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Effect of common carp culture in
small cages and its relation with rearing density

Zhang Tingjun
{Institute of Zoology, Academsa Sinica, Beijing 100080)
Yang Zhencai
(Department of Biology, Hebei Normal University, Shiliazbuang 050016)
Sun Ruyong
(Department of Biclogy, Beijing Normal University. 100875)

Abstract  The effectiveness of carp cultured under various densities(350, 400, 450, 500 fish/| m?) in small cages
were studied. The results showed that the rearing densities had significant effect on the net production. The op-
timum rearing density of carp in small cages was 473 fish/: 'm?. As the rearing density increased, the mean body
weight and sepicific growth rate decreased. The feed coefficient and beneficial index of carp reared in small cages
were significantly superior to those reared in large ones.

Key words small cage, large cage, density, net prodution, common carp



