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Effects of fish protein hydrolysate in the diet on the non-specific
immune response of Penaeus chinensis
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ABSTRACT The effect of fish protein hydrolysate(FPH) was examined as an immuno-en-
hancer on the non-specific immune response of Penaeus chinensis. P. chinensis were fed with
0%, 5%, 10%, and 15% FPH replacing fish meal protein for 30 days. Samples were collected
at the end of the experiment. The results showed that the acid phosphatase activity in the hepa-
topancreas of P. chinensis fed diet with 5% FPH replacing fish meal protein was significantly
higher than that of other groups (P<C0.05),and total haemocyte count of this treatment was
significantly higher (P<C0. 05) than those of other treatments. The activities of acid phospha-
tase,alkaline phosphatase and lysozyme in the serum of P. chinensis fed with 5% FPH replacing
fish meal protein were significantly higher (P<C0. 05) than those of other groups. Moreover,the
group of 5% FPH replacing fish meal protein resulted in a significant SGR increase( P<C0. 05).
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In conclusion, fish protein hydrolysate could significantly improve the non-specific immune re-

sponse of P. chinensis.

KEY WORDS Penaeus chinensis Fish protein hydrolysate Non-specific immune
Growth

W [ XS R Penaeus chinensis 5 3¢ [¥] i B 2 A MRS IR BH b Al 22— SR TG 1993 4F 4 [ 57 468 B DI e i B
FIBELE 5 0 35 (WSSV) L e A RS K Pk AT 5 K X MR IR Bl 1 32 1 BSOK AR 99T oy (Wang ez al. 19985
Shi et al.  1998) 3% 15 5% FE ¥R 58 B9 A Wil AL BT AR 2 0000 T LA 5 B A0 o 765 52 5% G L 5% 98 8 W) 14 Rl 5 % 1R 32 3
WEIR AT Z N R A B OC AR o A H RTR 25 W BRI FIIG 57 % SR 5 19 AH SC B ST B TR L I 28 75 vk AR A
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1.1 KkE&EBRHAHE
I figg £01 2 M) P £ T BADRE 2R R XK B R A T B BESE 20085 ROKRAE 2002).
1.2 scmgfas

SR JH B DR 7 R B 8 v 7 R Al AR T P K A £ 2 0B 23 R AR 006 WD 596,106 .15 Moy f iy E 1
DA o453 RS0 D R R o Dy 3 R M R ) R R ARDRL (R D) B T ORI A Y 07 vk S DR EURHR
B ZIRF B AALE R B AR 5108 1.5 mm g4 60 CHET S BT YT 3 mm KA WURLIE A7 T — 20 “C kA
SNGHIR

1.3 SR EE

rh L R I 1 LR T B BT K A R A R Bk A AR RN 3 A7 e B b B R 500 R (IR EE 11,23 &
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10 d J5 REAL A 2 12 ASECE TR SR BN G0 30 B I r % A, R A B ARl ik 3 AT, L5 A 2009 4F 8
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S 6 T 46 B 42 X B AR FE Y 5 00 ~ 10 26 AT 4 ML, SRS AR AR A KA B X IR A B L EATIE Y Ak . R
BEME 4 YR PRI A .6 2 00,11 = 00,18 = 00 F1 23 = 00, 45 W} i) 5 5 M o H S B A He 6] 40 91 A 30%0 .
209 30 %0 F1 20 % . ) % 03 1) 3 £ 75 L KR 24 ~28°C L3R 24~26,pH 7. 8~8. 2. ¥ A AL T 6.5 mg/L.
BHK 1 W, HifoKkE R 1/3,
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Table 1 Composition of the experimental diet (%)

) N 5 - o Bk A
#14F Component M Control 5% P?P/Io-l%sfliiﬂtitute 10 %lf(‘)}’/;—lges{liiﬂtitute 15 AlﬁP/OHéliiﬂmme

1y Fish meal 40 38 36 34

F Soybean meal 20 20 20 20

K22 H FPH 0 1.4 3.0 4.4

Bk Wheat flour 23.5 24.1 24.5 25.1

flEf% Choline chloride 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5

WFH Shrimp meal 10 10 10 10

f1 il Fish oil 1 1 1 1

W g Phospholipids 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5

44t F Vitamin premix 1 1 1 1

AW W Mineral premix 1 1 1 1

Wi — =45 Ca(H2 POy, 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5

J& 4343 Proximate composition

#H H it Protein 37.11 37.96 38.41 38.52

JE W5 Lipid 5.33 5.52 5.93 5.52

K4y Ash 21.54 21.55 22.01 22.08

T E A %A F (mg/kg or g/kg TR B E 25 mg; B # %, 45 mg; ERERME M B, 20 mg; 44 K Bio 0. 1 mg; 44 R Ky, 10 mg; JJLEE, 800
mg; 72 {2 .60 mg; ML .200 mgs MR .20 mg: EYFR 1. 20 mgs 4R AL32 mg; 44K D.5 mes fEEK E. 120 mg; KM 18. 67 g0 AT )
J5i (mg/kg or g/kg WAL AL . 2 mg; BULAR 0. 8 mg; AL .50 mg; GRERH . 10 mg; HLERYK .80 mg; B EE .50 mg; MR EE .1 200 mg; B
iz —&45.3 000 mg; @ ALY8.100 mg; W A #Y.15.51 g

Notes: Vitamin premix (mg/kg or g/kg diet) : thiamine 25 mg, riboflavin 45 mg, pyridoxine 20 mg, vitamin B 0. 1 mg, menadione 10 mg,
inositol 800 mg, pantothenate 60 mg, tocopherol acetate 200 mg, folic acid 20 mg, biotin 1. 2 mg, vitamin A 32 mg, vitamin D 5 mg, vitamin
E 120 mg, wheat flour 18. 67g; Mineral premix (mg/kg or g/kg) diet: NaF 2 mg,KI 0. 8 mg, CoCl, » 6H,0O 50 mg, CuSO, * 5H,0O 10 mg,
FeSO, *+ 7H,0 80 g, ZnSO, » 7H>0 50 mg, MnSO, * 4H,0O 1 200 mg, Ca(H;PO)> « H,0O 3 000 g, NaCl 100 g ,Mordenzeo 15.51 g

1.4.2  SPIFARH B RS 547

XoF BR AR B A 43 AT 4 BB SR AOAC(1995) (85 7k« 7K 43 2R FAE IR T 18 35 (105 °CH s ML (MR LR 2
L, VELP i UDK142 [q 2h 7€ 183 2 1000 22 (N X 6. 25) 5 K JE 5 5% FH 22 [C i 2 32 5 LK 43 4% GB/T 5009. 4-
2003 W 7 (i 4 550 'C,12 h),

1.4.3  FEt o Ao BT MR 5 3 0 09 h) &

PUBE I A6 £ 2% Smith 4 (199D Y 7 L IFVEIE okt . F 1 ml (9 J0 TR 1 5 25 e JEm otk 22 5 o 7 (b
BERRBO 1+ 1 B HoA DO IR A AT B, 850 (3 000X g, 4 °C) B b 35 W ) 46 928 48 bk O 3647 10 20 B 10 %8
U IR U A9 3% 5 A B R K BE A% 1 ¢ 10 HTF 1 A 750 S5 0 00 T s U e 2% 48 %

1.4.4 sfotmpeit £ (THC)

Fie 200 1 LB BTEE R 5 il bk VR G o B — 22 A T8 A5 5 % 1 248 48 9 R0 P i 3R 10 50H AE Dl 2 i B ( X
400) N H B HE S ml Ik E P A M40 Mg H .

1.4.5 it &4 E(POD) &t

Ik A Ak il O P P e A S I . R e R A W A Ak Ak R I Y S B G I A 420 nm
bW G RE A8 A A5 HEES E . POD W& 1 5 .78 37 “C 4R 4 ml Mg 440 B4k = A2 1 g B Wy i i
TE N — DB S 8L, POD i J5 (U/mD = (ODyygz — OD.s ) /(12X F 0642 X R IR B ml/ AR &
mD) /SR B[] (30 min) XA I 2 i A B A5 £ <1 000,

1.4.6  #EAAYHALE (SOD) & K

R A W 15 Tk i A 1 FH e e R B . SOD % % X8 < A ml SR SOD k] ik 3] 50 %

BF i X6 2 Y SOD £ 2 — > SOD i i 47 (U)
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SOD i 51 (U/mD = (A — Amsen )/ Axpmear 50 Y0 X IR Z8 10 56 B A7 L
1.4.7 —&RARAE(NOS) F ey &

— SR A A S M R e R I e . I SRR Ry - NOS L AL L-Arg 25 i NO,NO P 5 9 4
T TR 8 FIAR T8 W00 A 1 ST i T2 6 i 2 6 1) 2 i AR 2 NOS (35 . NOS i 1% 507 8 Lol - B
ml 4344 B 1 nmol NO H— NS S 8467 (U) , TNOS 3% J7 (U/mD = (ODyies — ODus ) /52 18 1) 44 2 IR
T 6 2 80X 2 0 R S A FR/ BBURE FE) X (1 e 48 51648 X R R 1)) /1 000,

1.4.8 BRMEAEER B (ACP) a0 55 B2 8 (AKP) Fo 25 B 85 (LZM) 3 bl 2

i P Tl T A e T T R T R S 2 P e e R B . MR ME B R TG 1 (U/100 mD = Ay /
A X B 71 X B BERE L 0 ME R BR B S 7 (U /100 mD) = Ay / A X B 35 8 X i BEAS 2L

VS T AN 4 P R A B TR AT I 2.5 pg/ml WS T EEARMEV L 0. 1 ml ZEMK M ES L BUE R REAR
0. 1 ml, FRHEGE 25 (1A VI A 43 0n 1 ml R H B 1R AT, 37 "COK IR 15 min, 57 RPICH & F 0 C LR 1 7kok
7 3 min, 530 nm ZE 1@ K P8 BEOGE 100%, H@ M E . W BB B (pg/mlD) = (UT15ys — OT15450% )/
(ST15 s —OT 150 ) X 2. 5 pg/mlXAEA I L i 7 B A ZLCOT15 JyoKify 156 min 5 92 HAE #EOGEE . UTIS
K 15 min S5 @900 3 6B L ST15 Sk 15 min 5 B FRHER BGED .

1.4.9 h#FEREAALE A (T-AOC) 0 &

SBTA AL RE Ty 4 g ot g O S BRI . S AE 37 CC L RE AT B AR mil I I RN A R A O
(OD){H A3 Hm 0. 01 B, R 1 A AdEbRE S 87, T-AOC {E (U/mD) = (ODyes — ODyymes ) /0. 01/30 X 2 i
T 22 45 35 50 o< A 00 3 T S R

1.5 %itawHm

AN R AT RN E L. ML F B (P<0.05) I, Al Duncan’s # 5 : ¥E 47 3 1] £ & 1L
B, Sitao i e SPSS 11,5 for Windows,

2 &R

2.1 FEMTIEFREREER

2.1.1 s AE R 7 R R AR

T Rk v S K g e B 6T v 6T i v R R S e T R e DL 2. R AR 2 AT UL, o G R R 1
2 Tt 3 MR R R <5 VOB AR A > 15 LB AR A > 10 Y0 B2 2 > X IR2H L 5 %0 B AR 4 35 v T % R 4L 0 He b R AR 4
(P<C0.05),15 % B0 4t 25 15 T X R AN 10 Y0 B AL (P<C0. 05) 5 Bigi P4 i 2 I8 905 7 v IR AR Uk Oy < 5 Y0 R AR 4 >
15 0B AR =10 Yo R AR 4 =X BRAH 5 Do 5 A 4 I 35 v 1 % LA R H At B AR 4 (P<<0. 05) , 10 %0 Al 15 %0 85 R4l
[F) JC {3 22 S AR B 3 5 6 BB 4l (P <C0. 05) 5 XiF M IfiL 40 i 50 i AR vk A 5 00 BRAR AL > 10 26 B AR 4l > 15 Y0 B AR
2> L5 Yo RN B T B A A A B R 4 (P<C0. 05) . X IR AT 1090 15 % B AR A T B 1 22 7
(P=0.05) ; %5 b W16 PEAR I R+ 5 00 B AR AL > 15 Yo AR > 10 26 B AR 41 > X BB 41, 5 00 B R 41 Wl 3 o T B 4
FNH AR (P<C0. 05) , XF HERZL AT 1026 .15 %0 8 AR 41 JE (@ 35 M 25 57 (P=>0. 05) ; 4 %0 Ak 0 6 A 1l 1% 1 s I A
W5 Y BARAL >15 Yo AR 41 > 10 2o B AR 4L > X HR 41,5 %0 F1 15 Y0 B AR 4L SOD 3 o 2 8 T X B4 A0 10 Y0 %%
fRZH (P<C0. 05) .5 % 1 15 % B AR 4 22 18] TGtk 35 1k 22 53 (P=>0. 05) 5 32k %804k W il 375 P v AR AR IR g < 5 00 R A0 4 >
15 %0 B AL > 10 Yo B AR 4l > X B4 . 5 %0 A 15 Y0 B AR 4tk 35 v T % BB 4 i 10 06 B AR 41 (P<C0. 05),5 % 1 15%
B TE B 22 5 (P>0.05) ; — %&b Al & B & MK IR O 5 00 B AR AL =10 26 B AR 4L > 15 00 B AR 41 > % [
5% 10 %0 B AR 4 2 v T X BRAL AN 1590 B AR 4 (P<C0.05) . 5% Al 10% R4 1a] G B & M2 7 (P>
0. 05) 5 2% 20 XsF I ¥ 17 S BE 48U PH R T O T8 W 3 8 v 45 B AR ) 8 B8 35 22 R (P=>0. 05),
2.1.2 BT RREE 4 ST R 8 AR

o) A v S I K St £ R P e LR S R A R S S AR S e DL R 3 Hh AR 3T UL L v [ X A R U
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Table 2 Effects of dietary fish protein hydrolysate on non-specific immunity index of P. chinensis serum(Mean=+S. E., n=3)

A e paramere HEControl e 105Fb bt 15RO bttt
iR MR R i ACP(U/mD 1. 650. 05 2. 6020. 06° 1.8340. 178 2.2240.13b
BB R AKP(U/mD 0.2940. 06 0.85740. 02¢ 0.5840. 06" 0. 6440. 08"
M40 2038 Total haemocyte count(1074>) 1. 640. 83 2.3+1. 40 1.940. 817 1. 7+0. 752
P LZM(U/mD) 6.034-0. 332 8.81+0. 37" 6.1920. 13" 6. 4620, 57¢
B A AL ) L SOD(U/mb) 64.7242. 891 91. 454 1. 20¢ 80. 27+ 1. 22° 90. 5141. 22¢
EHLEALRE 1 T-AOC(U/mD 5.5142.09° 3.914+0. 52¢ 4. 60+0. 292 6.37+1.74¢
it &AL POD(U/ml) 31. 70+0. 56° 38. 70+ 1. 98b 34.3041. 10 38.30+1.13"

— 4 LA A NOS(U/mD 36. 754+0. 35° 45.1940. 99" 43.6241. 55" 39. 690. 772

T« [l —FU B A b A S TR B AR A 35 28 5 (P<<0. 05)

Note: Values in the same column with different superscript are significantly different (P<Z0. 05)

T2 P Tl 2 R 355 M /IR YR 25 YR AR 2 =10 Yo AR 2 =15 Yo AR 2 > X BRZH L 5 %0 e AR 4 W 3 v T % B 2 A G
B £ 2 (P<<0. 05) , Ho il 41 18] TG 5 25 1 25 5 (P=>0. 05) 5 T 1B U 6k 9 TG 035 PR AR O o -5 Y0 B AR 4 > 10 % %
FRA>15 20 B AR > X B4, 5 26 R 15 00 BR R 4 i 3 i 1 BRZE AT 10 26 B4R 41 (P<C0. 05) .5 %6 F 15 % B4R 4
) G P22 5 (P>>0. 05) . JHF R 3% 1 A 5 PEAR O M - 15 20 R AR A > 5 0 B AR > 10 06 B AR 4 > X iR 4

15 V0 B AR 1 35 o T I AAL . 5 D0 R 10 00 AR i 35 ey T % BRZH (P<20. 05), 5 0 il 10 20 B A2 [ JE 8 3 1 22 55t (P
=>0.05) o PRk A IS A fife i 0T R R X SO A IR A S A 0 5 R R I I 3 R (P=>0. 05)

3 ARRRMKEEE SR EX AR SR RIEROEECEEEERER =3

Table 3 Effects of dietary fish protein hydrolysate on non-specific immunity index of P. chinensis hepatopancreas (Mean+S, E., n=3)

SR Immune parameter R4 Control S%If;/;lﬁziii[itum 10 %lli)fz/;{i'}zii?:tlitute 15 %llffi/;lﬁzi)ﬁitme
iR M W AR g ACP(U/g prot) 0.1540.02* 0.54+0.09" 0.2940.02% 0.2740.01*
PR R | AKP(U/g prot) 0.22+0.01¢ 0.54+0.03¢ 0.3440. 03" 0.4840.02¢
H A ALY B AL SOD(U/mD 1.432£0.07% 1. 6640.07° 1. 64=40. 10% 1.4040. 08"
B LZM(U/mD 7.437+0.67* 12.4940. 36" 11. 3040. 27" 14.86+0. 31¢

T« [ —FU R A7 b A A TR 5 B AR A 35 28 5 (P<C0. 05)

Note: Values in the same column with different superscript are significantly different (P<Z0. 05)
2.2 AERMEREFI MR S

T ek v S T K S A B G R R A R R LR 4, PR 4 AT L, S e R K A B R ERR KR
50 1sF s X R A R AR KRR 0. 7106 /day , 3 R T RGN AR 4L (P<C0. 05) . 77 116 S HI 3G 8 R 45 B
S TN REZERN A AR 41 (P<C0. 05)

R4 (AR RN R £ R o [ S R A A B B W T B iR = 3)
Table 4  Effects of dietary fish protein hydrolysate on growth performance of P. chinensis (Mean=®S. E., n=23)

SRR 10 %% ftal 15 0Bl
5%FPH substitute 10 % FPH substitute 15 %FPH substitute

H: K38 R Growth performance X} 18 Control

2 B R Initial body weight (g) 11.85+0. 192 11. 88=+0. 13¢ 12. 54+0. 30 11.8240. 43¢
¥ A A T Final body weight (g) 12.5840. 31¢ 14.7240. 50" 13.26=+0. 27¢ 12.4540. 49¢
#4 # 2% Weight gain rate( %) 6.13=+ 1.56° 23.8743. 220 5.774+ 0.37¢ 5.31+ 0. 35%
i 25 K % Specific growth rate (% /day) 0. 204 0. 05 0.7140. 09" 0.1940.01¢ 0.17-+0.01¢
17 1% % Survival rate( %) 66. 674 3. 33 91.1141. 92¢ 75.56=41. 92b 74. 4445. 090

TE < [ — S R A A S TR 5 B AR R A 2 2 5 (P<C0. 05)

Note: Values in the same column with different superscript are significantly different (P<Z0. 05)
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2% 5 Ry bal el o s 0 K g £o 2R 1 X e R R R AR R R A R e . PR FE S AT L DR R R n K fig £ R
e X R R AR K 4 CHLRS B R R 2 A B A B (P>>0.05), S5YU B A E L Sl 75.86%, &S
FXF B 2H RN A R AR 41 (P<C0. 05)

x5 EARRFEMKEEE QX E X EREREE SRS R0 CEEE SRR =3)
Table 5 Effects of dietary fish protein hydrolysate on body composition of P. chinensis (Means=®S. E.,.n=3) (%)

‘ . 5%t 10281t 15 %8t
WRA %4> Body composition X B Control
5% FPH substitute 10 % FPH substitute 15% FPH substitute
K4y Moisture 76.64+0. 62° 76.71+0.19* 75.34-+0. 22 76.45+0.10°
#1194 Crude protein 71.2340. 362 75.86+0. 23¢ 73.9140. 50° 71.9540. 48°
MG 7 Crude lipid 6.8840. 87 6.4740. 68 6.9740. 38 6. 6340. 142
LK 4y Crude ash 14.95+0. 43 15.59+0. 232 13.88+0. 31% 14. 76 £0. 55°

V<[ BB A7 b A0 R T R G AT 325 5 (P20, 05)

Note: Values in the same column with different superscript are significantly different (P<C0. 05)
3 Wit
3.1 ARPRMAkBEEAXNPENTEFRERRNZIE

H X I T AR AR A S P A R AR H B U ) RO A S e sk 1 (B SE R AF 2004) . I
Z AR e % R 1 W 52 28 Sh W WLAA 1) S 2 By A S 1 v BLA 43 E B i A T 3 26 TR A0 45 R AR O] RIS 5
A2 B 25 R AR W P O A IR b S AT IR PO R R BEAR R VA IR B A W B T T
it 5 LA K v il 200 B R T8 A 1 SEC AR T DO AR 4 5 (BRIEAR S5 2004) . I 40 i R 28 4k S50 2 ARG I fE—
FEFRRE B RN TR A FORAS (R AE 20060, H [ IR AS [R] (09 A& I L 050 K AR BEDIR B LB SR K F (R
75 IR IS R AR 252 i I 40 Me %32 (Cheng et al.  2001;Silva et al.  2000;Sung et al. 2000;Le Moullac et
al.  2000), 25256 7K i fa 28 (A Sy 5 00 B X Ifi 0 B Al e 2 o 2. 3 X107 /ml, 3 T R IR
1.6 X 10" /ml(P<C0. 05) o Ifi 240 Jf Z0 ik A9 35 0 ] R = Hhy A 28 i 38 5 1A 1) 32 i 2H 20 v i 248 S 19 B (Soder-
hall et al.  2003) , &0 A< S 56 7K At €01 25 170 ik 7 A 10 19 20 TR ) 380 % R 3 o 20 SRS i B8 22 L 20 . Wk R 2
(2004) ¥ 2 A8 25 v )X IR T SR T 22 W 2 5 | B 0T B I 48 S 50 o R B g A B A I B AR
AR SR — 5.
T8 Xof W A 92 A 2% b 2 P W9t T2 TR R P Tl 2 A i 1 AL A 6 2 1L B R £t R 00 1) HE AR A, S L R A
Pl S 14 b 25 T o AR A Tl 19 PR 7K A o 78 R P ORI S5 R R K AR B R R N R B R RR L TEIR N H S Sk
PR B A1 (1 7 B AR IR 3 55 1999) 0 ARSI 5 Do B AR T R e JUE 798 P ol 1% G 0 P Y 35 o X R 2 G
b AR 2L s IV r A TR P 5 TR T R 9l N il T P S R TN R (10 D0 AN 15 0 B AR AL (P<C0. 05) . MRMEBERR
Tl 1 T TR T 9% P A b I R AR R A A (2007) FE ARDRE R R I A3 JIR SR OBE 45 W PL 4 U X RS2 56, 60 d B
FEARRE FP AR IR BE 0. 05 D0 JUk SROBE B, Xof M I V35 A 9 T 4 e o T WS 0 55 VA 2 0. 1 D0 B IR SR B 6 A o
it T R R T M T B S IRV BB 0. 01 V0 R SROWH S Rl ol 2 N 1) T M R AR 40 BT AR S 0 e i R oK
i £ 28 1T 2 5 0L VA TR A W TR Tl P R TR T T R ) S IR L T R R A e Y K B s K AR R
55 L W 00 O Tl A IS 1) 0 O o DTG S BT R
e ] X6 AR IV P P T T T A A 0 200 PR RS A ) 00 B R 4 A I 0 X S O A A R B S 4 i
RV I 2 5 S W EAT Rl G o R A ISR B B2 & A1 ok AR A 5 A 0 T LA HG o A 34 T I 4 LB R AL (% OB 5%
2007)  ASZEG 5 V0 AR AL b B X U oV U TA B TG PR 8. 81 U/ml, 53 T B2 R Al B AR AL (P <<
0.05), Liang 45 (2006) {4 75k v 78 i AN [ vl 132 7K fife £ 2 11 45 DR B £, & SRRk rp 8 15 D0 7K fide £ 26 1 ] L)
S 3 1 o 00 Y T T TR TR P Ao v R U A AR I K A R R B 1 I S R RS kS R R 2R O



90 wwolk B 3 R %328

P22 S 3X ARSI b SN 1026 (15 06 7K fifk i B 1 RS UL YRV TR S R T Y S R A 2 2R — 2

T3 AW FE AR S B A A £ 3 R AR 2 AT A S R R v G A L v AT A T Y .
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