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78 % 2%% 3 KAE X F FFE 20094 5 A
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1
Tah 1 Canm position of the experin ental diet
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Mo 27.7 27.7 27 7 3L 5 3L5 315 35.3 33 3 333
Yo 2.1 23,1 23 1 26 5 26 5 26.5 29.9 29 9 29 9
Mo 9.8 9.8 98 66 66 6.6 34 34 34
Yo 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
Yo 1.1 26 41 09 24 39 0.7 22 37
Yo 11 26 41 09 24 39 0.7 22 37
Yo L2 0.6 0 46 48 5.0 80 89 98
P 2.0 20. 6 18 2 16 0 128 9.6 9.8 51 12
Yo 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mo 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
(QMC) Po 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Yo 25. 66 26. 12 26 35 28 73 28 62 29. 05 31. 86 31 47 32 15
Yo 540 8. 51 11 47 578 8 64 11. 74 5.76 9 28 12 36
Plo 17. 46 16. 93 16 42 20 62 20 57 20. 69 23,43 23 66 24 38
/kJ ¢! 925 10. 41 11 48 10 44 11 49 12. 74 11. 42 12 72 14 12
[k ¢! 36. 05 39. 85 43 56 36 32 40 13 43,78 35. 85 40 42 43 9
( the cakulation of diery calbrie) : lg 9 4 4 kcal
; 1keal= 4 187 x10°]
2
Tah 2 Reslts of the experiment
/ / / / /
g g g % %
1 2.32%0 38 7 4311 14 s10%0 15 1.78%0 01« 277 %0 02> 2 20%0 03* 1 77 F0. 02° 625
2 2 38%0 36 7 64%0. 96 526%0. 10 1.89F0 10°¢ 278 %0 03¢ 2 80 12 1. 84F0Q 10 79 2
3 23910 4 7 71%1 45 333F0. 14 1640 09° 279F0 01> 2 110 16* 1 82F0Q 13 70 8
4 2.40%0 33 7 90%£1. 37 550%0. 17 2 10%Q 03¢ 2 84F0 03 1 780 049 1. 95%0 o4 875
5 240%038  774FL52 545%0.11 22610 03 2 82E0 01" 1 64F0 09¢ 2 15%0 11¢ 95 8
6 239%040  743%1.27 5024029 1.95%0 329 2.69%0 100 1990 24%c 1 74 %0, 21° 79 2
7 2.38%0 35 8 41%1 02 603+0.16 251%0 07° 2 99t0 04 1 50F0 04° 2 10 £0. 05 100
8 2427034  g04F1L21 5603022 2 01F0 07* 2 85%0 3> 17530 03 1 80F0. 02° 75 0
9 242%04 7156127 5143010 2 0430 03 2 71F0 01  1.84F0 159 170 0. 14° 91 7
* (M ean £SD), (P> Q 05),
(P< 0 05)
2 , 3 R 2600 2%
3%% 3 , )
31 86%, (C/P) 35 85kl/g (2%
(7 ), 3% , P Q 05) "
(251 %0 07) 2 9% *0 040, , 3L 8%
(1L 50£Q 04); (C/P) 3640 44kJ/g 3 \
28. 6% 5 R (C/P) 40 13 C/P "
klJ/g (215 *a 11); 7 R
(2 10 X0 05); 36 07 kJ/g
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3
Tah 3 The analysis statistics results of protein and energy — protein rato on the
grow th and feed utilization for Procanbarus clark ii
k 26 04% 1. 77 213 1 81 277
ky 28 80% 2 10 183 1 91 278
ks 31 83% 219 1 69 1. 87 2 85
0. 42 0 44 0. 10 0 08
P, Q05 P, 005 P, 005 P, 005
ky 36 07 kl/g 213 183 1. 94 2 87
ky 40 13 kJ/g 2 05 1 84 1. 89 2 82
ky 43 75kl/g 1. 88 198 1.75 273
0.25 015 0.19 0 14
P, Q05 P, 005 P, 005 P, Q05
3
, 3
31
X, Y, )
Y,, Y,
Yi= - 13 252+ 0 9901X - 0 01587 ° , ,
(R=0.9999 P 001) , ,
Y,= 13 5366- 0 7345V + O 01139%° ( , 1992)
(R=0.9999 P 001) ,
Y= — 5 9036+ 0 5308Y — 0 009~ 31 86k,
(R=0.9999P 001) ,
. X 3L 1% 29 4% ~ 32 24%
32.28b 29 4% ,Y, Y, Y5 (2007)
) 3 , 4 55 ¢
(C/P) (220 /kg)
’ 2% 3%, 2o
X: / Y / Y, (11998) (Penaeus chinensis)
Y, Yy, ,
/ : , " > (2 39
Yi=-29863+ 0 2862X — 0 004X *a 37) g ,
(R=0.9999P 001) / 29 49% ~ 32 24%,
Y>'= 8 0187- 0 3298¢ + 0 004X ° (2007) ,
(R=0.9999P 001)
Y:'= — 33887+ 0 289% - 0 0039 X 2 ( . 2001)
(R=0.9999 P 001) , 32
Y, '= 1 1027+ 0 104 - 0 0015X *
(R=0.999 P 001) ’
. X 35 78 37 46 ’

371734 67k)/g .Y, Y, v v,/
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Studies on the A ppropriate Protein Requiran ent and Energy to
Protein Ratio in Feed for Procan barus clark ii

HE Jixiang >, WANG Zhigeng, MEILin', YAO Cheng-hu, DONG Juan-juan', HUANG X ia

(L College ofAnmal Science and Technology Unwersity of A nhuiAgriculure Hefei 230036 Ching
2 Institute of F sheries AnhuiAcadeny of Agriculural Sciences Hefei 230031, Chna)

Abstract The juven ile P rocam barus clarkii w ith nitialmean body weight (2 39 0 37) g were fed diets containing
2600, 2% and 3% cude protein atdietary enegy to proten ratb levels of36 40 and 44 k]J/g protein n a 3 X

3 factorial experment The resulis showe that the appopriate protein requ irament and dietary eneigy to protein ratio
ranges ofP rocam barus clarkii were 29 4% ~ 32 240 and 34 67~ 37 46 k]J/g polen respectively, the diet con-
taining 31 8% poten with energy to protein ratb of 33 85 kJ/g proteinwas found to be the bestone for juvenile

Procambams clarki in he experment
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