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266400)

FE B SR AL 4 E XTI (Litopenaeus vanname ) 52 I % A o 8] 5 HAT 25021 d), R T

R EE(1.50~2.25 F7 R/m’)xt FLA i A oT e R KM R

FRIAREARTUNR BEHBEE D, R

BR, YR EE A 1.50~2.25 F B/m’ i, KRS E W o R e AR I R R R kR
T R AR AL B SL b B B, &S KR B pH E T %, & A(NH,-N)Fr 1k 2 5 4 B (COD)
WE B R LAY, JUE (Mbrio)ik U £ — % 5% B W[(0.3~7.5)x10* CFU/mI]3 3 . # 3k 5% & 19
W BB AR pH T I, NH{-N #o COD W E A%, Exf Ak il e kgL g e s n,
LR, MAFERGNREAAEARG N AE LN %, L HH I (Proteobacteria) (56.52%~
71.22%)Fn $LAT # |7 (Bacteroidetes)(20.65%~38.23%) i & F= 78 W £ Z 40 1 |1 2%, T L 91 & JE (Mbrio)
(23%~94%)EA KM ANA N RS HE. ENAEMST AP EEFLIEY, ZEEMEAKE
KK pH Fn COD W & LA — 2 Wi 4 86 7, B DL4% 4 NH,-N Fn T8 B A (NO>-N) I JE B A+ o

KHEiA

hESEE S966 XEERIREE A

L4 I X} I (Litopenaeus vannamed )2 1 58 B e |
Mt ERTE T  BUpg S, H a2 A R0 R R Y
70%. F 1987 FG| AFKRELK, LYY XTIR I H AL
R T [ 2 AR R SR A 22—, FRE ARk
PR 21%(BF R KA, 2016). HAT, ML ERFE
BRE S R A MR IR A . R S IR N T 3R A
(AW, 2010; FUESE, 2013; B5KEE, 2017; LI
A5, 2017) b 38 AN 07 b 35 A A AE AR K BEURIR 9™
SRR = AL R R K . 5 Y

JUANESTES ; MAREE; W PREET; AHHE
XEHS 2095-9869(2019)01-0076-08

Bl 7K A 465 Bl o5 (FE XURK A, 2000; i 52 145, 2000); 1]
T AR BA ok /D | SRAES R L ] R R
ER B H (SRR, 2011), HIL, TR EXTIR T
J b T3 B FR S S A B T A R

TE T ARG, Ay i X R Al A SR AN A 1t
SR A R, 38 B R R AT R R R, ED
AR 0.3~0.5 em (1) FLAN T XoF BRI i 8 47 4 v 4]
FEAE R, A K E 1~2 om AFERRO R I L
FEXT IR T b b (B WA, ORI L K. KR4
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PR B30 B T R 2 ) 4 T 3 R e i X B R e e ]
BB O e, R A s S BOK UL, N
A TR PR AR R B, MU KA T A R TR A5
TS5 M 5 X6 M ) 6 0 ARE 238 R K2 o L B8 (T S il 4,
1997; MRERZE, 2016; Aptn-Molina et al, 2017), [d]i,
TS8R 2%t FLANEE X R 5 A2 BRAT L e b
B A AL A5 7 A E B RS M, T O A K R R
FEPE R (AR, 2006; ZEERYE, 2007; 5K KN4,
2008; AKEHHIAE, 2012), HHT, & TTHR% BEXT LGN
TR IR B e (8] 155 B ROCR I3 N A BR o AR 5% 38
I FLANIE X R SR 3 S B e A b R B 35 S8 80, 898 T
TSR X PLAN X IR A PR RE | 32 B K T P8 s Bk
AEYIBETE S IR, DAY Sk ML Xt i T Ak SR
AL PR R TS T

1 #REFFEE
1.1 SEIGEHE

ARWFFE I 12 NABERN 25 m® Bk Ut
(5m x 5 m x 1 m)VEN LYY XT R A ] 55 7 it
RIS A1 100 NS4, SRAZS S FRA K
RARUE . HAE TR, SRR 31; B4
T EITHITREE 1 ARG mx 1 m), SeIBEH7E
1000~1500 Ix, S50 it H PLAN X R B b i 7 B e kvt
WHEAARARR, &R FHIRE H(6.0£0.5) mg.

1.2 IRt

U T 5 5H 3 FL AR e 0 IR i A ep ] 3 B S BR i 9
RN 1.50 TR/m®, AWF5RRE 4 ML,
IR Ay R 1.5 T R/m® (P1 4H).1.75 7 R/m® (P2
). 2.0 JiE/m® (P3 41)f1 2.25 Ji B/m’ (P4 4), %
LA B 3 AT, LE I T 21 do SCERTHT
(1~7 d), 5 RFEME 3 YR i H(Brine shrimp) JG 15 4l 4 (L
HHTEN 57%), BEUERTE] 24 08:00, 16:00 F1 24:00;
PR B CHLE A & o 48%) 6 Wk, MR E
06:00. 09:00. 12:00. 15:00. 18:00 I 21:00, pjHt
TCT AR FER - H R s X ER ST A 10%; S286
U (8~13 d), TR A TEMRAR F RN IR 5 i C A DR CHREL
HETEN 42%), IF R b el i 75%3% 8 B 3
25%, H RS R X A T A 8%, BRI BRI AT
[B] 5528 AT AR ] SE50 5 1 (14~21 d), BEMR X IR R
an LA RE, H AR X AR Y 8% 4 3
6%, BEMEYCECRIET (] [7] 5236 17 1 o I 45K ) 45>t
IR CA A I FLIR 2 BK, [R5 it N — 35 R 2 oy
HiA#] 50, 20 mg/L.

LRI, FEFH KA 0.6 m, HF 3 d HERE
ENI, AR AR 3 KIFR, MRHMK 0.1 m,
#E 0.9 m, #KEFE]R 08:305 ME 7 KHFLR, HR
K 1Yk, H oK i B 550 N S RSN 0.05 m, &
WriB 3 2 0.30 m, sk ] 5K B EAHF . ZERD .
oK, BELRRFRC/NI T, AR G X R A
WUV, TR, £ FRBEM AR . oK AR, 5L
SRR, A FRGHM NIRRT | EREE L IR A IR
FFTE 28~30°C . 31~32. 5.8~6.0 mg/L., %K 08:00 K
ERIKHE, DR 251> 758 P 2 280 (N HL -N) DI 2 280
(NOZ-N)He DL K R (Mibrio) e i ; 45 3 dlE 11k
IKPR A2 75 S (COD), 5 1R g 8 Fr K FH TR —
AR, TCIESH S, &M A FEHLANER 50 FEXTER,
X FLAE P2 AR R S A T i, 3 ME [
B, AN A % 5 L N SRR K AR I S A R TS

1.3 SHFAE

1.3.1 sHdFA KMk SIS AR, HET IR K
FEUCARXFHR o 435305 FH A = ORI B - RSP0 45 75
Bty A ML A T % B 1) A P 2 AR K RV R, 30 il
XTHR =23 RRE KR | FATE R DL R R e %
nwiw I

723 (Yield rate, YR) = (AR R 50 B i — R X
M G )/ R I

¥ 78 42 K (Specific growth rate, SGR, %/d) =
(nCo R ARAR T ) — In(RTEFRT 4R HE )] < 100/(SE 5
KA

F£75 % (Survival rate, SR, %) = XFHFUS SR /%
IR < 100

THBH# 4 (Feed conversion rate, FCR, %) = /i
REFH /X EF ISR B < 100
1.3.2 FHAKF AR FIFH KB YST 556 #6i4%
GEEDYEI A ARIEEE . Wf#5 . pH MEREE . NHL-N.
NO>-N FI COD #4532k IR HIE M i 43R |
ERFRZE 2 T M4y Y66 BE T RN v e R T 5 L
DA B R R IR AT AR 9 7 2500 52, o 0.1 ml ZK R
WY S ARAE TCBS #5355 1, 24 h J5 W FLd
SRR SR F ISR
1.3.3 MAEMBEE SEERAS R, M 1L K
R OIFMREKEE, FKEERCEREIK, T 300 r/min
PES 10 min J5, FJ 0.22 pm FLARTC T BEE g o fhik
PR FH 41 7R 3 PR 20 DNA $2HGR57) & 42 BUKAE DNA,
FIHH A Barcode [5G YI(51SF Fl 806R)XT 42
HURY K FE R 4] DNA Y 16S V4 [X 1T PCR §73
FE PCR 7=y 38 oo 350G W 368 s e vk Rz I J5 il
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TruSeq® DNA PCR-Free Sample Preparation Kit % %
R & AT SO . A5 SCPES#%, T HiSeq 2500
PE250 #E47 AL .

THLEIEERE Barcode FGI¥FIE, ffifH
FLASH 1.2.7 #{4F X B il Reads E179F42, 138116
Bl (Raw Tags)(Magod et al, 2011); FJJH Qiime 1.9.1
BAEXT Raw Tags 47k JEAL PR, 1551 5 T i Tags %4
$5 (Clean Tags)(Caporaso et al, 2010; Bokulich et al,
2013); Clean Tags J¥ 4138 i (UCHIME Algorithm)5%{
P5 1% (Gold database)i#E 1T HXT(Edgar et al, 2011), 2Bk
H i & 751 (Hass etal, 2011), 5304 808030
(Effective Tags). ffi ] Uparse v7.0.1001 % A4-¥f B
A5 Effective Tags H J5(97%) W b #: 1E 43 25 ¥ e
(Operational Taxonomic Units, OTUs) (Edgar, 2013);
il i+ Mothur 7755 SILVA fJ SSUrRNA %I #i
& OTUs X tb 479 # 1d: F(Wang et al, 2007; Quast

et al, 2013), # I FHFRIEL(Shannon index)Hfi i /KAE
YT A W 2 REVE 8T Origin.8 K424 X6 7K R 4H T AH XoF
FEETTRE) AT

1.34 #iEae K H SPPS AR X} S 46 A5 4l
18t orbr . 257 BEMERRAN, HtRRITE P
H, P<0.05 B, hZEFEE, P<0.01 B, R2E5W

-

ITE S
2 #R

2.1 BT FLAYE XU A K 1 BE RO 22

AN T) il 5 48 3 ok L 490 Y %o 0 A K A %) 5 i DL
F 1. NRLITDAEN, LRERE, &I
AR TN T 9.3~10.5 1%, TEMFRHEE H 1.50~
225 JTR/Mm’ &4, L4AEXTEF YR, SGR. SR LI
Ko FCR ¥4 il 45 Tl 5 5 %) 185 T ot 328 34 - v

R 1 EIRR 55 P SLA R RN BG A 4K

Tab.l Performance parameters of L. vannamei in ponds with different stocking densities
LN e 215 Groups
Performance parameters P1 P2 P3 P4
WIUAPRTE Initial body weight (mg) 6.0+0.5 6.0+0.5 6.0+0.5 6.0+0.5
2 4ATE Final body weight (mg) 61.5+0.3° 63.5+0.3" 67.1+0.4° 68.7+0.5"
723 Yield rate 5.39 5.67 6.09 6.30
FrE A K& Specific growth rate (%/d) 11.64 11.80 12.07 12.19
% Survival rate (%) 89.76 90.12 91.54 92.24
THRIE AL Feed conversion rate (%) 70.14 71.56 73.65 77.12

T AT RO AN R 5B 3R 22 53 3 (P<0.05)

Note: The data in the same row with different superscripts are significantly different (P<0.05)

22 WMFEZEITKER

9% i

221 pH  AFBFFRHEFRME M KK pH BESE
B T R AR I T BB 1), LI,
80l & —=—P] ——P2 —4A—P3 ¢ P4

- 78}
2,
761
1 3 5 7 9 11 13 15 17 19
Bif ] Time/d
K1 TR R 5 B R e i N K AR pH 224k
Fig.1 pH variations of aquaculture water in ponds with

different stocking densities

41 pH i 8.00 /- RIFE(RE 7.72. 7.66. 7.67 Fl 7.59,
TS0 e 1, oK & A 38 i Re A 5 il pH 19 R R
P1. P2, P4 #[al/KIRMK) pH F71E B 3 22 5 (P<0.05),
I P2, P4 47K4K pH BN IR . BRI, /KK pH
B 5 T % T 1 1 i A

222 R R A LR RO E Bt ML 2N T XoF W
Fep a5 B SR AT, A SRR AR NH-N VR B
Yy I (A 2), SEERES AT, 25 % RE ALK
1A NH;-N #e B 43 5115 %) 3.53 .4.23 .4.88 F1 5.55 mg/L,
TR NH-N- ¥ B Bl 5 X MR T30 28 B (8 18 i 4 &
R TRI il 3% % i 41 1) 22 57 . 3% (P<0.05) . NOZ-N ¥R JiE
TESCIRTI(1~7 d)BEE, 7ELK P HI(8~21 d)
P B TE . SCIREE AT, 5% BRI NOZ-N VR B
ik E] 020, 0.24. 0.21 F1 0.02 mg/L, {HA[EK
IR UL R] NOL-N ¥R JE 25 591 A .3 (P>0.05)

223 COD #RE SEEHT . hI(1~13 d), KK
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COD e FA#a#; St s (14~21 d), BlEEH#HR
RPN, KPR COD ¥ 2B T A& 3).
SCAE R, £ % B ALK R COD Wk B 430l ik B 6.4
7.2, 7.6 F1 7.8 mg/L., COD ¥ Ji B it 3% % £ 1) 384 T i
AN, HNR) %% B 40 1) 25 5 5 2 (P<0.05)

¢l —=—Pl—e—P2 —A—P3 & P4
4 *
~ [ -§ ¢
o A%, A
4t ¢ 8 /5_3‘ 4
 E ; e
X E Ry =TT W4
w z % sl .} [ o
+v 2 : ﬁ\./.
E _7‘:'_‘:
0 L 2
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03 —mTPl—e—P2—A—P3 o P4
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P2 ORI iCR  BE FR A it N K IR R
RSV 7 PR R 2 72 1k
Fig.2 Variations of ammonia and nitrite concentrations of
aquaculture water in ponds with different stocking densities

10 a—%
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© 5 —=—P] —e— P2
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Fig.3 Variations of COD concentrations of aquaculture
water in ponds with different stocking densities

224 KARINT FIE SCEOHT . H Y, KRR
?&F%%ﬁxﬁ%fé $9(0.3~3.0)x10* CFU/ml; S5 J5

2% H K s M RZ R, 455256 21 K (AP vk B
ﬁf—mﬁf“ﬂ’]&zﬂ, Hip, P4 s R (A 4).
TR, 45920 A K PRI M RE 430 A 2.3%10%
1.8x 10*, 3.8x10* Fl 4.3x10* CFU/ml, 3Nk EE 53
B 5 E AN AE AR e

2.3 HFEE BN KRR A M B R S R0

231 mE Lt AR TR — R
AT DL B 7K A A 4 TR G A ) A 38R AR FR RO
K, AR HAE ¥ ZFE P 8 (Cardona et al, 2016). M
K5 ATLLE Hh, 45 SC 00 4] ) A 18 SO E o 5 1k 25 55
(P<0.05), HHr, P1., P2 A7 7EM B 3 25 55 (P<0.01),
P2 HAFRAGE I s T HALA 4 . BRI E, A
iR AP A =T e W WA ) £

o

—=—Pl——P2—4—P3 —+ P4

SR
Vibrio/(10* CFU-ml-")
-l> [«

~e =m
= =
/}x,

l\)

J&. s A

11 13 15 17 19 21
HTIETJ Time /d
4 AN[RICHR 85 B2 57 BF I A /K A TR vk 2 £k
Fig.4 Variations of Vibrio concentration of aquaculture
water in ponds with different stocking densities
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Fig.5 Bacteria Shannon diversity index of aquaculture water
in ponds with different stocking densities

2.3.2  JRAK P 4w A AR A AR AN [ T35 % B 37
W AN TR B E R ER 20 R 2 ATLUE S,
AFJE |1 (Proteobacteria) MU I8 [ ] (Bacteroidetes) 4
KKK FEEME K. o- B IEHHN
(Alphaproteobacteria) L. #f B £t (Rhodobacteraceae) Fll
v-72 ¥ 1 49 (Gammaproteobacteria)J i £l (Vibrio) 75 2%
TR 5 46%~81%F1 2%~23% . T 7 44
(Flavobacteriales) # #1 i £l (Flavobacteriales) . % 2 5
¥ 44 (Sphingobacteriales) /& 12 i€ & £} (Saprospiraceae)
RV 21 2J T4 44 (Cytophagales)Algorriphogus [ 435
AP BR T T 3%~13% . 21%~44%F1 8%~62%.
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Tab.2 Major component of the bacterial community in
ponds with different stocking densities (Phyla)

XS R 1% Groups
Relative abundance (%) P1 P2 P3 P4
AZIE T ] Proteobacteria  56.52  71.22  68.61 67.50
IFT ] Bacteroidetes 38.23  20.65 25.08 23.50
TRZE 1] Actinobacteria 1.92 1.96 0.89 1.46
JEEBEE ] Firmicutes 1.41 2.09 1.48 1.70
PER ] Verrucomicrobia 0.40  1.49  0.53  3.52
W2FTH#1] Acidobacteria ~ 0.06  0.13  0.07  0.09
IF# ] Planctomycetes  0.08  0.14  1.25  0.20
L5 ] Chloroflexi 030 049 033 048

S EE AR, 4550 5 AT K AR S T A AR
UL 6. MIE 6 "TLLA H, P1 41 Algorriphogus )4
X B e (13.5%), IR IR Z.(5.1%); P2 Fll P4 41
TR & B AR A 5 (9.4% . 8.1%), W 2R ¥ 1A R
(Donghicola)ik Z (5.3% . 8.0%); P3 ZH5K7H & A Xt 3
JE i (2.3%), WA I B (Marivita) ik 22 (1.8%) ., J#
JERAEAS )% 2 3 5 B b K A rh 35 S DA R

1.00

AHXF B
Relative abundance/%
°© °
W ~
S G

e
N
G

|
mi
1

hi

0

P1 P2 P3 P4

207 Groups
Others Planctomyces M Balneola
Litoricola M Sedimentitalea Ruegeria
Alcanivorax Owenweeksia M Rhodobium
Pseudoalteromonas W Halioglobus Roseibacillus

Sulfitobacter B Pseudohongiella Candidatus_Aquiluna

Salinarimonas M Leisingera M Salinihabitans
W Cohaesibacter M Polaribacter 4 Marivita
H16 M Peredibacter B Donghicola

Phaeocystidibacter M Cyclobacterium B Vibrio
m Haloferula
Phaeodactylibacter

Bl6  ASTR] A % B 7GR P 32 B 200 o A A X =
Fig.6 Relative abundance of major bacterial genus in ponds
with different stocking densities

ML602]J-51 B Algoriphagus

3 it
3.1 FaFEE X LRSS HR A K1 RE B R AE

SR % SGR J&52 M FLANEXTHF YR B9 B LR 2K .
R, ASHFFELAXT IR YR fe i & PLAN 1 X MR 1 A e ]

BESOR, SRR, TEFREEN 1.5~2.25 JTR/m’
AT, BEE IR LGN, LA XTEF SR . SGR
K YR BB liT . X 5EAE%(2006), FE2%
(2007). AKHBHHFQOI)MFFEE R AHTE, XFLEZEH
X R P e ) B B R /D B AR, [
PR 25 B85 30 T 7= A 1) 2 [E) 40 57 200 I AS B 2 (Nga
et al, 2005), ARAFFREE R W, M IR %N 1.5~2.25
Ji R /m® B, 3l Y R R A R A TR T LAkt
WP AR R (R B RO o R R TR A 5T 3 2 1)
TR G I, YR B I, S K AR TR
PR, AT XTI R R, L, 7R L
4y o W AR R )8 B SR T AR FRAE R, L nT ROK:
Xof R P A e ) SE PR R B R 1S T R /me B
F 225 JiRE/m®, DAHE i 35 0 7 e R 0 57 4
B o

32 MFTEXFREAKEKRIRIE

FEFE K AR K 5 32 PHBHEE IR . FLAA V5 X R A B 3
(B HEt . P AR A ) DL BOK ARG A: AR i 52
M (XI55, 2008), FEXTUREG AP mI B F LR, XF
R KA A e WA P AR ) CO, R, S EUKIA pH
BT R RS R R A Y R R, KR pH
BRI o TR AR ML Ty 1) 2R IR, B X
W S B AR 14 438 RN 5 5 2 58 O TN, ] R o 10 A 4
&, MM EBUKAR COD WM LTt k2R [ 5
BB A W) S BUK R H NHE-N FITNO; -N ¥ B2 T
Ay R FEXRT IR R A ] 3G E ], Rl X RS
B AR B 38 RN FRBE 2% BE N, AR ik — 2
IR, AT EOK R NH,-N A1 NO,-N ¥ B L7
A GTFE W, R 2 B B R A IR Tt P /K AR pH 31K
Il NH,-N 1 COD #EE# R, 5T RME1997)WH5E
MIZE SRV A

Sy kG K T AL, Bk =R T K S AR B RO
Jith, R FRAE A A FH ) i SR, RS L
YA T MR SR B A A 1) 1 RN SR B 2 R B R T i A
PRI K, SRk S ROK IR 33%, 7E—E R
JE EARIKIR pH A9 T &R COD W EEAY T, (HXT
P NHy-N 1 NO-N W EEVE A B . SEaa 4 s nt,
NH;-N ¥ 15 5] 3.53~5.80 mg/L, # T kR #idk
(2002)HIF 5T B X HR IR & 4 e (0.79 mg/L), {HiZ,
SRR FE A, 1 A K A R B X LA I X R AR K
SR M RE M . S5 SRBIR, TEARMFFRAMT, #K
X FRBE A AT PR RE 1A BR o SR, 3R Ak &
TERG N A 72 A B AT , ] A i i LA T3 o B 7= 2
MR N, % A KA A e, R, TR

NS
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AN ) = GOROE B L S W a7k i i s I ]
FRIK FRFE) Ay PLAA e Xof W 77 A 4 B AR 1 K BT PR TIE (7K
V6%, 2013),

FEXTUR R G R v, OICER A AR Sk 5005 1 B 4%
PFBOREAEAE , PR R 3% 58 K ARG I A B 2 4=
FRAR(IEM AR, 2015; BORIREAE, 2016), AMFTRRM,
Xof R 3 28 5 K A IR ik 8 I i 2 M G, X 5 Cao
FEQO)MFRE B G . LRG58 K
A B SICPRT VAR B 08 B, 3T BB 2 i S50 5 A K
BORITEL, A SLI T B, 25 55 MK A DI B vk
U A& b 7 22 4 3 BE LN (1.0x107 CFU/ml) (Gullian
etal, 2004), 1HZ, NGB BARMKIAE T 5
HOST IR T B N 2 — , CEUR AL B2 R
{EAFHE— 25T
33 MHFEZBEX/KEMHEZHFMEMEZLEHINTIT

T I K PR 20 B A ) 22 R PR TN B VK 4 F 2 3R R
YR B LA ROKIR | KRR R R, AR5
SEOLRE, BRI R, FRBK AR T A A
ZAEMERR R TR ORISR R
i, K& COD. NHi-N Al NO-N iR m, &
TS A2 TR ) A BB L TR F = 19 C JEFT N A
(EVISESE, 2011; BRIREE, 2016), XFURHLSE% B AL
SR FEFH KR T A D AR ) e, I 2 R A TR Y
BEIE 25 . ABFRE S R BoR, TR H 8 KT L,
P1 ZH PAHXT =F B f K B 18 J& 4 Algorriphogus J& , i
P2, P3. P4 HNINEIE; P1~P4 HNAIXTFEEALTE
55 2 A TR JE 2 0 R R B | AR TR L T 1R R
FA AR VDA

FREE KM, TR A= 1) 20 R 1 T BRT T 5 R4 6 LA
VT I PR S A0 TR A A A BT SR N, JT XTI
FEFIFE | B e g 5 O 1 R HE A EAEH (Lo et al,
2006; 2= R, 2014), TR %5 BE 4 () 95 58 7K
kv, AN ZRE R, X T LR R FRIE R 5
AR E M, B AT B0 TRT B A% 1 25008 TR R DL A TR R 1
AIRENE, M AT BEAE — R BE b A PLAN 5 X R A
W T H, R B I L R nT LR K AR ML
fif , BRI i AR, DT s X AR Y i 7 R
J9 71 (Apun-Molina et al, 2017).

4 ZEig

TE LGRS M el e 1B 55 7 00 1), R (1.5~
2.25 J3 2 /m®) R RGN 2 T LA I X A 0 AR K P g
=R REERR ARG R A R).

Bl TR BN, FREEK R pH A TR,
Ifif COD Al NH;-N ¢ B S 30 Ay #a 34, Hok ik
b, B AT LAAE — 2 FE R LA S5 K 4 pH )
IR COD ¥R EE BT, EXE LA 85045 il NH,-N Al
NOZ-N iR B TH i

FE LA X AR v R o (R 355 3 0TI, TR S R
REAG AL THFRFE It N 1 Al B A ) 2 5 FRBE N =
BT 2 AT T VAT 1], 9 S FR 5K
e A AR o

& % X #
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Abstract
shrimp farming. Full-scale ICSP experiment in an aquafarm (21 d) was conducted to investigate the effect

Intermediate cultivation of shrimp postlarvae (ICSP) is an important part of industrial

of stocking density (15000~22500 pieces/m’) on the shrimp growth performance, aquaculture water
quality, and bacterial community. The results indicated that the shrimp growth performance (Expressed as
yield rate, special growth rate, survival rate, and feed conversion rate) was enhanced with the increasing
stocking density when the stocking densities were 15000~22500 pieces/m’. For all aquaculture ponds, the
pH values and the concentrations of ammonia, nitrite and COD gradually decreased and increased,
respectively over the ICSP period, while Vibrio concentrations fluctuated in the range of (0.3~7.5)x
10* CFU/ml. Furthermore, higher stocking density resulted in lower pH and higher concentrations of
ammonia and COD in the water. However, little effect of stocking density on Mbrio concentration was
observed in this study. At the end of ICSP, the aquaculture pond with higher stocking density had higher
bacterial biodiversity. Proteobacteria (56.52%~71.22%) and Bacteroidetes (20.65%~38.23%) constituted
the main taxonomic groups (Phyla) of the bacterial community in all aquaculture ponds, and Mibrio
(2.3%~9.4%) was the dominant genus. During the ICSP period, daily-increasing amounts of water
exchange could control the decrease in pH and the increase in COD concentration to some extent, but
failed to stem the rise of ammonia and nitrite concentrations.

Key words Litopenaeus vannamei; Stocking density; Intermediate cultivation of postlarvae; Bacterial
community
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