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4 FRIERLXTIE T A i8] 75 A B B B L 40 TR X 4R 42 IR R 0 4

EEMA, k&7, AXe, £TR, HALY
(LWL K = SRAE IS BT, Wil IR 3250055 2. WiV A8 3 5t /K 3R W 0R UR T & 5 04 B S S0 2, Wi IR

325005)

B E: N T LGNEERER (Litopenaeus vannamer) TEVEE I FR B BE (10 ~40 o/ F8) BE IR K, LAR) — 4
[ RARBTE A (10. 30 £ 1. 61) g 1Y) FLYHEEXT IRy X5 42, 36 FREC A fal ) PORURL 1) kL 52 5 5 I ( Sepia
pharaonis ) FI XU [H ) 4% ( Perineresis aibuhitensis) 3% 4 FEHRIHEFT 60 d 3 ME , £EXT 4 FERI AT B Z2TEM )
et b PGSR AR A TS LA BT AL AR RAH G PRI IR B2 . 45 5% O 4 FhIEDRL IR R X R Y 4
B AR RN G 258 DA 2 BUIRAR Uy XA D A TG P et UL A ek R B 5 5 A ok 2 o M JF g it o
THACAH G -VER B d4 JEDR IR /KF 25 R A W IRLA , 2 B BE R 3R TR A R] o-YE R Bl dd ik AR AR,
XA Bl P 2 20 FVRRORE (D RL 2 AR 07 R TR 30k 2 3 v TG S I eHAH . TR B A/ M BERZ B Ik G
LR IR AR T HAB TR, A IR y + L R R e s A2 IR 338 W3 3 T N LA RHA 5 PR BT
WHCRIX AT D i 1 B R B 8 SR VA AR X A e, T TG 5 P e AR 147 BT e 1) B D 2H RN & A X B A . BIFSR R
B < R VD 42 ) 8 TR (B o, A0OORL ) e B A1 54 ol S 30 PEDAH AR B MR AR U A XA LV 2 I e
SURL AR R PR B0 55 5 ok R 1 e PR 70, Al 6 A1 3308 [ S 30 D ) 5 T 2 ORI IR ASOR — B

KB JLANEXSER; SEF/ 5 hE R Wk AR BRI

mESEE: S917 SERARERD: A

JLAN TR ( Litopenaeus vannamet ) 14 FR7d 32
FIXf AR, SR8 T+ 2 H (Deeapoda ) XJ #F A}
( Penaeidae ) {5 X} WF J& ( Litopenaeus ) , Jii 7= F ¥ g
FEUN K 1 e, g 4 Bk T2 2 B X U 5E B
o A 1988 4R 5| HE FLAY I X EF, 2000 4R
Jei FR B T AR TGH R, IR X HF ( Penaeus
monodon ) ., H [E %] iF ( Fenneropenaeus chinensis ) 25
ar A, R TR S K SR R S i,
] A FLANER R AR 272 1Y) 75 5K 5 24 150 T3 %, B
TNE SN HE T, AR 43 2 I WR UE e B R S
MR ATAESR [ P B TR T LA X I
ERRREYLEE TR, HATE 2w Rl 1 571
“TE ST AR O ANE RN (H [ FE R SR
TS AR~ HA . RIFEFTCEB N2
F ] PLA T U 7 I i e i e 1) S SRR

FECE N LR IR E R SR IR 2

Wi B HA: 2019-11-22 f&E HE#A: 2020-03-25

[l Ah 2T HR L F 28 w) 19 7 Al & 817 (breeder
lock ) SR ® | fek 5% [ Py KL Tl 0 7 A 3k s 4
PO A, AR T Iy ZEd A, LE )G, 1
PR HAR IR S i w838 R SR B,
HJE B SR MA 2 UL S F A B AR AR W]
AR ECAE 253t i U DNA R 64k 218 (s A
Yo J5u FE R AN S it RNA 9] 425 55 98 WL 35t 1 18 i
AJr N TR N LT BF s KRB 4
SEBRIA /N U R AT 2 1 B HORE, 2 37/
A JHFEIE DNA &5 2 AL, AR 4l B4 B 3
PRI HE R B T S5 2 W AN T 52 1 AR 1 I s
LS, g a2 AR il B R B
(Acanthopagrus latus) =48 H A ) n-3 L4101
RITRRES N9, 25 B 35 2 iEdk 3 d J5 AT
LG G G A
JLGATEXT B 8 & R E 1A 1Y DR b 35 R B hy

E£WA: WilaEKKPHELI(2016C02055-5) 5 #iTl4 4 & BHIF B IT % 00 (2017F30041) 5 i VLA VBT &b Rl & 51 K RHE & 50
(2016€02055-5) 5 M 74 ML BT 5t Pk & BMELLS H (20192X002-01)
YEE RIS : AEM(1983—) , 55, TR, BT 07 n) M XFIRE B 5 97564: 35 . E-mail;jdw8313@ 163. com

BIEEE . WF)4E, E-mail ; hulihual208@ 163. com
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A AT SR i SRR B BE (0 ~ 10 g/ F2) | HhTa] 3R I
BrEc(10 ~40 o/ ) Mfie VB 7 B Be (40 o/ B LA
B o ShEREIR b RS B B, A 5K 4R A
PP R RSR A LA 1 RORELAR I
RIPFTEARER Z . fe AT BB, A R AR i
TEAHARbGE FLAAE X A B B S o
A HGE . BARTE P )57 BT B ML A I8 X R 44 J5
PO, I I UG A RE O SO A A,
WO SRR SERIALGINES A Iing U
{HH TS T PLAA 358 X5t I A 18] 57 B BE A8 97
KA A WESE, AR TR HEE Z o 5 X g ]
R, AR T XN IR GE AR A T AR T 4 R
Bl XA B IR E AT, I X 23 B R o
[F) 35 BB B ML 5 %) B A R D R AL L AR
FAHSEIE PR IR M, LU O FLAA 0 R 3 7
o T 7 RS B PR PR 4 i A S Al Kl S 4

U bR ik

1.1 SEIesr#

JLYREEXT MR 3 F W7 VLA SR G T I 1L 50
P[] — 4= [ M 58 3R, Pk > Mook B AS 34
— X IR A S X G, PR T (10,30 £1.61)
go 4 FRECITERL  PERE 1 7= 8 77 Y FLAN X IR
B TRHZD) s TR 2 7 B 2% [ 1Y 2R SR ECR0RL 1)
BEHCOYW) s 7R 3 {R BT 5y (246. 14 + 43.50) ¢
(VKR FEDE 55 W ( Sepia pharaonis , SP) | W B 4K 1
T T U VA i 7 37, 4R MR AR Sk 2 (S BR 1 3k HR)
FHME ML A U] 1 25 R Tk o 5 THRE 4 4K ot o Oy
(2.18 0. 35) g 11 7K {4 XL ikt [l V) Bt ( Perineresis
atbuhitensis ,PA) , W [ 108 T VD72 FE 58 17, $2 WL Ri
ITRIAV e
1.2 XBFHE
1.2.1  SZugab B

4 Fi RSV SE B AR 1H AN 10 m? (3.7 m X
2.7 mx1.2 m) EPNKRBIIET, SAHER 1
A/m® B SLEAWE 3 AT 4T (100 & Xt IR/
1) o K 07:00,15:00 F122.00 454 & B 1
U, AR D S 4 e o i) 6 6 R B K
FETIE L, H S5 R AR T X IR, FRAE A 3 K
HElS 4K 1R, K& 30% ~50% , 5256 FHK K
BRI Z DLTE D UE I K 5 37 A P AT 5
(M4 T 7K o 2 S I MRl K IR (28,8 = 0.6)
°C .pH #7 8.3 £0.2 £hFH29.8 +0.4 JARE IR

HIRAE N (5.7 £0.6) mg/L, ML HFEE60 d,
SETRINZ FE 48 4% S 16 25 6] 3R 1) B30 AR o i
(K521 0. 01 g) 5 AL IR 2 FEAILEHL 12 X
IR CHERESS 6 F2) , FIICILIA , 20 2485 B HL I 0 T
A7, =20 CZRAFFH T R L P 22 5L 12 8 43 1
R SE I A BE ML IE 6 8 X R (OHE AfE 4% 3
B, UK s U IR AR A UL AL R R A
-80 CIRFH T IR LI R .

A3 AR BUEC A FD BRI BORE fRD RS 600 g HiX
6 P BT OF_F 2215 Bk R0 Sk L RN E TR L
RIS ARIG W 2R 1 K 53 ) BRI 600 g Bk ]
A e I T R WK A JE AL 2B R L
WEIRST, —20 CHERAE, T2 4 P kNS
TR B E
1.2.2 4 FppEREE 55 B3 B 5 3 0 I AL P 2 5
P B 530 7

TEARLE 5 120 0 5 - 7K 43 2R FH A IR T vk
(GB 5009. 3—2010 ) 5 ; ¥H & 1R H S LI
JE R (GB 5009. 5—2010 ) i 2 5 #HLAR i >k &
P4 % (GB 5009. 6—2003 ) il 7 5 JK 73R Fl 5
IR BE: (GB 5009. 4—2010) 5 ; (B 24 1R 5
H8 GB/T 15400—1994 , H: fih 43 3£ ik 2 18 GB/T
5009. 124—2016 , {1z 52 H 3 7t ( H A, L-
8900) I & o

&R 2 1B GB/T 5009. 168—2016 , Fi B
HRER, A 100 mg fEMEE & FRR 5 Rk A1, i
A2 mL 95% CBERAT, AR BRH W 10 mL
TR RN 70 ~80 CIKIEH/Kf# 40 min,
JE A 10 mL 95% L FEIR 5] o K MW % 3 40 W
Tt rp PRFE 5 min, #0810 min, K k2 IO
W E) 250 mL BN . FAE DL E AP IR UK R
W3 IR, e Je F Tk T kR A P Ok 03 YR U
b JF U B 4 A B, K b B KT
T, B (100 £5) CHEAR P T8 2 ho 7ENRNT$2
B gk S 2 mL R ECR 2% AL
F TR, 85 “C oKt HF /K % 30 min, fiIA 3 mL
RV BE R 14% = AL B s, T 85 C K
WK 30 min, K SE B B E RS, B0
BHIMA L mL IEC %, PR 2B 2 min Z )5, ##
B 1 h 2. R 100 pl, A IE Ok
ERF T mL, FH0.45 pm JEEEE S LI,
R AR 3% 5 B T ) ( Finnigan Trace DSQ
GC/MS, ZE[H) Mg , Hrp a3+ Sy CD-2560 (100
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268 A PN 30 &

m x0.25 mm x0.20 wm) ; FHEFERF 130 CLEEF
5 min, DA 4 C/min (3R THEE 240 C, 245 30
min, PEFE MR 250 C5 B ME:0. 5 mL/
ming 100 1 70 BERE R I %« FID 5 G il S -
250 C,

2% WHO/FAO [y ERITIM R ISk
S U UL PA ) 6 5 2 HE PR LU R (A/E) S i, 3
HRIEIRIE 70 (AAS) b 75 B HE R 15 4L (EAAL)

AE SR EL(CV)
Ag =A/3E,, x100% (1)
A=A,/ Ay (2)
Ei =100 x /A x Ao X x Ay, (3)

C, :ix100% (4)

AP Ay SR AFILP A5 IR IR LR, % 5
AR Db 5 SR T 8 53 0, Po s SE o R AL T
REEIR BT T, Yo 3 Ay WEBERVE 53540 N
PR R — A T B AR I i 3 5, %0 5 Ay 9 LA
VRS R JIL PR [ o 2 B R 5 o 53 B, % 5 B o R T
FIBRAGE G n WS 5 R MW 5 IR
A st Ano Tl A g, Ry S5 ORI B — O 5 B BL IR VT
53 5s AR — PRI LT IR A SPEZE 50 P
ES[IER

1.2.3 4 Pl FEORHR MRS 52 30 0 BF AR T 1Y)
Al

A [5) FELRE 45 W S5 0 0k R Y R R G R

(GR) UG (R) »
InW, —1nW,
RCR:%XK)O (5)
N,
R:NT)XIOO (6)

ot R 5 A K3/ R T, %
W, KSR R Bt s W, 5%

E RIS X BT, g5 ¢ N SEER AL, d; N,
NI AR XS HRECR, K Ny SR TT IR I X
IR, H
1.2.4 4 T PERHS IR S 30 6 MR AL A KA 26
FE IR

¥ EASYspin Plus éHQ‘:'/QH}H@ RNA o
FRCIECR) G U0 B A5 X 0 R 2 ZURE R AT S RNA $i
o RNA Y5 FI5E 4 5 28 NanoDrop I L ¥k
A4S, %A PrimeScriptTM RT reagent Kit with
2¢DNA FEraser (Perfect Real Time) J % 5% 357 &1
# cDNA Fifz, cDNA Btk i e J - 20 C AR A7 4
Mo

M NCBI 4 2R 8 o-7E ¥y B d4 (alpha-
amylase, AMY-d4') | 25 1 i (trypsin) | 5 g 17 it
( pancreatic lipase, PL) AZHH{AM H L7 (ribosomal
protein L7, RpL7) . /NEZAZFERE E K G (Small
nuclear ribonucleoprotein polypeptide G, SNRPG)
Aoy" L& R ¥ 12 B 62 (v L amino acid
transporter-2, vy LAT2 ) 2 [H 19 % %], Al Premier
Premier 5.0 F 3 514137 52 K WU 7 50 E 45 52
I8 ZHANG 2" 1 J5 3z, LA B-actin g 45 3
, i StepOnePlus 7¢ Yt 7€ 7 PCR (22 [H, ABI) ¥&
2% 55 DR A AN R 3K Ko FR KK i 245X
RTL = 1 000 x 2T 3R 4454, Hh AC, =
Crppoci = Cracino WM 6 DNIEH G HPH LR 1,
1.3 Fitoh

F Excel 2010 #11 SPSS 23 X &R 347503+
T3 255707 ERHE 35 B4 45 R LASF- 24 {E ( Mean ) 32
TNo SEBGXTHRA AR R RO L PR TR 5 R DL
P = brifZE (Mean £ SD) R, 41 18] 22 57 A LSD
ZEIE, WFEKFEHN P <0.05, 3 SigmaPlot
10.0 YEA

%1 B-actin AMY-d4 trypsin PL RpL7 SNPRG #y* LAT2 £E &34 5 5
Tab.1 Primers sequences for g-actin, AMY-d4, trypsin, PL, RpL7 ,SNPRG and y* LAT2 used

514 M (5" 103") J1 (5" 10 3")
Primers Forward (5" to 3") Reverse (5" t0 3")
B-actin CCGGCCGCGACCTCACAGACT CCTCGGGGCAGCGGAACCTC
AMY-d4 TCTCACCAACGCAGGAAAC GAGCCTACTGACGACGAAAAC
trypsin TCTCCCTGCTCAAGCTGTCT AGTCCTCAATGTCGCTCTGG
PL ATCCACGCCACTTTTCCA GCAGGTTTATGTTCAGGAGGT
RpL7 TAGCCTTCGTTATCAGAGTTCG AGCATGACCACGCTTGTAGAT
SNPRG TGGATGATGGGGTGGAAGT CATTTGGGTTTGGGACTACG
y " LAT2 TTGAAGGGACCAAGACAGAC GTGAGAACAGCCAGATAACCTA
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2 4k

2.1 4 MIERBEFRS LRI

H1 3¢ 2 (K 43 B 8 o e 4 o S iy, R 1 M
J I IR 4325 1 R T JE At ) vl 0o A0 A 4 ek
(7K 43 e T LA TRk (AR T 5 BRE 1 T R AL
Vil Ub A o KB 1 BMIIR OOl TR B
W KUK RV 2 R Rl A LR, KR i
i o e B AR UK Ry RO ARk B L VD
Bt A3 Rk R I A Ak R ROk A e )
KAyt 2 T R BE 1 R RV 4

R2 AMEMNEAETAS (RESH)

Tab.2 Nutrition components of the four diets

investigated ( mass fraction) %
i H 2H 5] Groups
Items 7D YW Sp PA
7K 4y Moisture 10.43  29.48 81.91 81.15
[ Protein 46. 85 59.32  80.71 66.05
FHNE A Fat 8.40 13.15 3.82 10.70
K4y Ash 12.55 11.74 5.64 7.11

I 3 AT, LA 18 FhE FE MR, T A
PRI = FE R 2 i M vy BIER AU g X R UL A L 1R
BEE I XU B 0 A | BOBURL BB BE 5 R
EAA/NEAA FI EAA/TAA T E AR, H & 24K
YRR B 0 e B 3R 55 I XoF R JUL A B )
B RURL R, X ERILIA ) EAA/NEAA Al
EAA/TAA 5 JEBE S IRAHIT .

F L 4 AT, 4 Fof R 194 25— BR ] 1 2 7R
PR RE IR (Arg) , T BC A F R 265 — F028 = IR
i 1R 22 2 1R 71 S0l O BB R + JDE 2 IR (Mt +
Cys) FIZ R (Lys) , BOBURLIREL N Lys FIZH AR
(His) , JRBE SN 4512 B2 (Val ) #1 Lys , BT FEIVD
7ty Met + Cys FI5E2 MR (Leu) o 4 FIHRHE) CV
L phy o BMERAR U O TE & 1R XA D 2 L 0
R | PR BE 5 I, HL o R B A AR RS B 3 R
A CVAEARIT ; T EAAT i BMERAK KON [R5
kXS AT B 0 e 5 RORE A | E A A ek, e
PEEL Y EAAT $5 80 5 T HAG DR

R34 FERS KX ERI A SEER AR
REg(RTEM,RESH)
Tab.3 Composition and contents of amino acids in
the four diets investigated ( air-dry basis, mass fraction)

%
RURE| H1 Groups PELHESOEN
Items 7D YW Sp PA L. vannamei
AR Lys* 2.81 3.24 6.26 4.64 6.86
&R Met 0.67 1.24 2.22 1.14 2.15
KRR Arg” 2.49 3.03 4.76 3.75 8.07
F &R Thr* 1.69 2.14 3.44 2.37 3.08
AR Val* 2.03 2.33 3.07 2.60 3.47
R RR e ” 1.75 2.14 3.61 2.40 3.32
SRR Leu” 3.24 3.83 6.32 4.10 6.09
KNEWZ Phe* 1.95 2.18 3.03 2.51 3.27
HA R His* 1.07 1.02 1.65 1.43 1.75
@R Trp* 0.61 0.69 1.09 0.95 1.08
Wi Cys? 0.47 0.61 0.91 0.63 0.89
AR Tyr® 1.41 1.48 2.65 2.10 2.78
KA Asp 4.13 4.51 8.20 5.65 8.10
22 53R Ser 1.89 2.26 3.62 2.24 3.03
HEIR Glu 7.81 9.25 12.37 7.90 13.12
H&A#R Gly 2.17 2.94 5.09 2.74 7.40
NABR Ala 2.16 2.72 4.24 4.18 4.70
i 2 Pro 2.25 3.01 3.11 2.37 4.38

T EIERR EAA 20.19 23.93 39.01 28.62 42.81

ARab s F IR

NEAA 20.41 24.69 36.63 25.08 41.00
LR TAA 40.60 48.62 75.64 53.70 83.81
EAA/ NEAA 98.92 96.92106.50114.11  104.41
EAA/ TAA 49.73 49.22 51.57 53.30 51.08

o« RELDHFEER; ARFLEVFEIER.
Notes: * indicates essential amino acid; A indicates half essential
amino acid.

x4 4AMERPLESER AAS 71 EAATEH
Tab.4 AAS and EAAI evaluation
of the four diets investigated

i H 215 Groups

ltems /D YW  Sp PA
AR Lys 0.41% 0.47° 0.91% 0.68
KR Arg 0.31* 0.38* 0.59* 0.46*
JA R Thr 0.55 0.69 1.12 0.77
HHEFR Val 0.59 0.67 0.88° 0.75
SRR Ne 0.53 0.64 1.09 0.72
FLAR Leu 0.53 0.63 1.04 0.67°
ZHE R His 0.61 0.582 0.94 0.82
6558 Tip 0.56 0.64 1.01 0.88
B ZR + D ZBR Met + Cys  0.38° 0.61 1.03  0.58°
KA + B[R Phe + Tyr  0.56  0.60 0.94  0.76
AR ZH CV/ % 20.09 16.40 15.59 16.75

W ERRIER EAA/%  49.12 58.38 94.23  69.97
e AR IR B R 5 O AR AR — IRk o
B2 5 ARSE = IR M T3 EHE R

Notes: * indicates first limiting essential amino acid; <indicates

second limiting essential amino acid; Aindicates third limiting
essential amino acid.

http: //www. shhydxxb. com



270 (SR (T E NI S S 1 30 %5

M2 5 AT BRBORL DR 6 B 7 R A Hh o 288
Bz (24 F)  HABAR YO B A ARE(22 B XL
Y EEIVD R (17 F) F0PE B 55 0 (12 ) 5 4 A i
PR (SFA ) /5 BRI Ry PR 3E 2 ok R4 R VD 2
BROORL T RLFITRC G fDEL, R 4 FRAEDRL Y SFA 34
DIFRHHER (C16:0) FfEARER (C18:0) iy, JEHE
L3 W RHC A5 ) Aok ) BN ARL TG T 1R ( MUFA) #7515
T VD 2, I T HOBURL AR, S5 g6 R Y
MUFA #RLLMER[ C18: 1(n9) ] A ¥, FLA 1k
FUOBLUT BRIV 2 19 Z2 AN RN i I 2 ( PUFA) 4 i5
JE B L RN Rk ) kL, LGRS [ VD s A1,
PUFA H=E B d5m 35 o il R [ C18:2(n-6) ] |
EPA[ C20:5(n-3) ] 1 DHA[C22:6(n-3) ], FEHE
WY EPA + DHA F1 ¥ n3/ ¥ n6 15 T HABIE AR

5 AMERMEPRARRREESH

Tab.5 Composition and content mass fraction
of fatty acid in the four diets investigated %

H 25| Groups
Items 7D YW SP PA
HEERR C12:0 0.13 0.27 1.85 -
WG C14:0 3.50 4.75 2.04 0.69
+FikER C15:0 0.52  0.49 - 0.5
AR C16:0 19.63 18.62 20.56 20.88
LR C17:0 1.09 1.4 - 3.05
ifE#R C18:0 4.36  4.81 9.59 6.0l
e €20:0 0.45 0.34 3.05 -
I#7R €22:0 0.27  0.36 - -
T =R €23:0 0.16 0.28 - 1.18
- PuRkiER C24:0 0.82 1.18 - 1.86
P S RETHER Cl4:1(n5) 0.13  0.17 - 0.19
B C16:1(n-7) 3.43  4.68 1.05 2.55
AR C18:1(n9) 16.78 21.08 20.58 12.65
R €20: 1 1.95 3.73 1.54 4.31
I TR C22:1(n9) 0.21  0.39 - -
IR C24:1(n9) 0.21 0.57 - -
TR C18:2(n-6) 26.82 12.43  8.02 15.81
~-TF kAR C18:3(n-6) - 0.35 - -
a-TPJFRf#R C18:3(n-3) 3.38  2.22 - 1.88
— R IR ER C20:2 0.14 0.47 - 13.20
R SR C20:3(n-6) - 0.39 - -
TEAE PUMER C20:4(n-6) 0.67 5.20 2.65 3.23
EPA €20:5(n-3) 5.25 6.69 9.02 8.29
DHA €22:6(n-3) 10.13  9.37 20.03 3.71
AR SFA 30.92 32.43 37.10 34.19
BRI FIAE IR MUFA 22.71 30.56 23.17 19.69
ZAMFIRR IR PUFA 46.37 37.01 39.73 46.12
EPA + DHA 15.38 16.07 29.06 12.00
3 n3/ 3 n6 0.68 1.00 2.72 0.73
- IREARKH
Notes: — indicates not detected.
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2.2 4 FMERHRIER SRR A KA R RS

P 2 6 T AT A% 2 25 0 MR R R
B 0 B 4L 4 TR B0 1 B 1
WAL, L 2 G L IR G 0 ] 2 5 A
BE(P>0.05) , HABH I E T E %R (P <
0.05) & [ A= K 2K AL, 5 R 25
eIty XAV 6 20 5 4
FPRHAIL 2 BE L WL, RS AR L I 9 1 0 2 2%
FARBE(P >0.05)  {H XL H 7 4 5 5 5 T
FRBURL DL HEBE 2 W41 (P < 0. 05 ) , e 4
FHELI 5 T HERE L AL (P <0.05) ,
2.3 4 FRIERIEIERT FLAY R HR AL A K AR
EEFANBM

4 FRERHEER T | e 2 Gk 4L B 0B
SR I TFIBENR AMY-d4 [ 46 0K - 5.3 155 T
L L3 I 41 XL PR 7 38 41 (P < 0. 05) , TLIA]
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Tab.6 Growth and survival rate of L. vannamei fed with four diets investigated
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Fig.1 Expression levels of digestion and growth-related genes in shrimps fed with the four diets investigated
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Effects of four diets on the growth performance in Litopenaeus vannamei
during the middle stage of selective breeding

JI Dewei'>, ZHANG Min'?, YAN Maocang'*, CHAI Xueliang'*, HU Lihua'"
(1. Zhejiang Mariculture Research Institute, Wenzhou 325005, Zhejiang, China; 2. Zhejiang Key Laboratory of Exploitation
and Preservation of Coastal Bio-resource, Wenzhou 325005, Zhejiang, China)

Abstract; In order to know the nutrition demands of Litopenaeus vannamei during the middle stage of selective
breeding preservation period, juvenile shrimps [ (10.30 £1.61) g/ind. ] from the same breeding family were
fed with two artificial diets [ formula feed (ZD) or soft pellet feed ( YW) ] or two live diets [ Sepia pharaonis
(SP) or Perineresis aibuhitensis ( PA)] for 60 days. The nutrition composition of these four diets was
determined and the effects of different diets on the growth performance, survival rate and the expression levels
of digestion and growth-related genes were evaluated. The results showed that: shrimps which were fed with
PA had the highest specific growth rate and survival rate, followed by ZD, YW, and SP; expression levels of
a-amylase d4 and trypsin in hepatopancreas of shrimps fed with artificial diets were significantly higher than
those fed with live diets; the expression level of pancreatic lipase in shrimps fed with PA or YW was
significantly higher than that of formula feed. Shrimps fed with SP had significantly lower expression level of
small nuclear ribonucleoprotein polypeptide G (SNRPG) than others, whereas shrimps fed with live diets had
significant higher expression level of y + L amino acid transporter 2 than those fed with artificial diets. the PA
and SP had relatively higher amino acid evaluation scores, while ZD and PA possessed optimal fatty acid
composition and content. In conclusion, PA and YW had the highest and lowest nutritional values,
respectively ; among the four diets, shrimps fed with PA had the best growth performance, and the expression
patterns of digestion or growth-related genes were consistent with the nutrition composition ( except trypsin) of
the diets.

Key words: Litopenaeus vannamei; selective breeding; middle stage; diet; growth; gene expression
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