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LR RID e & MM AS W FUIANETEL  ANAETL0RE, BAHHHRAEH
(FO) .23 (SO) \ L kA7 (LO) K A7 (RO) (L i (PO) 4 g By R B ) 49 5 A7 5 & (4%
R A9%) FRE (RLAS I 29 11% ) KB4 XIS 8 B, 452 A% .1)FO A/ LO g3 &
£(WGR) # 2 A K £ (SGR) 2% 5 T PO 41 (P<0.05), 2)RO LH#FFJIE C18:1 &% %5, %
5T HEMEE(P<0.05) ;SO LI IE C18:2n-6 &8 2% 5 T PO 41949 b &40 ( P<
0.05) ; FO 2869 AF BE C20:5n-3.C22:6n-3 & 2 % & T L4 & 20 (P<0.05) , 3)PO 4869 fo & H
WEZE(TG) 42255 THMA L (P<0.05) ;FO 4144 fo ik A B AL # 8 (SOD) | i& A1k &6
(CAT) o 5 H AL B AL B (GSH-Px) R &, 2% & T H &40 (P<0.05), 4)LO 48
FF M 253 44 2 B ( AST) 7E M 2 F 4K T SO 28( P<0.05) , & A4 R 8 ( ALT) &% 2 % 3 T FO 41
Fo RO 41 ( P<0.05) , &3 AR /1 (T-AOC) B % 4K T FO 414= PO 20 ( P<0.05) , FO 4884 A Ik
g By B A px B (FAS) E 2 % 5 Trh LO A9 4 B2 ( P<0.05) ,LO 2169 B Bk 1A 5505 Br 4%
%8 1(CPT-1)E R 2% 5 T PO 41(P<0.05), % EArik  BH S RIS 25 A 12 5 5 & 6 4
KAl | A AL AR BRORT IR B B BR 4 R, B B X AE R AR AR A — 89 ¥ m, FO 44 LO 4
o A KA AR 2T A 4T, W SO 2847 RO 20k Z ,SO . LO RO T Ak A %2k K12 6 5t & 4k B 4F
B AR 780 IR,

KB DA RS ISR AR, b F AT AT ;BB
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FA) Rl — ik T B2 (EPA) Fl 1 8k /S
IR (DHA) , ATV J2 T 7K £0 260 00 75 B T R 1Y
KX HIE R BHH A K R E RIS AL
RERH EREBEM/EN T FO BEME R, IR N FO
Sy E B e RE AP, AT R 3 5y 29 28 1 B AR T JF B AR
TEDRE LA (A 2o B 4l 495 B 4 3kl ¢ U A
Vg, A BRI FO %t JC 5 0l J2 7K P 4R Tlk X FO
5 HARR MK, 5 H AL M IR AR L, FO 5 i 4
& Al A5 7 7= R AR 2 1 i T TR FRE
MM IEEAS FO © 28 10 S H i A7 M Fn £ 2835
FEFBAER AR Z — Y E DAY IR
S M R EEH AR BRI AE , 40 S (soybean oil,
SO) S AF i (rapeseed oil, RO) 55, H: & #5160 F1 g
iR (SFA) | B AN Fi1 B U7 1R ( MUFA)) | 7 ¥ iR
(LA) Fl o= MF R R ( ALA) 55, M A B, SR )
12, 5 FARBURMAE AT, 4 BR )AL 9 30 7 1 29 )& FO
19 100 % , L0 JTL-F- 3 A7 BRI, 3 345 & AT Al
FRELmy FO # LA, o)

AR, ANAT#EAT T 1 2 058 LLVYEAS AR 9
THER Ayl 52 AR FO X A MK m, 28
IR ] AP oA FO AT /b KV v e £
( Salmo salar) fi P " — 1% J% ( dioxin ) F1 £ G Bk 4K
(dioxin-like polychlorinated biphenyls) &' | #
Yy iR A W) 58 4 AR FO R 52 i T 6 £f ( On-
corhynchus mykiss) B9 A 1, AT FEAIK I 2% NH [ B A0
R AR E H (LDL) F &t B Ay i o
o 5% & & X FO 1) B B9 K 22 6 ( Psetta maxi-
ma) P 42388 ( gilthead seabream) '™ F14W) i
( Lates calcarifer) "' YIS T 554 B9 45 58 A4 K R
(SGR) Wi %4 (SR) Al kL R (FCR) , HUL A
5T R WAL 7 5 T S 2555 ) R 22 6 i) 3 o
(WGR) SGR I 1 FiaL % (PER) ' 5% 0 43 3k
{5 i A1 B O B TG B R R R R kA
W5 R IIR A YR 60% 19 FO A 52 4 3k
i ey f i (H B —AE P AR 60% 19 FO NI AT 5 2
4 3 B A 72 A ) 5PN B RE T AR Ak o RO
REAIR T 4 Sk 9 5k B 5 038 440 B 3% P, SO B AIK T 1L v
FMAR AR 3% A2 A OC G 1 4, WP R FF I (linseed oil,
LO) #2851 B35 I i i

ek e 0 A BE f0 2 ¥ 4 BE 0 ( Epinephelus
lanceolatus , 3 ) 5 45 15 £ BE 11 ( Epinephelus  fus-
coguttatus , ? )%%Tci%ﬁﬁﬂéﬁﬁ%ﬁuﬁrﬁﬁﬁfﬁ, A
AR R PO 75 | R BT 2 S R AN TR A2

FEPRITH e B PA BRI g Er s,
FRAARBEZE YK, BT C N A BE 57 5 1 5
— L B ERIR A A BE A NS 7 T SR
FNINGE L, AR REBW, HEA RS &N
50% FHNRMT & &0 14% FHAEE N 23.9 mg/KJ 1)
Tl kAT A L e A R0 Ak e B I il R
(CLA) #inHEh 0~3.2%MF , H FCR 5 FEAR#
CLA TINHRHN 2.4% i35 B Fe A% 4l ood o
IKF(0.35% ~0.66% ) B 465 PUJ% R ( ARA) fEfi
PERS TR 0 A BE A i AR A $i R T AL AR ) R
AEfi e K20 Hie 4k, 0 FO R )i
DRI HE A gE . DR, A3 56 LA 9 4] L Hp A ]
JIg W7 U5 X 22 B e A BE fa AR A PR R IR IR D 1R
2N T A A FE A SR D5 A AR G il T M 1 5
e, LAY R R 0 it A% FO By ] A7k L S AT W
AR FO (135 B L] A A 50 £ 5 5T 24 B R A
BE R ARG METC & Tk} B8 B Al

1 #MRlEFRZ*E
1.1 RIGER

PLE ol SR NS R O R R
P8, 3543 HILL FO SO \LO RO £ il ( peanut oil
PO) MR MR, Bl B 5 P A (M EH KR Y
49% ) ZERE CHLRS T 29 11% ) 193536 1) k) | 128 36 1]
HFZH R B KO W36 1, 356 1) R B 5 1R 2H W
2, B EORHR RIS O 60 H 0, 44 18 it 0y o
FRBOTIR A ¥5) 885 43 I A 5 Fhig i i, F T
PEHOM AR RS V B IR A WRIRG . 218
T T B AR BT HE 25% ~ 30% 7K 5 BRI 50,
F-26 BUSURFE 4 25 ML (A RE B TR 2F) Jin T ks
A5 2.0 A1 2.5 mm A BURLGRRE, &R R K
BRI F RN 10% , B (14853265 F-20 Tk
Fift e .
1.2 KRBT E5RFEE

RIS T [ T AR 8 VLT 7R e A Sk A BE
M WIS F 4.5 mx4.9 mx1.8 m 4K
Vet PR R A R I AR, A AL AT 1 JE IR S A
Bl FRFEIRISAE ) AR W T KA 1 AR W 5 2k b
BN KRG T AT, SR 24 h 55
M, REIR I BT, Ph ik 450 B AR il K/
A IR K (17.67+0.03) g WM, BEHL K
S, A3 ER,HEL 0.5 m’ BEEN,
FERRTI 30 A, FRA I 8 JH A K 2 WA 5
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2 K (08:00 F117.00) , H % W& 25 4 4 BE £ /K & E 0] KR 28 ~30 T, IEE MR E 5~6 mg/L, $h &
1 3% ~5% , R4 KA R EIE A, 37 21~24,
FHA A B B 72 <, B R K 1 IR, B 50% , FF

F1 KB AMARREFRKT(RTEM)

Table 1 Composition and nutrient levels of experimental diets ( air-dry basis) %
WiH 2H 5 Groups
Items il FO Tl SO WERRFF LO SR RO 1B PO
JE Bl Ingredients
F 4 White fish meal 40.00 40.00 40.00 40.00 40.00
K Soybean meal 15.00 15.00 15.00 15.00 15.00
INE IE# Wheat gluten 15.00 15.00 15.00 15.00 15.00
TAi ¥ Wheat flour 18.00 18.00 18.00 18.00 18.00
KEZUIHEHE Soybean lecithin 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00
fa il Fish oil 5.00
Eill Soybean oil 5.00
W JRRAEI Linseed oil 5.00
SEAHFIM Rapeseed oil 5.00
Al Peanut oil 5.00
Yk R HUR AL Vitamin premix® 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20
WY LR AL Mineral premix® 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50
iR — /45 Ca(H,PO,), 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50
AR FEMEE Ethoxyquin 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05
P Attractant 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10
S ALARGH, Choline chloride 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50
B EF4E % Microcrystalline cellulose 1.15 1.15 1.15 1.15 1.15
AT Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
E 37K F Nutrient levels”
7K 4} Moisture 9.44 9.03 8.77 9.06 9.42
#MEE F T Crude protein 48.97 49.32 49.33 49.04 49.32
HLIEM Crude lipid 10.64 10.50 10.79 11.23 10.83
K45 Ash 11.12 11.18 11.02 11.1 10.91

1) & T e ZFREHE A Contained the following per kg of the vitamin premix: VA 10.00 g, VD, 50.00 g, VE 99.00 g,
VK, 5.00 g, VB, 25.50 g, VB, 25.00 g, VB, 50.00 g, VB,, 0.10 g,iZf&#5 calcium pantothenate 61.00 g, M2 nicotinic acid
101.00 g, 4=4#% biotin 2.50 g, /LA inositol 153.06 g, MR folic acid 6.25 g, £F4E &K cellulose 411.59 g,

2) T i YR IR B & Contained the following per kg of the mineral premix; KIO, 0.03 g,CoCl, - 6H,0 4.07 g,Cu-
SO, - 5H,0 19.84 g, FeC,H.0. 13.71 g,ZnSO, - TH,0 28.28 g, MnSO, + 7TH,0 0.12 g, NaH,PO, 80.00 g, MgSO, - H,0
12.43 g,KCI 15.33 g,Na,Se0, 2.00 g, 3 A # zeolite power 824.19 g,

3) SE{H Measured value,

x2 ARABERBAR (S BERRBRANEDL)

Table 2 Fatty acid composition of experimental diets ( percentage of total fatty acids) %
iYLz 215 Groups
Fatty acids il FO T4l SO MERFF LO Skl RO 1e4Eih PO
C14:0 1.40 0.85 0.99 0.84 0.75
Cl16:0 15.10 14.31 13.90 10.69 13.95

C18:0 4.97 4.36 4.03 3.07 3.89
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Fatty acids il FO Tl SO R LO SR RO 1B PO
C20:0 0.43 0.33 0.25 0.46 1.03
SSFA 21.90 19.85 19.17 15.06 19.62
Cl6:1 2.91 1.16 1.23 1.22 1.13
c18:1 22.91 20.77 20.51 41.83 35.70
SMUFA 25.82 21.93 21.74 43.05 36.82
C18:2n-6 (LNA) 18.21 30.85 25.93 31.16
C20:4n-6 (ARA) 1.31 0.20 0.20 0.19
Sn-6 PUFA (LNA+ARA) 19.52 43.72 31.05 26.13 31.35
C18:3n-3 (ALA) 2.86 5.92 20.03 5.41 1.60
C20:5n-3 (EPA) 13.41 3.16 3.10 3.03 3.06
C22:6n-3 (DHA) 10.33 2.85 2.77 2.74 2.62
Sn-3 HUFA (EPA+DHA) 23.74 5.87 5.77 5.68
Sn-3 PUFA ( ALA+EPA+DHA) 26.60 11.93 25.89 11.18 7.27
n-3/n-6 PUFA 1.36 0.27 0.83 0.43 0.23
DHA/EPA 0.77 0.90 0.89 0.90 0.86

SFA . M MG IEA saturated fatty acids; MUFA : LRI FIAE TR monounsaturated fatty acids ; PUFA : Z B FIBE IR pol-
yunsaturated fatty acids ;n-3PUFA :n-3 Z AU FIRE N R n-3 polyunsaturated fatty acids ;n-6PUFA :n-6 Z AN ARG R n-6 pol-
yunsaturated fatty acids; LNA ;W FRFR linolenic acid; ARA : f£/E PUJA TR arachidonic acid; ALA ; a— 3 fRR a-linolenic acid; EPA ;
Tk HI&BR eicosapentaenoic acid;DHA: —.-| k7S lR docosahexaenoic acid, 3 5 [f], The same as Table 5.

1.3 HRXES5HHAE
1.3.1  FEACREE

FRAIR I 245 AR 24 h JT , B A 10T 7 R
P AR 08, DI A K AR AR . REARBE LI 3
B fa i AR R, DTSRRI B (CF) s SR 5 H
B A HEAFT /0% B T -20 CUREGAE, I T4
WL AT 0T, REAR PR REAILE 3 R 0 FR S
FEHR A AP B AT, A3 A4 e (HST) | B 44
Fb(VST) . B ELRAE T80 C vk A+ # I i iy
MR s S HE bR, WEARBENLI 6 & fa R i, I A
JFF L5 mL .08, T4 CkfEFE KRG
4 000 r/min &5 .0> 15 min, B F W T -80 Tk
R, %0 13 A AL TS bR
1.3.2 fDRb A0 JLE 7 a3 B I e

TPkl 4 f0E FLE SR A 0 2 R AOAC
(1995) " 5kt fr, KA R 105 CTHET
L EE V0 REL AR 1 0T B R L TG Uk I e
FELNG 105 25 2 2R FH 2R EQ B BT D 5 (il 42 3510 Sy A i
BE) LK R 550 C By oy e il 7 |
1.3.3 TRk B JH W A 17 R 5 ot DU

] Ak B U B T R U 2 Tk 2 B] Qi
AL01 9 e HEAT . FRELZT 100 mg KE S A 35 1)

grms A b in A 3 mL & CE kB OB VA W
(1 mol/L) ,F 72 T/KIA 20 min, ¥ H E =5 N
A 3 mL @ LA EA (2 mol/L) , F 72 TKIH
20 min, B HEZE R IMA 1 mL 1F C b (6%
9) R I ERCE 8 h, )2 IR IR H
BA 3 P A B IE S, /NG IR R TE C
FURE 7 B2 H R AR 5 97,5 000 r/min Z.0> 2 min
Jo , AR P REER B 1.1 we A A,
A A SR ANAE AR, R O BRI 2 A
MR E 5L 15 C/min BYEEEH 150 CHHE 200 T,
ZJELh 2 C/min B HE T+ 250 T,
1.3.4 I35 A4 F8 bR il
MLYE H M =BE (TG) AR [E B (TC) A%

JIE 2K 11 JH [ B (LDL-C) | & % B B 26 11 H [
(HDL-C) 5% (GLU) & & Rk HiXF & (B
A T AR ST T ) W 5E 5 10T R A AL Ak
(SOD) i AL A ( CAT) A e H Bk & Ak iy il
(GSH-Px) 7 BRI il (LZM ) 3 1 S #MA 3 (C3) &
I R PR #7982 W BAF 0 2 ( ELISA) 12050 & ( b v
TISAEBHECA IR ) M . e T vk 1 2 1R
VLA AT .
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1.3.5  JHERRE W A AH S8 A 0 I
JFF I BT A B 2 BR Richard 251 g7 it 4r . I
JIE TG N % (MDA ) & & FlI 4% 50 5% 54 il ( AST) |
AR M (ALT) \SOD i 7 R & Ul (FAS ) |
DA TRl PG 2 RS il 1 ( CPT-1) | 2 %5 B — 6 — i iR 1
fiti (G6PD) Je bt E AL fiE 71 ( T-AOC) >k H ELISA
R & ( LIV SRAE YR A BRA R ) Wl .
TS UL BT,
1.3.6 HHEARX
WGR( %)= 100x( &K~
VIR IR ) /WG AR
SGR( %/d)=100x(In &K
In WG ) /36 R AL
SR( % )= 100> 5 45 o i £ R 450/
RIS T 4R I 11 R 4K
FCR =4t & Tkl B i/ (AR R E -
WIRIRE) ;
CF(g/cm®)= 100K & /K K?

HSI( % )= 100 JH i 5 /1A 5 ;
VSI( % )= 100x P4 Ik A 18 /K 5
1.4 HiEaE
RIS HHE R AR 2 Fon, R
SPSS 24.0 B4 % fir 15 %54 2E A7 B R 3R 7 2 4 bt
(one-way ANOVA) . #7 $UH8 A7 75 W 35 P 25 5, 0
HEAT Turkey’ s Z H# L3, P<0.05 FnE5 B E

2 & B
2.1 fARAS B R 3T S Bk 2 BB A B & A K 1 R A
A

2 3 Al UL, FO /1 LO 41/ WGR ,SGR i
25T PO 41( P<0.05) , SO 41 5[ FO 414N At
A4 WGR TG i 3 2 5% (P>0.05) , PO 41 HSI Al
VSI & T HABAS 40 ( P<0.05) , HoAth 4540 1) OC . &
25 (P>0.05) ;PO 41 FCR & & & T FO 4 (P<
0.05) , 5 HAMA A T #2557 (P>0.05) , #4220
) SR Fll CF JG ik 3 25 5% (P>0.05) .

®3 AREHENZIHREBAY S S KT

Table 3 Effects of dietary lipid sources on growth performance of Epinephelus lanceolatusxEpinephelus fuscoguttatus

WiH 2H %) Groups

Items il FO &M SO TR LO A RO fe4: 30 PO
#JE Initial weight/g 17.67+0.01 17.67+0.04 17.68+0.02 17.68+0.02 17.64+0.05
K ¥ Final weight/g 79.96+6.63° 65.06+1.96™ 73.80+2.16"™ 63.91+2.46™ 61.60+4.83"
WA % WGR/ % 352.51£37.59° 268.24+11.33" 317.47+11.89* 289.75%14.08"  249.22+26.55"
FE A KR SGR/(%/d) 2.79+0.15° 2.41£0.06™ 2.65£0.05" 2.52+0.07" 2.31+0.14°
I % SR/ % 99.17+1.67 96.67+2.72 98.33+1.92 08.33+1.92 98.33+1.92
Tkt 24 FCR 0.97+0.13" 1.15+0.08* 1.12+0.04* 1.15+0.05® 1.29+0.08"
B3 CF/(g/cm®) 2.86+0.83 2.33+0.13 2.67+0.20 2.80%0.20 2.68+0.30
JFA e HSL/ % 4.64+0.23" 4.25+0.07" 4.42+0.15" 4.38+0.18" 5.03+0.19"
AR L VSI/ % 12.29+0.05° 11.51+0.22° 11.72+0.49° 11.92+0.20° 13.23+0.31°

[R5 Kt S AR ARG 78RR 22 57 135 (P<0.05) AR BOC PR RN 2 38 (P>0.05) o T 3R,

In the same row, values with different small letter superscripts mean significant difference ( P<0.05) , while with the same or

no letter superscripts mean no significant difference ( P>0.05). The same as below.

22 WEHBEFENEHRALAEAHELEEN
B, 53 %0 BF Bik BE R & 28 X B 52 11
S I U E el 1 O R 6 N A sl =
J KR AR K o0 5 BT B 35 25 5% (P>0.05)
5 AT 0L, £ 4 89 JF E & SFA  Cl4:0,
Cl6 05 LR EZHF (P>0.05), RO 4 AT
Cl8:1 i, | T HMAY4 (P<0.05),

LO A #fik, SO A HIFAE C18:2n-6 &1 B & & T
4 PO ZH A HAh 440 ( P<0.05) , Tl PO 41 2 & 1
T FO 41 (P<0.05) . LO A HFIE C18:3n-3 & i
B3 T A4 (P<0.05) , H SO 01 RO 4 &
FE T FO 4H M PO 4H ( P<0.05) ., FO 41 1y JiF JiE
EPA \DHA & i % = T H A4 240 ( P<0.05) , H.
RO ZH A1 PO ZH /Y - JIE DHA % &t & ¥ & T SO 4
A1 LO 4 (P<0.05)
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Table 4 Effects of dietary lipid sources on whole body conventional components of Epinephelus lanceolatusX
Epinephelus fuscoguttatus ( air-dry basis) %
WiH 215! Groups
Items a3 FO =i SO SERFFIH LO kM RO 167 PO
7K 43 Moisture 71.45+1.22 71.84+0.61 70.35+0.12 70.79+0.42 71.91+0.89
MEHA T CP 60.43+2.44 55.89+3.83 56.61+3.19 59.20£0.18 58.80£3.05
HLIET EE 22.92+0.86 23.13£1.19 25.00£2.74 25.18+1.26 23.02+1.07
K> Ash 15.85+0.34 16.92+1.08 16.42+1.16 16.37+0.24 17.41+0.27
AR RRRE X BBk AB AT £ AT AR AR AR ER A R B &2 0m ( & BRRERAER I B 43 Lk )
Table 5 Effects of dietary lipid sources on liver fatty acid composition of Epinephelus lanceolatusX
Epinephelus fuscoguttatus ( percentage of total fatty acids) %
il 2l %] Groups
Fatty acids il FO M SO MERRFFIH LO SHFFIH RO A PO
C14:0 2.29+0.22 2.34%0.07 2.89+0.45 2.13+0.39 2.16+0.31
C16:0 21.71x1.43 21.66+0.24 23.26+3.67 19.21+2.98 21.55+2.35
C18:0 5.38+0.62° 4.97+0.15" 6.37+0.89" 4.42+0.41° 5.01£0.93®
C20:0 0.25+0.03° 0.22+0.02° 0.22+0.01° 0.25+0.04° 0.44+0.05°
SSFA 29.62+1.89 29.19+0.44 32.73+4.96 26.02+3.80 29.15+3.29
C16:1 3.83+0.16° 3.25+0.05" 3.02+0.08" 2.35+0.03" 2.37+0.09*
c18:1 23.96+0.16" 23.00+0.37™ 22.05+0.62° 35.06+0.56° 30.56+1.28¢
SMUFA 27.79+0.32° 26.25+0.36" 25.06+0.59* 37.41£0.54° 32.93+1.31°¢
C18:2n-6 (LNA) 15.47+1.20" 29.80+0.78° 21.22+3.56" 21.55+2.77" 23.61+3.12"
C20:4n-6 ( ARA) 1.06+0.00" 0.29+0.01° 0.27+0.02* 0.25+0.02° 0.30+0.04°
Sn-6 PUFA (LNA+ARA) 16.53+1.20* 30.09+0.79¢ 21.49+3.58" 21.83+2.81" 23.91+3.14"
C18:3n-3 (ALA) 1.78+0.23" 3.08+0.19" 10.72+0.28° 3.21+0.44° 1.16+0.22°
C20:5n-3 (EPA) 6.55+0.76" 1.80+0.17* 1.80+0.26° 2.32+0.01° 2.31+0.07°
C22:6n-3 (DHA) 11.23+0.30° 3.37+0.34° 3.29+0.15° 5.18+0.38" 4.93+0.22°
Sn-3 HUFA (EPA+DHA) 17.78+0.94¢ 5.17+0.37° 5.08+0.41° 7.50+0.39" 7.24£0.29°
Sn-3 PUFA (ALA+EPA+DHA) 19.55+1.04¢ 8.26+0.35 15.80+0.52° 10.42+0.84° 8.41+0.29°
n-3/n-6 PUFA 1.19+0.12¢ 0.27+0.02* 0.75+0.10° 0.48+0.03" 0.36+0.04"
DHA/EPA 1.73+0.18" 1.89+0.25® 1.85+0.20® 2.23+0.16" 2.13+0.04™

23 MAREFHENZEEEANAINEEK
fEHRH R

M6 A WL, POAMINTE TG TR ¥R T
HAl 4541 ( P<0.05) ,SO 4 . LO 411 RO 41 U] & &
T FO 2H(P<0.05) ., SO H#1 RO 4 i If i TC
SR B EES THMAH(P<0.05) ,FO H B Em T
PO 44 (P<0.05), FO 41 Ifi & LDL-C & & i %
5 T HAB 4 20 ( P<0.05) . FO 41 () 1iL3% HDL-C &
I EMT PO 4 (P<0.05) ,H B & m T HAb &
20 (P<0.05) , FO 4Ly GLU & h g % 5 T3
441 ( P<0.05) ,SO 41 Al LO 41 &8 3% = T RO 41

M PO 4 (P<0.05),RO 4 & m T PO 4 (P<
0.05) .

IML7% SOD i P Ffi FO 41 .SO 21 .LO 41 .RO 41
1 PO ZH BT & 25 P AR (P<0.05) , FO 21 (4 1fiL
5 CAT .GSH-Px I PE ¥y 2 & F HAb 4 41 (P<
0.05) ;PO ZHAYIfL7E CAT % M & % F RO 4
(P<0.05) , 1M .7 GSH-Px 1% @ 3 & T SO 4
(P<0.05), RO AWV LZM 4 8 & & T H
45 2H ( P<0.05) ,FO 2H W] & 3 %55 T BR SO ZH A
HiAth 2 41 ( P<0.05) . FO 201 RO LAY IML3H C3 %
HRFESTHAMAL (P<0.05) , HAth 4 2H 7] G 2
FER(P>0.05),



3 IR - AR T U505 B2 2R e I A7 B A KPR RE | LT A AR bR K 1321

&6 ABAEMIENEH LB E M EELIER R

Table 6 Effects of dietary lipid sources on serum biochemical indexes of

Epinephelus lanceolatusxEpinephelus fuscoguttatus

WiH 215! Groups

Items 13l FO il SO TWRFFH LO 32470 RO 1A PO
HAbFEHR Biochemical indexes

Hih =M TG/(mmol/L) 0.75+0.06 0.91+0.03° 0.94+0.02° 1.01+0.09° 1.25+0.02°
JJIH [ B TC/ ( mmol/L) 6.50%0.37" 7.46£0.31° 5.86+0.34® 7.41£0.21° 5.22+0.35"
{02 i g 2 1A A ] N . . .
LDL-C/( mmol/L) 3.06+0.22 2.14£0.29 1.93+0.09 1.75+0.25 2.09+0.10
1o 2% B 1 AR I ) . . . .
HDL-C/( mmol/L) 2.19+0.21 1.57+0.24 1.67+0.11 1.51+0.06 3.35+0.16
W%t GLU/( mmol/L) 9.46+0.18° 6.59+0.13¢ 6.750.05° 6.18+0.07" 5.79+0.14"

Y& L Antioxidant enzymes
A Y AL SOD/(U/mL)
L S CAT/(U/L)

8 e H R A
GSH-Px/(U/mL)

P2 HF Immunity indexes
Y LZM/ (U/L)

#MA 3 C3/(wg/mL)

462.30+2.17°
45.71£3.03°

370.39+10.20"

5.20+0.67¢
85.24+0.78"

437.60+6.04°
36.75+1.12"

188.50+11.93*

4.82+0.56"™
53.78+4.45"

388.50+9.71°
38.16+1.58"

419.50+3.40°
33.34+3.49"

344.30£5.01°
30.30+1.99*

262.87+8.81™  298.80+22.82™  259.13+10.23°

5.34+0.15¢
76.79+5.95"

3.55+0.62"
62.49+3.66"

3.28+0.61"
52.82+3.92"

2.4 {RBLAS B IR 3T ES Bk & BB A BE £ BT AR BE A AR 15t
HEXEIRA R

27 A0, SO AMMHIE TG S ¥m T
FO #HF1 LO %1 ( P<0.05) ; RO 4 1 PO 4 Z 0] G
BEXF(P>0.05),{H¥ B E 5 T FO 4l (P<
0.05) ., Az [ HIE MDA % &  SOD {7
BEZEF(P>0.05), LO HMYHFIE AST 7 1 W 2%
T SO 4 ( P<0.05) , IF/IE ALT 764 2 % & F FO
ZH 1 RO 4H ( P<0.05) . FO ZHIHTFIE T-AOC &L 3
= T B PO 44 HAh A4 ( P<0.05) , iFJIE FAS
TG S TR LO b Hh & 41 (P<0.05)
LO 41 % JF IE CPT-1 & 1 & % /= T PO 41 (P<
0.05) , M HA A H T B 3% 25 7 (P>0.05) , FHZ
] 0 fFE GoPD i M TG f 3 22 5 ( P>0.05) ,,

3 W i

A5 P 4% 41 WGR il SR 433l 7E 200% Al
95% LA I, RIHB LRI A BEFAXT 5 FhIg DT IR E A
MO A I BE 7, Hodh FO &R i E, PO
WOR B2, WX EM , 43 (Acipencer transmonta-
nus) P TR ( Huso huso) "> 458} FHAE 9
R4 B A TREEAL FO, X AERKMERE TN R, PO
AR FO AN 52 557415 4 BE 171 ( Epinephelus coioides )

) WGR , SGR, {H FO 41 'y WGR, SGR % 5™,
AR, FO 41 F1 LO 41/ WGR F1 SGR G i &
%% PO 41 WGR il SGR ¥, "It 5 PO 4H
WRIIRR ) n-3HUFA 75 88 HAb & AR A %,
X5 A B BB 68 ( Acanthopagrus
schlegelii) > I BF 97 45 B A4H W], FO . SO Ml PO AN
S WA 5T A BE AR HST T FCR ™ | S AR ( Car-
assius auratus gibelio) i HSI 1 VST A 32 fi5 5 i
sm 2 AR E P PO 4119 FCR (HSI H1 VST %
&, H FCR 4.2 % T FO 40, HSI #l VSI i % &
FHAb 4 4, 3X 5 54 A B R E R R
WFFE 45 A —20, il BE 5 40 i 5 Fh % 5 30 58 LA I
FER AL VR o FAS ) S K

FO,SO RO Fil LO A5 M 72 ¥ £ ( Rachycen-
tron canadum) % fa. 4 fa ML A RS &, H 4
A4 FO.SO RO . LO #l PO A fa) b} 45 M K o £
( Larmichthys crocea)'® | 45530 FO 414> fa kg
07 2 i T A A, A% FO A4l
EAF SRS, S A TS EES S5
112 Y BF T 45 R — 3, RO 2H 4 10 oKL g 7 7 B i
= ,LO 4 . SO 41l PO 4K FFIs />, FO i, H
Mo 2R, 5RE M Mg R AN, n]
B2 0 B 28 AN [R] R FH A [R5 G BUTR 17 1Y) B
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aibuhitensis ) "' IBIF 7T 45 AL

JIART, BeAb, o i 17 5 5 4RI I iR 41

FHRAERR A, 4% 2L AR 197 1R 4 B A 1D

A D 2 5w 2 2R PO A 4 f ML K 4y
R 7T ARSI B A BB A BE & AT B RS A X151 48 SR HE AR RO B0

Table 7 Effects of dietary lipid sources on liver lipid metabolism related indexes of

Epinephelus lanceolatusX Epinephelus fuscoguttatus

FO 4l ik, 5 X4 [ Vb 48 ( Perinereis

i g #H %) Groups

Ttems fiLifl FO il SO WHRHFH LO  HH RO e PO
H:{bF8HR Biochemical indexes

Hl =M TG/ (nmol/mg prot) 0.95+0.07" 1.32+0.10° 1.05£0.01% 1.28+0.12% 1.20+0.08"
N % MDA/ (nmol/mg prot) 5.53+0.06 5.33+0.38 5.35+0.17 5.45+0.13 5.26+0.32
B E B AST/(U/g prot) 13.45£1.27% 16.32+1.09° 11.56+0.99* 13.32+1.64% 12.09+0.78°
AN E M ALT/(U/g prot) 11.57£2.43" 12.76£1.25°  15.88+1.05° 11.64£0.67° 12.62+1.05®
BYTE L RE

o b a a a b
T.AOC/ (U/mg prot) 68.36+1.95 54.91+4.93 57.82+4.25 57.63+2.28 59.89+1.98
H A ALY L EE SOD/(U/mL) 61.18+5.42 63.49+3.61 57.74£1.75 62.97+0.56 55.86+3.04

g W5 AG4f 6 Lipid metabolism enzymes

JIG 172 & U FAS/(U/mg prot)  464.30+20.81°
PR B P 2 A T 1
CPT-1/(U/g prot)

% W — 6~ WL Mt A 1l
G6PD/(U/g prot)

92.37+1.67"

5.30+0.57

372.70£14.03"

89.89+4.34"™

4.80+0.66

462.90+7.56"  387.10+16.20° 391.73+7.39"

97.63+1.05" 90.51+2.26™ 88.33+4.91°

4.55+1.01 4.68+1.01 6.16+0.22

AR 56 JHF I AR By R 4 B, SFA LA C16:0 .
C18:0 2 &£, MUFA L) C18:1 & &, n-6PUFA L
C18:2n-6 £ ,n-3PUFA 1 | LO ZH ) C18:3n-3 Ky
= ,FO 4L} C20:5n-3,C22:6n-3 b ¥, % 4HHTNE
&L SFA % & G i % % 5, FO 4 I i C20:4n-6,
C20:5n-3,C22:6n-3 w3 & M T HAA 4, LO
HIFE C18:3n-3 F it b 3 iy T H A A 4, % L 4]
LRI B JIg 19 2 4L G, & 3L JH O v 2 5 g 17 T 4
I Z Ak i U TR AL G 1 5 ) X 5 R P R )
(Argyrosomus regius) "' (IBIF 5T 45 2500, v] fiE &
R AR DG i SR O AR S R
ELE N
.28 1LY 53 5 LA I AR L B R IR O R ok
R -k O E S KR NG| U NS R S B A )
] & A= A P B 05 B A A0 I 58 43 7E I VR 48 bR P
S e SR PRt i A A A B AR AL T DS B
2 X 8 Y AR BE O K WO R E A
(HDL) 7E IfiL 3 H #5 47 JIH [5 5 J5 JE i HDL-C, # Ifil
VR 177] JHF I3 i, S ML 2 200 [ Tt 1) < 35 35 700 I
W HDL-C % 2l ey, HLAACRE IR [ Bz [l JH i
() R B | 2O 000 75 B {32, LDIL DUJ485 47 JIH 5] B T

i LDL-C, py JiF W ) 1l 98052 >, i E TG &
0T R R 0 A P S A R 3 5, DA T 3
SR iR SE AL L RE & 42, WA IR W IR & L TG, %
BT SR B R R TG & &
SRR LR B ™ HFE LM, FO 51
Tl H I U5 AR L, AT DA AE — 8 B2 BE LB 1k 5 7
P& W5 HF 8998 112 . FO 1 SO 15 Ky & ( Elopichthys
bambusa) 41 i () DRI 7 K B, Ho oL 3 HDL-C |
LDL-C 6 i 3% 22 % 0 A 56 v, PO 411
I TG HDL-C 7 &34 i % & T H A 441, {3 FO
HEYIMYE TG & & W& LT HAl 3 4, 1l 7§ HDL-C
e 2 A OB A e 4h, FO 411 1% LDL-C
St i T HAB A4, W] FO 2022k o I A BE
ek JH [ W52 [ T A A BE 7 g ik, JFE I 43 fig s I
BE 18 ;5 FO #4119 IfL % HDL-C . LDL-C & &1
BT SO 4, SEEPY A AFIT 45 AR HEm
JE R AN [ i e R SO M RE 1 AN TR] . PO 41
3% TG & 3 = T HAh 45 41, SO 41 \LO 44 #1
RO 410 55T FO 4, X 5 57 FARE ) f i 52
iR,

Bl B AR B A A A RN B R 4 A 4
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SOD .CAT .GSH-Px %%/ H:dr SOD E. A i fa
TR P F FHFEAIRE F7, AT 398 56 10 R 5 0 40 R B4 35
PR A I A A A A GSH-Px Al DLy />
B g 0t 3 8 A W 127, LZM % fifk 20 O B 7 0 2
B, C3 AN T 2 0 B0 B AR B e KA % A
PG Z [ B R R R E B Wk
Wi 52 2 FO, fE 8 ( Lateolabrax japonicus) 3T
o5 R e SR BE ) W AR L ARG
FO 4 (1ML 7 SOD . CAT Fl GSH-Px 1% ¥ i 2 &
T H A4 2H , 7T B & LC-PUFA #2551 fa ik i &
TRBE 1, SAE 0 B BT 9T 45 S — 3, RO 2H A4 1M 75
LZM 5P 35 T HAh 4 41, g C3 & 2 i@
F T B FO A A HAh 3 4, %W RO A H T2k
e A B £ 1) G 2 L A9 R 45 B T30

AST Fl ALT /& 2 Fp & ZAC WA, H TIFm
IO A T 8 R 45 K S A S LA fekt B 2
WYL, S S AST 5 ALT 340 B 7t
R MU BT ST R T A R S R i 2
it BE A A = W G & i 2 3, T AR
T-AOC ,SOD 4§, i % &1 fill i i, T-AOC 7] Jz i
UL MAEREIE R G EERE 1, 0 T R A
FAR R AR E 245 MDA %, MDA
S — R W R 1 8 Ak SR A 28 7= g, LA i ) 4
ST B i A R R R B 4R Ak g T
CPT-1 J& Bk ¥ iz R 40 f B 41 i , 02 5 I R
B AL B« PR 2 —  FERBR VAN BE AR
ik FEVE M GOPD U2 R i A BUHE 5K i
UV R A SR Wi R A e ad B, Sk ol 1 G i
TR0 R , oA FAS i Ak A B0 5K IR R 32 14t IS 4 38
JE 7R 0] T i At W WA K% Y R W R (NADPH) J&
B ARG, 4541 19 BT MDA 5 )2 SOD |
G6PD ifi Pk o it & 2 7, 5 K O B &5 ( Micropterus
salmoides) "> (R FE 45 AR, SO 4RI HFAE AST
Wt LO 4RI ATIE ALT 36 1M % m T H M4 4,
FW SO 41 H1 LO 4 47 BT 1009 AT % & 5 Th BEAL
FHAAS A, LO 41/ IE FAS 36 % W3 & T bk
FO A /M HA A4, IFAE CPT-1 36 i T HiAth 4%
2, 3% B RN G Al A 4 3 R AE B, LO 4 BE A T
Ut 1) B 105 1 B A3 i fig
4 & it

TR I V5 6T B2 Bk g IH A BE A AR K PR RE
I35 A5 A8 BR B I R 15 152 20 % B 07 4% 388 A ¢

PR —E RSN . FO 40/ LO 4 i) A= K 1k fE
AN T SO 4H #1 RO 4k 2, SO .LO RO 1]
VIAE R 22 Bk e 0 A B £ Rl v R4 A A 0 3 R
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Effects of Dietary Lipid Sources on Growth Performance, Serum
Biochemical Indexes and Liver Fatty Acids Composition, Lipid
Metabolism Related Indexes of Epinephelus lanceolatusx
Epinephelus fuscoguttatus

WU Meihuan'? AN Wengiang'? DONG Xiaohui'?* TAN Beiping'®> ZHANG Shuang'*
OU Guanghai' SU Yonglin' LI Yuchun' LIANG Shengkai'

(1. Fisheries College, Guangdong Ocean University, Zhanjiang 524088, China; 2. Laboratory of Aquatic Animal
Nutrition and Feed, Guangdong Ocean University, Zhanjiang 524088, China)

Abstract; This experiment was conducted to investigate the effects of dietary lipid sources on growth perform-
ance, serum biochemical indexes and liver fatty acids composition, lipid metabolism related indexes of Epi-
nephelus lanceolatusX Epinephelus fuscoguttatus. A total of 450 athletic, uniform juvenile Epinephelus lanceo-
latusxEpinephelus fuscoguttatus with an average body weight of (17.67+0.03) g were randomly divided into 5
groups with 3 replicates per group and 30 fish per replicate. Fish in each group were fed five isonitrogenous ( a-
bout 49% crude protein) and isolipidic (about 11% crude lipid) experimental diets which were formulated by
fish oil (FO), soybean oil (SO), linseed oil (LO), rapeseed oil (RO) and peanut oil ( PO) as lipid
sources, and the experiment lasted for 8 weeks. The results showed as follows: 1) the weight gain rate
(WGR) and specific growth rate (SGR) of FO group and LO group were significantly higher than those of
PO group (P<0.05). 2) The liver C18:1 content of RO group was the highest, and significantly higher than
that of the other groups ( P<0.05) ; the liver C18:2n-6 content of SO group was significantly higher than that
of other groups except PO group ( P<0.05) ; and the contents of C20:5n-3 and C22:6n-3 in liver of FO group
were significantly higher than those of the other groups ( P<0.05). 3) The serum triglycerides (TG) content
of PO group was significantly higher than that of the other groups ( P<0.05) ; the activities of superoxide dis-
mutase (SOD) , catalase (CAT) and glutathione peroxidase ( GSH-Px) in serum of FO group were the high-
est, and significantly higher than those of the other groups ( P<0.05). 4) The liver aspartate aminotransferase
(AST) activity of LO group was significantly lower than that of SO group ( P<0.05), and the alanine amin-
otransferase ( ALT) activity was significantly higher than that of FO group and RO group ( P<0.05), but the
total antioxidant capacity ( T-AOC) was significantly lower than that of FO group and PO group ( P<0.05).
The liver fatty acid synthase ( FAS) activity of FO group was significantly higher than that of the other groups
except LO group (P<0.05), and the liver carnitine palmitoyltransferase-1 ( CPT-1) activity of LO group was
significantly higher than that of PO group (P<0.05). To sum up, dietary lipid sources have certain influence
on growth performance, serum biochemical indexes and liver fatty acids composition, lipid metabolism related
indexes of Epinephelus lanceolatusX Epinephelus fuscoguttatus. The growth performance of FO group and LO
group is relatively good, while SO group and RO group take second place, SO, LO and RO can be used as a
good vegetable oil source in the diet of Epinephelus lanceolatusXEpinephelus fuscoguttatus.| Chinese Journal
of Animal Nutrition, 2020, 32(3) :1315-1326 ]
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