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AR AR mMEEEX 85 (Lateolabrax japonicus)
SEREIK GEAF M EE ISR S0

WL, B E R R R T R R

(. FEFERE K20 fmE H 3610212, A B FIRSESIEESLE S mE EI 36102D

WE: ARE 5 AR 7 F ALY Lateolabrax japonicus) 4 & £ K 38 ¥ (e, & & 36 A7 B
WEWBH, ARBEA 360 RIS - WS4 & 09.37 g A AR RN L, T ERE B Rk E
WH 6 H:.0%.0.2%.0.4%.0.6%.0.8%6.1.0%, % 3 MTFATA.FEAM 45 d, FREF. (DAEKME
B A O0. 6% 0. 8V Ay E R e A KE 5 x4 A ARE(P>0.05);(2) 8 ¥ L8 . Fin
0.6%~1. 0%t 72 F 4 % (P<<0. 05) % & Ji & A B & 1£,0.400~0. 800t 52 E A | % (P<<0. 05)#& & 7
f B B g M s (B W #:0. 60 ~1L. OV R EHBZRMR T P ITREHEP<0.05), K HHFH N E &
& 0. 8% i B 2 KK (P<C0.05) , X AT W B9 30 B 0. 290 ~0. 6 % I B F 3 hm (P<C0. 05) 5 (4) 1 v 4 1k 3%
T EERERELERE MG R AR E A B EE S E(P<]0.05);(5) fL i 3 A 0 R K R A
0.6% Wy % 4 B 2 R B (P>>0. 05),0. 2% th 7 500 3 58 40 A 10 4 B fb Be 50 b s 6 B Fu 3t 1L 40
BEW R AR A E I EE R EHE(P<0.05), FIRERFNA AR FFRAM0.6%~0.8% ty
TEMEA AL Gyt KR AR R R R R

KER LY, R EE A KW RS AR R

FESES:PIT7. 4 XEKAREAD : A M EHS:0253-4193(2018)02-0069-08
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Fr B L B 852 B AT OGB4 K
W Il i B e SR i 0 N B3 Ml B TR RE 45 A Y AR
ST, BT EA MR PERE AR 45 A T B )
il R AN AR KPR RE A 32 AT 6 . A8 (Lateolabrax
Japonicus) SEFR-L B, JE PR XU 28, A R
AR OE VRS2 AT . AEB AR R B, R
A, F B T b VI A6 B0 R AR B VY R E
FA VI o AR TR0 2 3 A 48 65 40y £ 1) A MR Il
T8 A A LR R R AR T A [R] e J32 5¢ S S o & %) 76
fiys 4y £11 LA HILAAC 520 o DA TR Ay 56 SE M A S 2t € 75 0
FUAEAK 7 iRk oz F 3 AR e A

2 MRSEINE

2.1 REREBH &

TE L Ak )R HR S i 5E SR 9 & . 0 %6 (Control) |
0. 2% (Diet1) ,0. 4% (Diet2) ,0. 6 % (Diet3) ,0. 8 % (Di-
etd) 1. 0% (Diet5), 4 6 2. FH 1KY B F , DA AR F5 i
Ty B A, R R S SR ACE LR 1, 525
WEWE B 7 5 PR ) AR MR BR S W) (A AR /N T
85%0) . JEARMBYIEE I 60 H I . 7840 TR A1 5 il b ks
KN 2.5 mm BB A DEE, A 55°C HEAE kT, ¥
HERAFT —20°C & H,

F1 EMAMBEATRERKFE(TYRERM)
Tab.1 Feed ingredients and nutrient content of basal diet

(% as dry mass)

gx1
HIHAKT
ML A B 50.62
ML 107 9.56
K5y 12.01
K5y 12.56

v /%
i1 by 46.7
R 21.0
T By 15.0
FORE B 3.6
2835} 2.0
i 3.5
i 2.5
G B 2.6
EZ 0.6
E27 0.5
JIEL ik 0.5
WM — AU 1.5
&t 100

e Ky ML A BT 74.35% . MLIR W 8. 43 %05 BA: ML EE 1 R
48.25% AR 1. 06 %,

22 fRAFERE

FRPH R U0 7 4R 55 KK 7™ 2 B g KR 50 3 047
el TR R E EW AN E R Y. TR
X AE S FEATIR AL B B AR K R0, B 5% 2 J . iR
360 &AL A% — 21 4l £ (19. 37 +0. 196) g, Bl HL 53 £
18 AME PR 3 BB 6L (80 em X 45 em X 45 cm) , & &L 20
.k 3 PATA., BHEERE 2 K (8:00—8:30,
18:00—18:30) , Ff: S I Wi £ 55 A0 R B 24, 4 K 46
KPR, B K 1/3, FRFAFIH N 45 d. FR5H I A]
WEEZ I A6 B F5 B A 100 BB T DL A5 e B SR T ok
23 HmRESNE

FRIHSS G 24 h YUERALFE . F T A& K T 19T %
0 AT PR AL B 5 XoF 45 32 50 T f0 0F 47 4% R FR R
. REIREPLEL 5 R AR E AR R EH 1 mL
TE S Ao LR i KB, i AR RCE 4°C N E 12 h,
4°C .3 500 r/min 25 F B0 10 min B35 (L)
PRAETF —80°C &M . BENLEL 5 J& ., N3l AbBE J5 A7
T—20°C FH TR 5007 . e 10 @ #EAT i ) B
Jor , Forr 5 )2 0 i 1 20 SO AR R AR AE T —80°C L H
T W 18 7 bl I R L 53 Ak 5 R i T FE TG TR A%
L HGH A TR I
24 BFEEFHNNE

2505 g WAL 1 90T = « WED N
AE] 4.5 mL T A BEER K, 4 3 B0 i A5 Mk N
10" R, B BEE] 107, XU AT B Al FH UL T 3
FEFRHEBER 5 s K AT T8 1A 20 36 3 B (EMB) K
I U T IR P W B R 5 B B 35 55 L D b SR Y
W T 5w B AR Y R A RA . AR TR
100 pL, RIAFF B AV TTICE & 37°CF A &K 5% 24
h BUBAF B TE 37°C FIRAEHE IR 72 h, BADH B
3ATVAT. HEFRES WG PR E TR VE 30~300 [ 8% R 3k
HEAT AT 35 Ty R I 4 v 1 8 TR T8 R
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BrBD efu/gC Fi AT EOCE I V% <10) .
2.5 BRI
2.5.1 WHUE IR 0T
A AR i 75 CHE T 24 h S BRI 105°C
HET A T 0 2 TR T RK e R s 45
F A 8l ZAL Crapid NO UKL 115 KL 107 FH 22 =X 4
I 5 FERE S T EE P LR e TG T B 1 B
16 550°C T4 8 h kL K4y
2.5.2  ILVE A= AR A i K g 3 T AL 4 AR E
FHEE B 1 (Biotek) Ml & & 1 (TP, H ih = fi§
(TG, /& % FE Mg 8 11 JH [ B CHDL — C) g JH [#] it
(TO) & &, A 1L Wy B Ak i (SOD) | B 1 W 12 il
(AKP) i s B35 P 00 0 5
W (MDA, i Ak & i (CAT), i 16 i
(LZMD , iR 1 » V€ B Bl 19 35 M UV — 1200 #4 %%
AN CEE TN TN bR 4 R e A A ) A
FEITER AR & .
2.6 HESITSHH
W R WGR , %) =100 X (W, —W,) /W,
FEEE KR (SGR, %) =100X (In W, —1n W,)/d

TEIE (SR, %) =100 X N,/N,

B B2 (CF . %) =100 XW /L*

TR R (FCR L %) =100 X (F, —F,) / (W, —
W)

AW R (@) s W R IR (2) 5d N
FEFREG N, AR RBEGN O s BEG L ik
JE Cem) s Fy AR AL F, g T ikt

Bl R F SPSS 19. 0 #4750 Hr SR FH AL R
FENN . HH EZR D3, FHH Duncan #4174 8] £ &
FA, P<<0. 05 i 2R, e g R E =
PrifEZE (Mean+ SD) £,

3 45

3.1 EARRRNEEE S E KRN
2 2 AT 51, 5 X B4 M e, FBW  WGR . SGR
£ Diet3 . Dietd ¥ — & 2B 5. /5 T HAWL (B 5
X HELH A HE 25 5 R i 3 (P =>0. 05) ;SR \CF 1£45% 4 [A]
AEFE R EM 2 R (P>>0.05), FCR fE& A Z A
FETE 22 5 (H7E Dietd A FEAK, B RCR A U] 8 (P>
0.05), SGR/FCR 7£ Diet4 i F X BEZH (P>>0.05),

R2 FMEBENIEG L& ERKERERHI(%)

Tab.2 Effects of dietary chitosan oligosaccharide on the growth of the juvenile Japanese seabass( % )

Ei=g7N Xof AR 21 Dietl Diet2 Diet3 Dietd Diet5
WITE(BW) /g 19.5+0. 28 19. 2740. 50 19. 0640. 44 19.5840. 11 19.5140.51 19.3040.78
KE(FBW) /g 69.8342. 85b 3. 7843. 96 62. 5443. 68° 72.1823. 669 71. 5743, 36 64. 7874, 2420
i #HFE(WGR) 257.9949.59%¢  231.234-24.17¢  228.38+22.8*  268.71+18.92¢  266.8148. 75 235. 44+8. 49

FERE A KR (SGR) 2. 8340. 06 2.66+0. 172 2. 6440. 16 2.904+0. 11° 2.89+0. 05° 2. 69+0. 06
iR L3R (FCR) 1. 247 0. 057 1.340. 067" 1. 3740. 094° 1. 2840. 08" 1. 0540. 081* 1. 420. 025"
FEE R (SR) 96.39+3. 13 10040.00 98. 15+3. 21 100+0.00 10040.00 98. 25+3. 04
HE i BE (CF) 1. 2640. 019 1.34-0. 031 1. 2840. 045 1. 2640. 175 1.34:0. 031 1.1840. 133
SGR/FCR 2.2940. 22 2.0620. 30 1. 9640. 33° 2.2940. 32 2.7920. 40b 1.9240. 09°

1 R P [ — A7 80 DAR F AN R R 28 5 8. 3% (P<<0. 05) . F &,
3.2 ERPRNEEEN LR DB
2 3 AT, SE 56 20 P A ML I (Crude fat) J
x3 EEBEXMUEGERINEMGEEY)

Tab.3 Effects of dietary chitosan oligosaccharide on body composition of the juvenile Japanese seabass (wet weight% )

# H (Crude protein) . 7K 43 (Moisture) . JK 43 (Ash) 5
X REL AR LA B 22 S (P>>0.05)

Bt Xf B2 Dietl Diet2 Diet3 Diet4 Diet5
HLAR 7 9.07+0. 35 8.9440. 12 8.38+1.12 8. 441.04 8. 66+0. 68 8.85+0. 83
HEH 17.3421.16 16. 6320. 10 17.3020. 46 17.0620. 59 16.73241. 00 17.1020. 47

Koy 68.33+1.19 69. 2340. 54 69. 0941. 06 69. 5740. 95 69.8941. 93 69.224-0. 19

K4y 4. 7740. 34 4.5140.08 4.5140. 16 4.89+0. 51 4.3140. 29 4.52+0.09
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3.3 (AR RN T B M X 1Lt 4 £ 7 i R S
3 4 7T, Y0 1] K (salmonella) 8 & M 5 7%

SERE S R A BE AN I /D L 78 Diet3 Diet4 #1 Diets

FHFEAK (P <0. 05) ;78 Diet3 Dietd K T4 (E.coli)

x4 ZTEEINEGYHEGES

T B E BRI (P<0. 05) 5 BUE AT B (Bi fidobacteri-
wom ) B Bt 25 70 S AR AN I %) 8 o 2 18 s b L
Diet1,Diet3 #1 Dietd {2 KFXF B2 (P<<0.05),

EEFHHENZ (g cfu/g)

Tab.4 Effects of dietary chitosan oligosaccharide on intestinal microorganisms of the Juvenile Japanese seabass (lg cfu/g)

Ei=E7N X B2 Dietl Diet2 Diet3 Dietd Diet5

VIR Salmonella 7.0940. 06° 6. 7140. 09t 6. 8140. 04¢ 6. 30+0. 59 6.2540. 05 6. 0040. 04*
KIGHFFH E.coli 7.0640. 07¢4 7.2240. 029 6.8140. 18" 7.1940. 034 6.3440.09 6. 9240. 04b
WUAF B Bi fidobacterium 7.9440. 08° 8.144-0. 054 8.1240. 044 8.1040. 054 7.4740.03 7.664-0. 03"

34 ANRBPERNEEBNEYHEREELEN
A
M5 AT EN, 56 FRALAH L, #E Diet3 . Dietd FlI
Diet5 1 iz 38 8 & 1 i (Trypsin ) 36 PE A 8 2 P 5 o

(P<20. 05) ; I3 % Wi il (Lipase) B35 J1 3447 42 5 . ¢
Diet2 . Diet3 il Dietd A & 3 1 4 /5 (P <<0. 05) ; I i&
TE M i CAMS) 1 3% 71 78 Diet2 A 42 5 (P>>0. 05) , 1
b 45 S U0 LR R B {HAS . 3 (P =>0. 05)

RS FEENIELGL G FIE N KRR

Tab.5 Effects of dietary chitosan oligosaccharide on digestive enzymes in the gut of the Juvenile Japanese seabass

Eis 7 Xif 1R 24 Dietl

Diet2 Diet3 Diet4 Diet5

JRE AW/ U » mgprot ! 256.964-17.56°  260. 53434, 6°

A Wi/ U « mgprot ! 0.828+0. 054# 0.95240. 113

TEREE/U « mgprot ! 0.25540.067%  0.1510. 048

208.04£17. 46¢
1. 055£0. 094t

0. 3864-0. 123¢

357.83434.97>  415.46438.67¢ 318.1+23. 79"

1. 137£0. 087¢ 1. 0584-0. 078" 0.96440. 058

0.096=+0.075° 0.214+0. 06% 0.18140. 063

3.5 fARRIRMEEE L MEE LSRR

M 6 T, S K A I T AR (TP & i
P (P<<0. 05) ; SR [E BE (TO) £ Diet2 Y & it i 3
PR (P<C0. 05) , HoAth 5256 20 ¥4 B AR R A7 78 1. 3%

R 6 FTEEX LG MEELIER

P22 5 (P=>0. 05) s H il =8 (TG) 7245 41 [R] 22 5 A A7
TER ZEYE(P=>0.05) ; /= % FE B £ 11 B [&] % (HDL —
OFBEXARE BT Dietd A5 EIN(P>0.05), H
45 20 33 53 25 = (P<<0. 05).,

okA |

Tab.6 Effects of dietary chitosan oligosaccharide on serum biochemical indexes of the juvenile Japanese seabass

e b X HE 4 Dietl Diet2 Diet3 Dietd Diet5
HMEH TP(g/L) 44.6241.96*  58.0640.89"  73.22+2.54¢  63.88+3.83¢ 58+3. 170 61.94+2. 66
S E & B (TC) /mmol » gprot ™! 5.67+0.35° 5.6040. 41° 6.48+0. 32" 5.4940. 29° 5.5740.15° 5.4140. 25°
H i =F& (TG) /mmol + L~! 2.4240.15 2.5540.08 2.7740.2 2.6140.07 2.540.17 2.5140.12
o % 2 i 2R O
5.0740.34"  6.1320.18"  6.05+0.41>  6.04740.48>  5.5340. 29 6. 9840. 32¢

(HDL—C) /mmol « L7 !

36 ARPEIMEEENESHENFTFFRER

bregiapA1|

MR 7 ATH0 L, TS T E(MDA) B9 4 B 1E Diet3 g3

FEAR (P <C0. 05) , M HoAlh 45 52 56 20 39 £ 155 . #F Diet2 JG
SEH B (P<C0. 05) 5 7€ Dietl #3414k ¥y I8 1k B (SOD)
TP (P<T0. 05) 5 BllPEBE R B CAKP) 7% P &
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T Dietl 5 (P>>0.05), Hi4 & 925 41 2 [ % IF
H. Diet2 ,Diet3 & 2 AR (P <<0. 05) ; 45 56 41 i
TR i (LZMD B35 P 24 18858, Diet2 . Diet3 1 Diets 3%

PEIE N (P <C0. 05) 7G PRI 5% T 29 13. 11 % ~48. 79% 5
A A B (CAT ) 16 7 Dietl H 425 (P>>0.05),
A 45 S B0 20 34 I 2 P R (P <<0. 05)

R7 REBMNEYHEMNFERRERBENERBZNE

Tab.7 Effects of dietary chitosan oligosaccharide on Nonspecific immunity index in serum of the juvenile Japanese seabass

(Lateolabrax japonicus )

EiEEn Xof AR 4 Dietl Diet2 Diet3 Diet4 Diet5
T —#(MDA) (nmol + mgprot 1) 16.067-2. 06>  18.5472.41>  29.27+4.25¢  11.171.67* 16.5741. 97"  20. 367-0. 32"
ALY I AL (SOD) /U » mL™! 15.1541.33¢  26.07+1.99¢  13.7340.29*  12.3540.5>  7.59+0.68a 8.39+0. 774
B M B R it (AKP) / 4 GBS » mL ™! 2.3440.28b°  2.5240.31°  1.89+0.16°  1.8340.21*  2.03+0.13®  2.09+40. 19
WHEE(LZM) /U » mL~! 244.94-427.62*  312.59+21> 357. 04424, 98 364. 44--20. 374 277. 04+23. 76> 320+23. 41
i AL S (CAT) /U » mL™! 68.88.78"  73.244.83"  54.4742.29" 55.1645.89"  54.8+6.08"  54.65+8.03°
4 e Ca FE RN UL . Zafar S5 90ESE S0 AT LSS 45 19
e YR FERIREE 1 . Jung %50 TE S8 SEREAT B T
4.1 FTEMER LG4 f 4 4K 1 AR AT R0 W ISR 5 1 RE 7. A1 30 eV S0 R 4R 5 — 26

BT0A B VDR [ A £ I XA ST B W LN
T 2 R 25 IR R 5, Refstie 257 BIF 9Tk PR 4% W K
B S B RV e (Salmo salar) B WGR . FCR 14
PEFXTHRAL . FEGRDR PRI 0. 4% FESERE W E R
BRE% SGR™ . FCZEME D L = a8 SGRY . T
AL 1 10 JA R 2 AR e 2R 25 AR ORI N5
SEWEISLH 20 WGR F1 FCR S F R B4, AR
0 45 R W ARDRL R VR N S SERB IETE 0. 60,0, 8 Y0 X
1ewig i WGR BARIFEH. EEmESR 0.2,
0.4%F1 1. 0% %F WGR B A HI4E M . S0 %2 A4
e — M i 3k B A P T R AR T 5 WOk
S B A KRR

AT T WS FE SERERR A TV T TR U . IR
B 0. 4% .0. 8 Vo FE SEME W E BRI T R i gt . 3
Jim 0. 2% .0. 4% F0 0. 6 %678 TEME i 23N T XUBAT I
MR . S ILRIE AR Ay 0. 6%0.0. 8% FE SEMEHE =
TEfF Ll 0 WGR . 3 U BH B I 38 B R 5 4 s A
it A K PR RE A AE AR G PR . SRR s I E e
BE AR AT 25 TRSS A PR . AR ABE A 80 i
XUBEFF VRT3 B8 1) s A 2 181 1) FH S 0 7™ A i 4 g 77 7R
FRAR 7 38 R85 pHIY L S5 B 1R 17 R Al 0 i 266 B
20 B v R e AR 0 LA L AR R R B L s T R 3R
AL DT AR 32 B 66 RS X6t 7 3% 0 I ) W e RN R
ik PH W5 FAHF RIS F W
A=A 20 Bl T BUBCAT T 55 A i 81 185 4 (] B 412

Yoo 9 W W, B R G X B AR A — E B R
H@EISJ 3

JK 7 B v i TE T A X S R 5 B OB
A T T A A B o RE B o RS AR 12
PEAERPERE . BRER A 1 5 20 2 3 0 10 K fi
B b 0 SO /N AT ISR T R T AR
W, ESSEESENS BT T 8 E 0 Xk L4 I o 0 ) 5
W, SR 0. 4 00 E AT DL 25 4R e 1 AR RS
Sang ST BFFEAG L BRI 0. 400 HER SR M 2
/N S SR R AR REE A U I ) TG A A SR R S
0. 6 76 F1 0. 80070 SR M I 5 4 50 Je £ 14 T A1 s 1017 e 1)
{5 0 R I P AL B9 R S A IR R T IR B
7 S T 1o 30 50 1B R A ) T ok R
PR AR T TG AL B 00 2R G . e SRR A R 3
PSRV L vl B85 SR B 1 I R 0 B2 4 i
AHES I RE 38 W 206 W JE R A . (HER N
0. 20,0, 4 2671 1. 006 B 5¢ SEHH B9 45 2 L2 1R AR T X
MR AT HI . AR & S Pt T — M A e
SENEAT D97 80873 100 0 S T ) 345 A AT 38 048
FE MR RCR . BTSN — E 1 7 552 0 T AL T
A —E WA I AL B A AR 3
TIN5E 3 F) D A0 135 13 0 08 IR 3 5 % o 45 Y
KWL AARRT & o X L AT RE R T BOR U R
FoE A KA B ER R Z —,
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42 FEWEXEGLE MFEL BRI

e 2 BE R K A BE [ B (HDL — O) 7y — Fh “ 4
IR [ e A PR I v ) IR R 5 e )
. AR TS N S SR AR B H Tk =R (TGO AL
JIH I BECTO WA W3 52, {3 832 $2 % HDL—C &
b, BEFRERSED R S S A i F Y 5T SEAE T
R 628 Y 5 MR L % TC A TG 434 25 50, 5 i
Fm HDL—C &&, Li %0 L Bse sEm e m i
X HDL—C & &, 75 H KM 60 d, TG 5IE
WULTC W 25 5, IR mE A R TR T AR
FICTPY S O IIE A5 B AN iz 308 0 15 e o 3= 22 4 45 1M v
BB IFHM ER et AR EE, TP X s
ARKETEREE, TP ORI Z MR 26 A K. H
3 bk A R R T LR A OE R AR K Y, TP
14 1= AR R S B0 1 L AR 1) 4 328 7 TR A& L b 1 e 3
PR NHCRAS T TP S\ a PR A
R TP & B ER . Yang Z5I W58 & 78 5
VSR = W 05474 TP & ik, FeSEMEXTir il TP 4 4%
o AR 5 A W R I, 8 B R 0 5 S X
gt g TG M TC %A 520, {5 2 A #2155 1M
B TP M HDL—C & 8/EH . A B FRR 1.
43 FEEXMEYHENFESERERENZE

AV S 2 A 00 285 G0 05 B A 7 T R AR
FH . BT (LZNVD VR FH 32 B2 0K 40 iR (i 41 1 9
YT IR B ASEA N B, W E T R
X AT ) 5 W) o i B0 S 4% R TT LA T LZM T
Lin S5 ZE 4 RE a8 in 7 28 05 A3 25000 48 = fiE 0 LZM
ME M. TRES AR AR H ST SR AU TP AR 4l
EEMYE LZM A0 SOD & #:. 5 X R A b, AR S0 56
WG LZM PR & T 13, 11%~48. 79 % IESZ ik
FESEME AT LA 1 L35 LZM UL .

SE WK

ALY B AR il (SOD) S 7K 7= s ) vf B B 4T 4R
R F L KRG ME A A R R BRI, N
(MDA J2 7 i ¥ W 1) 35 2247 5 ) o 22—, [] 32 e B
T A A R R L B IR il (AKD) K iR
SR B BERR BRI G W . i E AL SR (CAT O E
Ry — i S R T BR AR AR R A AL A
g WoR W 0. 2% 52 SE B SOD, AKP,CAT 1%
PERAT $E 5 AR LAt 25 4R T X IR AL, Wi 0. 6%
BF MDA & 35 B, FLA A i ¥ 5t . 45k B 4
TE R ZE BF DR 38 N 72 ZERE AR T SOD F1 AKP 1
PE. 5T 50 A &% ) A L YA I v b MDA =
AT ARG L BRI 0. 6 %0 A9 MDA 5 Hi Al A
TF AT o A2 H b 45 20 359 g T BRAL . 40 BT DA
FE SRR XA 05 G0 5 ASHBE A A 7 A A2 S 4 R A
B — M EIE R . X e SRR TS e
T T RSB TS S SRR A B T A
B ST TERE 4 2 1E F AT W BT TR AR 3R TE R i — 2
FRCRE LF 40 P 20 e P As i . /g R S SE R B
A R A A0 A PN 3 5400 i 7 VP 1 B S A
T et Y O S AW R oS B 7 1 8 S =
SZ AR A0 0 s MDA 5 1238 [] B 43 506 A0 A
KoMtz B . MR B 17 H SOD,AKP,CAT i
PEREAR . A5 356 v 5c 52 05 X G o5 ke 20 40 4 4
SOD,AKP CAT ¥ 45 b il 2 76 78 I 4 0. 2 %0 B 1=
T HRH T Al 4% 2 S48 T X6 R PR Ok 7 o )
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Effects of dietary Chitosan oligosaccharide on the performance,
digestion and serum biochemical indexes of the juvenile
Japanese seabass (Lateolabrax japonicus )

Hu Xiaowei'?, Shangguan Jingbo'?, Li Zhongbao'?, Yang Min"?, Xu Anle'**

(1.Fisheries College s Jimei University, Xiamen 361021 ,China; 2.Fujian Provincial Key Laboratory of Marine Fishery Resources

and Eco-environment . Xiamen 361021 ,China)

Abstract; This research was conducted to evaluate the effects of dietary supplementation with Chitosan-oligosaccha-
ride (COS) on the growth performance, digestion, serum biochemical indexes and intestinal flora. A total of 360
juvenile Japanese seabass were randomly assigned to six treatment diets that included COS at concentrations of
0%,0.2%,0.4%,0.6%,0.8%,1. 0% for 45 d. Each treatment had 3 replicates with 20. The results showed: (1)
The growth performance: The weight gain and specific growth rate of Diet3(0.6%) and Diet4 (0. 8%) were in-
creased compared with the control group (P >>0.05); (2) The digestive ferment: The intestinal trypsin activity
were significantly increased (P<C0. 05) in the Diet3(0. 6% ), Diet4(0. 8% ) and Diet5(1. 0%). Intestinal lipase ac-
tivity was remarkably increased at Diet2(0.4 %) ,Diet3(0.6 %) and Diet4 (0. 8 %) (P<C0. 05). There was no signifi-
cant difference in intestinal amylase activity (P~>>0.05). (3) The serum biochemical indexes: Compared with the
control group, the contents of the serum total protein and high-density lipoprotein cholesterol (HDL—C) was ob-
viously increased (P<C0.05); (4) The nonspecific immunity: The contents of MDA was decreased significantly
(P>>0.05) on the Diet3(0. 6%). The activities of superoxide dismutase, alkaline phosphatase and peroxidase were
all increased (P>>0.05) on the Dietl (0.2%), and the serum lysozyme was significantly increased (P <C0.05).
(5) Intestinal flora;: The number of Salmonella in Diet3 (0. 6%), Diet 4(0. 8%) and Diet5(1%), and E. coli was
significantly decreased (P<C0. 05) in Diet(0. 8%). The quantity of bifidobacteria increased significantly (P <C0. 05)
in Diet1(0.2%), Diet2(0.4%) and Diet3 (0. 6%). In conclusion, these results indicate that COS can enhance
growth and immunity of juvenile Japanese seabass,and the optimum addition level was 0. 6% ~0. 8% in diet.

Key words: Lateolabrax japonicas; chitosan-oligosaccharide; growth performance; non-specific immune; intesti-

nal flora



