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Fig. 1 The influence of different feeding quotiety
on body length growth of Silur meridionalis
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Impacts of Different Feeding Rates on the Growth and

Survival Rate of Silur meridionalis Juvenile
SHI Ze-chao,CHEN Xiao-xuan, WANG Wei-min, JI Wei

( College of Fisheries, Huazhong Agricultural University, Wuhan 430070, China)

Abstract; Growth and survival rates of 6 day old Silur meridionalis juveniles feeding on Limnodrilus at 6 different
levels for 21 days were investigated. The results showed that the juveniles at 60% feeding rate grew faster than any
other levels when the body length was less than 5 centimeters and 50% feeding rate resulted in faster growth with
more than 5 centimeters. The survival rates of group A B.C.D.E and F(feeding quotiety were 30% .40% .50% .
60% . 70% and 80% ) were 56% 75% .89% 93% 94% and 91% respectively. The cannibal rate of A and B was
30% and 19% , higher than all other groups. The cannibal rate of group E and F was lower, 4% and 4.5% re-

spectively.
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