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1.1 EBhsRE

WRIERFE PR Triox sinensis), MBIBEEXEL2 - HABNFFEERE. ARE
EBAMBHH =1 REH#T.
1.2 HEEAKLESKTRENTEIRE

ATHEEE: —H10.5m BWAKRBAKT, HAKE@0.1-0.2m. K EEHB & hFEHE
AR, K R 130, 3m, BP0 EES—IR 1X0.2m K EH 45 BERAR FEHNSS
EHE—1.2X0.5m BRI .
1.3 k&M ( Eichhornia crassipes ) 81§ 5% 7L iR

HCHK H 381997 - 01 - 27,

PDF SCH{#i ] "pdfFactory Pro" X Hfix A% www. fineprint.com.cn


http://www.fineprint.com.cn

56 BE K F OB ¥ 4%
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RI4E R T RESHP, MYEEAL0.3 AW, KBN1.5-1.8m; MEHEX4AX2mHBAER
ZARTCEE DA, 48 O AR 45 R 0. 5Sm BB M, BIMTRBEEKF. ENMAFKE
KHE, KL ENE. KRS 8X4x1.5m, FEENALIENSAEKSEF R,
1.5 KXEWE

BT EERANEA— B=2R 9:00-10:00 R4, iR KB. LBRAS
Xif BRA 25 00 58 Al R DA IERAR.
1.6 HMERNREETN

2 #R5ite

2.1 EME&EKE A TRERRGH .

MR ATEIR S, K RS G HKTEREESRRBERT 4.73% . K LEHE
FEDTF MR (D) BORET, B NE, THRERR R LA I0R 58 R, 2 #iE
BARR. CUENMASET KD, BB T EBOGHRE, BES T KENTERAIRE R
4o GIENILBKTRHEARER, # LR EREER.

%1 FRMAKHTRREANAT L
Table 1 ComParison of effect of turtle cultwre in different condition

¥ o 3% Outpue ) r '
&5 5 A% | PHAK | SRR | 4% | B0 | Tose| gax | o [VHRR SRR
Mean hody Rnfat Toral Mean body ‘Fgl Toml | Feed m
CGroups weight | MNo. of notle | weight weght Mean no. | weight B Join
per pond ol mrde
Tate (g} and ponds | (@) | Dete 4] perpond | (@)
& AR
Up — waiter foad deck 8.3 | 4.220.2 | LOOO{I0Y | 42 310] 16.3 | 21.8+4 BB+ 10 193 160 2.1 3%6.5
KFHESEE
0 wnter food deck 8.3 | 4.310.2 | 1000{10) |43 280| 10.3 17.3%2 MM 13 38 203.7
A .
With water hysemnth 9.7 1 3.2£0.2 | 10004100 132 410(10.16| 12.8+2 89G+E 114 2001 2.7 52.4
EARHES :
Without water byneirgh 9.7 [ 3.1£0.2 | 1000(10) [30270]10.16] 11.7+2 TN3IL50 (8330 4.7 17%.1
RS .
Ctlore in: cage 10,1 | 5.3 20,2 [ £ 000{30) 159 010] 11.7 g.8+2 9313 [245200] 2.7 M2

K
ol o 10.1 ] 5.1£0.2 | 1 000(30) [E53 110 11.7 | 7.9+2 | 79350 (188020 2.9 zz.s.

MF 2 5, KRR &8 NH, - N(NH; - N) . NO; - N.OOD K EERER 2 &4
HOABHATHERNAKEEIEZERARERRREBAEKPER. BK, g kP E NN
£, SR T, 5K NO, - N F NH, — N 51 NH, — N SR 55 £ 280 (R I, 1 il & 25
£ BTk LN SR EAANUE FREERER RS TRENRE, KL
R G AR I ERS B LK TR E %N 26.01% .75.01%, BLIERERE 16.6%.
2.2 HMEAHMSEAYE

ME 2 AKX B FT 41 NH, — NONH, - NLOOD ¥ A B KM K. HP=58H2
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Wk BB R NG, - N 5 11.17%,NO, — N 5 0.91%, NH, ~ N 5 88.3% ; TAKEH 1
BINO, ~ N4 4.02%,NO, - N K 0.91%,NH, -~ N $595.06% . =& K LLHERRBE: k3
PR AP E N &R, BRETUEAREN T, R EKH S R ET A,

*2: TERARAZETKRTL
Table 2 Comparison of water quality of tortle culture in different conditionn

B

e | W | B W | mwm | BMs | TR | & X | K 8 | R |[wrEsE ke
7 9 TH . i3] N -N N -N NHy - N NH; -N By -P axn /]
: )| (/0 /) | /D) | owD | (e | e | o@D | (T
X LERE
Iﬁ?;d_:::‘f 8.220.2|12.641.2(7.8+0.410.3320 (2|0 N2+£0.012.345 £ 0.2000.017£0 011| 0.01£0 02 { 18.3+3.6 | 2526
AT MG
E;“d::]:w B.Ox03]|20£0.8|7.620.4 0,23.1:0.16‘0.030il3.l]114.8’7210.8450.095i0,033 0.02+0.03 PO.12+W. Y 25-28
HAHP
m‘m'h“w B.Ot04|3.0L0.2|8.0£0.4(|0.2440 14[0. 011 +06.02(1.897+0 322(0.012 £ 0.013( 0 01 002 | 16 5+2.6 | 24-31
oo

[1 wa- . r _
ter hyscing T.90.5|2.250.3 (7 6202 (0. 1520.16|0.034 0013, 543 20,3660, 107 £ 0,032 0.0 +0.02 | 25.9+£5.2| 24-31
R
E:emm ToE04|4.550.6[7.610.3 (0.5540.21|0.008 £0.001i1. 846 + 0. 044(0 OB £ 0 O04|0.02+£0.005| 14.5£2.4| 23-28
KRB -

Cultare in B.420.212.8x0.4[7.4+0 4|0.2420.12|0.030 £0.011j2. 568 £ 0. 205\ 0. 0122001 | 0.04 £ 0.02 |25.61 4.4 | 24-28

AR EBIREAKF P OMBIE R KA AR 25.25%., TEEHRBTK
PR R TR, B0 THE Z A 8. MRAR T RSN, MR8
. BT RERE. ZRRNEHTIE, &% 0 L%

ME1BES, BB AF OB RN EERIERT 9.4%.
44.14% . EUMR, B 28C KN, BEKBEAWM P, BPIEELE 1N1-30 K. K
e, ERAE A KRR, BRRERARS, WA B G RE, MR8 4 KM,

BRI XK GEERNTREL, CHIEWAS RPN M. B BOD
F XBERKPHESBRARCHTBREAKPHE, HERXRMomE £ KT,
KA B ELLT, KSR Eo LR PRE, EHERER, K0 HYLEE
R HWR.

2.3 MMSKEBEAXRIER

P ESKERKFRE LR 2. MAETHES, RKERE Z5BE KT KEHEN
KE. ERIIMFHEIB D, KE—ERBFRF. BARAKRSHEFNERRRINE/
O BT IEBAT LB, PN R R 0. 183, /K R /Y27 0.295, 383 MK
RERBAK RN,

FHRR1 FAFESKRBEE: RN AR 11.39%, BN R T K 6.895%, ¥
WAER 137.7%, RIGERE 17.65% . EEFZAME D, R RIMKEHE, KFRBE
ERSHTHRASRIFE, BERSER, B LR, KARERIEE.
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HEME SR R SR AR SN 2 — ELFEBERY, RERTHRERAEL, I

AR, B ARMERAE, XEHBRBK AER. RS, —B2YELIEE, T EAY
ERFEWE, FELRIGE. 8T ATRHRESHEL BRIPBRE THAMEL,
R ER. AEERAEESRTORER AR ST REETE T

ARG BE A Bl b G SRR TR RN &, R BRRETE R AT EUR s DR,

NABERAB Z WSROI 8] 38 i3 %R BR e inf (] 72 i L ¥ 30, KK 43 B o) R 1 G
FoRF, KAHHFFEZEEL BRI ERFR FEREANEERES. RINEREFPREN
4, B K LAEY), BB T R AUKBRN, ATTIME T ERER, #F T HER.
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A COMPATIVE STUDY ECOLOGICAL FACTORS OF
DIFFERENT KINDS OF CULTURE OF LARVAL
SOFT — SHELLED TURTLE

Xie Jun Huang Zhanghan Lu Maixin Xiao Xuezheng Wu Ruiquan
(Pear] River Fishery Research Instinwe, Chinese Academy of Fishery Sciences, Guangzhou 510380}

ABSTRACT This paper dealt with the comparison between larval soft — shelled turtle culturing in
cage and culturing in cement pool. And effect of water hyacinth and different kinds of food — deck on
turtle culture were also reported. The results showed follow;

The body — weight increment rate, survival rate were 44,14 — 137.72% ; 16.60 —25.25% re-
spectively higher for those culturing in cage, culturing with water hyacinth, culturing with up — water
—food — deck{test groups) than for those turtle culturing in cement pools, culturing without water hy-
acinth, culturing down — water — food — deck ( control groups), And the food coefficients for the test
groups were lower 6.89 —44.73% than those for control groups. And water quality in the test groups
were evidently improved. .

KEY WORDS  Trionyx sinensis, Larval turtle culture, Ecological factors, Comparison
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