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Effect of different bottom substrate materials on the growth
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Abstract: The effects of five kinds of bottom materials on the growth, survival, and Total ammonia nitrogen (TAN),
nitrite and COD in breeding of Babylonia areolata (0.193+£0.03 g) were investigated. Results showed that the sur-
vival rate of white ceramic group was 80%, which was significantly lower than that of other groups (P<0.05).
Weight specific growth rate under brown ceramic group was the highest, which was 4.31%/d, which was
significantly better than white ceramic group and control group (P<0.05). The feed conversion efficiency of brown
ceramists group was higher than that of no bottom and white ceramic groups (P<0.05). TAN, nitrite and COD in-
creased during experiment, but the differences were not obvious between the groups. Using brown ceramist instead

of natural sand as bottom quality is suggested to improve the growth and survival of Babylonia areolata.
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