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Effects of Initial Bait on the Survival and Growth of Onychostoma macrolepis Larva
LI Hong,LI Song, WANG Ren-quan et al
Abstract

three kinds of common fish initial bait,so as to lay a foundation for large-scale breeding of scaly white turtle and the development of artificial

( Guangyuan Fishery Technology Extension Station,Guangyuan , Sichuan 628000 )
[ Objective | The purpose of this experiment was to screen out the suitable initial bait for larva of Onychostoma macrolepis by feeding

diet. [ Method ] O. macrolepis larva were raised with forzened rotifer, microparticle diets and yolk for 30 days to study the effects of three differ-
ent initial diets on the survial and growth of the larva. [ Result] The results showed that the larva fed with forzened rotifer and microparticle diets
had significant higher survival rates than yolk fed group in opening stage. The larva fed with yolk had the lowest efficiency on the survival rate

and growth rate. [ Conclusion ] The results indicated that forzened rotifer was the best initial diet for 0. macrolepis.
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Table 1 Survival rate of O. macrolepis larva under different initial baits %
2 5] IF[A] Time//d
Group 6 12 18 24 30
FAEd1 4 Rhinoceros group 98.17+0.79 a 92.96+3.37 a 87.98+12.16 a 76.33+14. 11 a 75.18+15.02 a
ok iR KLZH Pellet feed group 99.21+0. 88 a 92.15+4.97 a 80.13+11.89 a 74.18+15.43 a 71.39+17.55 a
HIFH Egg yolk group 97.22+1.58 a 87.13+8.69 a 63.57+17.44 b 55.57+22.04 b 52.02+27.22 b

T [RFA R NG B3R R 22 5 .35 (P<0. 05)

Note ; Different lowercase letters in the same column indicated significant differences ( P<0.05)
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Note ; Different lowercase letters at the same time indicated signifi-
cant differences among different groups (P<0.05)
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Fig.1 Effects of different initial baits on body weight of O. mac-

rolepis larva
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Table 2 Effects of different initial baits on total length of O. macrolepis larva mm
2051 Fisf 1] Time,//d
Group 6 12 18 24 30
=E4F 14 Rhinoceros group 15.22+0.86 a 17.79+0.95 a 21.68+1.05 a 23.69+1.63 a 25.78+1.42 a
TR RLZH Pellet feed group 14.77£0.74 ab 16.27+1. 11 b 18.78+0.97 b 18.88+1.03 b 20.55+1.36 b
B Egg yolk group 14.44+1.19 b 16.09+1. 13 b 17.55+0.83 ¢ 17.66£1.01 ¢ 19.33+1.88 ¢

TE : [RSNGB FRoR 28 57 B3 (P<0.05)

Note ; Different lowercase letters in the same column indicated significant differences (P<0.05)
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Fig.2 Fullness of O. macrolepis larva under different initial
baits
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