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Fig.1 Popuolation dynamics of B, calyci flores under different culture conditions
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#1 FEBFRETRRAE™E

Tab.l Production of B. cedyeiflorus under different culture conditions

HAE BREEESE PRI R R e~ B
j ¥ {18,996 £ 21, 1460 378108 18,6336
I 100, 8317 £ 5, 1840 28.4033 + 0, 5519
il #8. 80,7276 £ 0. 8742 22 3833 £3.3348

#2 FRABFRETFRARENN~REERRE
Tab.2 Production and formation efficiency of resting epg of
B. ratwifforus under different culture conditions

EEm 8/ ind. {64-20mL) " BB ind, £5. 0% 105 cells) ™ Halgae diet}
4 724.3333 + 40,5257 6.0361 20,3377
i 637.3333 2 168028 5.3111 + 0.1400
jigi) 3071.3333 £40.0041 4. 1778 40,3333
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Fig-3 Minis and fertilization rate of B. calvciflorus under different culeure conditions
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Effect of Culture Water Replacement on Resting Egg Formation of
Freshwater Rotifer, Brachionus calyciflorus

XI Yilong HITANG Xianfei
{ Instituee of Hydrobiclogy, Chinese Acaderty of Sciences, Wuhan 430072, P.R. Ching)

Abstract

The effect of culture water replacement on resting egg formation of freshwater rotifer, Bra-

chionus calyeiflorus, was studied under conditions of population accumulative culeure. The results
showed that when the rotifer was cultured by batch culture methad, the production and formation
efficiency of resting egg were 724.3333 £ 40.5257 ind. {6d4-20mL)Y "' and 6.0361 = 0. 3377 ind.

(5% 10° cells) " *{algae diet), respectively. When. the water replacement was made at every two
days interval, the production and formation efficiency of resting egg decreased to 637.3333 *
16.8028 ind. (6d-20mL) " and 5.311 £ 0. 1400 ind. {5 X 10%cells) “*{algae diet}, respectively.

The extent of the decline mcreased with the increment of water replacement frequency. There

were no different effects of water replacement on the mixis and {ertilization rare. The merchanism

of the effects was also discussed.

Key Wards Brachiorus calyciflorus, culture water replacement, resting egp, production,

formation efficiency



