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1 ABREBAESG (%)
Table1 Composition of the test diet (%)

HEE HARY Birg x & BxRE B (KI/g)

29.9 3.3 31 10.2 9.9 16.2

22 ABRANNEERER (%)
Table2 Amino acid composition of the test diet (%)

® B 8 R n B ~e L3 o
R THR 1.02 4&Em ASP 2.79
HuW VAL 1.5 zam SR 1.09
BER WET  0.52 BER GLU  5.03
REER ILE 1.25 HEm 'PRO 1.47
XER LEU 2.22 R GLY 1.56
XFEB . PHE 1.41 HE ALA 1.53
BER LYS 1.63 B CYs 0.13
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HER ARG 2.08 Fe W HER NEAA, 14,16
LREXD EAA  12.37 RERLE TAA  26.53
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*3 BEMNRRENRMETEALRNOEE (%)
Table 3 Effects of salinity on the apparent digestibilities of the test diet {%)

W B 2 K ® B £ X

5 15 25 5 15 25
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415 HIS 84.9 87.0 87.2 | SOREEMLE (MEAY  83.2  83.0 84.9
L ARG 88.4 675 85.6 | LAMAK (TAA) 83.9 84.4  86.3
SEAEMEE (EAL)  84.6 865 B7.1 | BB Gromsenergy  50.8  63.5  73.9
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EFFECTS OF SALINITY ON THE APPARENT DIGESTIBILITIES
OF PROTEIN, AMINO ACID AND GROSS ENERGY OF DIET
FOR GREY MUILET (MUGLL CEPHALUS L.)

Jiang Q, Lin Heizhao, Shi Hohg, Huang Jiannan
(South China Sea Fisheries Institute, CAFS, Guangzhou »510300)

ABSTRACT Using Cr;0, as indicator, the apparent digestibilities of protein, amino acid and gross en-
ergy of diet for the grey mullet with an average weight of 9.0g were determined at different salinities (5, 15
and 25) . The results were as follows: (1) The apparent digestibilities of protein were 79.8% , 82.7% and
82.6%, respectively, There were no cbvicus differences at different salinities, {2) The spparent digestibili-
ties of gross energy were 50.8%, 63.5% and 73.9%, respectwely The digestibilities of gross energy in--
creased obviously with increasing salinity.

KEYWORDS grey mullet, salinity, protein, amino acid, gross energy, apmentchgmbxh:y




