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HZE6 H 18 H(32d),A4E 9 A 6 HE 10 A 15 B (40d)#4T5 1 H1ALW . 3% ¥ (Lem-
na minor)L. IS FYEL (Sorghum sudanense (piper)sto. pf) & ¥, -1, -2 K, =1
RERBAFRE 1. AP ERE A FTRART, KBTS 2K RHEKR T EE R AEN
WE S, AR 11 41, 54 25—30 B4, AR A M N 10—16g, FR LF MRS
2 W (7:00,10,00) BFERRE S, TARBEN . ¥ ERE, Skt e BT
Pt , FAE SRR B VR, J B DG R AR, A R B R B L DUARGIE 1 B BB R AA
KSR A, RBHAERAKR N 1. 5L/min, KB 3K 15—22C Y 20C, 1 HDA
20—25°C (¢4 23°C, 1 81D, B & 4. 2—7. Omg/L,pH7—7. 5, 25 FRBATAIKER FF 45
FE8E 10d MBEHRE CER D 0. 1g), M B K 8 A S E FRA U ERES
s BB SR H BN SRR EAREREEERA =AM ZFREER
B SR H T 835-50 AR B S, HHEAK:
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Tab.1 Nutrient composition of the test diets (%)
m o x 6 | mEA | ommm | mse | BRESE o5 o4
. . . . . Nitrogen-iree
Diet Moisture Protein Lipids Fibre extract Ash
P # Duckweed 90. 20 1. 40 0. 60 1. 20 4. 40 2. 20
P E Sorghum sudanense 89. 29 2. 00 0. 57 2. 45 4. 50 1. 19

Bi-1 Pelleted food No. 1 4.25 17. 34 16. 34 443 50. 37 7.27

J¥-2 Pelleted food No. 2 11. 95 24.82 13. 61 3.78 37.80 8.04

YRR A BERAREGERRKE .15, KRAFHUNAEREHU
BORLEEEY . 2R AMEI SR T, B R A A KRB AT T B BRI, KR4 o ARy
B-OaMBFEmN 3 MAEZENE—WE, X BHE RN 5 & 2EF R
B 5. 4% 14. 6 %, EEMPE R A7 ER AR M BE RS FIN 15—17%/d M 4—
4.5%/d; QB Hr B (12—3 A9 X BB #2 7E RB IR 3t 450—600kg/ha (/Y
EERBNE 3 5%):@F =BG AF—6 AALIEHNE, ZHAER NI, %
rBRERNIEAEEN 20-25%/d(HLEFH 27%) . R “ERATERER 2—

1D BRASGHHLERITRESHAN BE, SEOM 22% 0807 14X T8 10% . K0 8% . TR BHY
35%.Kf 11%.
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2.5%/d (5 EEMY 23.4%): OBWH B (7—10 A)MH ER S N &G SERIERDY
67. 6500 58. 52 , RPN S W EASEN 15—18%/d. W5 B SR
L5—1.7%/d. BERMUA 6 AR, 1—2 K/ )M T—E=RasnERGC—9 .
B—BBEIRERARNRARD . NAHBREF SR HRREANSHY 3—4: 1.8
10 1 #1113« 1, B S ESERMB Y 11. 25X 10 —12. 00X 10*kg/ha T 11. 25 X 10°—
12. 00X 10°kg/ha. % HARE % HL R AL  HEAE 77 3R IRI 1 . 8 30—40d BhAEINE fdd
EREHNHNEREEENE . FHERES EFX TR, HEAR:

WEWEKOBR=W,(L,)—W,(L)/{t,—t,)(g/d or mm/d)

BEERKRE=InW,(L,)~InW,(L,)/(t,—1t,) * 100% (% /d)

P/B #¥(=(GP—-B)/B
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A Pt HEFREE W (LD W LDHHH 6., AR E kK ;GP BE>
B;BEHEFE B ARRYPRFHAYE.
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CYRDM 3. 49 5D ER— A, R PN E— SRS 1—4 158+
MAFEE, E—EHE R A5 e &K KEEEF B RNk, 2 — & s bR HK
8, REEH /N, XABBEFRMGORR PR, ERHEEN.B-1 58%0R
BREEY 10 48, UG Z £ KRR 21.78%, WL HH 12. 10%49 1. 8 SR LM 5. 38%
B4 0 5SRAENBERE N 1 50, FFEKEN 14 2%, 2 HEHH 8 98%
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KB, E A K&K 20. 0% R 8. 98% M 2. 3 MMM 16. 3408 1. 3 1%,

[ —mhEH, ZWE AR, AR L ER AN aE Kk BEREX . REFHHLERR.
I ABAREERELATI N8 1M 28: 1, HEBARKEMNTHREEREN
14.27%, 2 A #113.38% 89 1. 07 5. 1 % A B AW BER ML 51 50 « 160 20+
1,1+ BARKMFEFEEKREY 15.34%, 2 A 4 11. 23%# 1. 36 ff. ERHR
U, A RBERR LTRSS HREEE LR BB S, 4+ KB R FHRE.
A 2 BF R, BB E TS AR, BE E R LRI, B R eYE . FEIR,
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Tab. 2 Effects of different diets on specific growth rate of grass carp.

59 bl iowia wem | AR
R Tank o Initial Final =N Ne't weight | A4 KX
Stage Group| No. PF: GF| gtk | PHAE | Ttk | kB Mortality gain SGR( % /month)
B.L. (cm)| B. W. (g} [B.L. (cm) | B. W. (&) (g/fish)
1 o3 10.0 16.7 10.3 19.0 1 2.30 12.10
2 [1:48 10. 4 19.5 11.3 24.6 1 5.10 21.78
3 |1:28 10. 6 20.9 11.1 24.7 3 3.80 15. 66
A 4 [1:15 10.7 23.2 1.2 25.7 2 2.50 9.59
5| 1:6 10.7 19.6 10. 9 21.0 1 1. 40 6. 47
1 6 | W1 10.4 20.3 10.5 21.5 3 1.20 5.38
7 | 1148 10. 6 19.6 11.0 21.8 1 2.20 9.97
8 | 1128 10.1 17.6 10.8 21.3 1 3.70 17.89
B {9 |1:15 10.2 18.4 10.6 21. 6 2 3.20 15.03
10| 1:6 10. 4 20. 2 11.0 23.5 2 3.30 14.19
11 | #-2 10.7 20. 2 11.9 22.5 2 2.30 10.11
1 | HAE | 13.54 48.04 13.70 54.15 0 6. 11 8. 98
2 | 1:50 13.84 49.50 14. 52 59.99 2 10. 49 14. 42
A | 3]1r30 13.76 49. 41 14. 20 56. 90 0 7.49 10. 58
4 [ 1320 13. 80 149.16 14. 30 56. 63 0 7.47 10. 61
5 11310 13.71 48.98 14.10 55. 46 1 6.48 9.32
I 6 | ®W-1 15. 58 47. 65 13.90 50. 72 4 3.07 4. 68
7 | 1350 13.73 48. 67 14. 00 55.59 "1 6.92 9.97
8 [ 1:30 13.88 49. 00 14. 30 58. 48 1 9. 48 13.26
B |9 |1:20 13.83 | 49.74 14.71 65.72 0 15.98 20. 90
10 [ 1:10 13.82 49.01 14.12 61. 66 0 12. 65 17. 22
11 | -2 13.81 49.17 14. 20 61.14 1 11.97 16. 34

¥ :PF Pelleted food; GF green feed; B.L. body length; B.W. body weight

— RN LR LR R, BB EARBREN 0. 84—1. 93g/100g - fish
-d™, B FAENEURSTBRARHE, BREBERE, BHRES R/ TF 0. 58/
100g « fish « d, RRENFH S KBEIE 0K ERZH. Wi ERHFAERSBEN,
A RRY, AN AFRRGEDREY, BB X580 Rk 8RS Wik
W9 502625, [FI B £ K B 300 2 9 AFD R A A 72 o, BR R B 4 PR o 3 RO 147 B e 4
WAMLST SRR T RE RN RER MR, UL R — BB
RERATHRE EARBEERGERTR. 8+, EHAR 3% E, Bi-1 BHRM®S
BYLGEERERN 502, -2 MEARHL &Y 0 74g/100g « Fish « d, HE K R,
B-1 R, BA¥ERS 28—35%EARMB S X REFR N 88, R 64 KR
H TR PLOREEMR LA A EAERB R, ARE A HARRMN LR
WO AR Y R B IE B R M A KR R ET KA RE. ETRER L&
REE R SRR TRLAGRE, R THEEA RS BE /N (NS-2), LB MR
BT B BE BT 0 R AR AT 64 2 S ELANME P, 48 G R L AR B 9 0 (LA R 2., B 4
I BARSTBRARBEAER AN TE, WS REXRIER. B4R+ 5 R A
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B — R EA RS B 8—25%), T ATNE F: 745 . B L, Bk s AT 70 4 ms v 3k
BREAREE>XR, CRE-ASFmMEXHEE. _

EERNSEORNE ZAWEH RANHEAREMLNLER 86.90 1
81.19%6, Bi-1.0-2 M4 512 52. 07 #1 56. 34 %, HLHAM-2 MERRE RN ERTH-1.
EEMT . EAMEENEORANEERTHRAL XTRSHIBERSBRMBEEEX. ¥
THEARELEEGERY, S AL ERM2EENENRE Y AR LEE
MEBMNHEE, S5 XRMEHTHE, UTHEDTFRETIHEM, THERRNE L
HEGE D MARITRA- TAD, F-1 5SE¥MNEERLXE 1 28—1 ¢ 48 ;9,48 ,
FEAE 2B D FR S EERE, Bk, % 18.18—26.15% . B-1 A+, H-2
S5REMEERLEEN 1 15—1 : 28, $MBRE, AN AR ETIHHEME, XRESH
H 1kg AT HEL 0. 09—0. 19kg FF K} 2. 48—2. 91kg A- T AF K LB WAL K% .
B- 1 b2 5HFEMEEALN 1 10—1: 20, 4 HE MR, ML 1« 20 BfE.
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Tab. 3 Effects of different diets on gross growth efficiency (GGE) and

feed conversion coefficient (FCC) of grass carp.

#E | pE R EB (N ®) FCC (PF: GF)
" ik Tank | Net weigh BEKNE ;
Stage | Group - ght GGE(¥%) ey L =
No. | gain(%) Observed value Calculated value Difference
2 26.15 0. 088 0.95: 47.29 0.87143.35 0.08: 3.94
A 3 18.18 0.105 1.16 : 33. 20 1.31 ¢ 37.58 —0.151+ —4.38
4 10. 18 0. 108 1. 56 ¢ 24. 32 1.91129.79 —0.35¢ —5.47
| 5 7.14 0. 082 2.84:17.90 2.83117.84 0.01:0.06
7 11. 22 0. 091 0.94 1+ 44. 39 0. 86 : 40. 66 0.08:3.73
B 8 21.02 0.106 1.17 ¢+ 31. 67 1.26 ¢ 34.15 —0.09: —2.48
9 17.39 0.108 1.54 ¢ 23. 61 1.73t 26.52 —0.19+ —2.91
10 16. 34 0.083 2.69:17.93 2.381:15.91 0.3112.02
2 21.19 0. 169 0.36 1+ 18.00 0. 49 : 24.57 —0.13¢ —6.57
3 15.16 0.168 0.533 16. 00 0.75 1+ 22. 66 —0.22 1+ —6. 66
A 4 15. 20 0.130 0.90: 18.00 1.06 + 20.19 —0.16 —2.19
' 5 13.23 0.131 1.30: 13.00 1.72 3 17. 24 —0.42 1 —4.24
! 7 14. 22 0.100 0. 60 ¢ 30.00 0.48+ 23.85 0.121 6. 15
8 19.35 0.116 0.751 23.00 0.72122.02 0.031:0.98
B 9 32.13 0.128 0. 903 18. 00 0.99:19.90 —0.09: —1.90
10 25. 81 0.112 1.50: 15.00 1.56 ¢ 15.59 —0.06 ¢+ —0.59
%, FCC' GGE ‘
I 1 1 I

4¥% 54.67 27.50 0.103 0.136
-1 4.20 4.62 0.075 0.069
-2 3.36 3.60 0.090 0.084

MBAERBENE, E—E AT LT B P9, BB N A3 B0, 3 4RDR) BE 9 A BT
F R, [HEs B Kn, S RREX AR R . £ A- 1 .B- 1 A, & M RBIR LS
HHME Y 15—28 1 1,A-1 . B-1 S E A4 BIH 30—50 + 1 1 20—30: 1, 58T
WENITE. EEEORAR GEAAHENTLESSHEE KK SERBBSH



BRSLGFS . MR 9% S SR AL A5 g R SO = IR
43 LR EASHEKNEYEHEATRE 323

REA—HGE O, AR SEREEYR LS, SANE A RBER AR AHREMRY
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¥4 FEL4BEEMNESRNE ARG EBREHES
Tab. 4 Effects of different diets on protien efficiency ratio (PER) and

net protein utilization (NPU) of grass carp.

B S FHRHE (PER) BUE & R A B E (%) (NPU)
Tank No. 14 [ §:4] I3 18
1 1.31 1.59 18. 91 22.08

2 1.21 1. 64 17.74 25. 65

3 1.50 1. 62 21. 95 23.46

4 1- 64 1. 45 25. 52 20. 98

5 1. 34 1.41 20. 30 21. 78

6 1.37 1. 25 20. 63 18. 56

7 1. 14 1.58 16. 92 23.71

8 1.32 1.50 19. 82 24. 86

9 1. 34 1. 66 20. 32 25. 02

10 1. 03 1.42 15. 66 20. 21
11 1.11 1. 04 16.37 15. 68

AR atEotEn IRAEARSEIRSHNESHE>ARII>2EH 2
HESHEARUTANERGER S, RAE—EBEN . ERHOMAIHEORSEL
BT RMEE RN 2FH-ARA REH<SE I <£H1,0LEY

VS IR » A 20 T B B B A B T AR
%S5 FTEABANNSHAARS FREHSRHES

Tab.5 EHects of different diets on protein content of muscle and fat content of liver of grass carp.

5 = MWEE’E(%) HEEEEF(%?
Tank No. Protein content of muscle Fat content of liver
I8 I 13
SR 73. 02 72.88 25. 43
1 72.16 69. 79 22.49
2 73.29 82.09 27. 82
3 73.18 72.77 25. 29
4 77.79 72.79 26. 32
5 75.73 78. 26 25. 83
6 75. 30 74.63 29. 24
7 74.19 75.03 28. 07
8 75. 09 79. 68 25.73
9 75. 83 76. 87 24. 92
10 76. 05 68. 46 23.11
1 73.73 72.81 28. 39

Bk HOREERIFERILE 6. HFAEN 9. 34g/100g T4, B FH-1 4y
7.97g, K FH-2 89 11. 0lg. HFHTMELHE-1. -2 A, MEBRUE T8-1, 8582,
HERE, EFRHMABERONE, HERERE T AN E LB A ERY TRV TR
BEREFMEANANLOREERSBEE RAEMLBREERSBERE TREER
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BAARELEE, ETIYEATORRER, AN K ST, AP ESEREL RN EY
Eb, ML HAR VRS, X —RRE RS LRE —~EHE L.
%6 ANBRAATLMEEREERXESN

Tab. 6 Composition analysis of essential amino acids in the diets and dorsal muscle of grass carp.

nER Dif(i(ytzm) mﬁis::l?)
Amino acid
HAE | W1 -2 | R 1 2 6 9 11

AW His 1.44 0.79 0.52 1.79 1.10 1.13 1.32 1.41 0. 94
R Arg 1.52 1.21 1. 60 4.72 3.96 4.13 4.70 4.79 4.57
MW Thr 0. 72 0.73 1.05 2.29 2.77 3.07 3.01 3.25 3. 04
B X Met 0. 36 0.32 0. 27 1.79 1.47 1.73 1.81 1.85 181
AR Val 1.11 0. 88 136 2. 82 2.56 2.80 3.06 3.16 3.08
B lleu 0.77 0. 66 0. 97 2.25 2. 28 2.53 2.35 2. 43 2.32
M Leu 1. 96 1.58 2. 93 5.55 6.78 7.90 5.98 5.95 5.70
AR Lys 0.43 1. 04 1.12 5.96 7.77 8.55 5.53 6.32 5. 66
¥ A M Phe 1.03 0.76 1.39 2.86 2. 98 3.30 3.07 3.00 2.86
&3t Total 9. 34 7.97 | 11.01 | 30.03 | 31.67 | 35.14 [ 30.83 | 32.16 | 29.98

2. iR

REHR HamtkBEUHNEKEAEaLKANGEMHNKER ASEKE
BATAKEBEE DR -1 AHERE, HHBRTI-24. &R 4A 811 A8y
BRELEMBERN61—77Y%. HETEKE 79 AN®E,. 11 AN TR, R FEW

=ae"fl W= (T_Fl;—e.,.—)Xﬂ‘ﬂWEﬂWIEJZIEJ X RBTUE  BRIEPTERHHEXER

ABETS"EMAMMARIGES) . EHEKEEKZHFE (dw/do) R INEE (d*w/dt*)
Kt B, MK SR A K Re B R — . '
27 NS EREROERE
Tab.7 Growth rate in total length and body weight of grass carp.

At MK (mm/d) Rk (/) HREREO/D HEMEE/D
MontH— Daily increase Daily increase Daily SGR Daily SGR
1.1y t-2lrr|r-2ltxvjr-2fr-1)yg-2y1-1(r-2{e-1 -2 t1-1y1-2y10-1/1-2
4 [0.65710.857]0. 444)0. 361)0.972}1.528/|1. 625)0. 528]0. 275]0. 345}0. 172|0. 142} 0. 562(0. 775]0. 737 0. 246
5 10.656|0.938(0.500{0.469|1.548]3. 375 2. 406(1. 250{0. 251|0. 345{0. 182]0. 175]0. 720}1. 221{0. 836 0. 513
6 |o0.706/1.235]1.147]0.706{1.853|4. 088{3.265(1.294]0. 249|0. 402(0. 380{0. 245(0. 684(1. 023[0. 857 0. 453
7 10.960]1.47011.123)1. 280{2. 780]5. 520{5. 480| 2. 800|0. 31210. 426]0. 311|0. 405]0. 825|1. 024{1. 069 0. 819
8 1. (.)60 1. 636(1. 242{0. 848 (4. 773 7. 152 7. 091 4. 545]0. 315}0. 417]0. 338 0. 245[1. 067]0. 990;1. 037 1. 013
9 |1.090([1.235]1.176]0. 824(6. 559|9. 352 8. 206|6. 559]0. 292{0. 280 0. 280|0. 220{1. 032 0. 93810. 873[1. 036
10 |1.484)1.226)1.484]0.871|7.436)4. 468|5. 758|5.742|0. 358 (0. 255}0. 329(0. 2170. 861{0. 362|0. 491 0. 686
11 [0. 394(0.152(0. 758 0. 303|2. 606/1. 712]2. 879{2. 870§ 0. 089|0. 030} 0. 155{0. 072]0. 254|0. 129(0. 219 0. 304
;‘;j:':l 0.864(1.078{0. 9650. 686]3. 543)4. 609/4.525(3. 1860. 264)0. 310/0. 267 0. 209]0. 746(0. 80410. 758 0. 625

1989 4ERyRB b, | HE A P/B REN 4—9 AZBRA LT, 10 AEHB TR 1-1,
-2 A7 KAMS | AHELEE I AEFHEN LI ATRBEREFE 9. WHSE
WELR, | 44 P/B RYFHHRH0 1-1, 1 -2 4119 0. 96 #1 1. 39 &,
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Tab.8 The relationship between body weight (W:g) and time (T:d) for grass carp.

‘3

% 0 P AN W=ac™ .
Year Group No. of fish a b
I-1 546 143. 3801 0. 0081 289. 7558 *
1-2 550 184. 5222 0. 0087 75. 6267 *
1989 I-1 540 194. 4554 0. 0082 139. 7649* *
-2 550 174. 2441 0. 0070 252. 8863 *
I-1 374 61. 7968 0.0114 51.1496"*
1-2 368 119. 1041 0. 0083 95. 9062 " *
1988 I-1 360 52.5123 0. 0122 71.1759°°*
I-2 360 47. 6221 0.0117 44.5387" "
* *, P<0.01

%9 MEP/BRE1BIE"
Tab. 9 P/B coefficient in the grass carp (1989).

4 3 H {# Month 42 % H gty
Group 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 Annual Daily
1-1 0.24 0. 27 0. 29 0.31 0. 33 0. 34 0. 20 0. 05 1. 50 0. 006
1-2 0.25 0. 28 0. 30 0. 30 0.35 0. 34 0. 26 0. 09 1.53 0. 006
I-1 0.25 0.27 0. 29 0.32 0.34 0. 30 0.16 0. 07 1.51 0. 006
-2 0. 09 0.11 0.15 0.16 0. 25 0.21 0.16 0.11 1.10 0. 005

» 1988 SR fA4FE P/B EMA % 1.54C 1 ).1.66C 1 -1)H1 1. 09C I -2)

10 NaitkENESERH
(BER KR . ERtathRk Ratasyn, HamE. AR, AR X KR
Tab.10 Stepwise regression analysis of the relationship between growth rate (Kg/mon or % /mon)
and water temperature (WT, C), herbivious fish biomass (HB,Kg/ha), filterfeeding fish biomass (FB,Kg/ha),
size of grass carp (GS,Kg), ration level (RL,MJ/Kg. fish. mon) and RL + WT for

grass carp in experimental (I) and control ( I -1, I -2) ponds.

H wKEX £ S INCESE S g2 2 {4
Group Dependent variable Step Variable entered Increase in r?
1 WT 0. 6383 0.6383
AGR 2 RL « WT 0. 7106 0. 0723
3 GS 0. 7403 0. 0297
1 RL-WT 0. 5259 0. 5259
1 MGR 2 GS 0. 6550 0.1292
3 WwT 0. 6889 0.0338
1 RL « WT 0. 5215 0. 5215
SGR 2 GS 0. 6872 0. 1657
3 WT 0.7348 0. 0475
1 wWT 0. 6170 0.6170
AGR 2 GS 0.7435 0. 1266
-1 3 FB 0. 7995 0. 0560
1 WT 0. 3854 0. 3854
I-2 MGR
2 HB 0. 5903 0. 2050
1 WT 0. 3836 0. 3836
SGR 2 GS 0. 5961 0. 2125
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BEKRWD . ERAEHRMHB) BEALHEFR) . EEHKGS) . ARH
B+ 88 RL) KBA AR ZERRLXWT) 6 AEIHEER, AR M BRAGR),
AHMHMERMGRIMAFEERKESGR) MR, HESEHERE 1989 £ 5
HE A EKE S EBEREANMERAER KFEN .10, 4R ALE 10,

RECIHH:

AGR=—107. 2417+6. 2132WT+65. 6911GS+0. 1528RL + WT

(N=32,R*=0. 7125,P<0. 01)
MGR =14. 8411+0. 5086 WT —14. 6736GS+0. 0248RL + WT

(N=32,R?=0. 6555,P<0. 01)
SGR=12. 9562+0. 5058WT —14. 0653GS+0. 0182RL + WT

(N=32,R*=0. 7063,R<0. 01)

ECE-1, 1-2)4

AGR=—169. 0215+ 105. 4710WT —1. 0858FB+2465. 6100GS

(N=24,R*=0. 7695,P<C0. 01)
MGR =134. 4450+18. 4335WT—0.1921HB  (N=24,R*=0.5513,P<0. 01)
SGR=4.5921+0. 9902WT —11. 3853GS (N=24,R*=0. 5576,P<0. 01)

SHERitsRsSar-f 1 AN SBFEES N -1, 1-2 4K 1. 05.1. 37 5.
PR LR T AR, 1-1. 1 -2 A0 1 4149 83. 26 % F1 71. 11 % . IE R f
& (BHF ,kg/ha) . 38 & ¥ fa 3t \ & (BFF,kg/ha), ¥ ¥} (PF GJ/ha + year). & ¥
(GF GJ/ha * year) HEIHH A5 &, =R (NP) R HE A &, #1572 H BB . NP=
706. 0170+ 1. 9108BHF +38. 3615GF (N=10,R?=0. 8256,P<C0.01), i F4E iR L5 &,
I, 1-1,1-2 M43 B4 5% 8805.5985,5925kg /ha, ¥ ILIAR I .

S5t

EEWRRY, EAanEKEBSEEFTHELIN, ERRTEHNENEE S RA". 8
BAE AR 2NN EEW, 86 0 NERE/LEEY 0.8—49g/d, ¥ A
MERZKR. SYAEESERET, BFREFEKRE, BRI MELS TR, 8—
11 FEASKHMERESEEKEY 50—60%, . hEMINS 61—77%, RHAE&ARMH
(AREHIDWE LB HRMBLAN. HENER, Hak BN ESHELOEK, KIFEL
ERFEES T, EaEE AADREE KN 2 BANEER, ERFNAN.B 9 A,
KEBFE TR MR BRE —E0Ew, BILEKE TROEEERK, H2d—B
VR A S T, 3 e R, TR BB, 1H R 15 BhAE A1 A XS ¥ b0, 11 A P Rg LART, KR A
B v 3738 [ M LA “ BRI BEL 1 7 M R FE 4 B U oF , U B RS R 2 BB MK 3—11
Hp4), AR EAMHPHMERY 3.5—4. 6g/d, W RA 4.5¢/d, 9B FH AN
3.2g/d. ARAHEANERKEEEHEMAR, SIARAEE M S BERLEMR KK R F#
%, BILETR, AEKAPEN ERERELERABRYF N, IREE, T A%
FHEMEKRBABURIHRENERATE.

HXEMMP/BRYLMENRHERE. P/BRES MEAKE B, ZERE. ]
Y. EEFEERNER, EEKITHG AU, AREYBRAKBRZAFELAE LHER
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RIBUR R R MBI B R /D, HK B G, SR REU/N, AT MH T &R &
K. BEREWS LA, af AR, & K E B INR, R B8 BA B i A L AT, R
BEAVEDRHE B e B e AR L BT IA L P/B RBBEIRBE LA TIIMK, 3 9—10 AARIRAE.
Je . KIRZEW T M, P/B RBAREHE LN AT TR, HKBRHARE P/B RYPEE T RER
B, ZARBRAGHIEEREHRTFHR. ERE. KRHEANA P/B AR5 R4
MR, R THAA, BRBRAMEGE RS TR, SO KRBT RAR A
B BAZAEKMERRN G ALY REE, FARHRX ENEEHED , ATk
HWEA P/B AP EEEFRAMN, RUMHASESRIRERARENEK.

EAXAERIBRS, KR EE ARSHANERERERAFBENEY, b il H R
MHRE R E AR BRAGRE ¢ fMERT AL RAS, ARMKERHREERAREY
WE A ER A KRN EER T, A E KK, KRRk RA
PRMEASETERE MM ERERFEERRHERARYIKE. KEE, ARA
ERES, AERE, KREFR FEFE, ELHE RS EER, RIF e TEALE
KEEFRTR,An, R RBan SBEYE, WA TREAANREER. EXR,
WA, EReEHE, MR L, F SRRSO, AR EEAN
ERmR. Wi HRAMh TYREE, AU AR LA EHETRSFAHER H¥H
THEAPHEXEKGAHE RS RN, BT R3E A REE K, WA TFRERFHK
B ZXEESHRPEEENE X,

R RAY BRI R E M 1. 47.1. 49 %, HERBNLREN . XM
PEEREEGETRRARRE E—EHENHMESHRRE, BRFAHEEER
tARERPTR ATRS T A BMEDERE.
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THE RATIONAL DESIGN OF POND FISH CULTURE WITH
REFERENCE TO THE PRINCIPLES OF YIELD INCREASE
X. COMPOSITION AND QUANTITY OF FOOD SUITABLE FOR
THE GROWTH OF GRASS CARP.

Chen Ligiao, Chen Yinghong and Ni Dashu
(Institute of Hydrobiology. Academia Sinicas Wuhan 430072)

Abstract

Grass carp fingerlings were fed in laboratory aquaria on different combinations of green
feed (duckweed or Sorghum sudanense) and pelleted diets (17% protein in diet No. 1 and 25%
protein in diet No. 2). Both the species of green feed and the type of pelleted diet affected the
growth rate of the fish. Judged from growth rate, gross growth efficiency, protein efficiency
ratio and other indices, the optimal proportion of green feed to pelleted diet was 20—50 ¢ 1
when pelleted diet No. 1 was used, and 15—30 : 1 when pelleted diet No. 2 was used.

Pond experiments were conducted during 1987 —1989, The proportions and quantities of
green feeds and pelleted diets were adjusted on the basis of laboratory redults, the nutrient
requirements by the grass carp in different growth stages and seasons, and the water quality
requirement for the prevention of diseases. In the experimental ponds, the annual inputs of
green feeds and pelleted diets were 11. 25X 10*—12. 00X 10*kg/ha and 11. 25X 10*—12. 00X
10°kg/ha, respectively. The growth rate of the grass carp and the total weight gain by fish
were 1.4 and 1.5 times, respectively, those in the control ponds using ordinary feeding

regimes.

Key words Grass carp, Growth, Food component



