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*FBRFEIE AR AR Y g E 3 5 B (Lupin meal 5 LM) & 7 el BBk
5 5 & 45 (Corn gluten meal : CGM)¥t 4+ < s {Aphyocypris kikuchii)z = & -
> 4 % 39 F % £ (Crude protein content of whole body) ~ #-+% % »< 3 (Protein
efficiency rate, PER) 2 # 7 5. 4. #8% p % 3 4« € (Daily N increase mg /100g body
weight) 2. B2 58 o = £ F]3 % Blowd B ¢ 7 3 £ 5 (Percent weight gain, WG) 2 &

»z % (Feed efficiency, FE)% 3% p -

BBk 7 4v 0% ~ 5% ~ 10% ~ 15% ~ 20%2_3¢ i B B~ H ot ]2 1 F
SRR 0 e A wl G GL(d+] k). CGM 20% + LM 0% ~ G2: CGM 15% + LM 5% -
G3: CGM 10% + LM 10% ~ G4: CGM 5% + LM 15% ~ G5: CGM 0% + LM 20% - i

¥ A s TR £ X 0429 2 F 4 N K w15 &= FAF o K ¥ o

SR AR LM B 10%e 2 3 E 5 5 38% ~ Akl 5 23% 0 &
LM B~ 0% 2 3 & & 44%% &l oa s 2002 F L R - 24839 F 220
RELM B~ B dem T o hod FoRF 2 A F L AME P FHE A LM Bk 0%
&% 64.2%% 10.77 mg /100g body weight 22 LM 2~ 10% %+ 2. 62.0%% 7.84 mg

/100g body weight & &5 % £ B » &% LM B~ 3 1506p% B &8 % = ' o

ko AR R EI R BRI E BB U iR £ g B

Ik

i

10% -
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Abstruct

This research evaluated the dietary effects of Lupinus angustifolius meal (LM)
replacing corn gluten meal (CGM) on growth performance of Kikuchi minnow
(Aphyocypris kikuchii). Kikuchi minnow (0.42 g) were fed for 6 weeks (42 days) on diets
contained LM to substitute 0, 5, 10, 15 or 20% with CGM. Fishes were assigned randomly
to 5 experimental tanks with different diets, and each diet was fed to triplicate groups of
15 fishes. The results showed there had no significant difference between the diets
replaced with 0% LM and 10% LM on percent weight gain (WG): 44%, 38% and feed
efficiency (FE): 26%, 23%. Protein content of whole fish body decreased with the higher
replacement in diet by LM. Protein efficiency rate (PER) and daily N increase per hundred
gram body weight (mg/100g b.w.) had no significant difference between diet replaced
with 0% LM and 10% LM. However, WG, PER and daily N increase (mg/100g b.w.)
were significant lower in diet replaced with 15% LM than 10% LM.

In conclusion, the proper level of replacing CGM with LM for Kikuchi minnow is
10%.

Keyword: Kikuchi minnow, Lupinus angustifolius, Corn gluten meal, PER, Daily N

increase per hundred gram body weight
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i X g (Aphyocypris kikuchii) » 4 35 A ¥ 4 4 (Osteichthyes) ~ 4&
I % (Actinopterygii) ~ @25 p (Cypriniformes) ~ g 4 (Cyprinidae) ~ 4 =+ & #*
(Danioninae) ~ ‘w7 (Aphyocypris) o« &~ 8 h 4 #5 #4> * 1919 £#d p £ H
F * & &% (Oshima)é & - ¥ 5 8 &+ (Medaka) ~ 4cd 7 ~ & S w2
Ao~ SlmEns B3 B 9Y 2 3% % % Kikuchi minnow ~ Taiwan green chub -

Taiwan venus fish & & <~ % (%2 >, 2001) -

~ A s F

- R g R PEE T L5 R AR ML A Rl R 0 R
]}ﬂ,@’gﬁz ;—;}_»;ggc‘ % ’Tﬁf’fiu%ﬂ-’ﬂ_;c%]}ﬂfh U b fj_,’r‘t_,;:fugﬁﬂg ,
PROGE v HASTAEL S B B o FlEEd 25> #5853 44

RIS 2 B > GEBc 10-11 > Wae @ 3 SEgE AR 2 0 ¥ ASEE AT B KR

-

HOIBERI N 30 4c o EEEMCE A 6§ o BHEH R AR E 2(F A i)+

T(A e di) s Wi 2(3 A B iE)+ 7(A $ 8 iE) (%, 1986; 4, 1993) -



=~ Ak

PR L B PR AR AR T 00 FITFRE 2 R g
b Bckw] i & (nuptial tubercle) 5 = 3ire g f8 £ ¥ i 8-10 2 4 > PEIRP A
X TR AHER c BAEARFDFEL LR AY - F- A - A VERTA

P o FLAE B PR R 2 g o TP A RS F HRL A A BE(PR 2 S, 1999) o

A A

F# N mEE i R R A > A FN L BLITE S L2
Ep oo ABBEILNE KR PEREAR LY AH I KA RS 2 KRB o
EE SRR ER A R TR RS 9 15-20 24 o X BT RO

Foo B LREN s RS kR 2k Aot MR S (M E, 2005) -

7

I ~hERE
WA pAREY RIS AARTHFEZ o AT ERY Y A
FEFRHE L EARR e 2 E e RBE Y 4o FETFE 2 AR

ABACR AR A A BT H R o

-
E) ~

TEF A R ApiTenet Kfdde 5 B ¢ @ (Opsariichthys pachycephalus)
% = ¥ (Hemiculter leucisculus)3! » 4 L IR e E/i 2 @ "'/idp 1 42~ £k
R T2 RERRR @A RE AT 2 kAR ARG EFRP <

B e P AL RS Vs e R P REF I sRR(ME,

2005)
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1Lyt 18 552 4987 277 (%, 2010) -

2. PARNTERCRARKTFELET hw AR Wk o THEEVKA

BETES Y R N A R A W 2 A B AR S B ok

MEHAPEE, T RStk A P EERLB AL Fhov L2
NN SN ! 418 +”4“ J\’@lg\. FE ﬁTD 1% gfuép#,l#;égao

3 mEE R A TN kEE S Rk A B AR -
4 &R T R TG R 38-40%2 F AR A FERG RS 8-
12% ; H ¢ n-6 "y 9pe2 3 £ 1049 - 12.05% » n-3 % & fory ispk ehg &

B %) 3.27 - 5.52% (i, 2012) -

X G B g Rql

Ak R R AR

o FAZFERAL > 2 Wi R (ARSI HP B B S
RECE R E W AP AP T oL & R o T EESEE R D
B B TRt AREN Fed TR IRA kR B o 3 R AR RO B beh

ORI TR FIRARS F TR o S BA T o AR A AR AR G e

v B & K9 & 32-36%2 & (Garling and Wilson, 1976) ; 32 & 4.2 g 4. if 3| &
HREF Radd FERZR S 31%: 38% (Takeuchietal., 1979 ;  Ogino
and Saito, 1970) - #_4. (Common carp ; Cyprinus carpio)-|- >+ 20 = 5. 2_ &% 3~

§OFERE S 45% 0 B A S AR L HE R By T F RENIT



I 28-38% (NRC, 2011) -

T3 AT AR g RgE AR WA S R BT R o
ViR S B de A F 40% 30 B0 K D Ffad <] PR 2 30-
35% > ¥ HE H42iF 1109 16 % 25-35% 3¢ ' 7 £ (Page and Andrews,
1973) » L 3% » FAE R AR > A AR T 50%F0 F o F ML H

7] 30g 14 > F-v FE K3 35% > 483 E # < | @F 25-35% (Lim, 1989) -

HAME S8 PP 3 TR RELE T 510%-
s hR w TREat

Aok (Fishmeal) 2 % 72 g &4l 2 2 & 39 kiR g kp TR bk R
P & W R e 3 (FAO)se3s > 23k % & 44 2§ % 500-700 § 2w » ¢ 23k
AIER 3% TE KA EFTREARE > TL AL RPORABTRE T @
FARARRFE Al A A RERFAL I REEFH A kR
¥ 5eak 2 Jp (Harvey, 1991 ; New, 1991 ; Watanabe, 2002) - ¥ - * & > S ¥k &
AR @ F R AR Y A S AZ BETRAY KE B B
TP Fhild & £7 F 8 gk hio § kR & F# 1 (Bairagi et al.,

2002 ; Watanabe, 2002) -
S B RPBHRL BB AL L R

v TR Mf PR H RRE el B N F iR
Sl F AR R BB A o AU N ORA R E B B E
A A8 vl pk (Essential amino acid)z. 7 F 0 A it o LAF K & o

BELFSFTHRE I R R A o BRfle ¥ s BN RN dods 2
7 A 0 B~ F 53E 309 ~509% (Francis et al., 2001) o 3R & & 4 ¢4 4L 5 F 2k
BT ME SH AR AP A AR B el a3 EH

8



%7e 4 i < 7 LR (Hardy and Tacon, 2002) © ¢t #b > 4540 44 F-a F L d
WAEBRT FRRALHEER X TELBLIFTRERART > Fapg~ 27
THARB Rk AR LN 1T R R TR RS
L e 2 A4 J[;ﬂ]‘ oo ¥y AL R4 EE A F P P (Takagi et al., 2006)

— AR Raa et ded FRALE 4o < 2 (Soy bean) 7§ 45-55%¢:7
Fov B oA TR REh R MK B2 B ARTY (TRASE N SR TR
o EREFRAAZRPH S BRES R MR RS2 BB AoseE
(Pea)z 7 26%3-v & ; J = (Fababean)z 3 11-27%3-v & ; -] & (Triticale) z
7 10%3%-¢ F 5 ¥ & (Chick pea) 7 7 21% 3+ J ; i % 4#(Canola seed) 7 7
25% F-v 7§ (Jackson, et al., 1982; Fontihas, et al., 1999; Moyano, et al., 1992;
Burel, et al., 2000; Allan, etal., 2000) & > 7= § F-v 2 ¥ it XKikh; 7 ¥ HE &
v Bz £ 5 30-45% (Harris and Jago, 1984 and 1986; Hill, 1977) » & - f& % 7

BFEA 2 TR KR -
N N G 3 ’?Ffr%[;

TAPRT A FRTE LT > AT AR S ATH T 2 v %‘rffi
AL LSBT T ALY TR T70% 2 T 1K G (Maize
protein) % F-v F 7 £ 60-65%2 " 2. i & F s (Corn gluten meal) 2. 54 52 F 45
Big B AR5 e (IR, 1991) o Ap s 0 2K SRR B 7 B RE
PR E R % P RaE €N B e Y A F VitB - VItE 2 a1t
xR % # B § % (B-carotene) 2 £ § % (Xanthophyll) ; & # 1« fé 1z 4

Peik U AR o g & F1F R gL dofg ph(Phytic acid) ~ ¥ 3 ped ]
(Trypsin inhibitor) ~ 24 # & (Alkaloids) ~ 1& 4= 5% &= 2 (Lectins) ~ ¥ & (Tannins)
EoFMARIEESAE R KR o A BARFE AN TR BHF
HAP R R0 oA g E RS E (AT, Gluten)= & 0 F LR A kil fE

9



LR o MR A S BE R G R et B R
Ak o R 7 vl B o biefg (Lysine) ~ P g vepk (Methionine) ~ fF d%fk
(Arginine) 2 ¢ "=pk(Tryptophan)enz £ ik > wig * F Z 3 g F7RMeA R
2 4t v (Mente et al., 2003) - i3 #7 7 & or > &P @@ * 358 55 F ok B~k 10-
15% 4. 4 > 7 3 A%k 2 7B R b fheda g (Oncorhynchus mykiss) (Gomesa et
al.,1995) ~ X 3% 4 (Oreochromis mossambicus) (Wu et al.,1995) ~ F5 & g 4.
sunshine bass,(Morone chrysopsx Morone saxatilis) (Lewis and Kohler,
2008) ~ %<+ /& B (Dicentrarchus labrax) (Kaushik et al., 2004) ~ £ =g 4%
(Chrysiptera chrysocephala) (Pereira and Oliva-Teles, 2003; Robaina et al.,
1997) -~ 7 &= (Paralichthys olivaceus) (Kikuchi, 1999) -~ + % #*(Scophthalmus
maxima) (Regost et al.,1999) - + & ¥ &kt (Salmo salar) (Mente et al., 2003) ~ = &
“##( Gadus morhua) (Hansen et al., 2007) % =5 = & = @5 (Takifugu obscurus)

(Zhongetal., 2011)% » + & + &2 Ak e B BB FILLE -
I RENRE

7 E 33 5 & (Lupinus angustifolius) 4 #gfge 4= % ~ a3 e ~ Ty
HoEDCEBERBRLEROEEAE GRMRDFARTLIETLSE
FAVBRMN e EFEA M o REN HEHRLREWASREE 2797 2,200 £
T2 BBN O HPFLFARFUTARLER I MEFRE > BARP:
(-)EZFAE

B0 FZEN3% L AL 2 2 =R 75 40% (Rahman, 1994) ; #3595 7 &

X 5% > T - ARt b s B A e o sk CL8IL 1k 238 n en

X

315% » % & % kb qfriy ez T frid ik C18:2 P 1k 5.4% 5 Bk i &40 5 £ %

B0 3 5Bk WS R ARF R G o T TR 0 R Ak E A

w
(g

Porokd A ERA S P PES 2B B KR RRRGE (M, 2001) 0 32 5 B

10



VR e X el - B A 0 2 F R F A £ 7 AR p4 (Methionine
and Cysteine) » — 4 CGM & 1009 3¢ 7 midefifi ¢ 1.97g # 1.129 >

-

7 LM% 100g &5 7 % 7 9 061g % 0269 ; ¥  » CGM % 1009 =¥

%2 Lysinel.14g > Plis 7 4.38 g(Fk, 2001) - 7=+ & e 32 5t
GULEE > B R R IRARAT PR e R RS A HE RS S
2 AR gRIBE T RO £ S A ke B2 S L

A e K RE
(= )2 ¥ & %
B Ep @k & E(a-tocopherol) s £ 95L& 2722 F 50 e & E 4

A RILF B T R e RSB SFE CRpa B o ¥4 3
SER S TR ERIL 25 020% 0 bt b AMIEF ROTRT G
dedR A AR TR R R N 0§ 2kl AL -K5 A (Burel etal,
1998) e gt 7h > B HElEA A RA S 0 FORERMY 10% 0 T Ak
4R EEPER ORI A G R K T
% (F,2001) -

(2)4 = g

BHBREY TR 0 GEB 0 PG FHEC LA &

5%
EARFFRAE AR ARG ETH DR AFEERY > 2 FTHEX

M AR > X BEfrH @ RAlk AL TS > T AMFEHF E2 2 Y
s BRFORT T @ AR TRTLARRARY o F T
o N HeRERAGR R BB ES o
(2 )4y % 715 2 3 P fF
EfHE 4 7 F ¢ & F15 (Anti-nutritional factors; ANFs) 2 & 4.4~ 5
(Toxicant) (Hove, 1974; Muzquiz, et al., 1989; Rahman, 2000; Ruiz-Lopez, et al.,
2000) » 4% F-v 3& 43| (Trypsin inhibitor) ~ 45 4 4 & 38 % (Lectin) ~ 2 § f&

11



fie f% 44 (Cyanogenic glycosides) 2 2 4 #& (Alkaloid) o % 3—v & 3rd|#] - € Fri
W Fen SEeniTd o g ARl en 1 R M @ Few TR b o ik e 4
EOEPFEERERE At dlAcie g SRRE 0 B G A

e o Girgqp g ity adbi RRERY RS Toocaud 5 &

PR e ApERRET AL F R Heple Suz s g iEr . B
FEHP AT R E MY ARk P BREFEFF 2 AP T LY

W BAAED G LR T AP AL 0 b S R % 3
TR L2 AL o FTHT N LB LEERE 120 » R 40 A 4803 I8 4
#(1R, 2000) 8 17 FEES ST 1d k2 B 2 d ) % B R R

sy & F]F 0 1982-1985 £ F BirA 2 N HE A kT € 5 0.015% -
Hehdig ~ 20y §RAJALZIEIRE > 7 § 3 P EE

4

AR

R e R S-S TER I G I SNy

>
>

F9& pR(3R,2000) o Bl REARFMEL Fiehd 2 FEL 0 2 e

Jan
F_‘-

Y 2 G R c AR ER B R R o T M G B R
k24 ] pF o 8 KB 5 2t dk 7 F (Robaina, 1995) -
(T)i * » bl &2 M= g

I

BHBEEG R FE AL AT SR B R TS L R R

e

iR ovaER Y ERURMCEL A A g A E i Re FIp
THURFRT FRALT B2 AR EEFIA LT L E AR R
EFLHS BP0~ 3 5 (Gdala, 1996; Batterham, et al., 1986) » & &
FB TS o W pe & R Y )T 2R s 4o H (Digestive enzyme additive)
(Annison, et al., 1996; Marguardt, etal., 1996) - & ¥|iT+ & > F 457 ?ﬁ e
2_faG R A A B0 B KR Bl dedo 4 (Oncorhynchus mykiss) (Burel, etal., 1998;
Bangoula, et al., 1993; Hughes, 1991; Moyano, et al., 1992) ~ £ #g # (Chrysiptera

chrysocephala) (Robaina, et al., 1995) ~ % #& (Penaeus monodon) (Sudaryono, et al.,

12



1999) - 4 4. (Pleuronectes platessa) (Burel, etal., 2000) ~ ~ & 4t 4. (Salmo salar)
(Carter and Hauler, 2000) ~ £ 3% 4 (Oreochromis mossambicus) (f#, 2001) ~ /= 4§
(Rachycentron canadum)( 2, 2003; & , 2006 ) 2 #* i & £ (Lutjanus erythropterus)

(%,2006) 43 x 43 22 AT BT 0 LM x4 £ 9 10~209% 5 B if

o

(

AEEAE Y AR BN R 0 AR S d 209693 H B BB A
B B4t a bz g RE T Y 65%%% 1 51% (32,2003 §,2006) ¢ ¥ ¢F fk gt
§ 8RR B BT BT 0 A ke T BN E ) 350 ensh ity § 4 0 1542 X SR
4505 PR E A R 20958 hE 2 A > TR AL Ed 60%% T
45% @ S E mEFI LB (5,2006)0 g 4R 4304 33 5 B T BN 4

fom 2R AA PR L s FIEMREAS A o

Foa N AREG EAN FEERBEEL S EEgA BHER
=

BoFAIATAG R WA ER S A RBE RS P B AL IRSR

Ty

THRETE G BRI AL AR P oL
THEG L EEAY B AR S AR A 2 B
FA St BV AEBR Y E AR R AR SR
FHH T LR AR R AR A RIS Rk P AR Ry
Frked vd P gd B0 (F,2010) - F L2 fiH it RIRE A B8
EAGESBR S PR EFERERCERGRASL  FRNSER 0 3 W
5 52 W R
kR PTG - FRK AR R kR o B ot > AF %L

)

FEI R Ao M T e FRITL AL A2

Phio B LT AR AL 2 s s e R gk e > uite
MERFE TGk  BRET R T2ASTE 2588380078 -

13



ZE o

g Ay

-~ AfEH A (AP F B W IE 3553t Table 1)

(- )A T+ 4 (80%):
% & fi(soybean meal) + § B4 ~ iR AS B TR L R B F L 4 B
RN AP B SR -3

(= )% £ 4 (20%):

33 5% & # (Lupin meal, LM) ~ 2. 3t 55 % # (Corn gluten meal, CGM) © i % %] g F

BAF SRR 20%8% 1 0% X ER SN HERIRL o

= ﬁja‘@l—% Fa

i Table 1.fe = #-FUER 5 > 40 » & 4 30-35%-k » £ $ 34355 > * F
FLEERL GR A 0L 7 R 5 ]k (229 0.5mm) o B S E R 58 55 4 1

£k 2

40°C ~ 15 | PFiE 7 504k » B fs B0-20C kiR o

i‘: > ?5&,@7@_1 V- 2E SR

- AR AFEE KA

S mires il TR A RS TR 0 £ 152 24 0 £
0.35~0.40 2 7. » FE T S BB LR RS o R KA
30cmx45cmx30cm =g g 407 B 0 & 4o B~ 15cm x15cmx15em FE gt =

B AR KB ATREEE PSR L AL TR R R
14



MR AR EEF - B I A R AT R BRRBEIERA IR E P
Ahad o ¥ X 1282 T X6 AT D L o FHRB AT - P gt
Pk o BT IO E X 0429 i s N w4 fe 2 30cm x 45cm x 30cm £
ddip o Eaap B o~ = B 3BEE 15om el 3 A IRARE c FHET e &
215k > ZEAF oA p B PAACREER P IRSUAH S IR

o F R E TR o A R o kiR 25-30C 0 B AR RIEY

FHRYYFEpAGS > ¢ = 1282 T X268 &I T F kB

fu

PRy - FopHH-Rk-F oA E O FZBFE - FHRER
5 & mIEWERHE IS E o k3200 B> AMERY e ke 2 2

A N

£ A

NI S A

iz P Micro-Kjeldahl 4 472 (AOAC, 1995)i& {7 & &0kl » RE B L E WK
RALZ > a8 30 7 2 A147 o P& 0.3g 12 70mm jjg X (Toyo, Japan) &
Bis o B o~ g A fEHY 0 A4~ B H] 39(K2S04:CuS04=9:1) 5 { 4e ~
18N JEFnfs 10ml o 444 B o~ 58 » #Pe § A fEFLE e hy AR KR
(Biichi-435, Switzerland) » 2 220°C g4 30 » 48 > & F H-F R &~ 1 560C
Tz @ FEPNBRREBFAEI R AR B RAE S TET
FH LGRS e g $p)ER R (Buchi-339, Switzerland)ip] Tk & p 42 v
T g o PIFEAY A fEdg4e » 30ml Z47-k 2 75ml & § i 40 oK% % (NaOH,

15



329%). 5 7 45 5 4 4 0 14 50ml AR K 3 i (HaBO3,4%) e ¢ 2 5 iR £ 45 77 A

(methyl red : methyl blue=1:1) /¥ 5 % # (NHa)#& i = & * £k (H.S0,, 0.1N)

%

L?:,, /}? Ai#&-‘i(ui’ ’ xj’/ﬁu’z’d Jgﬁﬁﬁ: s i g F"’é/}? i“‘%"‘ﬁﬁ"ﬁﬁi

FRE LSS P RS MR T E
\ﬂk_p_ﬂglﬂﬁ;,,\*fr

i P& Folch et al.(1957)#r37 = 2. A 473 /2 » #-& & (5 1g) & 3k a&F
PG A L 2 AMER(G04Q) e BFHE Y e F P ITRL 2012
7 i (chloroform / Methanol=2 : 1,v/v) 50ml » 2 =25 # (Nissei AM-3, Japan) 14
&% 5000rpm LT 4 48 0 £ F 12 Bichner funnel 2 jg A > & ¥ b2
50ml % 7 @ " FR 2 221 2B RARBETF I~ IRL R 2 SRR D
o~ B E P 5 F 4o 0.03M & C4E(MgCL)»s A ikl @ 5 354 R &
- A FETRIRY - i BT R H A 1 70mm g i (Toyo, Japan)iE
ol FEEZRGEALY o SRR ik M58 (Yamamoto RE-47, Japan) ik S5

Bt REFFEGRAETIEMTIE
R i

ARl e ko Pl F 0 4k AOAC(1995) = 2 4 47 o 4k 5-(0.5 g) Brre i =
SR TN 0 110CEgek A B RS B T 0 B TR BE

B AR PRI kA LR FRUBEEEE TS KA LT AN
o A A

G d ol %o gk AOAC(1995)~ i A 47 o #- 0.5 g 1 54530 1 44
5B 204 1L U5 (NEY 2-525) % > 12 600 C ~ 15 | p& » s s v 1 2 4 d
kB BAEIURBG SN GEE  TEAAER

16



g

2 EELS

- ~ 3 & 5 Percent weight gain (WG, %)

WG(%) = Final body weight(g) — Initial body weight(g) « 100
0) = Initial body weight(g)

Iy

- ilar & Feed efficiency (FE, %)

Final body weight(g) — Initial body weight(g) ‘1

0] =
FE(%) Feed intake(g)

00

2

~ %3 5 Survival rate (%)

i

Final number of fish

Survival(%) = 100

Initial number of fish %

e~ F-v F 2 Protein efficiency rate(PER, %)

Weight gain
PER(%) = —osntgan(®)
protein intake(g)

J~4

~ Je 3¢ (%) Crude protein(CP, %)

(a—b) x 0.1 x 6.25 x 14.007
CP(%) = : x 100
# A~ £ (g) x 1000

a: 1 01N HzSOs if T %557 2 % 2

b: 1t 0.1NH2SO4 if 230 ir* 2 %4 fic

= ~F P atE p g 4 E Daily Nincrease (mg/100g body weight)

Daily N increase=

(Initial crude protein X Initial body weight — Final crude protein X Final body weight) x 1000

6.25 X 42 x 100
17




o~ St 2

g * SAS XLzt 48 (SAS version 9.4, SAS Institute Inc., Cary, NC, USA)
H 7]5 % B #ics 47 (One-way analysis of variance)ip|:# % 2 B ¥ 7 5 kg ¥ 4
B ENRL R RE- BT FF %3P % (Duncan’s new multiple range

test)ie 74k 7] #1F BEEKEF 5 0.05¢
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~ AL T
LR AR A & (A 47de Tabled 7 o 42 3 T 5 £ & 35.9%-
40.9%2 ¥ » 12 LM B~ it 0% 5 $ed o LM Bx (5 2005 b 1 > & 2 ¥ Jov
FoBk MBS ER4ea 27 A% o 22 [ 5 £ 6 7.8%-8.3%2 FF » 1
LM 3~ % 20%.2 5 $ & » LM B~ 5 0% h 1S o -k A 3 £ & 55%6.7%=2 & »
LM Bk 209 B § 0 LM B~ % 094 e 1S o AL % A 5 B B 7.4%-7.8%

LR R T kAR AL FRANTALER -

NEE S !

- AR AREFBERR

AR AK (S &g BT o8 £ (Body weight) ~ 3 £ 5 (Percent
weight gain) ~ 4k sz & (Feed efficiency) ~ 7% 75 & (Survival rate)#c & 4 Table. 2
% Fig. 1.~ Fig. 2.~ Fig. 3.1 °
(- )* =48 £ ( Body weight)

£ e ge 4R E 43 0.39-043g 0 iz B ARG 1S 0 + 2 T 048-051g 0 &

W ket 23 052-059g -

(= )3 £ & (Weight gain)
BE A 25-44% > 1 LM 0% ez 3 € F B3 5 44% > LM B % 20%
PH MG 25% e E SR LMBEREHen T T EAES -

(= )& »z & (Feed efficiency)

£l 3 A 3t 16-26% 0 12 LM 0%je 2z &l se i B 5 26% 0 LM B~ &
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20% 2 B X 5 16% o & AR T ik LM B E R4 § T EARE
(= )7 & & (Survival rate)

& e S A3 98-100% 0 LM 0% ~ LM B~ it 10% e 2 LM B~ 15%

~

Bh: REAZHPEFIR S

S & | RGR A )

LE R ARSI HEEALREFIAMAN > TR AN
#e v (Crude protein) ~ #z #3 & (Crude lipid) ~ -k 4 (Moisture) 2 “* 4 (Ash) 7
£ > #kig 4o Table.3 2 Fig. 4.977 o
(- )2 % #4e 39 (Crude protein)

EE R ARE N LA Vi 2 AR TR A
14.88%-16.68% ; 14 LM B~ 0%k 2 > 4 #8442 35 16.68%# B > * S it
LA EEEZ e e 2 LM B8 5% ~ 10%2% 20%= e A= o @
LM B~ % 15%z 4 & B2 14.88% 5 & i ¥ & % 3> LM B~ % 0%% 5%+

.
B o

(= )#2 #3 & (Crude lipid)
Ll hMde g B3 6.51-827T% 2 F o el F £k LM
PR g Aed BT OREARS o
(=) 2 4 %8k~ (Moisture)
Lm o ARk Ae 7R A T327-77.32%2. FF > 12 LM B~k 15% % 2
ke Z €53 0 LM B & 0%e P ¥ <3 LM 2~ & 10-20%= & o
(= )2 4 %8 A ~ (Ash)
LA e 43 15.44-1594% 2 FF > R B AL 7 &k LM B
REHAem T TEARY o
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= ~ i 4844 € (Individual total feed consumed) ~ &% % »< 3 (Protein

efficiency rate, PER)2 & 7 5. 4 48+ p § 3 4r & (Daily N increase mg

/1009 body weight )4 Table. 4 ~ Fig. 5. ~ Fig. 6. ~ Fig. 7.#77%

(- ) @ %8 342 & (Individual total feed consumed)

FooNmpp i A P E R APERE L 0.66-0.740 0 & B AEE

(= )39 >z (Protein efficiency rate, PER)
B Ford A p SR hE 2GR0 L AME RSB
L den Fong A3t 43.7-64.2%2 FF o 1 LM P~k 0% e B if 1E 64.2%5
F o BMENIRAELMBE® 20%%E 5 43.7% c LM B~ £ d 0% 1 10%
PFOPER 4 % 48 5 P &3 1 15%p* > PER RI B ¥ T ' o
(2)% 7 5 h 85 p § 3 4 £ (Daily N increase mg / 100g body weight)

FERRCEFFAAMA S P F AR R LLFF A G

F 3 4c £ 4t 4.49-10.77mg/100g b.w 2. B < 12 LM B~ % 0% i ch

10.77mg/100g b.w £ % > LM B~ % 20% %12 4.49mg/100g b.w i< > % ‘e

iﬁhﬁf'*‘*ﬂ}i@}‘c IZQLMB’H*Big%\:m_ET“‘i\%lL’ﬁ“ LM B &
P

0~5-10%i%F% 5 % 1077831 %2 784> = wh izt v agx £ 8 »

ek FEF B LM B 15-20% 3 22 460 2 449 -
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it

% AL fe

W S BT S A 0 e 12 30% 845 ~ 40%2 B S R i 4
5%%y B (% & b 4 =3:2) il % 2 4o ded T4 B 4 38%2 5 1 7 B X 8%
Bt Eskk (§1,2011) 0 @ (s > - BT HER fld 475% B8 ~ 20%3
F Bed ©2 5% 3 FRIEA (T L B T AR A Tt b S bR £
2 30% 44 2 0%+ B2 G ik RAEE LR > TN BACHT S N wEE AP
g2 B (%], 2010) -

y

SHA R ARARSE TR A b AT BR N AR Y
ﬁ%iﬂ%lﬁk:%%iﬁ@ﬂﬂ%ﬁ%W% A EHE B A SR

By 3%

B B R PR 2 B M EF R Fed et S RFALS
(Webster et al. 1992) - it i gféevki® 12 23K Fev ~ [ S8 ~ 2 22 FhM
Bl gb o L BRE S S AR 2 Fod Foid b & @B ¥ £ B (Kaushik et
al. 2004) ; BT K0 B o0 RGBT R 98 iy A 4T S R
PEE RV RS § o A2 FARTTRT  FRBHEIS IR A LT
LA I Tl B TR AR KR AR F ko Y PRk A
R A bhe BAFS RS LRI T URFASIRL D

IR AR R RHRBEE S Vel gty P o RSy E R X R g A
B R 2 BB kR SE LR 4 (Spirulina platensis) B~ i 2. 5 55 B ks o F IR A &
fe 47.5% = &% ~ 15%3% % kb ~ 5% L o 85 F ok 24 2 5% 5 pR ok 1F S F 511
il pE > H X Esr%k g 475% 24 ~20%3 5F v 2 SUE PR Rk E £ B
(Fi,2014) - e df ks & Afd s H Jo T EE TSR0 2 ) 5 4
AR AT H P TRIEF Y c IR HER L G E e
Tt BE KRBT FH BB R KRS R T RR o Gl gl

(Oncorhynchus mykiss) (Burel, et al., 1998; Bangoula, et al., 1993; Hughes, 1991;
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Moyano, et al., 1992) ~ £ &g # (Chrysiptera chrysocephala) (Robaina, et al., 1995) ~ %~
15 (Penaeus monodon) (Sudaryono, et al., 1999) ~ #& 4. (Pleuronectes platessa) (Burel,
etal., 2000) ~ + & Z 4k 4 (Salmo salar) (Carter and Hauler, 2000) ~ £ 3% 4.
(Oreochromis mossambicus) (F#, 2001) ~ ;= #& (Rachycentron canadum) ( 2 , 2003 ;
#,2006) % # f & £ (Lutjanus erythropterus) (£ ,2006) % 4L ¢ &4 £ 5 10~
20% s B g o N HERIAEHET ALTIETERT oY EFFRITLE A
(ER T S Rk el S U = Ll e

AFY SREL M EHRL T AR 2 2 RE > SHAE Y TR
P PHEEF R RZFH U R 2 E(0% 5% ~ 10% ~ 15% ~ 20%)2.
REIGERPA RS 72 20%2 28 S Fk c APtk AT KT 2 1

NWHELBIFIFTFEN5371% Z2FAELSEF AL & > HiF
358 9 B 7 27 30—45%5% % 4p i (Harris and Jago, 1984 and 1986;
Hill, 1977) - @ # F—v 5 7 £ 8240~ 2 45 (45-55%) ~ 3. F &5 45 (60-65%) = % » e
Frot g 2 (26%) ~ B 2 (11-27%) ~ | # (10%) ~ B+ 2 (21%) ¥ 45 (25%) % 15 4~ 1+
RALE B > FER G RF Y LS o B2 EH AR AR AR T EF R
REMT O A THAAR) > DR T F R AR o dofh A d w9 F 40% 3
PR AL I s Al RS 30-35% 0 @ A K 4giE 1109 14 W F v T iR
25-35%2 41 (Page and Andrews. 1973) - Z 3R 4.~ F &g 020w > dw B F Fv %ﬁ
ZE950%2 4 FHER T 3097 0 F REED 3% FRAIE L R
% % 25-35%(Lim. 1989) - @ 48 & |- ** 209 2. &4 (Common carp ; Cyprinuscarpio)
@ B0 R E & 45% 0 20-200g AtE 5 38% 0 8 £ 7 6009-15009 = 28%
(NRC, 2011) - 1945 5 #* N m@kflzo 773 > A %M E PRARR S
ST B0 5 R G 35-40% M o gt R R B 4 N e A Rd Boif R E
£ % 38%4p 02 (%1, 2011) -
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o Rk

FiES EARE 0 B (LM Bk 0%) T e E it d 4745 0.399 I AR (S
0.56g 2252 775 @ % 47.5% % 245 %2 20%3 o F-v 2 F b plen g 2 Tiof &
d 0.39g I 4% 1 0.60g 4 02 (%], 2011) » e 2 47.5% < & 4 2 20%2 F 5 Fos 2
Fa Ak 2 4 A kS d 061 1 47% 15 081g 5 (M, 2014) - @ & 5%
oo € F(WG) 5 44% > 2w d BT 7 2 5 4pf 0 2011 & $IF 7 e
€5 54%5 M0 21 2014 E AT L P E 5 33% 5 B o v AR IR 2 R A
FoARHRE 201l ER2 AT R 24400 < A 9 04g RN - =
Gt 3 20%2 2 AR AmPAT R I A Fe o AL R LK SF R ¥
UG A LA A S A ATWFETRY afRERD AT R Y §RE
Flptdep AP 2L B ERS FHALHESF T R o &2 2014 HE (787§
W AT R A h 890409 2R %k 0619 5 0o - g ehy K
FEFMEN e A > FIPRPS FHRHEFLB AT AL A AL

Sldz = £ad 2 X R AR o

AA L E S LM Bk 0-20%k A 5 44% ~ 39% ~ 38% ~ 26% -
250 » &rLa B 5 26% ~ 23% ~ 23% ~ 19% ~ 16% » & ¥ ¥ 1l irdlie LM B ik
0% % B > LM Bt 0-10%2 = ‘el fshst b © & Bg % £ B (Table 2.)(Fig. 2.) -
LM B9 10% 2 3 15%F A ¥ T % > pl L FLM 2 3y i B
37% » 45 CGM 2 60% » Tyt 4 Br % £ & 1500 » 474\ 4u 3ov 1L 5% 3
36.7% > #F A EHEFTE 0 Fy TR AT hF S L £ 2
R AR Y R TAR M LFA mE SRR R T F & 37.7%HAl
€] 20 2 g 2 AB%E X o (e M R Fendl i o J gt dip LM B

RCCGM 2z z 2175 F* 5 10% A Z dtifle 30 283> 5E37.7% -

24



A~2aeR

-~ D AR R

FEHEEHT > SERF S L LM B2 0% g & 15 0 > d e v
LM B~k 0%z 16.68% % B 0 $ B 34744 € 16.28%% H i LM ﬁ]‘ fv e
14.88-15.49% > ® L RS e EF AP LM B R 44> 2 he vy 2 E 5T %48
FodaRAEFF = F- > T LCCM P Fv F 7 & 60%% > LM 537% > #
A2 7 FREFLMPZARF AR > @34 LHAMPN Hd TR
Mo R BT SRR FH AP B RFR TR 52 0 25 ATl
* R0 FeniEARE n s LIRARGTE L G MERES o2 CGM & LM
oo FevRAfES A F o G pRAME X ok - BB S o & FORARK
¥ Jak £ ¢ FveAk & (Methionine and Cystine) » — 4 CGM # 100 g #-v F 17
ek pe b 197 2 1129 @3 %2 # 1009 3% FF 790612 0269g; ¥
‘> CGM = 1009 #v % 7 Lysinel.14g> @ 32 5 2 Pl B 7 4.389 (M,

2001) c » v R A CHEICABIY P LR FEEL AP TEHFE o
B iR % BATAT R AR FIH o 4ol 475% 4 B v 2 20% 3 A 3
BoL A F-d ReE 2 > A9 5 16.05% (%1,2011) > @ 12 47.5% % & 3-¥ 2 20%
A ST R A B e ] 18.26% (1R ,2014) 5 % & 8 & F Sl BT d
BIFIR ST fade 4o E 04g FGTHR o A (S22 74454 & 0.61g B &£ 4 >
HELRY GELPFAIABTLEFR%Z  FleFb2 by Fr 22148 F
AR K 60% T HTHBAE IR A e SR AEFLNY Y

AR DA REFLE A HAE LRy FREHAL Y FE
Bk R EF R AP RFBREEARTER > 2hLF9 FEEA LM

g 10% 15% e F Rk F AR > J HRAE Y fe 3o VP § S 2P
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FLR e 6] 37.7% 0§ iy 4 e W2 E A G ME T -

Z o~ D AR g bR

S BARK S LAY B LM Bk 0% 2. 8.27%E % > 5§ LM
5-20%F X~ & H% F D TE o kK 5 7.67% >~ 6.57% ~ 6.53%% 6.51% - H ¢ - LMB
0% LHATT 2 R A B X BB AT5%E T Fev 20% 5 L #ripl 2
8.57%4p 12 (F1,2011) o @ 2 T — AT F 2 R A B A% B 45 4T5%E 1 oF S TR
20% % i ipl19 2 7.97% % B fik (14,2014) o f iRl 3 FIEAAT T A e A L AEA] < )

22011 # Rz A7 pinm e 2014 22 77 £ B ATRR o

AREPN LM B 34 m € 2 ddu g T "E 2 4B AP 5 L 0-10%PF 7
BELR D LMBERAiE 10% 58 L R A B8 % > BT % o APk L wepp
F{HCCM 2 LMz 22> A RPN T2EF 22| 25 39 F > Flpt FH
gl cie P s 4 e LM B~ (2 B 0-20% @ I > e iaisd 7.8% ) 2 3 8.3% -
BE S R s 4B E AR K 8.27% T 5 % 651% o o pL S daip o B AR E
Bl R LM M bem 2 BH B ER T 0L IE 0 FRER

By AR B A LM B B4 10%0 T sk 2 B E L T 0 B 4

=
=

Fov B s N SRR B AU 0 T Ben THEB R A KT AR M08 e R g

W
sx&t

ROPE P RRDMEERY T o5 37.7% -

4

i

El NN A

AWM ZRECLEREZ MY E AR - Bk AH RS 7 9
70-75%r2 F > #8 R 4 c1160-65% 5 B o AF KRPIEH A N > AWk A G
X & 73.27-77.32% > 22— Sk -k g 2 -k 75% 7% & 4p 02 o

AR SR EEE R 1544-1594%2 F > LR aBEFLR c A, AE
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BRPFHS T RN ARRAPLAPP R TR R oA g P
pomb i LB e ERc) o A AR TR ET RGP FEFLEE A

ZRHF -

2. pHEEE 3 PRSI EFAAMED FH T
- ~ B4 £ (Individual total feed consumed)

AP L EE - A RN T EHEHRERRE G A 066-0.740 Bk F L
FoaiwAmTeAd ¥ E- paad 2 ks E 5 0.9-11g(f, 2014) » F % 1
HeruFEamgip PlaFhE% atliFEaesd s 5 0110129 ST4pk > 7]
PRI S Nt A FAEE L EFALAR P AN 22 LM 2 CGM

<3

\ﬂb
e

HE TS RAFRE

+ 3 H2ed (PER)

om o SR 2 B TS A e 4 o AR ERY B by e
Ry TR Doy Em R T a B P T
Fl* sk G2 A Y AR R T E2 RAFAMEY TEHT T
WO DEFAPP Y T2 ERE 0 AR ¢ adF T 4 B (Jauncey,
1982 ; Choetal., 1985 ; Shiau and Huang, 1989 ; Mohanty and Samantaray, 1996 ;
Gunasekera, 2000) - @ & F S % Ao 0 v F 7 £ 53 Dird| e PER &% » A
LELMAAEHRE > 79 FEFRS PERY g2 7% - HUv 2 A= KAl

e dodl £ 5 2 ol g s RTIRAPRARS - 7 3F > B2 2R LM B~ % 0% %2 PER
® 0 LB Pk 5%~ 10%e T A MIREEF AR o o SRR AN B T 22 g

DEERE  0f o FrolREE- AR FHEAEHT 7 gL
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Bk BmEE L6 5 S g 3 B e ok flr 529 8 37.7%

FHRFRAGEN TS T2 AP OERES 2 ERHL S

~F P R g HF p g 34 £ (Daily N increase mg / 100g body weight)

PEECAMETIOE P AFH R VA NAME D FF R ER L
P oAPEETAPES A AN FF IR R LM B8 0% s
P ¥ #E 5 1077 mg/100gb.w. 3 % > @ {5k LM B~ £ d 5-20%3 4c @ iF ;b7 T
0 kA % 831784460 % 449mg/100gb.w. - § LM B~ £ 4 0-10%p% » %

—

EEFLAMIE D FH S RANFLL > & A LM R 5P| 15%% 20%
P & P § B 4c$ % 1 4.60 mg/100gb.w. 2 4.49 mg/100gb.w.2r LM B~k £ # 0-

10%E B ¥ AR o d S54P 4§ At E s iy FRETH iy

FRIRER ALV UL f I N AR S HE o R R
REFE > HPAAHELFERZE AL B/ TEE - FH T THEFEN

AR RS LR e g PR F R 3TT% L o A iRl
R E T LA E P F R P RE T LA E P F R LR AD

7 (%,2011) 7 % B4 475%% 13k 39 20% 5 3 2 R A 4R e N i i)
#2 %% 5 31.8mg/100gb.w. » B ** A 7 LM B~ 0% % 2. 10.77 mg/100gb.w. »
FRIFI 2o v 2 6 F 5 B9 70-72% > 35 5 T4 R 5 60-65% 0 A ¥ b
FRAPV RN ERAME Y FHEsH{lr 2k o ¥ - 7 (M, 2014)2+ 24
475%% 2.3 55 F 4 20% 5 L2 F a0 R 4 N mimkn g %o R R %R
12.3 mg/100gb.w. > & A% 3 LM B~ it 0%% 2. 10.77 mg/100gb.w. { & > 4&ip]E_%]
Hig* 2 4405 10 0.61g = A > FIpt At w B 5 g §F T R Hp

SR o
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B

MR L 5% 2 45 (LM)B & 0%-20% 2 3 5 B # (COM) e o 4 fie » &L @ s

il

LM Bk 10% 2 B £ 5 Rk~ Fod kG A K A A RS P § A 4o B

Ly

PP~ 8 10% 3 o 85 F s o
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F oo d 2L

P i (1993) 4 % 4 A3A pp.139-140 -

B o T (1996) 5tk AT o

Mgzt > = 4 7 (1999) &Mk Z P o g diik
Mgzt 2 4 7 (2001) & A Ehie ) A ATIE -

BT (2001) « 4PLY e % B SR AT G A S K T SRS Kok L
TR S FAEREFT L% 68T -

3 v;ﬂé (2003) ’5?77}—'\:’ ,,T dril 5B b2 AN 'i’#g'ﬁli’/éfﬁ:}.{iggg_g . L:/%%J‘ g
MEFEFET L T3 T -

M s SEFCE S 2R e (2005) [k A KR 6 BES (- )Emase o
F iz (2006) MABHHARIMAL L BB W SR ERERESY
L2 <6l F o

F AT (2000) LY e d R AL RAI S B HAES LT o B2
BB REPEFT L mY 1L E -

Fl% 3 (2011) §o “min EBEF Fr A R EREE T LG o
48 F o

BRE & (1991) e Haws 2 () o
gk & (2000) 32 5 B 2 AL B Y K ek, 1175-76 -

W5~ HRig gy - i & S 25 &g (2010) g ¢ < am@nAphyocypris kikuchii
(Oshima) 1§ % 7% #5457 o #74 4 %47, 12:251-259 -

FoRZ R LREPFEL LG BT

Mg (2014) &R e dR RS 2 £ ek G R S K B TR P e £
ZEF R SR FREPEF LG 2 T3T
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Table 1. Composition and proximate analysis of the experimental diets for Kikuchi

minnow (%).

Diets No.
Ingredients (%) Gl G2 G3 G4 G5
Soybean meal 47.5 47.5 47.5 47.5 47.5
Corn gluten meal(CGM) 20 15 10 5 0
Lupin meal(LM) 0 5 10 15 20
Squid meal 5 5
CaH2(PO)s4 - 2H.0 1
Vit.E 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
Vitamin Mix." 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.9
Cholin chloride 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
Mineral Mix.™
Qil (3:2)°
a-starch 13 13 13 13 13
Cellulose 2 2 2 2 2
Proximate anylysis (%)
Crude protein 40.9 38.7 37.7 36.7 35.9
Crude lipid 7.8 7.8 8.1 8.2 8.3
Moisture 55 5.7 5.7 6.4 6.7
Ash 7.8 7.6 7.5 7.4 7.4

*a Ogino et al.(1979)
*b Ogino and Yang (1978)
*c Soybean oil:Fish oil = 3:2
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