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Study on Pathogenic Bacteria of Saprolegniasis from Perch ( Perca fluviavilis)
XIONG Gang et al
Abstract
Some filamentous fungal strains were isolated from P. fluviavilis ,among them strain HLO1 was proved to be pathogentic to Cyprinus carpio eggs by

(College of Life Science and Technology , Xinjiang University , Urumqi , Xinjiang 830046 )
[ Objective | The aim was to study the pathogenic bacteria of Saprolegniasis from perch ( Perca fluviavilis) in Xinjiang. [ Method ]

artificial infection. The strain HLO1 was identified ,and its morphology and growth characteristics were studied. [ Result] The mycelium of strain
HILO04 was tubular and had no septate and less branches. The shape of sporangium was spherical ,and the shape of oospore was kidney-shaped , with
the number of about 20. According to the morphological and physiological characteristics,strain HLO1 was identified as Thraustotheca. The strain
HILO1 could grow at 15 -35 °C and pH 5 -9, and its optimum growing temperature and pH were 25 °C and 7, respectively. The strain HLOI could
be inhibited by 2.5% NaCl completely,and it could grow in 1.0% NaCl best. [ Conclusion ] The research results lay a basis for determining the
diversity of pathogenic bacteria of Saprolegniasis from P. fluviavilis ,widely investigate the diversity of Saprolegniasis to establish study model and

provide an indicator for studying the diversity of Saprolegniasis antagonistic bacteria.
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