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2011 6 21 —2012 3 11  89.17%: 12 (157).
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F 1 HhEXLEE KA
Tab.1 The influence of salinity on the growth of L. japonicus
0 6 12 18 24 30
(@) 276.72" 248.95° 289.62%* 310.30° 265.48" 246.28°
(cm) 17.37" 16.14° 17.75% 18.63° 17.30% 15.79°
(%) 0.93+0.06™ 0.89+0.06° 0.94+0.06® 0.96+0.07¢ 0.91+0.08% 0.88+0.07°
(%) 85.83+0.06™ 80.83+0.04° 85.83+0.02* 89.17+0.04° 83.33+0.02* 83.33+0.02%
1.65+0.01° 1.7620.11% 1.57+0.05° 1.62+0.09° 1.79+0.09% 1.91+0.09°
1.06+0.34% 1.22+1.09* 1.04+0.11° 1.01+0.07% 1.01+0.15% 1.09+0.16%
, (P>0.05), (P<0.05)
F2 RBRESESEFK. KREEVISH
Tab.2 Regression analysis of body length and body weight of L. japonicus at different salinity
RZ
0 y =0.0678x + 13.799 y =1.0453x + 15.348 0.9804 0.9907
6 y =0.0629x + 14.176 y =0.9557x + 22.619 0.9625 0.9941
12 y = 0.0665x + 14.612 y =1.0646x + 23.563 0.9672 0.9970
18 y =0.0701x + 14.057 y =1.1255x + 15.107 0.9828 0.9933
24 y =0.0663x + 13.737 y =0.9942x + 15.632 0.9873 0.9880
30 y = 0.0585x + 14.126 y =0.9072x + 22.828 0.9829 0.9944
0.05, , , 1 2
) 1 2
2 : :
) 1,
: 18
, , 6 : ; Sy =
, 18 ; 30 -0.00012x* + 0.002x + 0.0525, R? = 0.9573; y =
, 6 , 30 —0.0012x? + 0.0389x + 0.7677, R? = 0.9029
( 0 ) 6 , 16.67 16.21 , 16—17
0.075 - y = —6.0E-5x2+0.0020x+0.0525 1151 .
R?=0.9573 110
0.070 F L 105t
15:% 0.065 * % 1.00
ﬁ 0.060 [ % 0.95¢
0.90 F y=-0.0012x2 + 0.0389x + 0.7677
0.055 0.851 Re=0.9029
0.050 : ' ' ' ' : ' 0.80 : ' : . ' ‘ '
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#he i
1 2
Fig.1 Linear regression equation slope of body length of L. Fig.2 Linear regression equation slope of body weight of L.
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DIFFERENCE ANALYSIS ON GROWTH CHARACTERISTIC OF ONE YEAR OLD
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Abstract

Assessments on effect of different salinity on Lateolabrax japonicus were carried out in outdoor pond for

274 days. Fishes were then sampled to measure growth characteristic, survival rate, specific growth rate and food coeffi-
cient at each salinity. The results showed that the growth rate, survival rate and specific growth rate of L. japonicus cul-

tured in salinity range from 12 to 18 was higher than in other groups. Using regression analysis, the optimum growth sa-
linities range of L. japonicus was 16—17. The food coefficient of L. japonicus cultured at salinity of 12 and 18 was 1.57
and 1.62, respectively, and lower than that in other groups. The highest value of food coefficient was gained while L. ja-
ponicus was cultured at the salinity of 30. There was no significant difference between different salinity groups in survival
rate. The results indicated growth rate, specific growth rate and food conversion rate of L. japonicus cultured at the salinity

of 16—17 could be improved.
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