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Table 1. Growth performance and feed utilization in yellowfin seabream with different feeding rate

®oldd wo o

»§ lad e A # f Y
ASINED/A® a0/-£1? Voo ® av/oL-/o° av/oty/f? Veodkefo? (1) Swilol
<IN [ <IN [ “IAE- “IAE- “INE- CINE- (£,5) adgl (339
VIAE-N\P Yiok. )2 A= 0 VA [-P VEEN© e (255) W5 039
Yiodke Y™ A =A% YIAE- P \AEVR AEIL (1) o509 Sy & 9
SAEVA S <IN [R I WS <IN [R I opm Iyl
(0 VA Y Y Y-\ VIAE- Y YV Y (1) @S 5l
NAZ- ¥ VLSSV AV /¥ /3t /¥ -y Y/a- /A (1) el aslis
Y/0- 10 YIok- )Y Y/ok- )Y AE Y/ok- Y Y/$E- ) (1) Bl < g

C1d) aies o cxe SN gl s wolie gy b cays ) S o slael .Sl £SE

4.5 y = 0.3196x + 0.7319
1
~35 g H
L R*=09 .
=
w Fl e
Sas | 0 e B
g Ao o
B: 1 e )
w21 O e
UL et o
e
"
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Ration level (% day!)

4385 gl 9 (SGR) o559 aiby &5 o L1 S
Figure 1: Relationship between specific growth rate (SGR) and feeding rate.
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Abstract

A 30-day research was conducted to evaluate the effects of different feeding rate (2, 4, 6, 8
and 10% of wet body weight/day) and also fresh food (20% of wet body weight/day) on
growth performance and feed utilization of Acanthopagrus latus fry in nursery phase. Fish
that fed with fresh food had the lowest survival rate and feed efficiency in comparison with
other treatments. Growth performance including final weight and specific growth rate (SGR)
significantly increased with increasing feeding rate (p< 0.05). The relationship between SGR
(% per day) and ration level (% per day) was an asymptotic curve described as
SGR=0.3196X+0.7319. There were not significant differences in hepatosomatic,
viscerosomatic and condition factor indices among different treatments. Based on the above
results, it may be concluded that a ration size of 8% of body weight per day is optimal for
good growth and feed conversion efficiency of juvenile A. latus in nursery phase.

Keywords: Feeding rate, Nursery Phase, Fresh Food, Dry Feed, Acanthopagrus latus

“Corresponding author


mailto:esmaeilpaghe@gmail.com

