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Abstract; Bioaccumulation of pesticides directly affects their toxicity, but the enantioselective
bioaccumulation processes of chiral pesticides in organism remained unclear. In the present study,
the bioaccumulation tests of fipronil, a chiral pesticide, in a benthic invertebrate Lumbriculus
variegatus were conducted with constant water concentrations of fipronil throughout testing. During
the courses of the 96 h absorption and 72 h elimination experiments, the concentrations of fipronil
racemate and enantiomers were analyzed in organism over time. Then, toxicokinetic models were
established and absorption and elimination rate constants of individual fipronil enantiomers were

estimated from the toxicokinetic models. Results showed that L. wvariegatus had a higher
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bioconcentration factor to R-fipronil (1981 L-kg™' lipid) than S-fipronil (1748 L-kg™' lipid). The
R- and S-fipronil had similar absorption rate constants, being 31111 and 31313 L-kg™' lipid-h™",
respectively. On the other hand, the elimination rate constant of R-fipronil was smaller than that of
S-fipronil, with the values being 0.157 +0.006 h™" and 0.179+0.008 h™', respectively. As a
consequence of slower elimination, the bioaccumulation potential of R-fipronil was greater than
S-fipronil in the blackworms. The current study showed that toxicokinetic parameters could effectively
elucidate enantioselective bioaccumulation of xenobiotics in the organisms.

Keywords : toxicokinetic modeling, chiral pesticide, bioaccumulation, fipronil.

FHIE AR AEAE AL S , HRTAE R AR 25 v B TR 45 4 10 MR o5 9 U 432 — T HL i LL 48
PATERF SR 2 BT AR 25 LA AN BRI 4y 2 AE 7= B (LG e 14 A 3 300 T R HR B K T4k
225 A BRI 25 S 0 R RS e — P A i e B PR A R HOR T R EE HR i A . SRR
HA BT BT BT 5T K BN K A TG HE S %) 75 2 B %o e R S 86 . Wiilson 25§
TH F I X B X S0 % ( Ceriodaphnia dubia) ) 24 h F1 48 h 2EEBEHE (LCS0) KL EF1E2 R, S-
HUREFD R-F U 2 He 291K 0.278 (LC50,, ) F1 0.206 ( LCS0,,, ) . 75 HA H 52 S Bpepets WLEE S T 960 i
X AR BEPE ) $0 35 22 5, 10 S-SR AU AN R-8CHRIE XS AR TC 145 05 (Anodonta woodiana )72 h 9 LC50,, /Y Lt
B4 0.193"4) 11 % 5 FC L ELHF ( Procambarus clarkia) 96 h i LC50, (6 Ho@illg 5,555 F 9K H RTdE MR
B FHEREE A T (475 YL e B SR AE T I D 77 A TR0, A0 2 BE 0B A AR AR PN T B3 18 FHR A7 A8 4,
DA U 9 T A 25 A e B M AR R AR, A R T B ME R T A AR 24 X WA AR A W R v vk B S TR
TRt A ARG |, SR N BAT SEARBEBEME A K431 40 25 11 AR AR 25 25 4, ] g S 8O0 AR AE A= )
PR PR A AT A7 A 22 5 8 F ik FAE AR AR 2 i e vt

BB Fy 2 R R AR ST A RS G RLG A5 fh i AR, A5 15 Y e A R P R IR
AR AN RS ST AR Bl g 2 AR nT 5 B o S R A oA A R Y G VAR B AR TS e G R R
T, DR S i v AN A R | RIS, B AR 8 0 2 AR At B0tk T 5 By SRR MAR P — (A 1000 3 A1 4 72 %) BB
Be= IR THME = YR A SEATER R A B e ad T AR 3h S E AR A Bl AR T PR S R S A
WA P X LA P R R B WA O, BT PT e MLER A2 100 L, S RSN I i B 22 SRRt — e R R

ASCLAHE T KA G A R BRI A IR KA A W e 2ty 22 85] ( Lumbriculus variegatus ) NI
A=, e TN AR G R SR RURE T X R Y A R R R

1 S25G#0 59 (Experimental section)

11 30 B

P it AR A e S IS AR o i (21 99% ) e H £ [E Dr. Ehrenstorfer GmbH 2], [FIKCRIE /R
W s e -d, (BEJE 99%) W FI CDN Tsotopes 24 ) (TR LA T ) , FR" C-F0 U (ZEJE 99%) W [
Toronto Research Chemicals 23 F] (INEE KL KEE) . LM IECBE S N BE RN B Y287 HPLC 2%, W [ B #
Oceanpak 2~ 8] R (LC/MS 2%, 46 > 98% ) W4 SRR G /NN

S0 < W80 RO €033 - — 2% BRI 15 FAS ( HPLC/MS/MS , Hort HPLC i H AR B3 H/A H] DGU-30A, MS 4
F[E AB SCIEX A F] Triple Quad 5500) | TissuePre TP-24 21 2 #£4% ( Bio-xplorer 2y ], H1[# ) | Synergy
H1 Bf§#5R4Y ( BioTek, 9¢[E )  Sorvall Legend Micro 17R Z§:L>#HL( ThermoFisher A F], 2 ) A ML ( I
) .
1.2 AW R
1.2.1 BN

9 T I SR UG /K A2 T HE S ) e Sy 22 w5 A N ) PP RV E R R R TR T 7 d BAEI
WSCRITH BR 5256 0K 100 L SR AU BRAE (BB E 1500 wg-mL™" 7 TINER ) IR 28 15 L SE50 2 B il i A=
W3R8 I b BERE K RO R EEE 1 h IRAT, 3RS 10 g LAY SIS 1AV TR AT 23 EURE A A AR Al
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R, K UM 100 WL P ERES 7). ZE SR 726 DT, 250 mL ()3 B W #5 51) 400 mL 2288 A%
R 7. IE IR, BB AR TR BE AL IN A 30 H e Z% Ay 22 15| FF 4 A= B R S 08 I 3 IR B AR R T
23+1 °C JEIERIRIREET R LR 16:8 h, BEAS IR FR AR 12 h B3 1 YRoK, DAORIE K AR 3 e i vk
JEHERRE R K RSB pH A R EE | SRRV A SR A RN 1 R, 3 R 1T R AL

AT d B AR BIALAE 96 h M BERT 72 h 3 B B B W B B 4 R E] S AL 4010,
24 48 .72 .96 h, MW Iy B A5 SRS, 2R 5 I 1 e ety 22 Wl 5 R 3] 25 11 b BE R K rf O 4R T R B B SR 5
FLRAERT ] 5k 100,102,106 ,118 144 168 h. B> RAF B[] 2 BEALR I 3 A FATHE AEREAS SRAF B 1]
A Je 2t 2 8 T KIS R T FREARAES]-20 °C, BT LE MR RS 7 & 100 5 AiA N 1k & vk
53 M.

1.2.2 ARG & S e

A SRAERFR] Y 3 ASPATHE T 2 BEHLI— e %l 22 | H 1 B 5 2 i D0, oA F - fk 253
BT S A P9 R 000 2 i 5 % et R AR e X R B TP AR S SR 1 mL 1E OB A IBUIR T , B0 5 RS
WA TR, B LRSI, A IR BOR, BRI AR T, I ARERER , NI S min J5 , (A
B - €, AR A e e RS s
1.2.3  FEAETANEE K AR S HT

e Jaty 22 B VA P9 R HL G 5 BT (R RE A T AR B S SOk Ik [ 1L TR R A AR R b R i A [l
W RS R Wy wE R -d 5 JH 2 mL 28 A 15 min, AEHCE A 3 K BZEIRE A, 76 5000 r-min™' T
B0 5 min A EZERFER R — R R T ZR s R A R 15 mL B0 RS T -20 TR TR
12 h JFEUH  S2EPFE 9000 remin™' B0 1 min, bJZEWHH R 5 —ASFEHE T, 75 200 pL OGS DE
B0 EBE PRSI, A IFA W A R 0.5 mL, AR C-HURIE , 25, i S HEA T B8 404
SR TR AR A R G U R B A B — S AR KRR I [R5 7R TR A IS R 2 IR SR
HPLC/MS/MS Z3Hr 95 HUIE 95 M e 4RI 4.

FHUIE SN B 53T < TG SN e (rac-S8 R ) AR (7 C-3R LI ) A RII4i8 75 (10 o R -
dy ) BRI R FH R A HPLC/MS/MS 434, 554040 C18 43545 (100 mm x 2.1 mm i.d., 1.8 pm) , Fi:
40 C, &4 0.1% FRRMKIEI (A) TG (BYAE R Wi s, SERE AR .S L. J5T R A 00 SR FH Hh o 557 fL 9
(ESI) , 72 SO A2 ( MRM ) 2544 F 34T, FOA T35 25 A 04 - 25 F-IRIR EE 550 °C, <045 < ( Curtain
Gas, CUR) :40 psi, i i<, ( Collision GasgCAD) :8 psi, 25463 (Ton Source Gasl,GS1) :55 psi, ffi i< (Ton
Source Gas 2, GS2):55 psi.rac-JHUE " C-60 HUG 78 8 70X SEAT RO, LMt 25 #L K (TonSpray
Voltage, 1S) A-4500 V. HPLC /4 : ik 0.3 mL-min™", BEEEVENL . ¥ 1A% E B & & 10% ,0—3 min
70% B, &M 4 min. &S RE T X RANE N m/2: Q1 435 Q3 330,339, P C-HHAE A m/z:Q1:439 Q3.
322 334.WE HE-d Y 76 1 25 1 81X T #E 17 40 B, W8 %5 B R % 3 O 5500 V. HPLC 43 #7 5% 14« ot i
0.2 mL-min™", BEREVEME: W1 HH B E B S 10% ;0—1 min 30% B;1—2 min 80% B, {#:8¥ 2 min.BEH B -d,
B EMEERE T (m/z) 8 Q1 24 295, 1 Q3 4054 131 214,

S R X LA A BT+ B0 S o Ak JBE fe I IE A HPLC/MS/MS 23 B7, 24 7 (R, R) -Whelk-01 F-
PEFE (250 mm x 4.6 mm L1.D. , Regis Technologies /Al , 32 , S IRNEEMIA D ERITREER (V:V=1:9)/F
KT, P 1.6 mLemin™'  AER 23 °C BEEEARRR 14 WL JFHEAI7E SRR (APCT) 2k, B
BT R 22 7 S AR S ( MRMD) 45 44 T E AT ELAA 003 2% 14« B8 T IR IR 550 °C, A < ( Curtain
Gas, CUR) :55 psi, filf f#< ( Collision Gas,CAD) ;8 psi, Wi %5 Hi, & (IonSpray Voltage, 1S) : =4500 V; 254LX,
(Ton Source Gasl,GS1) :60 psi;f# B (Ton Source Gas 2, GS2):0 psi, EMEE®EE T I (m/z)Q1:435,
Q3:330,339, & AL HEARMEI ZEMEEI N 0.1 pg- L' 5] 50 pg-L7".

1.2.4  FiEEsl S5

SRR S BT B A A FEAER S BTt B v g 20 AR S — AR RS I ZS 1 B, 8 22 23 BT 4K
P BRI 22 7 20% 2 9. Ak, B 20 ANFE A RIS A— 2 R4 AR 5, LG T vk 2 (B B s (L B
B AL IR A TRE. 25 FRE S P X R 1 JRCHRUIE B AR ™= . Tl ISR 4 7 A W -l 1) T SR
96%=10% , i A= PIHE St R-FRCHUSE AN S- 3 HUIE B9 [R50 51 99% 4% FiI 98% +8% . A= ke iy Hh Rt 1
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5 1) - R I R o s v A O e 0 B (IR B 115, R 0.03 g -k TR EE.
1.3 Bdsrbr
R T I W S U I e A S X WARTE e Zenty 22 15 vh i B AR 3 g 24k 72 43 il s — 8l
SRR I AL A U R 2R WA P SO BR S A AR
dC /dt = k,x C - kX C, (1)
Hrr, C,( pe-g  NEM) N rac- R-5X S-SR HUISAEAEWIIRINVE B C, (g L") /2 rac- R-3% S-FR HLAEAE /K
P Tk, (L-kg™ AR h™") F1k (h™") Z3BI°A rac- (R-B5 S- 8N WR ST 3 3 H5ORI o o 40 4 4
At kAT AT A RV E IR rac- R-B8 S-FURIE L2 (¢,,) (2K 2).
ty,,=In2/k, (2)
AN F VR B TR B ARSI rac- (R-BX S-9RUHRUNE 8 e Zitty 22 15] v i) LR Wik 4 R F (BCF L -kg ™
PRIV ) 38 32 A A= A 9 R 2 U B R K v P B e BE 0 A TS AR B (AR 3) 55 A, AR vk 4 TR
(BCF,,L-kg "N ) tho i ik 2 AR 27 vy A 4% P 950 198 WA WSORI S I 3 3 0 0 B (LA SR A
(~x34).
BCF. =C, ./C, (3)
C.(pg-LHYAC,  (peg-kg ' BEWI) 75124 rac- R-5% S-F8 R FE A P38y e B2 AR BRSS9 B i 4
HEAL I A= AR
BCF, =k /k, (4)
k,(L-kg  JEWFh™") Ak, (h™") 43504 rac- R-55, S-58 BT W SO BRI 4K
TS 2B AR R Scientists 2.01 SEEE (20 1) |, 8 144 22 38T SPSS version 21
KIZR (ANOVA) il ¢ K550 (t-test) 73H7 (P < 0.05).

2 5 5178 (Results and discussion )

2.1 FRAUE X B Je ey 22 s b ) AR R R

FEAE YRR RS S R W TR S, AR 4 (7.53£0.85 mg- L) \pH(7.80+0.06) . i
£ (22.9£0.5 C) HLFHR (3677 s em ) A (< 0.5 mg- L), KIESHIIFF A 5 B IR B bR 2
SRUOGIAN T d B A iR H R TR e BRI J A 22 | AT R S, e Aty 22 W R e TR i IS A AR A
BASFATRE T e =y 2215 B FEE (0:161+0.019 g) FAEWIIR AR T % 2 (1.0% +0.2% ) 723 1 5 1195
EERTE R

A R R S (1) MRS T B, 7K A v i RS A T 4R 1) R AR A B R L R R AR (P =
0.179) , TEHES 96, h MR [ B S 6 b i v /K v R IS - 240k B2l 8.93£0.36 g - L7 (3R 1) AEWAN
rac-FR BTG A B MR ZE T IR 124 BT, L8 24 h MR IA S 15.1+3.4 pg-g  HGIWT, BEJG LR rac-8
o B B G AE | W B AE TR (96 h) I rac-URE R ] 15.322.1 pg-g RN (£ 2).

R KPR S BE A B T X B RS [ B T] A5 A VR B (g L)
Table 1 Concentrations of rac-, S- and R-fipronil in water at various time intervals (pg-L™")

WP Concentration

P ]

. . 441 b
Time Oh 4h 10 h 24 h 48 h 72 h 96 h T

Average

rac-SRHUE

rac-fipronil

8.93+0.10" 8.93+0.13 8.89+0.40 8.58+0.25 9.16+0.16 9.33+0.63 8.71+£0.29 8.93+0.36

o e ES
;'fm,? 4.34+0.07 4.30+0.07 4.33+0.21 4.17+0.09 4.40+0.24 4.55+0.30 4.29+0.25 4.33+0.20
—lpI‘Onl
R-F Ul
Refioroni] 4.59+0.03 4.63+0.06 4.56+0.19 4.41+0.16 4.87+0.41 4.77+0.33 4.62+0.20 4.64+0.25
-hiproni

OSEYE +hRUEM 22, n=3." meanzstandard deviation, n=3.
b BTG SRR [A] 1 R U A A e BE A P-4 {H. P the average concentration of fipronil in water at all sampling time points.
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SRR T X R A A AR A A 7 A ) 2 A ) e 3 5 LA i T AR R AR — 350 K e B O X ke
A AR By R B TE A 2R R A R AN [R) (RSB ARE 2 (P = 0.425) , S-FUURE R R-F S e B 5 s 1) a5
SEXE A 4.3340.20 wg- L7 A1 4.64+0.25 pg- L7 (3 1) J5UHUE B4 LA LR A= B0 PN A o B8 N 3%
IR 2O T, ELE) 24 b, S-SR EE AN R-SHUIE VR BE 2R 7.05£1.04 pg - g7 BRI A 842+
1.29 pg- g BRIV, BIS S UG X WA AR 2 U D i B AR AR, 3 IR L B B 5 AR (96 h) |, S- i UG
R-FAHE 94 7.0520.77 wg-g BRI FN 7.83+0.85 pg-g  NEMGT (2 2) Bl , UG 2 87 1Y Je 2ty 22 5
B2 A5 K H I BT BR B B 256 7 T R B B, A= 0 1A% PR 960 HRL G %o AR v e 32 B i) A8 b i DR
HF) 120 h J5 P& T2,

NSRS S5 TR T, W R G TP A 1 ) 1 R SR AR e 2ty 22 W51 A DY 7 ] — SRAE B[] 550 R-98C
o B B A T S-SR {H R 25 IR B (24 .48 72,96 h 1 P AE 439k 0.226,0.059 .0.068 .
0.774 ) .3 55 T 5 960 HUIG 76 JFL Al A 3 i 1k 9 B SR ATF 9 2 0L = 9 v i R ) A A R 2 i
( Eisenia feotida ) RN A E YR B9 K BE, S-Fil R-FFWARAE A= W A N B e s 71—
T, 60 MR ) B A T B ( Tubifex tubifex) " AFR 58 H 30T BH R (A [R] , B4 - R =S80 HU A4 v B K
S-SR LA i T PR S A ] 6 22 S5 6 GRS X A Y A W R R A AT A A A R A
HR B At T B S B B HP TS Y & A T e B R R, DT 68 1 A A 0 P ko B A AN [

R 2 AR ] GRS FE M B HT X WA T e 2ty 22 51 R N R B (g - o7 BRI )
Table 2 Concentrations of rac-, S- and R-fipronil in Lumbriculus variegatus at various time intervals (pg-g™" lipid)

WS BE st A 1A PR B Chemical concentration in biota during uptake phase

0h 4 h 10 h 24 h 48 h 72 h 96 h
rac-FB A rac-fipronil ND* 8.58+0.69" 13.7£1.7 15.1+3.4 17.4+2.1 19.2+2.6 15.3+2.1
S-FHHUIE S-fipronil ND 4.20+0.64 6.31+0.81 7.05+1.04 7.42+0.85 8.69+0.84 7.05+£0.77
R-FH AU R-fipronil ND 4.67+0.71 7.39+0.94 8.42+1.29 9.61+1.17 10.6x1.0 7.83+0.85

THBRBY B it A #)1K 4 & B Chemical oncentration in biota during elimination phase

100 h 102 h 106 h 118 h 144 h 168 h
rac-3R AU rac-fipronil 4.25+0.35 1.34+0.11 0.817+0.050 0.386+0.090 0.154+0.015 0.133+0.021
S-FHHUE S-fipronil 2.02+0.19 0.636+0.023 0.398+0.036 0.171+0.063 0.0734+0.0022 0.0659+0.0139
R-FRHIE R-fipronil 2.21+0.18 0.748+0.024 0.418+0.040 0.180+0.064 0.0788+0.0024 0.0690+0.0143

AND: ARAEMEF].* ND: not detected.
b I AR E R 22 n= 3." meanzstandard deviation , n=3.

2.2 FURJIE N R EE gl ) SR i i ST 14
SRy A5 A 3 R I A I e A R H T 1
WRAATE AR ) PR P AR SR B, A SR A8 2 W 1 T 7k
JE B ] A2 AL L 1 et 22 M| w5 AR K b R U Y
B B (B, A1) I DU HE 45 R
WSO o S B0 (35 3) .33 Scientists 2.01 #X 4
B rac- . S- . R-3 HUNE Bl eF (a) AR 1k il 28 HOAE O R AL !
(COD)533l75 0.855,0.896,0.847 (5 3) , &I R Oo 210 410 610 8(1) 1](1)’0. 120 140 160
UFRYALE E  rac- | S- | R-F8 HUNE B WOAT 3 38 50073 Jil) Exposure time/h
H297+11 31313 31111 L-kg ' JEWH-h™", T rac-.
S- R-F8HRJIF A 9 B R H K290 0.157 +£0..006
0.179+0.008 .0.157+0.006 h™".

A KARZER T, e ARl 22 451 %8 Ji Hu s Y I Wi
FITF B ad A2 3 2R 38 1 3R B 1 9 Bl s e AR 5 3%
Y, U 2 T 2ok A W R A e ity a2 IR N S AR I R B K R SRS GEE R X T RE S
FUUEE Y 1g K, (4.0) (A 5 You S5 AR T K i 5 —Fi Ao s /K M 10 4 i e AR 24 (5436
Fii,1g K, =6.1) TE ISy 22 15] v i SO BR 85 H B (RS AT R AT BR 2 A, HAE S 0.153+0.084 h™' 3%

v S-(+)-FIP
® R(-)-FIP

Cp/(ng-g ' ligid)

|

B 1 FULJE (FIP) X BUAAE e Jenty 22 |4
RSN T AR 26
Fig.1 Toxicokinetic simulation curves of fipronil (FIP)

enantiomers in Lumbriculus variegatus.
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B A SO 2 i I AE e Zents 2285 i k AEL(0.157+0.006 h™") AEH 2T . 5 2 AR 6], fb & W1 e 2
22 W5 )k ABSZ A A YIS K PR S AR /DN | 33X 3 R R Ol e 4ty 22 | g W s A, A BRI 3k
T FFURI R (55 04 28 K2 IMVRAG P 28 48k, (i Ak 5 0 B8 25 5 N Je 2ty 22 Ml (R R I 3246 640 ) B 1 o PR i 458
AN TSR , SRS A £ illapia) 1A DAY 0 I 3 5 2 (R BERIBEVR I B ) 0,106+
0.020 h™' U I T U DA R i BT B DA e s 22 B BN (P < 0.05) 3% 575 Yt B RN AE A
T BBl ST RS 2 A AR 22 RS i VAR G L A1, D PR BE B 58 ot 2 52 i A 0 R 9 75 e 0 4 3
. Qin 2520 HRAE T S R o) it A DA 2 ST B4 & AR (S-FR UG 10,015 h' R-FEHLIE .0.017 h') %%k
P LU TR U I e 2%y 2205 v (R I BR AR — B g (HR S5 DU B BRI 0 T 22 BRI R ik A e 2%ty 22 1)
I R A (0.009—0.015 h™" ) A2 b Bzl K (R 2 5 AN ], A= D 38 sl TR iz i ) 75 e
DT TS Yy s T AR B A, DR A B R AR R AR U Y - 0TS e WA A AR
T A Ao

T3 UL HE AR B LT PR WAL e Aty 22 W51 1A N Y WG R 8 (e, Lk iR |
THER (b, h™") SOREEL LI (¢, h) FIZE SR 7 ( BCF,, \BCF, L-kg g )®
Table 3 Uptake (k,) and elimination (k) rate constants, half-life (#,,) and bioconcentration factors

(BCF_, BCF, ) of waterborne fipronil enantiomers in Lumbriculus variegatus

k, k, Ly COD* C, .. BCF, BCF,,
ZZifﬁf 297:11 0.157£0.006  4.41£0.17 0.855 16.9 1892476 18924101
iiff 313213 0.179:0.008  3.870.19 0.896 7.57 1748481 17482107
ﬁiff 311211 0.15740.006  4.41+0.17 0.847 9.19 19814107 19814103

*: BCF = C, /C; BCF =k, /k,
b. COD; MZEZE%$.COD: Coefficient of determination.

U B X WA E e 2%y 22 sl A oy (8 B R0 T n] LAl o BCF (B 265K | MRS A2 i A 0 Ak o vk I
(A 3) UL Rl 2R sl 1124 S 80 (2l 4) TS 11 rac- S-  R-FFUHEG Y BCF B2 —30W (rac- . S-,
R-3 HUIE 4 B (1 BCF M BCF, - ¥I{E M ARUE R 25/ & , W BCF_ M BCF, (AR B EME) 4051
J 1892476 ,1748+81 ,1981+107 L-kg ' IG5 Fl1 1892101 ,1748+107 1981103 L-kg™ A5 5. Wi Fh 5 3t
S BCF {H—300PE , S 1 A SO B — 2R A B0 7 A AU AT LA 8500 IR 78 e 2y 22 151K P9 9 L I
AT T AR B X Bl e T ot b i) A28 b 7y 2B ) R SR AR 5 9 U AE P P B 4R 1Y BCF { (1016—
1047 L-kg ' BRI ) AH LB, rac-30 BUIS 7E I %5 2235 ) BCF (B (1892 L-kg ' BB M ) T . 2% 1 3 5 Ui
LA H 53R 3 AR T NS Z At 22 05 e B I, T L T S R A LA P R AT SR N T A e e 24
| e Ay 2 AL 3K L R T X P e A AR 5 R B A i BRI T — B AR SR AT rac- TR RUIE 7 I A4
2B R O 4.41£0.17 h, W AER R AL EH (6.5£1.9 h) IE/N, H LR EXEF (P=
0.123) 11 A0t 25 /N T G 7R T 69 7 )2 5 1] (14.620.7 h) (P < 0.05) 17 #28 BL 57 i 380 o i
FEJe Fenty 22| 55 29 A A0 A A I BRAE T, EJ2: P AR A9 f0 2T B8 PR | 35358 WA 0 2 5 7T 3 SO UG
FEAN) A R DY I B AN ).

R A MR B T 22 S S, WA TR WA Y BCF (Y 5k 38 1 22 S 0B o] 60 . S-Fe iy
I R-FEHUIE ) BCF_(S:1748+81,R:1981+107 L-kg 'JEN) Al BCF, (S:1748+107,R:1981+103 L-kg ™' g
105 ) SEIE A AR IR 22 R TS, R 8 BB TR TR, B S-SR G H R-BURIE Y A AL RBE 1557 &
SRV X WA (1 IR ST 3R B (k) Z (DA B B P25 5 (P =0.849) , {HJ2 S-9R0 UG ) T B o 4 &, 1L
R-FHIER (P < 0.05) , FEHE LM R-FHUE A6 AP AR B R 3t T2 350 S- T80 NG 7 & iy 22 W 4% Y 1)
ETEH(3.8720.19 h) /NT R-FAEAYE T (4.4120.17 h) (P < 0.05). 5ABFFE ALY, K {4 43
H(EF) ARk, 45 BF 58 2 B ZEUT 65 ( Rainbow Trout) (RPN S-FURNE L R-F HUIG 1B R RE S Ry 551>
TR, Je 2ty 221 %) R-F UG 9 2B R SR 68 0 30 X 5 R-9R HUIE TR BR 18 A7 Gl i s 8l T2
SR A EARAUL , A5 I B G RS R0 WA A5 ) N TP AR B 2 S 1 D A



18 7 N A 39 &

3 28 ( Conclusions)

ARSCUL T 7 R AU O FARAE &1, i 18 2 /K e BE 25 R O e U eI A A= W) AR RS2 IR ST 3
HUIE S B S TS WA e Jenly 22 | AR A 14 R 3R 6 B I ] 222 A 14 s 2 R o 0 e A = T
ST G TR AT 22 S5 R A A BE A BN g 2 AR AR UL MO AR T 3% 3, 1) D A ) e SR Y X
Ml A 2 S5 B4 D AL () P, D 9 X R A Sl 2 22 gl A P ) A ) AR R 2 B O T2 R Wyl AR BK
PRI P PO SR BE S AR SRS T TR 257 T HESh ) A ) LR BRUR A AR, D LAy Tk 5 Qe e 2k
VIR BN oK A 2575 G 3 BUR REPE DAL SR LBE I
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