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Abstract

In order to compare the resistance of grass carp, barbel chub and theirs hybrid F; challenged with
Aeromonas hydrophila and Grass Carp Reovirus (GCRV), five-month-old fishes were used in the
study, which were intraperitoneal injected and hypertonic soaked with Aeromonas hydrophila and
GCRV for one week. According to survival rate and disease symptom, the F; hybrids showed ad-
vanced resistance to Aeromonas hydrophila and GCRV compared to other species.
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L. 5|5

¥ A (Ctenopharyngodon idella) J& T # #£ H (Cypriniformes) < 8 £} (Cyprinidae) « M % 4 1 &
(Leuciscinae) H.ff & (Ctenopharyngodon), J&3KH FE5H % B S KR K FRFA S FR[1], 2017 Fr=fEmis
589.88 JiMli[2]. W4, WP TR FEIR T E, SRR, A F A s 7 ) £ 35 R K IR B
MR R, B A A R A RO 7 VR A R (3]

75 HE 8 (Squaliobarbus  curriculus) J& T # 7% H (Cypriniformes) « # £} (Cyprinidae) < Tt % a7 £}
(Leuciscinae). 7rIRIE)E (Spualiobarbus). FRIMEASILZE SR AL, WFTIERYIFRIREXT GCRV H
FBGRIGHUE[4] [5][6] (7], febBHRAR M STX R

6 5 ] L S () AN BT K, e e L 2 T e 7 B I SR [ 22 5 400 2R L AE AN T I I 8],
P B R HUR RE B AR A B . I R AT 1) 7 b v 2R IR Btk 2 S R e R A 307 2U[9] [10].

ARS8 L B HIT SHIRAT 58 2 A Q) x JRIREE(S) (IEZE F)MRIREE(Q) < (3 (A Fr) AL
. IRARGE S RARE, I LU b S B X GO A B A B P 22 S, DA N B A BT R R L
5 B 16 DA S R 1 B A0 R B AR 7 A R S T T SR R AR B

2. RREE
2.1. M8

RIG A R FH R AL KoK= 3, HOA WS, IEACF, (15.80 £2.68 g)« A F, (15.92+5.63 g). Hifi
F, (33.82+9.21 g). FFHREE F, (13.50 £ 5.06 g), REFffIZ 50 /00T WEKS MR . A H 0 s 5
GCRV-104 >k B T Fg A K Z A V) 956 =

2.2. AT RS

2.2.1. fREBRESE
a. SE PR
PRI M 7% 14d, KL 27C £2°C, R4, MBHIEHIERMRE.

It
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FT B R 4 Fhsc e £ 00 87 BRI, 70 ol I s v S0 1) 46 B0 B BT, TS R 10 ul/g vHE, VRS
G, FRFHFMAAL, BANFFEMTE IR, DAARE S A AR R .

c\ IR IR

IR RIS S I SCHR[11]-[16], FHBRS ER/KFFE GCRV-104 R B2 E 10° £% TCIDsg.

e 6% NaCl [ S [ SR /KIR AL FESEIG MA 90 s, SRJE LB ON 20 L 4 10° TCIDs, 97 25 [ g
SEFRKFIRIE 1 b, BERAFRHEMTE IR S AafE R R4, 2 ERAAE GCRV M
R 7%

d. WEIFI0 AR

B 7 d e A A R BUEIR A KA T B0 .

2.2.2. HEBR

av SCEGME IR

T 5 Z A R4 B IR S5

by N LGRS

¥ 4 P s B RIS, A THEREST 0.2 mL K FEE4514: 3 x 10° CFU/mL. 3 x 10" CFU/mL Al 3 x
10° CFU/mL I, RERPIREERERh A FE 1 20, DAY S b 20 f A X T

o IR YL

FI &5 6% NaCl [ [H RKIRL 90 s, SRJ5 SLEIBON 20 L % 10 mL 3 x 10° CFU/mL. 3 x 10’ CFU/mL
A3 % 10° CFU/mL3 /N T (1 R R K IR 1 h, 55 BN FRBE A Hh 7 9% o 5 IR ZHIR 9 6% NaCl
AR SR IK 90 s Ja B8 N g 7K B0 A AR

d. MEIdFH

B4 7 d il A R IUER A KA TR .

3. &R

PE NGV S AR W G IR b, JE I WL S 56t R B AE T B R I RE AR (] 1~6), SELfa
MRER AR L, R EDERR IO N V& 00855, Bl S IR IFINIE, JRYEAL 2, JEr:
RERFM, HRIEFSIN, HRERISH, ALTTZ0pr, WA, SEREFS M, S5 TEEME(16]. AHER[17]. FME[18]
IZE R —2, PRI\ E ARG g K R GCRV B0 H I

3.1. GCRV B35 R

2 JE s S AR LI G GCRV-104 Ji5 , S A5 %5 20 8RO 28 A= i i 3l X 38R e 3k 7 R I
T RE R S AR R e s B v, 45 SRR B 22 Fy 6 GCRV HIHK YL /7 B S5 8 317 3 o e AR AR 22 1, 1]
7. K 8).

FENG R RGeS i, Gl I Il R SIS AR R AL TS DL (R 2 ] 9), FEEAERIAT, 83
REH T RERPFCTHES T 7 5%, RIPETEIATR] 40, RIFFETEN 80%; FRAREEEE 1 KA H I
O, MEE 2 RIFLEZE 7 REERHIIT:, 23 RILTHuA B Hwm, MEAETHOE RPEIC: IEXXF R
A 1. 3. 4. 5 RIPIIET:, HICT SR mEE/D, WBREZ M —RN 4 5%k R F B R
TORIMIL 1 KA, BRI 5 RSB, BRIUR IS TR UA B s, SETECN 6, SRihaE REW,
FENEIE GCRV AL sLiG i, Bt RiPA0T: 40 %%, JRHREERIFIET: 25 %, 1EAC Fy ROFFETE 10 %%, RAC
Fy RAPSET 15 4%, WA LIET- A .
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Figure 1. Abdominal hyperemia
& 1. EERFEm

Figure 2. Orbital congestion

[ 2. AREEFEM

Figure 3. Anal swelling
B 3. RLII4LAh

Figure 4. Maw congestion

& 4. 6ZEEFE M
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Figure 7. Cumulative mortality statistics by intraperitoneal injection of GCRV

Figure 5. Muscle hemorrhage

5. LAt m

Figure 6.

Gills hemorrhage
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Figure 8. Cumulative mortality statistics by bath exposure of GCRV

8. BEREEST GCRV RITFET-F 4T
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Table 1. The infection results among four species infected by GCRV
% 1. GCRV RERLER Gt

pLibis i H MRS 10 ul/g IR 10° TCIDso 7= AN
FET-HL 40 36 0
Hm
FETIR 80.00% 72.00% 0.00%
FET 4L 25 28 0
DiNisE !
FETR 50.00% 56.00% 0.00%
FET-H 10 9 0
1EXR F,
FET-H 20.00% 18.00% 0.00%
FET-HL 15 16 0
XA Fy
FETIR 30.00% 32.00% 0.00%

Table 2. The results daily death statistics among four species by intraperitoneal inject GCRV
2. FERIEEST GCRV BRE LRSI

THIR H BUSET N 8] (d) AL TR (5F)

& Py HiET R
DI D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 D7
3 A 2 3 8 7 7 6 7 40
TR it 0 3 7 6 3 2 4 25
10 ul/g
138 F 2 0 4 3 1 0 0 10
%% F 1 1 5 6 0 1 1 15
10
8 &
1 m! & < ¢
& 6 % b <&
oy |
R O !
2 A 0
X - X X X
0 O P
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
BFE (d)
o HmEMS ORI 1EACF1 X ]RACF1

Figure 9. The results daily death statistics among four species intraperitoneal inject by GCRV

& 9. fER=E5T GCRV BRETHER ST

ERIE LI, @ il sk S A R R ISR T LR 3. B 10), IMFgE)E, REAMRHRGE S 1
RIFUHBRIGE T, 5 4 RICTHUE B e W, ARG FIBET: 9 401 10 4% 1EXC F, 3Ll
11 25 BBET, RO A FEZ AR 3~4 R, 55 3 RIETS S 5%, 5 4 RIET: 4 %%, HAET 250 81.82%:
RAEF, —FHIL 16 20T, RIS ] [FFE = AR AR 3~4 K, 28 3 RIET: 5 %, 5 4 RIET: 8 %,
HAET M 81.25%. Siit4i BRI, 7RI GCRV RYLsehrd, #ifm BitFET: 36 4, AR 215t
T2 28 %, IEZCF Bit3ETs 11 5%, JRAZF RIFAET: 16 5%, XA P LT IMER

DA &5 RS B 2422 Fy 99T GCRV 1 RE il T HACBEA .
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Table 3. The results daily death statistics among four species by bath exposure of bacteria
% 3. JRBL GCRV B RETE RS

TT46 tH BLBETIN 8] (d) M BT T- 0 (5%)

RIS Fh ST {4
D1 D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 D7
3 A 3 5 8 9 5 3 3 36
i 1 3 8 10 3 1 2 28
10° TCIDso
EXF 1 0 5 4 0 0 1 11
A F 0 0 5 8 2 1 0 16
12
10 0
&
8 X
mmﬂ D
B o6
fé P X s
4
Q¢ O m| S &
2 X 0
0o =
0 x X X
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
BFfEl (d)
o @A O JRIRE ERFL % AR

Figure 10. The results daily death statistics among four species by bath exposure of bacteria
B 10. BABSE GCRV BRI TLE RS

3.2. HERERER

2 NI VE S AR L RGBSR R TR 5, SR LSS % A R B A A B KRR e 3L 7 RIS
o GEREIR, FEIR G SOOI s S A S ae v, A8 Fy (1 BT A0 T2 28 35 BH SR AIG T B £ 1 ol AR i
R RIHFETER, RUIIAE Fy 0 g /K TR AR /) I i it T 0 i AR IR 4, 32 5).

TERE I I sE s b, B IO S SE I AR R T AU LR 44 B 11~13), HIKEEA 3 x 10° CFU/mL
i, Y EA TN 58%, FRIREEIZET RN 44%, 1B FIARIIZET RN 22%, & FARIIBET:
FN 24%; HIKIEN 3 x 10" CFU/mL i, BB FIFET RN 54%, FRIBEEHISET-H N 38%, IEXF,
REIBETZRN 18%, AL FyARKIZET RN 12%; 24N 3 x 10° CFU/mL I, 38 5t (0T 3R A 48%,
FRARE I FET- N 34%, 1EAE FIARIIBET R A 12%, KA FIARIBET RN 8%; SXtHRAL I TILT .
TENG I L SR ie o, BEAN IR SLIR AT 7 R, FETHAET: 186 4 f, JET: VIR 7Ess 3 KA 4
K, FEUFIET: 114 5%, HIETDSEH) 61.29%.

e e ae b, il RS A R ISR T BB (L 5. [ 14~16), HIKIEN 3 x 10° CFU/mL
I, M EE ARG RN 54%, FRIREETIFET-HN 38%, IEAS FARIISET-H N 20%, KA F ARHIZET:
HN32%; MIKEN 3 x 10" CFU/ML I, @ EEMAIFET RN 50%, FRIREHIIET- SN 36%, 1EXCF,
REBETZRN 8%, A FARIIZET RN 30%; 4IKE A 3 x 10° CFU/mL i, 58 5t 30T RN 42%,
FRIREEIAET A 28%, 1IEAC FIARMIZETIHN 10%, K FIARBIZETHN 25%, S04 R38BT,
TR IG o, BEAN R SLIG LT 7 K, HIPA0T: 184 4 f, JET VR TELE 3 KA 4
K, FEUFIET: 126 5%, (HIET AT 68.48%.
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Table 4. The results daily death statistics among four species by intraperitoneal inject Aeromonas hydrophila

4. ISR S BREERIETERS
T4t BT 1) (d) KPR T i ()

IR T BRI
DI D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 D7
il 2 0 7 6 6 5 3 29
3% 10° IR 0 2 6 5 1 3 22
CFU/mL EX F 1 1 3 0 1 1 11
38 F 0 1 4 6 1 0 0 12
i 3 1 7 10 3 2 1 27
3 %107 AR 0 2 8 7 1 0 1 19
CFU/mL F% F 0 1 2 2 2 0 2
A Fy 0 1 1 1 1 1 1
e A 2 5 7 8 0 1 1 24
3% 10° i 4 1 0 8 6 1 1 0 17
CFU/mL FX F 0 1 2 2 1 0 0
A Fy 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 4

Table 5. The results daily death statistics among four species by bath exposure of bacteria

=5 RIKSERESRECHIEST

TFUA H BUAE TN 1] (d) S SE T80 ()

YRR it BB
D1 D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 D7
3 A 2 4 6 8 4 2 1 27
3% 10° MR 0 0 7 6 3 1 2 19
CFU/mL 1E3E F 0 0 4 5 0 0 1 10
3% F 0 0 8 7 1 0 0 16
3 A 1 1 6 11 1 2 3 25
3% 107 AR 1 2 7 8 0 0 0 18
CFU/mL F% F 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 4
XA F 2 0 5 6 0 1 1 15
i A 1 1 4 7 5 2 1 21
3 % 10° AR i 0 4 5 4 0 1 0 14
CFU/mL EF 1 0 1 2 1 0 0 5
Z Fy 1 2 4 3 0 0 0 10
8
7 le
6 0 & <
@ 5 y O 0 &
k| 4 X
B3 |
2 e 0
1 X X 3
0 DX} & X X
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Bl (d)
om0 ARERES FERR % RXF

Figure 11. Intraperitoneal injection of bacteria at a concentration of 3 x 103 CFU/mL

B 11.3 x 10° CFUmML iR E, IS MESRRTERGT
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Figure 12. Intraperitoneal injection of bacteria at a concentration of 3 x 107 CFU/mL

B 12.3 x 10’ CFU/mL RE, BIESISAREESRETERET
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Figure 13. Intraperitoneal injection of bacteria at a concentration of 3 x 10° CFU/mL

13.3 x 10° CFUmL K&, BISISHRESRT TSRS

9
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Figure 14. Bath exposure of bacteria at a concentration of 3 x 10® CFU/mL
14.3 x 10° CFU/mL KB, RIBRPMHEBTRIETHERG T
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Figure 15. Bath exposure of bacteria at a concentration of 3 x 107 CFU/mL
[ 15.3 x 10’ CFU/mL iR, RIBEPEHS R TERG

8
7 &
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u 5 O <
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Figure 16. Bath exposure of bacteria at a concentration of 3 x 10° CFU/mL
16.3 x 10° CFU/ML iRE, REREARBRIETHEREIT

A b 45 5410 B R IR S e v /K SR TR R R DR TR A, A8 F ARBIIRE K SR B R B A
BT IR R, i ORI T H .

4. Tig

et R [ R B R KRR K R B, BB RN BRSO UR, e R AR I
H I L5 R K FRTEN R, BEE AEMIBOAR R R, R F A S HOR B R A ot B4R v B 00 )42
AR A b fig e s it I 3K — X PR VR AR IR 42891 [10]

IR A B g m R U R R M R A RO . HiTC&I R 7T REM TIE, &
(Mylopharyngodon piceus)5 = ffi ifi (Megalobrama terminalis)f11E+ &3 F, WESLHUR SR 5E[3], R A
(Cirrhinus molitorella) ()5 W (Sinilabeo decorus tungting) ($)ZAZHAZH F, M[EI3Z F, M RIRFE /1
SCREAGR[19].

N T SR A TR AE T, (RN A CHE ST RE T B H(Q) 5 Hk () 428 [20] [21]. Hifh 5R0R
il 1E. AL[22]s Hf(3) 5 ME LA (Cyprinus Carpio singuonensis) (Q)A2AL[23]15R 56, 48 H[24] [25]
RN TT B[26] (271050 30 LA R A I iR IR 6 Ry BEAR 2 25 28 A8 IRA5 (1 IE S A SSE Fy AR AR K FE AN )
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LSRR SR A Fr i i o AW FUIE T 5L A0 X GO AT IR VAN s S R Qg K S A GCRY, Gt
7T RW 4 FHEIET-REH, KA F RO R BEMLT XBAE, XRS5 %E ., &7 B% . HHIRES(28].
Liu [29] [3012E A L 1045 AL, UL ZE F) 0 ig /K S I Al GCRV A Bsm kP, 2458 F) 4%
AT AR HR G40 77 5 AR A

5. &ig

AR &5 RATD P A SR ARG 252858 Fy AGHT AR BT (R 9 HTmE K IR T AN GCRV i 25 (K8
A RRIE) IV 7T, RIS R T B R 1

EHEWH

E X AR # 5 4w BT H (31272652).
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