T
97.42%+0.28%0 = DP, {H DM X} 53.76%+0.21%,
E— A 0.4 mol/L (YEEIREL £ PR AL FEED AT 15 3]
90+0.1%°) . Aranday-Garcia 55 % H f FL #T
(Lactobacillus brevis) Fl 5 {tl 3 & & (Rhizopus oli-
gosporus) K TENR IR 74, 45 ] F AR e B R Ak B 5
R AW A ) A I S B R W R o3, Bl S R 53 5% RE AY
H 1.01%0500 ASE 56 2 I T B R ERJEC 0 L YK
NV . FLYRIE X U iz 18 N 25 00 LA S i il 2 b 2 45
Z R R IR P ik T 2R FLAT R Lacrobacillus
rhamnosus LAO1 FIf# V€M ZE AT Bacillus amylo-
liquefaciens BAO1, HIT MERFEHH2ILH AR, [FIAT
SEELT RN B AR SR (DM: 97.5% 5 DP:
96.8%)537), J& H A e 1B AR HGUAE W & 9 BT 15 3]
1) B e 2 o 25 R R

AR W e ek B R e 3R R I e L3R 2.
1.2.2 H K BEER

TR 2 G AR W e B Y 2B N AR, R
1 i R R AL A5 At 5T 2E AT TR (B. subtilis) \ J/INZFEAEL
FFEE(B. pumilus) . fRUER ZE KT (B. amyloliquefa-
ciens), WA ZEHIFFEE(B. licheniformis) . WEFEZEFFT
B (B. cereus). LR M (P, aeruginosa) . KiFiv»
K (S. marcescens) . & A il B (Pseudomonas
adaceae)¥s, & W7 IR A EIEAH M ZLFT A (L. planta-
rum) . RZEWEFLFF R (L. rhamnosus) . 8% BEFRFT 7 (G
oxydans)% o RN BERE . By =0ak & e 25 R0
P BOR A A 2 Bt L BRAOCR, 78 2R 1T 52 56 B 7 AR 4
TS AP BRI o PR SR SN TR (P, aeruginosa)
AbBEAR e, (H BT Ak S Y 2 R R T SR A AN — 3K,
1320 A BELE A AR 5 4300 2R FH A 3 A S0 B 7T (P
aeruginosa A2)FJE/NLEHIFT (B, pumilus AR
[ FplR5e, Frigm s i 2B WAFGEILER 2).
Dayakar S5AF5 17 HR5E I T 05 2 2 75 2 2 b 31 ) xR
FERPEBRCR W, kAR P HEAER
5 2285681, Sedaghat SEMFFY T = FP IR (P. aeruginosa, S.
marcescens, B. pumilus)it YR (P, merguiensis)5c J& 1Y
AR EBRAOCR, 45 R WoRASF AN Y DP A DM Z [H]
R G222 7(P <0.05), HH P aeruginosa BI5L
Reflf, DP FIE DM 7354 74.76%71 78.46%L%),

PRI AR B T st M se S B AR, W
UL Ab BT AL G SR A R . AR R L BRI T
FRAF o SRR —Fh i A48 7 ik, BRAER
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i, BALAFHA R 4, (AR 7 RNl H 51
BUFEIRIR 3% o A AN 2 B & —1k, (B B RE
BUPEDO) BE PR TR & vl LA B 3 S %o T Ak i A7 e
i, HER, BRI, (FAE 27 A7 28 AN
M, TolkfbA =z R . R = RS TRk _ExF
He R e, ARTP)E—FMEXBERS, HAm
BOBAR | etk PGSR, © T 100 42
P RS AE Y A8 B AU, Xin 4% | ARTP
X IR E rh R O 7= B B R AR E. profundum i
75748 Ab 3, O 3% AR 1 K BB ) SR I B bR MS
10017 3 H T R BEARFE . 45 R R, MS 10017 98 H
it 7% 1 LB AR RV R AR S T 36.39%, DP K H 5 & [l
W LR 3. ILAh, FAHHF R (SEM) . it
AR LT HMETE(FTIR) AT XRD 23 B 45 51 s & B ik
Ej A2k BT AS B FE M AR L, 15 B 1) 98 A8 T K
BA RIrmstferae e, BA Tl A e 02,
R R AR IR R IR = R AR X 2 A
Fift s FH R bR AT 9 AR B F, ARAS — Bk ™ B 11 il o A
UD-7, LBF A B AR = R A RN R A T
222%73, B AN AL B ZEAIFT 1R (B, subtilis) AT
PIAESEAM-TRIR — SR A AR Ab 1, Je 2445 3 T bk
DES-59 7£ 60 h & B 5 MG 5 %] 7 307 U/mL, AHLLH
KRR T 59.68%74,

%3 E Profundum REZELTR MS 10017 L EEFRSBEE
Z0WERREAER

Tab. 3 Chith recovety and deproteinizatim form fementation
of E. profundum and mutont MS 10017

Jit i eei A HI 7 R /% DP/%
E. Profundum 60.75+1.22 79.58+1.67
MS 10017 70.18+2.68 91.48+2.60

1.2.3  H LR BESREE

R T R % (18] AN [) 0T 8 I3 SR AR A o 22 Y 5 Tl
TR W e P R B R 70 28R FH I 2 8 R I R W Ry PR TR
KM Z T8 W, 20 Kk e nl ik — DR 40 R i 2Lk
Pt ke e . 2 A RS, AN A A R (R
PR) AR | A ) S A1 G L 2 Apal ge e, H
AR (B 7 2 TR 8 R E A D Can = T T 5 3 ) R
pH PRIFE R A5 S 7 2 I TR A9 e, T S )
AR T o FR A ), A AT R A R Y A g
£ . Zhang 55 R Fl— 2 8 22 & Wik AR 7 h 2 B 52
=, SR A ZE RT3 (B, subtilis) 58 W & H o
T, 3 d Jo IR ZLFF# (L. plantarum), 4k%E

BigR 3 d SEMUET AR, DP Al DM R A F
94.1%H1 96.3%. L. plantarum 753 R B 5 d BN
F W, HEARREIREEXS B, subrilis U BRGY
Wil o Z5 A X T ai R R, KRS e R S R
7o R EA LAY S5 F10% Liu 255 I b A 2F 4T 781 (B.
licheniformis) F 4] % WETR AT 18 (G oxydans) % T £ B
HSEZR, JEXT e B pR A e A3 R B AR PR R
TR FF S 00 ) 4 e PR ) 17 7 2 I TR AR B AR I,
BUE FI BT BRACRA i 5 TR BRI =R ng, 235
S PR [ B4R | JeiERh B. licheniformis 21886(B.
21886)HISCHERM G oxydans 2003(G. 2003), & E4h

WK 4. HR G 2003 KB A A HLIRALRR . 75
IR S FAUAT HLIR)I IR T 1 2L 2L & B, SEM IR
HELIL RN R R B BN HZ A, BRRE
TR L5100 ARSI 2 Y Lin S5 R WAL KBk,
FIH  L.rhamnoides LAO1 Fl B. amyloliquefaciens
BAOT MARFEF I SER, 58] T 97.5%MBiA" %
F196.8% LR 1%, b LATEHIE By (LA ik 4 2%
B AR BT A5 1Y 5 bR R ER v, HAS BN P 5e Kol i
FTIR, XRD %5FBiE, S5k e R a5
e, BA AR R HIE T

= 4 BT B. 21886 F G. 2003 IR SHW? 3R 15 & B2 5%
BRI
Tab. 4

The results of fermented residves obtained
treated SHW by B. 21886 and G. 2003
REERNE D AERETRKE DP/% DM/%
B+G 5% 585+42 556+0.5
B—G 60 h J5 5% 87+0.2  93.5+0.1
G—B 5% 71+ 1.3 51.7+0.1

ASHW: Shrimp head waste®B + G: [A|if4%F; B — G: 1SRk

B. 21886, Fiffl G. 2003; G — B: H4E#M G. 2003, FikF B.
21886

124 HREWMEHEER
1.2.4.1 FHEKREKHEE

Wy TR, MEYAE KRBT 2B 2 H R
IR, 4G AR R SRR E SRR . M E . pH
B, WEFRIRRE . B IRm] | RV LA . HA R R A
e, Sy AR 58, X BAGTHE E FR IR
ARBE I o 843 R T B4 R PR 8 5 S e T A 2 1
JR BB K T T R RS, TR R A R P T R
it /I AR A5 S K A 0 Rt P 1 A TR RR S R R 0.
L1 P 3 e ) 7 LR % M Aok A AR FH A 2 0 A FLTR,
PR M AF 52 R 22 1) % TR 2R 8 o 4 1 Sk 50 9 TR
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AR i WA 2020, o 200 A A A o o ol A A A

A ZR ) pH IR, ARSI A K,

e AT o a2 7 1 e S SO T M 1 W N D
LB A AR AR D S% (), M i 5%
JE X T B BOR B $ B ROR AN T, AN
ot RS ERE SO TR B A, 7R g
25 T SO AR TR AR R R RURH A AR B 04 TR, 3
FH = BR TR A T I 5 2275 JE TR e AL R, I 5 245
BHFIEEW L . REI MG pH ., MRS 2R R .
ST S IR 2 A0S I A 1 A — SE 2R . Ghorbel-
Bellaaj 55 % ] 6 Fi ™ 4 1 il 25 FLAT 71 4 IR Ak BRI 52,
DU Y 8 00 0 26 0 T 0 ) 2 1 K R TS v, R B
3 TR R TE VS 00 A6 250 I eI BT A B BEAIR, FT R
W TR A WA S T 2R S A ) s o0 A A R 4
(catabolic repression)!77], >k H % A B\ 1 55 — IIF 53 K¢
IRSeH U 5T, WA T AR 451 U8), o H WAk
TEOAA M . 22 2PMKE . R SR, (Hl T2 506k,

P M e A REROR L, B— AN I RO A,

VR B S =W, Bl THEEE R, F3
PRRRAME LUFI o FE AR 7 18, TREOB R XoF 7 2 4 5
B 164,
1.2.4.2 JFURER IR B Ak 38 7 =X B9 52 Wil

AN TR AR PR 58 2R A )43 R S5 s T B A A [
(R, HIFE R AR ZE AL | 20 B RUR G W B 20 b
R YR R IT 5 H 5 2 LB AN [RD AN TR T, R SR
AH R] (%) $2 B 325 A AT BB A5 A W) 9 7 £ 1 ol £
I, X £ RO IE S AR IO A BAA R X H
HIR ZH 902 N — R 4R U 52 3R, 2R
ST A0 B 5 1 A [R) 2 ) S, X6 SR R TS
Wl (B FEANZ2 o Zhou 55 N 43 5 FH Ak 2792 A 1% -
AVRREALI T 6 Fhrh [ w WA FRIAERSE, He T
PR 7 2 A P S i A H S 3R AR s 33T, LB
Tk oRFE, AR B TR X 2 Bk A7 7R 52
A Tk 2 R d o m f BOSCR, A5k
[ JCHE AT U . T ICA 8 — B AT F M dn i, H
e RERBORI iz 2 2%, HATCTH 2 R 2
BB b ST R o, MELEAT LR NS, ALY
W 2 S AR A5 R

IR 5538 B A R B R 2R IR, dR
MR WRE . kiAW L RE (Scoila
serrata)sc TAETEMH ST R AN B 2, ULHZ Y Fh el
B H T R 15 R IEE, (H2m A TR LA
FpiE— W5 . Achinivu 451 B TR 2 N H A

AP ORI IR e KA R TR RIARICR, Hook
FIR SS9 H Fe 20t g, o ol 45 10 2F 4 i 2 4 d
K, BFAMIEIFFERIAHE R, W4 b
F I FE R WA AR EE i A s g, AR R il
TR AR TR Y REF 4E B, Doan 4 I BFSE 48 H,
Jid 5 B SCR S AR R RR S L B R B ik BTy 2
A RF IR ST A K B, RSk v B 9 B R
e T IR e, B AR WA AR, EA R 4R
] A AR e R S BRI R GE oA 22 5 . BEEiddis i,
Sl FPAE R, SRR A BT RER L TR,
TS W Bl A ) B4 2 1 RS BRBE 1 1290 OB R A7 A
oy E i AR S e R A S, g Ak
PHENAT o3 B, At A o2 2 9 2 1 o U o A i
70 B AR A DS R . AR AR B2 B SR Y
PRI, T R TCIE S B 100%5 2 521,

2 RES5RE

FH 52 28 S HAT A 3 0 R S AR 5% S B BT 3 )
L T R TR R — T gt PR R 4 4 U £
AR i B EAA M, HAr s s T —
(Rt e, (R FH R 5 A BR . i DA AR 42 5 4 B
L RAAAER R BN EUR G2 5 — sk, Jrik R
B8 AN [ 0K 52 M BT A5 i B BT i, B ME R
V) T 1 R AT A ) B A, 30 DG B0 K A% R R ORI
R 7 3 48 SRR E R . (RO T AR IR R %
B EL R, 7B R A SE Ty e, B k&
[N R R Rt AN S OF: I A IE AL -4 3
1 AR AT RE VS S B S I R 4 SRR Uk, T
AT BURURHW BE R o BRIk, an i) ) ik Ao ol s 2>
PRV R P B P 2 7E AR P BIF S P LN 5 | A EE

TR W 04 g — KA SR SR B 52 2805 9 Rl ™
YR TR A AR KR E . KW & A ZFh
WDFERIER MM EILE, AAGEETER, k)
A L T ARDRRAS G0, DA B2 =5 B INE . Liu 45 XF
R T B TE PR TR AT TS, A5 R R R B
(R 7 10 TR R T AR Y R TR T A 2 i
BE SRR, b TR Y 44.49%, ik ANARPT
LB, UEITZ R R B B W SR E, T
PEGDRNE: 28 SR BT seah, & R e 2 B
IR B AR, A PR, RE BT K
i =Wy b B TE PR T, AR B s 25 B R SR
INF R 10781, Doan S84 & W T A 2R 1 A3 S
ali b I EAT T RAE, #1527 BEAY 4> F 1 (SDS-PAGE
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53 MR 32 kDa, HERCIUESMHT A 34 kDa), X5 il
P& Rl 12 AR [ IR R AT 1 o0 b, R e 2e b o
PRAL T IE SR RS SE r mA AT LR R T R AR
s P A AR B A AL R R AR, DA S PR T ) o
FA. AR XHE R AR

KT R FHTSCAE W R 1 R RIS i 4 H 5 26 i
LR/, Zhang 28R 0 10 L K BEREVTAL 4t = &
T 1) R AR e e, T e R R R
21.35%0521, Duan 5 PNURSE 5 559 v 405 Hh B A= g R
HAFHE SWOL(L. acidophilus SWO)IH T & B2 56
A s s, ik B 48 h 5, BRI AR
BT HIR 0.98%F 8.44%, 5 SIUG ST, Ui
Bk AR e, ST Tl R B 5 2 2 L
Y0 18 B PR DA A Tl A RS EOR A TR R, 7E B
Sk QA =7/ 1 I R = i T S T e
JEHRE = DA AR R FH B0 7 U5 R 22 i ke R AR ) 5 Y g
1, B R R A L e T RR e )84 Ak,
T L SR A X AN [ o 24 R 3 28O U 1) 85
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Abstract: Chitin is an important and widely used natural polymer. Byproducts obtained during the processing of
marine crustaceans, such as shrimp and crab shells, are an important source of chitin. Commonly used chitin ex-
traction methods include chemical, enzymatic, and microbial fermentation methods. Among them, the microbial
fermentation method relies on microbial fermentation for the completion of demineralization and deproteinization
processes. The entire process does not involve the use of chemical reagents, making it a green and pollution-free
method. This article reviews various chitin extraction methods, factors affecting its extraction, the effect of the ex-
traction process on the properties of chitin, and discusses some relevant contents of microbial fermentation hoping
to provide a theoretical foundation for related research.
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