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Tab. 1 Biological data of Ruditapes philippinarum
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15
20
25
30
35

3.62040.028284
3.31540.261630
3.550=+0.070711
3.695=+0.007071
3.630=+0.113170

2.62040.155563
2.655+0.077782
2.450=+0.212132
2.555+0.063640
2.590=+0.056569

1.6654-0.091924
1.72540.353550
1.6700.042426
1.650+0.070711
1.700=0.014142

8.126654-0.772514
7.81635+0.227901
7.4607520.747483
7.96140=0.303900
7.63285+0.841669
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Tab. 2 R, and Rc of Ruditapes philippinarum in different
salinities
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[L/(h - )]
15 0.246762:0.029447
20 0.3693642-0.03223
25  0.552656=-0.03638
30 0.5002792-0.03558

35 0.439316=+0.022196 1.450=+0.070711
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Influence of salinity on the ingestion rate and clearance rate
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Abstract: The R, and R¢ of Ruditapes philippinarum was determined at salinities of 15, 20, 25, 30 and 35 in our
laboratory. The R, and R¢ of R. philippinarum increased along with the increase of salinity from 15 to 25, and fall
along with increase of salinity from 25 to 35. The favorite salinity of R. philippinarum was 25.
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