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Abstract

Eri silkworm (ESM) and Thai crossbreed silkworm j108 x Nhaglai (CSM) were evaluated
to investigate the effect of replacement fish meal (FM) in goldfish diets on growth
performance, pigmentation, and health status. The ESM and CSM were tested in a 12-week
experiment on goldfish (Carassius auratus). Three hundred (5.00 + 1.43 g) goldfish were
divided into five groups and were fed ten diets: 0% (control), and fish meal (FM) replaced by
ESM and CSM at rates of 25%, 50%, 75% and 100%. Water temperature ranged between
25 + 1.8 °C. Thirty indoor rectangular fish tanks (1.5 m®) connected to a recirculating system
were used. As a result, the highest final weight was in the fishes fed with ESM feed (75%).
In addition, the replacement of CSM for FM at 25% had significantly highest final weight and
body weight gain (P<0.05). Moreover, the fish fed with ESM 25% and 50% had higher yellow
color intensity (b*) than the control group (P<0.05). On the contrary, there were no significant
differences in the brightness (L*), red intensity (a*), b* of skin color and health status index
in the CSM group (P>0.05). Therefore, these results clearly indicate that up to 50% of FM in
goldfish diet can be replaced by ESM and CSM. Moreover, ESM can be useful for yellow color
skin enhancement in goldfish.
Keywords: Eri silkworm, Thai crossbreed silkworm, goldfish, growth performance,
pigmentation
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1985 (Eri silkworm) faurdanazidsanuunnlulsemaduifesiunadnrateUseinelu

v X <

Ao feidesddiiuluasiuarluiudsndatuems lulsumalnoamnsodednnds
elusudsndaiivgneglunanedavta deiiuiiduuauls madsdwditaduerdwmaden
Tndveanuasnsyalstudivznds fanansaviduendmeaiuadaneldlituaseunsiuaraisn
nanvueulnuwarsnua i lUldulnaduemsvesaunarermsdnd drudulnudildannisiy
wazarnduloanssluutanldlunismedn dnudluadianludadiumnnis 60% vesdalva deu
wlandusmsaunadliiduomsdnsdslinoliinasiividusunse (Lonevah et al, 2011)

Tudagulnufuluntieuiug lnegnuau j108 x wrsany \nunsnsload seiaUseime
esanliinanangs Aosdne wagnuseanIngienidlulsemelng wazansaidedldnaenid
Fnudlydeuumasweslusiuiiinuninuazsagn lasviludnususeneulusmelusiuussann
50-70% uaﬂmﬂﬁye‘]“ﬂﬁ‘d?mmlmﬁ’uﬁ'qwizmm 30% (Meicai & Gaogiang, 2001; Rumpold &
Schliter, 2013) LLEWETQLﬂul%ﬁuﬁﬁﬂiﬂﬂ%ﬁ@iazﬂﬂ’]w (Kotake-Nara et al,, 2002) Inglusiuiiuaz
Usznaunie neutral lipid 71.85% waz phospholipid 28.15% (Wanchooplao et al., 2009) #8
aAmslarunsvesinudludenan vilhiduiiadlevesinla vuimanidaiihdslddnmh
Fuslvasmauwnuartu (fish meal) Fifuunadlusiundnluemsuauwaznawmuisiulan (fish
oil) fifinsalusiudfidndusievan ileansamuremsuazidunsldusslovianimagmaely
119715:neR 5 (by-product) (Henry et al., 2015)
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Mnmsanwteuntd Snsldsnudluivlumion Bombyx mori iienaunuuauly
g sUamanevdia 1iu nquuailu (common carp) Yanagtite (Cyprinids) Uanila (Nile tilapia)
Uand anne (Rohu) Uandnduife (Heteropneustes fossilis Bloch) Uanaé Ua’msmzﬁlﬁu
(Lateolabrax japonicus) Uatsuluiins 19 darugaiuou (Oncorhynchus keto) Uaiaiii 8
(Paralichthys olivaceus) {usiu (Henry et al, 2015) wiognslsfiniu nsAnwssdufivanzanly
msnaunudalusesnudlasinnausnsdulaudaseia mnsenumsinmnsumdivaity
shesnudlmilutanly vandan wazansuluiminn nuhdnudlvsamsenaunuvantulueis
Igaits 1009 Tnglaldsmansevusonagiapivin uonainid wudthduludnudanansafganisiv
yesUanlu waziiuUszans amnnsdoslusauls (Begum et al,, 1994; Jeyachandran & Paulraj,
1976; Hossain et al., 1997; Dheke & Gubhaju, 2013) agnslshimudsinmsfnvnmauifveadnug
w83 fnusilnaiuginegnaay (1108 x waeaszys) waznsmeasshunldnaunulaivly
psUanaeny uigersdins@nwludiwiutdesuin

gsfaUaasvesUszindlveiinissensdndustiann TnsUameuiinaslulseine
Inglasumnufeugslunaindisseina laun Yarda Yarmsungs Yames varmued Yaey
Undhas usu andeyansdlundussisvmmenuresnesifoussimuigunindnih Tl wa
2565 ganafsafvlanmeuaireneldlifuussmelneussana 700 §uum Taefidnuudy
naalan 7.38% Fanaindseendfnyuesuszmalng Ae Usvimaanigewinn Awlus nguanamn
glsvnazdiu vamesdadudnimenuasugaiiuiuunisdsesnaglu 10 Susuusnues
Uszialne uazdadummsauildsuanuien esmnfiddunasgusemesny dduvesames
Faduiafendniivilivanfuadigedu Fdunussmmfvesuartuinunnisasaudad
(pigment) lunguusawalsiiuees (carotenoids) Feuanliausodunszituinies sufudedlasy
newnsAiAudnly (Putra et al, 2020) Wadainansinwudosiunuin snudluiiauanunsalu
nsavauasauelsiuesslusnenie lnsiaweanewugiiadvies (Chieco et al, 2019) uanaintiy
nsidssUamedlutiagtu wudsududedduaduduingiundn esaniduundslusiud
auysaflumsudnewns uazananzwindeniuasunvaduvhliusinaafidanantaiiu
auaa dmalisauaduiineigs iiduuniswdnewnsuadsaawiuliaie Yseneuiu
nsliasddaunnsiiionsydudialiiuidosnisveamain diervexidudussesioduaild (Rana
et al,, 2009) ﬁﬁumwﬁmqﬁumaLﬁaﬂﬁa’]miﬂéﬁlmuﬂmﬂu SnvadisanunsafiudRavesUames
wazduaiusugunmvesUamsudadudsddnsonisinu dnudluaiilusiugs uaziing
avauasaualsiiusdlusnanie eraduingumadenivangaudniuluuvadusiu uavansa
NnssUMATaINsansERumsaiariuln Wedusnaimi uasusulssdulavnmussames
Ialunawdsrfudadunmsfnniiadladensliingiumadenlunisaneimsuarmenuile
ensyivduAUszasesUssmelng
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swdiunsudesamen (Carassius auratus) vu1a 5-6 niusesa lassUamadlugnszan
919 160 303 oz 10 1 Wiomnsiuguduszesiam 2 #asi deudunavaaes wielivardu
FuvanImuIndoureensnnans lasyiniamaasad ssuanluniienaassdn it aiadun
Fmmaniuardniin auzinuasemand wninerdodednl vinuiuiivesaudituasauay
Anousumsineasusifiey duandly Figure 1 Tnsuvauinilineasaduhdssiiiuidanasiu
nawnineutunld fnsnsaseuguamiinduni auauifvesihnaeainismaaodien
Uimaidendiauararslui (DO) wfs 5.97 fadniusiodns qmmﬁﬁ%a?{ﬂ 26.8 DIANGATYE
Usunamewluiosiuads 0.39 fadnsusedns sudsrnnudunsa-ae (pH) Aranadusng
(Alkalinity) waz@A1AIIUNTEANN (Hardness) Taewededall 7.87, 201.18 waz 28.00 AuAGU

Figure 1 The animal trial and experimental fish tank.
NMSLASINDIMTANINAGDY LAZAITOBNLUUNITNAABY

thdnudlyta 2 vianeuuisiigamgll 60 samiwaldea Wulian 48 $2l nduiily
valazBoauduiuliluiivasamnutu evnmaaesdmiuvamesdaulasangmsoimsves
(Tola et al, 2015) Tngthdnudlvds uazdnudlniuglnegnaautu dlunaunuvaidulugns
ownsnusnsalu Table 1 naufmghviiamelidniy uddndeieirdosndn ouluiaie
anufou 60 asmwaliea themsmaasuniinsziosdusznounanil e1msilnieuiaiaudn
uldgananafnuazudlugiiu 4 esmwaldea Litelidmiumvaaes
?NLLNumswmaaﬂLLUUduﬂmmﬂi (Completely Randomized Design, CRD) ) lnglduames
17w 300 fdsznausiae 5 nguniinnaes e 1 Tagiy (Frudlnuds uazdnudlnuiugineg
QNNAL) NEUAITNARBIAY 3 81§18z 10 Lmaw%mmaaqLmuwLmaﬂﬂﬁmmﬂﬂmﬂﬂuam
ownsUamesednudluud uasdnudlmniusinegnuay ludasadusing 1 il
nsunuiivandudaesnudlvads
ngufl 1 95AUAN (ESMO)
naud 2 manaunuUadusnesnudluds 25% luswns (ESM25)
naudl 3 manaunuUandushesnudluuds 50% luens (ESM50)
ngufl 4 mManaunuUanusednuelds 75% luevng (ESMT5)
ngufl 5 ManaunuUausesnuelyuds 100% Tueimns (ESM100)
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naui 2 Msvawnuuandusienualruiuginegnna 25% Tuamis (CSM25)
naui 3 Manaunulandusiednualruiuginggnnas 50% tuamis (CSM50)

naui 4 Msvawnulandusenualruiuginegnna 75% Tuemis (CSM75)

nguil 5 ManaunuUausednuslsusinegnues 1009% luswns (CSM100)

Table 1 Formulation of the experimental diets fed to silkworm for goldfish.

Ingredient (100%) 0% 25% 50% 5% 100%
FM! 15.00 11.25 7.50 3.75 0.00
ESM / CSM! 0.00 3.75 7.50 11.25 15.00
Cassava 15.00 15.00 15.00 15.00 15.00
Soybean meal 25.00 25.00 25.00 25.00 25.00
Wheat 19.60 19.60 19.60 19.60 19.60
Rice bran 20.00 20.00 20.00 20.00 20.00
Vitamin and mineral 0.40 0.40 0.40 0.40 0.40
Fish oil 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00
Soybean oil 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00
total 100 100 100 100 100

1 FM; Fish meal, ESM; Eri silkworm meal, CSM; Thai crossbreed (j108 x Nhaglai) silkworm meal.

nsiiudegauazinziidaya

Anfun1sTalIntn waginvuiadlualulaazdUn1y m1u35n15uee Jahanbakhshi et al.

(2021) Mauanslu Figure 2 9ndwihmsiiudeya Tneduiinhmindansudu (nitial body weight:

W) wazugaving (Final body weight: W,) Weusuiusnsn1sasaiivle (Body weight gain)

waE NIINTTHITEYINNE (Specific growth rate)

Weight gain = W, - W,

Specific growth rate (SGR) = 100 [Ln Wy(g) - Ln W,(e)l/T

wewme: W1 dmdndaisudy; W2 @ dwidndiaavine ; T: szeziameas ()

dleduannisnaassaniiunsdulaves S1uau 2 §/4 WeiuduiieUszifiuaduiiu

(Hepatosomatic index) tAudegnsaienyaelunasludulutesios lnsduihminuasuendiuves

losfulurevinsesan weuseliuAdndiuaienznelu (Viscera somatic index) waglviiuluyasiaa

(Visceral fat)
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Figure 2 The weight-length measurement of the goldfish. Weighing measure (a) and length

measure (b).

NN3ATISNANSEDRR
feyailaundinseianunususiu (ANOVA) uaziuTeuiisuAtadslagds Duncan’s

new multiple range test (DMRT) fisesuarandesiu 95 Wesidus

Nan1sANYILaIRNTAl

wanmsAnwasiuszneumaaiidesiures Anudlvads uasdnudlnuiusinegnuas
(AnuAlnuiuguadssd x iufinasy; j108 x Nhaglai) Asuanslu Table 2 wuddnuslnu g
TUsAulaesam 66.18% wazdnudlvuiuginegnuay fusaulaesi 56.16% deiialndiAsaiy
nsfneesRUsznaunaiivesinualg (Silkworm pupae meal) 994 Karthick Raja et al. (2019)
wustnusvuoulmillusiueglugas 50-70% luvuzivaruillusiuegd 60-77% waziilevdnus
4 2 yianlfiduundsfmgiuvluommsaimes wanisimsgviesduszneumanaiivesevnsuan
nosluusazgnsmavaaedldiansds Table 3 Milseauveddusiilugnsomnsitusngduegiuna
nsheseilusiueadnudluats 2 4da nsomnsiunuiidaednudlmaideiisiugs asdsedv
TusAulugnsonmns 24-25% Fannnitevnsgasiunuiidnuslnaiuginegnuas wulusaulu
gnTe Tl 22-23%

Table 2 The chemical composition of dietary replacement of Eri silkworm (Samia ricini) and

Thai crossbreed (j108 x Nhaglai) silkworm meal.

Silkworm meal Ash Crude protein  Crude fiber  Ether extract Gross energy

ESM 6.54 66.18 8.56 21.29 5,741
CSM 5.76 56.16 6.08 26.74 6,168
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Table 3 The chemical composition of dietary replacement of fishmeal by Eri silkworm
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(Samia ricini) and Thai crossbreed (j108 x Nhaglai) silkworm for goldfish.

Dietary Dry matter Ash Crude protein  Crude fiber  Ether extract
Eri silkworm meal (ESM)
ESM O 91.47 6.71 255 4.10 7.7
ESM 25 91.54 6.21 25.7 4.51 7.67
ESM 50 90.15 5.49 25.3 6.68 9.14
ESM 75 86.55 4.76 24.3 6.13 8.72
ESM 100 86.4 4.16 24.3 593 8.58
Thai crossbreed silkworm meal (CSM)
CSM 0 84.83 6.06 23.7 5.11 7.55
CSM 25 85.87 6.07 23.2 5.07 6.82
CSM 50 82.25 5.65 22.8 5.12 6.37
CSM 75 84.07 5.55 224 4.49 5.25
CSM 100 83.48 5.36 224 4.74 5.37

FM; Fish meal, ESM; Eri silkworm meal, CSM; Thai crossbreed (j108 x Nhaglai) silkworm

meal.

INNIANBIANTIONINNITAT QYR UIAYBIUAMBY (Table 4) wuiinsunuvanlunie

ANUALNET (ESM) TSy 75% dawaviliinnindgainevesuamesiinnasfignog el iud Aty

M9a@dA (P<0.05) wain1sunuiivardumiednualuudslidwmansumindimiudu uazdnsinis
WIiulndmnzvestames (P>0.05) uinsafutuiunisunuuvadusiuseanua lnaiuging

anway (CSM) Tugnsemnsuamesiisedu 100% dawaviiliinvingnving wagdmindiiiiudy

voslafirianegeliduddgneadia (P<0.05) wansiin1sunuimednud inuiuginegnuaui
58U 25% TiuseanSnmivianegsiveddgmneads (P<0.05)

Table 4 Effect of Eri silkworm (Samia ricini) and Thai crossbreed (j108 x Nhaglai) silkworm on

growth performance in goldfish diet.

Growth performance 0% 25% 50% 75%  100% SEM P-value
Eri silkworm (ESM)
Initial weight (g) 6.06 5.83 5.91 5.49 5.60 0.168 0.270
Final weight (g) 11.37% 995 9.95° 11.59°  10.13°  0.254 0.048
BW gain 5.31 4.13 5.04 6.10 4.53 0.252 0.096
SGR 0.69 0.59 0.78 0.82 0.66 0.034 0.195
Thai crossbreed silkworm meal (CSM)
Initial weight (g) 5.97 6.41 6.43 6.43 5.50 0.166 0.311
Final weight (g) 10.60° 1211 1151 10.30° 884  0.331 0.001
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BW gain 463  569° 5.08% 386  334%  0.249 0.001
SGR 0.63 0.70 0.64 052 052 0.025 0.079

=d Different superscript letters within each row are significantly different (P<0.05). SEM; standard error of
mean, BW; Body weight gain, SGR; Specific growth rate.
dlasiunsdnwanududiovesuames fuansly Table 5 wuinUanfidesdesnug
Inud3sedu 50% way 75% dawavinlifivesUaniinesdidianuidudivies (b¥) geiignogaed
Hyd1Agyn19an@ (P<0.05) weiviai linuransEnuaInnsunuiuna dusiuge fnudluussnen
AMUATNS (LF), ANUNELAG (%) Y89RIUa M8 Lﬁziul,ﬁmﬁ’umﬂ%ﬁﬂLLs’ﬂmﬁuﬁjlwaqﬂmauLmuﬁ

Uantulugnsenstameslidwansenuseanuidudiavesuames (P>0.05)

Table 5 Effect of Eri silkworm (Samia ricini) and Thai crossbreed (j108 x Nhaglai) silkworm on

pigmentation in goldfish diet.

Pigmentation 0% 25% 50% 75% 100% SEM P
value

Eri silkworm (ESM)

L* 5367  56.19 5512  52.35 50.86 0.829  0.262

a* 1868  16.55 1643  17.29 16.05 0.465  0.415

b* 2660° 27.10°  3362°  3350°  30.16° 0982  0.048
Thai crossbreed silkworm meal (CSM)

L* 56.50  50.36 56.46  56.40 56.35 0.670  0.827

a* 1660  16.14 1640  18.60 18.38 0.406  0.154

b* 32.63  30.89 3034 31.59 31.21 0.884  0.948

=d Different superscript letters within each row are significantly different (P<0.05). SEM; standard error of
mean.

8n14 Table 6 wansman1sunuLradUsivanUarlumennualyuds uasanua buunug

)
aa

negnauay (7108 x Nhagla) luemsuamesserdadguaiw nuinmisunuidiednudlug
SEAU 25% way 50% denavilviAnAd vy (Hepatosomatic index: HSI) fiAg a7 qnogal
oddymaadn (P<0.05) wianadunguilldsudnudlundifisedu 75% uar 100% wiviaing
uwnuitvaufesnudlniuginegnuaslugnsenmslidssansenudeafuisu dadiuaioay

melu warlvsiulutesissweaslaines (P>0.05)
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Table 6 Effect of Eri silkworm (Samia ricini) and Thai crossbreed (j108 x Nhaglai) silkworm on

health status in goldfish diet.

Health status 0% 25% 50% 75% 100% SEM P-value

Eri silkworm (ESM)

Hepatosomatic index (HSI) 0.29° 049° 046 029" 0.44®  0.029 0.034

Visceral somatic index (VSI) 7.52 9.42 8.77 7.12 8.52 0.373 0.301

Visceral fat index (VFI) 2.28 274 3.04 225 1.98 0.166 0.269
Thai crossbreed silkworm meal (CSM)

Hepatosomatic index (HSI) 0.19 0.34 0.25 0.22 0.30 0.020 0.115

Visceral somatic index (VSI) 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.08 0.08 0.003 0.483

Visceral fat index (VFI) 0.02 003 003 0.03 0.03 0.002 0.080

=d Different superscript letters within each row are significantly different (P<0.05). SEM; standard error of

mean,

Uardeanisiusfiuainemnsiiiensiasaiivlaussuna 28-55% 18381915 (dry diet)
ArwFoamsfinaazanaaiovalniu Yarnesiasnisiusiu 25-40% Tugnsomns (Hasan,
2001; Sales & Janssens, 2003) MnMsAENYINUIsAUTUsALTR R nUA AN UALIET wagdnud
Tnuiuglnegnuan (Gnuanuiugiunaissd x ufivasiu) TUsiulagsiuiniu 66.18% way
56.16% sudnsiu Fafsuinfutartu Tnehly Yartufiednduingivlsiunmunings esan
fiszulusaugafs 66% luvasfinndundeadlusduiios 44% (Tacon et al, 2009) Uay
uenanillusiiugsdsfiesdusznouvesninesilunaznsnluiuiiasuduiidnduseuar drodusdy
mawsyiulauazaunwinvesuan uenaini vanudafisanfuagnauiifvilsinaganisiueims
yosUan wildlesieuinumsiularnnsssundierdnuattuanasesseliesdsnaliisinves
anﬂmﬁuqqsﬁu Tuvaziinuamandias SufnunAnnisminghvaniivfifsnagnunduuvas
TUsAunawnuUa1Uu wwu nmndundes delilusiuvszann 44% ogralsAnmunislddundedduy
ownsdrithdsdidodia mszludundoslansdiulnguy (Anti-nutritinal factors) dsxansenuse
UsyAvEnimnistosavnauarnsiasyiuln Sniadamdedlifiand uaznduiinaganisiuemis
vo9Uan (Palatability) (Rumpold & Schliter, 2013; Tacon et al., 2009)

WtlannsAnwesUssneumaed W seiulusiu (Crude protein) wazasduszney
ve9nsnezdlu (amino acid profile) Tusnualuunuindanulndidssiuuaivuunn (Sheikh et al,
2018) Fauananesruszneunsneziiluiisnduldun lysine (Lys), methionine (Met) uas leucine
(Lew) usfu fnudlymdsusznouse nanlutulaidus Tnsnmgnsnlusungalemin-3 TulTua
49 (Karthick Raja et al., 2019) Tusnudlvuuisiia wu dnuaufiulunsieu (Bombyx mori) wag
yellow mealworm (Tennebrio molitor) wuirU3unanseesilufiavanlusisnisnsamunnudes
nsneziluvesvan (Alegbeleye et al, 2012; (Hasan, 2001) 31nn1sAnwseauveinsnaziluly
dnudluy Lepidopterra wuinfiszdures Met fige uanainiinisinuuTuuuazesdusznaunse
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lusiuludnudlnadd wuth ddufiadaldandnudlmsivssneulumensalududusiuszana 33%
wagnsalusiuliiduiiuszanm 67% uagnsalusiulidudiiusmaminiian Ao alpha-linolenic
acid (C18:3) ( Sheikh et al., 2018; Chieco et al,, 2019) \unsalusiungalewin-3 Gudunsalusiy
Audusiosranie annsadestunazanniundssionisiinlsaiile lsanuduladings lsaiiAn
9nN158nLa wazlsailiinannanununfivesssuuyszam (Rangacharyulu et al., 2003) A2
AuaNTRvE I SsdmarlivamesdianssanmnasSgiulnisiy

uanansunsldinudludinaunularduiissdiu 50% uaz 75% dwavilvdRvesUa
nasfirAnuitudiviefiugeiian veiidosndnudluuuenanazgeuludelusiu nsnesily
waznsalusiuudrdeanansnasanansdnguvosunlsfiuesd (Carotenoids) Afldnwauzdduunsly
$19M18 (Chieco et al,, 2019) Fsduogfuameiitug TnslamzogsBsasiusiinulumiouan Morus
alba L) Wuswnsazwunsazaslutiinasnn deansddsnanuenanazdionssdunisazauising
widos-du vesUamowudniudiaunsnrmiiniduasiueuyadasy aunsaandidvigunind
$19u59 FAURATUAIINAMILATER YiaeMTlauaTRiwednild (Chieco et al, 2019: Karthick Raja
et al, 2019) fsumslddnudluuionaunulanulugrsemsUamesiadudnndenmadond
ddyuenanazdasadonivanty Saganlumenuavmadavuziansalisglonildunnty
Uantu Tnslawizegadadinudluugd feanunsonsedunisasaudadvdesiiinvesamesliiiy
wniu vhlwdveslamenduiifesnmsvemarnnnty

ayunanIsAne

NNISANBINSVARULTEUsANAInUa1uluemnsUames (Carassius auratus) A
snudluuss (Samia ricini; ESM) wazAnualraiugineanuas (j108 x Nhaglai; CSM) nadwEmanil
wandliiiuldtaiaudn ESM uag CSM annsaunuil FM Iéfunnndn 50% lugasenmsuames lng
nsunuiaushesnusueylnai 2 wia mmimhaLﬁuﬁmﬁﬂﬁ’sqmﬁwamanﬂmma ALY
fivdowasiiames uaradrdguninvesamesldiflewFeuisutunguilfiamzuadudu
wradlusAulugnsems
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