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FMRNARNERATFEEARER, 25 RNAHEARERNGHE, HEE5RSENLR. &
MGREEIERF N A KEE, R RN RYE. FHEIVEIYEELFNITE, F{UEE RNA f1
EORMSRES, MATRBABEZEAEY. &4 N1k XTFHM Cenopharyngodon idellus (C.
& VO)EAKEBP ZIn CAHERN S BEAREEGERZAN XA, HTHENEETHYER, 5
REKEDPRRERNEA, NEFRFEKHEAIRST Zn. Cd MERK S &, @i a5 EiTEa
EARRERIEBY Zn. Cd MEBRH S BEAREA HENUSHES NN EERBRIERTFE.
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RAMBENEGLSHIRETHEERTENKERKMEILEAYE, BEAREBKEKEQSR 144
HR,BEHRBEI):HSBENSE. BFTIRB(ER2). HEHENANFRSTR, £ UVIKIN-820% 4
SEFCEE T BB KA D ME RNA & &M RNA / DNA R, ZBRETHUA, H PE-2280%! -
BEFRUAN, 4 51k AOE R TR E AR B R TREECWE Zn.Cd T 8.

Xt 7K B £ R W 52 (R S S L IR &5 89 A7 RURE, S 48 W 48 A il — B,
1.2 HigsE

BAFE RS RVRAE X 4 B/ R, B XA R E S B33, R A BASICEE ®EIBF. 6
IBM PC / AT & H B b7,

2. ER5iYie
21 HE&EEKA Zn. Cd MBZRAITL

1996-07-014¢%); 1997-05-21B Fl.



1 3 HEMNS. aAd RONERHECEHMEXRATR 99

MN7AEmE 128 kA, YKEEGEKH 55mm ¥ E 260mm, HAHN Zn I RNA S EEHEN L
Fria#, Cd B BT REK T L ¥ 30, RNA / DNA R EAEK 153 mm W RS RFER (& 1), HAxHE
#BEARKIEY RS REE, 8 M RNA,

#£1 ¥HBEA Zn. Cd.RNA 170 RNA / DNA B KL
Tab.1 Variations of the RNA / DNA and contents of Zn, Cd, RNA with the body length of grass carp

# K (mm) L RER RNAG R RNA/DNA

Body length Zn cont. Cd cont. RNA cont. Ratio
55+2.7 33.1 335 229 1.57
T1£2.2 414 41.2 52.0 1.15
91+2.8 227 46.0 36.3 1.61
106+2.2 62.1 27.6 100 2.08
121+3.1 48.5 39.6 51.5 1.91
136+3.4 38.7 471 52.5 1.26
153+£3.0 499 332 79.2 2.22
169+2.4 82.0 30.5 138 2.48
186+2.9 723 26.8 151 1.86
200+1.8 78.8 254 140 235
21323 90.9 253 166 2.40
229+3.5 118 31.8 171 2.11
245420 95.3 39.6 155 2.62
260+3.4 96.9 355 159 2.33

E: Zn. Cd. RNAS BRI BAI A pg/g THE”

22 EHBHK RNA/DNA.Zn. Cd. RNA BHEEAXHR

BHXMTRY. EAEKSHS Zn. RNA.RNA / DNA E ZE#IEH ¥ (p < 0.01); Zn 4351 5 RNA.
RNA / DNA i R IEM X (p < 0.01), B 5 Cd & EEH X (p < 0.05); Cd 4515 RNA.RNA / DNA &
—E M MR (p < 0.10); RNA / DNA 5 RNA B IEM 3% (p < 0.01).

AR PR HXEEH ERE 9 2R 5 51, BHERK -4, K -RNA. RNA-4R (W IEH %),
& RNA / DNA-R (M%), XS ERF EM_FHNXEZRTRIOCLH, MEHAEZAH =4
BEMEW. B XHTTERRH.
2.3 H@{k{€. Zn. Cd. RNA.RNA / DNA HEHHX K

EAXNTRN: BEAKE RNA MEHXEE, RNA (U 584X E %, RNA / DNA {15 RNA #
XEE BE RNAHXEE, LR (D ER(5).

Ly, =3077C., + 1.35C,,, — 887  (R=10.945, F=492, p < 0.001) (1)
Ly = 1.12C,,, +0.414C,, (R =0.945 F=492, p < 0.001) a’)
Cpoes = 1.83C,, — 16,0 (R=10952, F= 117, p < 0.01) @
Rena ) s = 0:0063C,, +1.34 (R =0.765, F= 169, p < 0.01) 3)
Cg, = 0.0541 — 0.0098R_, , e (R= —0.614, F=1727, p < 0.05) )
C,, = 0.497C,,, + 1.44 (R=10952, F= 117, p < 0.001) )

(1).2).3).@. O)YXN—MFTE, HhEAEK KK HEAR mm, Zn. Cd. RNA S B KB4 Rpg /
g(FEH). TURETMEHX S AMHEMGEELME. (1)XNE i (1) RWBRT B % BUT HATET
B, AREPRRBER/MTLIE S, RNA B EAE KK (p < 0.001) LEEBKE M (p < 0.05)
Eh, (DKM Q)A MM, FTREEL RS RNANSREEBAMNTHRANEK. AR



100 X £ £ ¥ F # 2 %

QRUFPALLANBAEECHERTA, HEXREFAZN, LR ELRARBHERERER, MR EDEE
T, {E# % HH, #4245  RNA, RNA / DNA 54, i B 75 2 5475 e i B3 v ARS8 LR R A,
A RO LA A K A SR 0 S R 3 L A T 1 g R ek A

BAX RMEAMEMERSTEEY RNA SEAKKKEMSE, 1 RNA X ¥4 K E Y
K, EBERSBKTHRAEMREX —FRMFNER, @ EyEMELFERRPIERMA RNA
A RNA / DNA BF3c fa 2 K, T f 354 K i 3, SBT3 SR 38 B 7 5o ol A 888 ) 2 oy ),
24 NERAEAKIE

M FEANFXWEERRAU EHENEEF R, TES MR ENERSHE, ASHEEHES
LWEBAT R (3R 2).
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Tab.2 The comparison of calculated and predicted values of pond cultured grass carp

AR No. 9 9 8 8 7
% LW 75.8+4.1 107£6.0 140£5.2 174+4.9 20442
K g 73.7£5.1 108+7.3 136£6.6 148+9.5 184+8.8
RAN LW 49.9+5.1 74.2£5.9 79.5£6.1 115£7.0 134£7.5
F ) 46.8+5.1 63.6+5.9 89.5+6.8 122+7.4 139+7.0
RNA/ DNA L 1.89%0.17 2.12+0.22 1.46£0.17 1.99+0.23 1.95+0.20
HHE 1.65+0.21 1.80+0.19 1.83£0.19 2.06+0.23 2.180.19
Zn LW 34.4%3.5 43.6£3.5 57.8+4.0 75.5£3.7 85.2+5.1
iR 39.2+4.1 51.0+4.4 53.7+4.4 71.3+6.2 82.7+7.8
cd LW 30.9+4.1 31.5+4.3 38.1+4.4 26.5£3.0 29.7+2.9
R 27.9£3.1 35.5£4.0 352438 313229 35.5£2.5
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B ERp> 001 WA 1THANEER. HP Zn AWM H S LMW S Kk 80%. B L, £PH
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