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— KEE T HRFE BN — T % B3 B sh 4 £ 7 AR A AT A, 27 x5 R FLAF,
BRER MR EEEMCHERRE, RTL AT HEHRR, RAREMRI AL EHEF G —
EEFE. HAT, GESMAL, ERAEEWIE FBEBAR WA R LA TR OB, T A 2
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BERARBEL T ESEME R L,
KA HEEE; hMBEA; KELED
HESES S953 XEMRIRE A 2 XERS

Bifi 5 ol B R R R R, AR TS AKOF (A T 4
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FE . WEMELD RBEEEm LE, KEAY
EL 2 B A28 A 1 O ] sl sk i) — 43 o SR, 7
KAEYOLHRMIFRM ., . BRidfith,
S RAFAE K A A A A R AR T B ], B R B
RAEEFARNT, B . BIBLLLRZIMAT Bl =R m%
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KAEETIEMIOK A A YAEFNL R R, T e,
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SN EE , [ X TR AR AR B8 ~F 2 RO A G B AT
FEAAL T 6 AP B B o A Sl 1o [RS8 3R 558 42 AR 1E [
PN AP IK AR AR W v B BIE 5 3 e R B R N R AT 45
W, X EREE AR AR B R AT DR I e
W, DI K AR AR 3R B R A SR I 207 2 2 7% Fn
AL

1 REFER
11 EX

A LIt 2 Aoy Aok X, Bl v
TS A B AT, R Bh W I — R R AR
B UR S Z A B T, DT B 30 4 1) 48
7K (Williams et al, 2008), FR5E F 2538 H #A b2
—FPEh AR TRE, Bt — R 50 AR RN AR VB 5% sh 4
HAETE IR EE , RS R IER TN, FEEL
M EEAL S (IR AL, 2006; HIFEHE4E 2007),

12 RERH#E

FEPr b, BEEEAX S MmN, &R
A LGB 2 AT I 4K 3h 4 Bl 3% 2 Sl T i
(Mellen et al, 2001), F7£19254, Robert Yerkes/Z #i
h RIS YR —E 112 s AR B Y St e, Hm
FRARBLAT B38| 11 Y i BB IR S R BT 8% Pl
FROY A K A EEAEH, Wk, Robert
Yerkes F W8 55 8 DA Sk S« PR BT F 25 MRS 0 A (RE T
2014), 19824F, Markowitz(1983)7E 36 [F i 45 22 sh ¥
Pel 7 R IR R 45 TAE, BN S P R IR 45 TR I
HEmM A Z—. 19814F, FEESETLTIN
WPIE2s , IFF 19854F 5E B T X sh @ AT sl kI 20
BT o IXUAE T E T4 56 T A A R K2 3
R EE A SCH B, IR I FE AT ARE,
19934, 35 [E 4R BT sl W) el 15 IR 44 90 T KR F A 45
FI2EARBET 2, P13 T B E AR FISHESL, JF
FHFIT AL F A AIHISE TAE(Shepherdson et al, 1998).

HRT, P84 25 KA 1k 2l B 55 3h 4 H
WA TAE P AT A EIE sy, Wit 2 30 24
T 5y Bl R K A T SR B 32 T A 5 it (Mellen
etal, 1996), 13, JL sl e 1995 4 5 % il
X — MR I 22 X A B 3 5 = 8 T A (2R Ak
%, 2005). 1996 4, J#F KM B K RE A (Ailuropoda
melanol euca) iff 5% Fr s ¥ Ji& 1 R4 = 25 5 11 1 AH OG5
T AE, 2002 4, Jbash# e #E 3% = E ORI T
Hh ] 3 4 el T2 R AR BT Bt 4 el K 26 T 1 DA SR B
F R FBEIHHT S, 2005 4 RES SR TR T %k

AEJH PR 25 MU AHOC TAE (B F5 #9465, 2008), 2006 4F,
S RSN T E N 2 IR R B4, IERE
B . 15251 ok BE (Helarctos malayanus) % 5l 4 it
F7REE 25 BUAH OGS 50 TAR(H 548455, 2007), HE,
At 30 4 el K 2 T JR A 85 =F 25 1 A O TAE (BT
45 2018; XIVKVF4E, 2016; TKi5L, 2014),

1.3 FEFEFARS5EH

B R ARANE K — A AL T sh A R K F
FFB, MAFEIAH . ARNFIH . REAMTERE
PR I 2 ) A ) XoF s B A S 1) ER L (R E B an el i
SRR IS R B8 F 25 L, Bl K2R
Z TR T K& Btie (Williams et al, 2008), M.,
B [ A e £ R AR 37 8h W) A R 25 B 45 (Farm Animal
Welfare Council, FAWC)(1993)4i 4 1 3¢ Tkl 4= 3h ¥
ISP R A B, SR BRHEAR S E AR AR BRI
S HKYE, EENENOIA RZYIER A B ;
QAT AERN A QWA RZER. 1FH K
PR A B OIARBEFTIMAG; C)WA
G52 B A th o AR L, Mellord$(2001)%F
XS H P STAR A KSR T YR8, B ()8 5%
ANE; QIEEAIE; Q) HBUENR . H40 ML) e R A ;
DITNZIR; (5)H BUR IR B AR R

AT KA A B A TG BRI A S, SRk AR
W EREWE . LB AIEAGH R T — % B9 H AR e
B, {HA] DK HE FAWC(1993)32 Hi A SR Fil Mellor 45
(001N e, LACRBE SR A FEAR ], XK AR
HEYIAEFERFEARFATIRTE, IFEAT A RO, &3
FIRARBEFEAFEAR, IR THK A SR AKT .

2 KREEMREFEFRRFARIAR

AT TR AEAY R AN AT R 2015 f
SV S PSS TR AEXT R =, BT KA
YIS, JCHGEX TS B IR AR BRI O L A
W AETE N RE 7 55 0] B | — 547 #F 4+ 1L (Corcoran,
2015; Huntingford et al, 2014; Williams et al, 2008),
W, AR, BB AR A AR ) R e 45
1o IR FERFORIEK AR EhE bRy N AT
5%, FEIT R (Ploeg, 2007; Stevens et al, 2017;
Sullivan et al, 2015; Anderson et al, 2001). 34 (Lee
et al, 2019; Collymore et al, 2015; Volgin et al, 2018;
Schroeder et al, 2014; Kistler et al, 2011; Lee €t al,
2018) ., 3 375 ol 1% 4 i i (Braithwaite et al, 2014;
Kihslinger et al, 2006; Brockmark et al, 2007;
Hammenstig et al, 2014)~ £ 2 H 11K 4 A Y 30 5%
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FAEVIE, HEZEBIX G ALK R, 2018),
AR SCHR G IR B = R H AR TR R, 783 AR5 AT
BEmlh LR K Az A= oA EE E AR R R 43 S UK, 433
IR FEEAR . R EOR | S FAHOR
R FERFAREEKE, 2010; XIEH], 2013; X
45 2018).

21 WBMFERFEAR

Wi FEARAR, NPT FERER, ZEaX)
JKCEE A 0 A B A B R K L DGR IR AR
HWEHITIA, BAASYRET], YA RTTh,
ARAG B OB, DAL 5 KA AR A R KO B — B,
A (Swaisgood et al, 2005; F &K%, 2010), EARR] 4
REEREL | KIMEFFCRERSE, HEr, CAH
KB IRBE FEREBARTEAK A AR, IS —E i
A, Batzina 5% (2012)4R 5T /K FHIG A &R Ge K 6L s
| ZAE (RN &% (2 B X 42 Sk i (Sparus aurata) ()5
e, 22 VS I € RN 21 A €00 0 3 AT A0 A — AT 47 () 3
BEEA T . KW (2014) 38 1 %) ik [G %5 (Acipenser
dabryanus) 17 7K it 2 F i e R 2, R BLK
i A2 IR TQ S A T vk AE 0 75 310 W Sl 42 v 5 W o 't A
BPRE IR T B A L3 2 5 ) d 25 AL 5 3l 4 el £ HEOK
fifi(Andrias davidianus)ifi 5 i Az PR EE i 5, EA TR
B, R T RS A 1% J5T 2 R A 7K
(%, 2018).,

IR A A oot B B B — 5 D 4 1, N 4
(Carassius auratus)(Sullivan et al, 2015), ¥t 5 ffi(Danio
rerio)(Schroeder et al, 2014; Kistler et al, 2011)& X} F
TR S IR BT | AR ESCH At 285 4 1 BR B A7 A E B
(s . Braithwaite Z5(2014)F5E KM, KEZHF5
RTER B HARMISRAE T, IR RE S S B RS 1
JUR3E B 5 A 10 2 A AR R KT B AR S8 A5 2%
50 RZHAR LY, B L5 %) £ F8AT A BTl (Lee et al,
2019; Collymore et al, 2015), T f# (Oncorhynchus
myki ss) (14 07 85 S B S A8 AH B ik 20 (Pounder et al,
2016), KPU:fE(Salmo salan)iZf3 5 £, X 3 A&
F 38 V7 33 i B (Roberts et al, 2014), H 4Ef7 1
(47223 ]2 2 A1 55 WaCA ke 1 52 2% ) 3 A 31 A IR 1T
%% 111 (Bathygobius cocosensis) i)/ 1A H 7 %5 faj 5 Y
IR (T 0 ) R[] Jo P45 (R 5 Joit ) ) 5 1) A4 A T L
K32 S bR ifE(Carbia et al, 2019), Kk, @4 3E 241
ININIETT . R4 T . AE W A 2 AR 3 0 2 52 ek
HATIREE 45, AT LA /K A AR W A PR 4 vh i £ O
ANRATH, FEFKAEAY RIS W, JF5 m HAE
TH3%,

B RN 2y <l 52 0 8. 3% . Sneddon
(2003 ) 4l ™ 1A 75 55 g6 7K A 25 1 DX 45 B s (] A 4
., W CIR R T X, AT, <R
UMK, ez, WefRs N HiRSEATEE(2018)
IR, AT Ryt HoH 5 i S AE R B
Castanheira %£(2017)48 t, #Eahiy . AH/NE SR AR
TEARE s, LB B AT o R R 2 ] 9
P, ff I RE 08 T 4T S N R 2 2 A K A IR
Kihslinger 45(2006)HF 58 38 B , 7£ — a7 5L 014 4 10 77
IRBEH, U R ARJEC AT LA SR I Ly AR fi £ (1) 47 LR
ZRINFRIK . IRFMTAE(2018)38 32 73 51 28 AN [R]
& BN T o AR R T B AR X 398 B e # A IR
“F-fiifl(Sebastods schlegelii #ATIK Y- . 7K P35 5=
2, KRBT WP 55 F 2 BE A A5 o 1/ [ fift
HRETT A . b a e H g, F e BE LART
P2 = W BE O 4 fa AR BP AN AT R AR, FE
PHTIREEE 2R, 5 0(Gadus morhua)(Salwanes et al,
2005). fi: 1t (Roberts et al, 201 1)A<HEA5 /N, TEIE
TS BB A, I SR R RO B AT o
AW FEARBOR Z IR R4 X S 1, BT 1A 5
T, MHERA . AHEPME, DIRE B  E AR
M. Brockmark Z5(2010)45 A 1 B A H AR It 2
FAEF AR KB 6 (Salmo trutta)#E I TR EE 45, PR A
B, TE H AR5 N 57 0y fa 8 7R 2R i R B A P )
FETM,  HL%%% BE 57 58 1 &)y f00 0z AL FER) i) 3 o
PR, I FI LU AE T S RN ) 5 ) 0 T A 0 S
AT R 5 IR B2 1) 55 1 i £ 4 60 A6 3 Ik v AR AR A AT
REME A2 LA iy % B SR A L 2 A%

SR, TR 2R | BREFEEN LK
FAIKPAERATE], FREE 45 rl BEIFANRE W & $2 71K
AR AR AR, B2 ] Rl R ST RE N o 8 A
B F AR R AR RS S, Persson 5%
QQO14)FFE & B, T3 BT B AEAE B AR /K 1R 2H Y
R VG B 1) £ 66 52 10 R TG, (H 2 X A 17 8t R I
W, A kM, AT EmMERE, STERL
Gy R SR AR TR SR AR LG, O A8 B (Watz,
2019) 7E K AR i b 19 3z Bl 2, B8 (Lee et al,
2008). g4kt (Tor putitora)(Ullah et al, 2017)f)“flH
WMWK T, AR TIAER AN AR R R R, A
(014G A B, R A7 IS JoT 5 B R 3k PR AR SR B
B S P B TET RN , 3K TR B A SRR B AN, A SR &
M, FEMMACAITE A SR BE L ) AR L A5
e Sy LA e Bt AT e AR 3 (Lee et al, 2018),
AL PR O S5 K P BE i (Brockmark et al, 2007) Al
UT i (Tatara et al, 2009) LK 5417, Solas(2019)%
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K FERFAR BT FRE LRI, R 45H F
A2 AR AL G FR A M 2 KA TS R, oAb A
RS RURIG AT R . HASE LN, IR
F 2 2 B UL fig B K B P Bk £ U i (Geophagus
brasiliensis) Y X ifi 4 S H1 106 15 b 52 4% 1 1 185 o I
IR T REDLEE, 45 0 28 2 A /) AH B 4E T BEAIR (Kadry
etal, 2010),

ALDL, SRIBGE X 1 BB R A HORTE LA REE BB
B TEoK A A AR A, (AT AR b B R e 1
AT BT BRI, Bl A I E AT,
PRREIREE F 450K, DU TR B b 4 ey S 0 £ ) A
FIIKF- o

22 EMFERER

TR A, WX KA AR EYRdE. #
W KU, B fLE L Ry, SREU S R
JE ST R AR AR AL, B A K A 2R A R KT 3 4
T AR F Bt (Swaisgood et al, 2005; Williams et al,
2008; T &K%, 2010),

IKAEEPANIRE S 2R 278, REXTRT LAY |« A ZE Ay T
RHEFTEE, AR T KA A YT IR BT T 0 A A7 &
J& , X K A A R A R A S B S N A, 4R
ARG R R OCE B A R AR W DR AT R
2, 5N THEMRZRAM L, A PRk = 04 F
Tik [REFAE [ SR FREE o XoF B A TR A 48 2 e 5 (L3
2014),

HEFERHEARTTRZME, KPR, SHMER
FARREE GRS BUS EAERRCR , B ml fig 53
R ART o 30 3 VEDRL = 25 B AR R 5l = 5 B AR
it IR A FR S RERAS T i Rl &
YILRRR (KL, 2014), #5 1(Gadus morhua)3k s T
RIEHYFT M HFE (Braithwaite et al, 2005), K7 i )
i 8 27 P AT T RRAI, E R PG 9 B A 398 B O ) )
1715 A P (Persson et al, 2014),

23 HELFEHER

R FELR, PR AT AR AR AE A Y S5 R
Fho AR F A 2 [ A BAE T, PRt & 40, o
Hat S EbEny s, et e, 2% By
W PR . PP 2 S 0] B (Swaisgood et al, 2005;
Williams et al, 2008; F k%, 2010).

T o R R, AR K A A W A A S R
Tt &2, RE e AR BE I k3t ot Ja /K B A2
TEMFAMOGAFIE KA IE B BE F1 o HLE S HoAh E A H AR
gAY, X E KA AR AR KR, $h e

BHATRERIEE T ROEN B G S F 54
AR S EAF A, Brockmark Z£(2007)%f 0 # K
PUVEEEIE AT IR F 25, EIMAER W, R0 B
SRR A5 Wtk 00 LU AL 290 ) 5 Y e A0 2R AT TR TE K
AR, PRFRFEAR 25 BE ) 5 %) e £ LU AR AR vfE 25 B AR 9 1)
HAWEAKEHBRESZEEAEKKEF T EE4ET
FART = % R4 R, I B AR 33 0 K P Ve 1)
B 57 PR FE AR T hr v % B2 IR L, Brockmark 45(2007)
WETEINNy, BRI 35 % B T RE L 25 40 52 4 e T s 2
AT DL FH I AR B g VT 7 i 4 6 1) T8I A R
Brockmark 5£(2010)0F58 & 8L, X485 1T 450 F 2%
AT AR B 38R, TA O I AT ) 5 28 ] LA i
B SR s AT A TR R R R R, IS I E A 16 A
SRAE T DTk . WAL SS At S FERE AR ERHR,
Hammenstig 55 (2014) %} 18 FH 3% 58 BT A0 PG 1 i
WEATIRBE 45, e IR AR 0 1R 552 9% B LU AR A 1 B2 1
I 7K Y- B Ry

B 7[RRI A 2R AT, AR R — P Fh ) it 2 oF
B, fneplzhta(Dither fish) B . HEH 15|
A REKRA AR TN 2R DL BoK A A5 N A EAE
S S FE R AR AR Lokt KA EY
IFRAKE, R BIAF I FEARROR , LR AR
H Ay (Williams et al, 2008; F:3, 2014; Brydges et al,
2009), AFFREM, (A<t F 45,
BT A AR A A8 /N fBEAE SR (A B KA i 22 sk 1y £
FERIFEAR , REMSIRZEIARME BB R ABER R T, X HE
XF— R0 24 A B B at 2 Bl R A ) R
#EAE F (Williams et al, 2008), #:31(2014)i# i3 5] A
& Ik REF AT RO I 2k, A 2508 = 3k IR AE
WEFE ORGP R B RE T s AHOCHESE R, it U 2k
CIRDRLEEE Y Bl oy (YA SR i s o o 7 e
P AT Dt X | BESE AT ISR, FETR A
SRS, BB T i B, A5 SC
XA 28 45 (Corcoran, 2015); H.-5 3538 1) 7K %
FEAH LL, FF HLA ULEE B 1 /KRS 1 L 7R ROV 2 ik
P IR BB /D45 £ (Anderson et al, 2001),

24 BEFAFHAK

BB EAER, SR AR XK A A YT e AL
WD | RO SFIRE 45T — BN, BGEK AR
AETEIREE , NITTER T K A A AR R K —Fh R R T
Bt(Swaisgood et al, 2005; Williams et al, 2008; Tk
45 2010).

T Ao AR R SR B BT S L I S AR T AR
FA, MRAAYERL A T ) . Batzina 5%
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(2012)iE i FRFTMF K PRI IR R G KT i (B . 20k
A0 J 0T (R A7 A6 X 4 S B (A5 i), e RS N s €
AR T T — T T IR A Tk T2
HiI B HF5E (Batzina et al, 2012), Batzina %£(2014)7E A
AL 4 F BRI 4.9 kg/m® FIESEHY 9.7 kg/m’
BRI SR A L AR R, XA R R %, HiE
R R It &L E K EE, WHHdd17
g, I FEAR NG L3 235 4 . Barcellos 45 (2009) 71K 5T
g 5 S RN e T A PR R A R v AR R G B
(Rhamdia quelen)H jiz Jiit B X6 36 6 [ B, % B4
PART NG AN b N B vk e b R e i
AR Fr ey 3 5E 44 . Papoutsoglou 55201557 &
B, SHASFE S5, Bk, AR, 24
S IR AL AR RE S 4 Sk 08 7= AR O R, kb R
&, IRBIRRM AR | K, R, 5 T4k
iR B X S SRR P SRR, R H RS I A AE 1T
RE X 4 Sk B0 A RIS TR

3 KEEYMRRFEHRFERE

3.1 TAREMES

KA HE W ) A R AT 2L AR B B A i B 1 B
LA SR 94T A (Swaisgood et al, 2005), KL, /K4
AEAETE S L AT B R R SR R S
WG R KA A A5 F 25 R iy 4t

SR, EHTE NSO T% 05 T ) B il Ao A A vl
559, RS EAHOR . AR E . PR MR G
— BRI, XA AASRAKAEEDR AR TR, A
TCEAH THEAR I B, PAEE F A BORTE K AR AR Wb iy
GEAAHRT A B, KA AW R E AR BRI — 2P &
1A Ilfi R ME (Corcoran, 2015; Huntingford et al, 2014;
Williams et al, 2008),

3.2 HABRZZSEME. st

H1 T BL B B X T 30858 - A B R AR LR W P Y
WFTERL D, SRR AT FE R R R B BL, 1150
BN —BERGERK ALY FAHRIE R, Tk
MLz B o BT e A RIS, A R B
LI, W Ty ik = SRR e, S ECE A RCR A
3.3 HARSLHBHEX

T A= BRI A A A JC— Bk o AE0E
F IR AR M, 2 K AT F AR AR
LKA A WA AR R TR, AR 1] RE 23 % HE 2L 4 Fh ity
e —LL R B RN TR , A0l A <R sh AT AE 2

FA, ABAE LR AR TE K A0 1Y K ) (Williams et al,
2008), {H“Rlghta A I GET | ABHE A4, T
Bl A B i KU, H 2RI SR AR AT e (i 93 5 S
2 & 24 1k (Williams et al, 2008; Brydges et al,
2009), AR EARB TS R e A fi
2 I F P 2 B AW O B 7 8 SR A R Sy
VFIGF- Sl mEr TR o b g fany i, HisKr
PR AR AT RE 277 AR AN RS2 (TR SR LSS, 2018)
PRITHT 7 A PRI A . B0 E AR BOR B A G R 38K 1 22 57
PR FEBCRAMESE R, R, BT %
JE X6 7K A A A A KT 1R 3 55 28 96 EE 22 (Brockmark
et al, 2007, Hammenstig et al, 2014; Brockmark et al,
2010), fHXF TFRAMIN F, RiBRETF L, @
WORPEA IR, SRR SRR 2,
ORI ], A AT RE S ISR A, Al
13 IAEE F A BORTE LG IR 58 R B 0 K A A v i)
STt ME RE UK .

4 BUSRE

T I EREARLEFL I BRAF S PR
JRTIBEHT, A A B AR 5 K A 2R R B A R
A RS, BARKRIRA RS IEEAROR
1R Sy — TR A% U1 52 4 v /K A= AR AR AR P Y R T
Be, ANATATRARHH S KA E Y 2255 69 L A4
AW BEYIT AR AR T — RIIASC LS, LA
WA AR R SE . e A e, 3R
B A BARAK A LY AF AR TR, B2 DR
L
4.1 EMAREHEIANEFEEARALRERNESR

AT B4 8 X 7K A AR A A 2 R R
SFNTURIBEAR , 0RO 7K AR A= W Al ) 2 LA R #1358 4
BHRBIB A SLMBETE, FREKEEDT Y B
FRog, Mg WBLSASEE RN A, SEE IR
PRI R, B Z MR R, IRk AEEY)
BT AL LR

42 StXAREPMHIFRXERARTFR

M THEFHE RS- X R . EarBrBe . BTG
FRESEAAE 22 5, fEBOE . RE B A I EN,
B SR TR 2R AR FEAR T A
TKFEE AN R R SE MR, BT XH AR e, BB
R FEETHR, DUNIR B A i) AR08, ik
AV ZIRRAT R R S 5 AT, SEIK AR AR P AR ALK
U S R B AN i, U0 AT AR i £ 45 (Corcoran,
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2015; Huntingford et al, 2014; Williams et al, 2008;
TKIEMIAE, 2018).

43 SZAFARIEBE MAME

H— IR E R AR T RERCRAME, "TLIHEL
PR FE AR LG, [, Rl i g 4
FEARA G KA 520, WA TR =25 77 AR i 9
e B AR, k7 S S R St R o K
AR 5 IR AR E R B R ML) 4 56 1 #E
I, SEEIREE AR T 2 K A A A b ) S
N [RIES, R FH A . KA AR E R AR
H A /NS TP N R, WK geAs . 3h i el Fin st
g, WK AT R BRI R, 0
A, PRI C 2B 5 TR ) Tt (%) 1 A 40 9 U
A FREE K R A Y BB AR AR (220, 20125 Qin et al,
2019; BT %, 2019; BEHLE, 2017; k%,
2019), L, FTRAFIHAKRA YRR ERE AR S5
WHIHMES G, UHEX TRAEEY AT EY,
AT LT AR B B PB4 5250 TAE , anfl &5 H 45
FEARN— 26 BLA fa e S M A b AT IR 2 4%,
N T AEVE NS FES MR, 45 G 8 FE B0, TN
TE AR ES H O BBEE, 2018; #404:, 2019;
YFomAE 2018; BT R4S, 2020), 76 SE 30K LB A= Wy 4 )
TR IRIE, Ry P Ol T 4 ) & SR R R SRR
pLiboe 1N

B2, IR ERFEARMN KRS KA AR AR
P — BT VI G, dE— M | SEB KA
IRBE A AR R Z0Ke o 3 [ Il 1) % R R B i 32
ML, ABY T E L ST b I Ra R

& % x #
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Abstract With the development of fishery technology and people's improving living standards, the
demand for aquatic organisms has gradually increased. Whether in terms of economic value, ornamental
value and educational significance, aquatic organisms have gradually become an indispensable part of our
lives. However, aquatic organisms especially fish still have a low level of welfare in the process of the
breeding, transportation and display. Finding a suitable method to solve the problems of low welfare of
aquatic organism has become an important issue for improving aquatic organism welfare. As one of the
technical means to improve the welfare of captive animals, environmental enrichment can increase the
living conditions and welfare of captive animals by adding some stimulating factors to the captive
environment, so as to make the captive animals have normal psychological and physiological health and
show their natural behaviors. At present, compared with foreign countries, domestic researches on
environment enrichment of aquatic organisms is still in its infancy. Using environmental enrichment
technology to improve the living conditions, ensure and enhance the level of welfare of aquatic organisms
has become a research hotspot. Therefore, based on the review of the research progress and application of
environmental enrichment technology in aquatic organisms at home and abroad, this paper divided the
environmental enrichment technology of the aquatic organisms into four categories, discussed the existing
problems of environmental enrichment technology and put forward some suggestions, in order to provide
more scheme reference and theoretical basis for environmental enrichment technology of aquatic
organisms.

Key words Environmental enrichment; Animal welfare; Aquatic organisms
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