King Mongkut’s Agr. J. 2025 : 43 (3) : 476 - 485 NTEATINBATHIZAOUNAT 2568 : 43 (3) : 476 — 485

navesesLESIEsERaluEdavademssiuln Alafininen uazUszAnsnwnisdiuniude
uuatisaluvaiasw
Effect of Dietary Melaleuca cajuputi Crude Extract on Growth, Hematology, and Resistance
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afmluiainurisingiu 5 52Av; 0 (ganauaw), 5, 10, 15 uaz 20 nSusenlansy Lﬁaéu&jﬂﬂﬁﬂiﬂa@d 8 dum9t lainumanu
waneiusEnIengunaaeslulsednsamnsiasyivle (P>0.05) sqmmi'wmaadﬁaadwmaaJL??&JaaniaﬁaammiLa%u
ansataluadinunafisheiu 5 sedy; 0 (wanuAw), 10, 20, 30 uay 40 niusiedlansy wadlviowmns 2 dawimegey
UssAvsnmmsiuidedenisiadenelse Aeromonas hydrophila wawinn1saaide 7 fu wuannguilduans
aftndi 20 nsuseRlansuiidnsisen (80 %) AnTympuaudililasuansania (0 %) Alafindineludafildsuemsiasu
miaﬁ’miuLaﬁmm’ﬂuﬂajmﬂmﬁlﬁ%fuaﬁaﬁm 20 nsusenlansu LﬁaLﬁsmﬁ’uﬂmﬁﬁummﬂum&jumvﬂu wuUSHausad
Windeauas (RBC) 3.34+0.11x10%uL way 1.82+1.58x10%/uL wazidaidona1n (WBC) windu 1.83+0.51x10%/uL uay
1.33+1.20x10%/pL muddiu uwnnsnsiuegnasidodidnmsedia (P<0.05) Adunlandn (HTO) wugsiaslunauaniilssy
ansafn 40 n3usieRlansu (25.67+6.03 %) nwan1sanazUliinsEduemnsuanswieasainlutainunn ¥ie
\isUszansammednulafininen uasUssavsnwnisduie Aeromonas hydrophila
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Abstract

This study aimed to investigate growth performance, hematological parameters, and antibacterial
efficacy in carp fed with different levels of Melaleuca cajuputi leaf extract supplementation. The first
experimental setup consisted of five different levels of M. cajuputi leaf extract supplementation: 0 (control), 5,
10, 15, and 20 g/kg. After 8 weeks, no significant differences were observed in growth performance between
treatment groups (P>0.05). The second experimental setup involved feeding fish with five different levels of M.
cajuputi leaf extract: 0 (control), 10, 20, 30, and 40 g/kg. After 2 weeks of feeding, antibacterial efficacy was
tested by challenging the fish with pathogenic Aeromonas hydrophila. Seven days post-challenge, fish receiving
20 ¢/kg extract showed a higher survival rate (80%) compared to the control group without extract
supplementation (0%). Hematological parameters in fish fed with 20 g¢/kg extract supplementation, compared
to the control group, showed red blood cell (RBC) counts of 3.34+0.11x10%/ul and 1.82+1.58x10%/uL, and white
blood cell (WBC) counts of 1.83+0.51x10>/uL and 1.33+1.20x10°/uL, respectively, with statistically significant
differences (P<0.05). The highest hematocrit (HTC) value was observed in fish receiving 40 g/kg extract
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(25.67+£6.03%). These results indicate that M. cajuputi leaf extract supplementation in feed can enhance
hematological parameters and antibacterial efficacy in carp infected with Aeromonas hydrophila
Keywords: Melaleuca cajuputi, Aeromonas hydrophila, common carp, Hematology
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2018) Fagesfinsdnnislusudanndon n1stlesiu wavn1ssnwilsadia (Tebsun et al,, 2016)

nstlesiu Snwlsefnidouuniie dousnudesufioue Saleuld tetracycline, ceftazidime wag amikacin
(Kanchan et al., 2018) ImEJ%IUmﬁ%’ﬂwﬂimmﬂﬁL‘%&JT‘L;‘Uﬁwﬁgﬁmwﬁeﬂ%mﬁmﬁ;aﬁw 2 ¥iln loun eonTanidondu
uazlsium-30 (Yuwapanichsamphan, 2022) mﬂ%’mﬂﬁ%aumazmsLﬂmumﬁ%’ﬂwﬂiﬂamL%alué’m’iﬁ%ﬁu%%mﬁmaﬁ
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2010)
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wihfiddalunisimnatsy RBC waviuanzvesnsdseendiuluduiiodelusienie Sunlaase (HTC) Wusarimue
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Aladigingn wazUszavsammsimumusedewuadiBeludamn



478 MIASNYATNTTIBUNGT 2568 : 43 (3) : 476 — 485

A5n1sANEN
nsanaansanaetuanludinvinfieieniuea anududy 95 wWasidud
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Wudu 95 1Weddud Usuas 1000 faddns rsd 1:2) Wunan 1 dUnv wdansesdensea1y Whatman ielils
ansataueanesed nMsvnAuTuresansatalaewUsENsANs1UUSINATILUB LN ST Mo LR AT T
NSASPUFAINAADIATNISIATINDIMITNAADY
%@Qﬂﬂa’]ﬂ’]‘%W‘\]WﬂWﬁMﬁUa@ﬂiiﬂ dhuiinuszana 5 n3u Bodludesmaass 1 §Uawiitelsianuusaliiusu
am‘wLLaméJamdeﬂ’1iU%’U@f’mﬂﬁﬂmﬁummﬂﬁmﬁﬂL%gﬂﬁﬁixé’ﬂﬂiau 30% Yuaz 2 A%a F2a19 08.00 u. Frafu
16.00 u. ’ml,l,wumivmamt.t.wzju (Completely randomized design, CRD) sqmmimaamﬁﬂLLﬂdﬂmaamflu 5 ﬂejumﬁ
yAResTIUIU 3 §1 wiazndunisvaaesUsznouieUan 15 #/ laelfemanauasataluatiavfssdunnmdudy
faifu 5 sedufio 0 (rauAw), 5, 10, 15 uaz 20 n3u/Alandu Wowsmanesegrafivamoiuas 2 afs 151 08.00 u. 1Bu
16.00 u. tJunan 8 dUa 5’mmmwﬁﬁwdwmﬂ?§"&m wasifusetsinsarueslais lulasy daviaz 1 ads
WabudethdUnviay 1 ade LLaszmzﬂaui’uazﬂ%u’wﬁqm'ﬂﬁmmitﬁu sqmmimam?iaamﬂmmaaﬂLflu 5 NEUNIS
nAas Udazngummeasssenausiglal 10 63/8 Tnglomnswavansataluasinuniissduaududuseiy 5
sEAURD 0 (AIUAY), 10, 20, 30 uag 40 nfu/Alansu e wnsnaasseeuiismeiuay 2 A% 19 08.00 u. 1 16.00 w.
Wunan 2 #@avi Tnedumeunismaasdldsidunsmuuuimanislddnfiftecuddonemenmanslagtnue
LﬁusuavmﬂﬂmsﬂﬁiumiﬁﬁumigLLamsm"wLﬁuﬂﬁﬁiaﬁmitﬁamumﬁwmmam% andumalulagnszaeuinaiinm
NUITANNNTEU (Lasuﬁ ACUC-KMITL-RES/2023/012)
N15ATIANT3IYAULR
%ﬁﬁwuﬁﬂﬂamﬂ@h 71 3 6 nn 2 dUai WDuan 56 T Lﬁ'a"?meﬁmmﬁfytﬁuimmﬂmﬁqﬁ
Shuihiifiatu (Weight gain; WG) = ﬁmﬁ’ﬂqmﬁw (n%) — shwinidudu (n$w)
ATty = ANNEIAAYNY () - ANENISHIY (2)
Snsimsuaniile (Feed conversion ratio; FCR) = dhmiewnsiivaniu (ndu)/dwindaniiiudy (nf)
-Bn31N1593sAUlaT NN (Specific growth rate; SGR) = (lnﬁ{mﬂ’ﬂqmﬁw— InthwirdniSudu)/Auauiui
L?:m x 100
AsNadauATlaRnINgn
Tnetanfigesnisiiuseganvhlfaauludsiifionaay (Ms-222) auﬂ’hﬂawwqmmﬁmﬁaﬂm W&t
Mnsnzidenlaiusazianidudenusiianenns (Caudal vein) meldudneues 24 G Lagnszuonaneaun 1
{lad8n5 naade EDTA tiedesfumsuisiveadenanianindoniangldumnelainine (Hosseini et al,. 2020)

A15911A1 Hematocrit index (HI)

mMsTaUsunaweudndeaunsdauiy  (Pack red blood cell volume) wu3edunlansmlulannieds
microhematocrit method ldidenasu capillary tube uddadunisvemasnnaassieiuiniy tmaealdiumios
FeLA3es hematocrit centrifuge Suiind1 Hematocrit index

Total protein

THduangidonfindevans Heparin wizidenuaild Eppendorf 11 Eppendorf Aladenlutuvissenso
centrifuge @ serum fumissdlathndy way alkaline copper Wiy Folin uduhluindn OD #eiedes
spectrophotometer AINETIAAY 640 WIlUIAS

Immunoglobulin

THduanzidonfindevans Heparin wizidenuaild Eppendorf 11 Eppendorf Alaidenlutuvisaensos
centrifuge AA serum WagLAY 12% Polyethyleneglycol solution (PEG) LLay’Jﬁ’lVLU‘fjuLM%EN@JG] serum lanasanaans ld
thnduuay alkaline copper il Folin udthluins1 OD #aeiAdes spectrophotometer

Lysozyme activity
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THduanzidonfindevans Heparin wizidenuaild Eppendorf 11 Eppendorf Alaidenlutuvissensos
centrifuge o serum Atuudn 10 lalasansldlu 96 well plate LLé’aLam%aﬁagﬂuaﬁazaw Y uedee microplate
reader fﬂﬁmmﬂﬁuumﬁ 540 WlULIAS

nstuLdinEen

Yhidesiinzudmnaniuihendmsuiudingen udnilunenly counting chamber
nsnaseulszanswnsiunude

nmswiseuida Aeromonas hydrophila

Yo Aeromonas hydrophila fivuudandeduems Tryptic soy broth (TSB) adluvinguwun Wia3es
Shaker figaungfl 37 ssreaifva WWuna 24 Falus udahdeildundumisdlinnaznoufiaruiss 3,600 seusteundl
Wy 4 it g 3 ads iledsenmsidsadadetinde 0.85% ﬁ’lL%@ﬁﬁﬂ’NNU%?j%éM’] Streak a4ULOIMS TSA Uil
oamgdl 37 ssrwaifea WWunan 24 alus 1B Single colony adlutiunde 0.85% uarusunnudutuvesarsasans
wuafieliiaududuii 108 Colony forming unit siefiadans (cfu.ml™) Yaf1 OD wirfu 0.15 fianuead 560 W
Tulums (Meng et al,. 2022)

NISNARIUAMNATUNIULSA

manudutuiivanzay nenedeunismarnududuiiannsevilivainie 50% 7 24 4lua (Lethal dose 50
38 LDyy) Wsedumnuidudureade 3 s utazseiuldvan 5§ Sadouuniieusina 0.5 Tadans NAUAIUANAY
dagnetiinde 0.85% dunneinisuaztuiinuanisae 24-72 alus ndnmagey LDso guuaninuiu 10 Mannusay
NAUNTNARDS dadeiieududu 107 cfuml? Y 0.5 fadansihuinameie diunqu positive Sntunde
Funnemsiluszezinat 7 U uarthunmuiamsnsnissen
nsAATIvidaya

thfoyaiomauiinrsanuusuresdoyn (Analysis of variance) wasiUFouifivuaruunniees
ANlAYTEINIYANTMARDINYAT Duncan’s new multiple range test (DMRT) iszdiuannudesiu 95 Wefldud e
TUsunsu SPSS for Windows 16.0

NAN1SANE LA
msUszfiulsEansmneasewnsdeniswiyivlavestaiafndeldiuamamasssiifiviinuasataluaiinuna
fiszdu 0-20 nfudeflandu WWunan 8 fuav

nansSaiulnveslanniilduemmsiitivsinuamsatnluainuniiaieiu 5 sefufe 0, 5, 10, 15 war 20
nYusionlansu Wunai 8 dUanwi (Table 1) mslviewnsiasuansanaluadinuilifinassrsivodrfyronisasaivln
PL‘usu"JdLLSﬂsumﬂﬁ‘wmaadUmm%wiuwiaxnajmmsmmaa&ﬁﬁmﬁ’ﬂﬂszmm 10 - 12 nSusae éuqmmiwmaad 8 dUnii
13mﬁ“mgmﬁwmawmm%wwhﬁ’u 29.24+4.12, 32.11+4.91, 35.10+1.79, 34.22+0.95 uay 34.32£1.49 n3usem
gy dmiinfisdudeduannismanourinfiy 18.00£2.67, 21.56+4.65, 24.26x0.10, 22.20+1.61 waw 22.78+1.17
nfusnudiu Lifanuuandnatuegedifoddyneadn (P>0.05) arueiBudurestatasmyindu 10.02 - 10.90
\BURALLAT m’mmaqmﬁ’]EJGUENUa'1m%wﬁiﬁ%’vmmﬁﬁﬁﬂ%mmmﬁaﬁ’ﬂuLaﬁmmaﬁﬁhaﬁ’u 5 336ufo 0, 5, 10, 15 uay
20 nSusielansy IAuegavneminiy 11.44+0.84, 12.28+1.77, 12.33+0.34, 12.22+0.51 Uay 12.11+0.51 igufiuns
muaeu  wunlddauuensnsiuegnsfiveddgmieadd  (P>0.05) mmswﬁLﬁu?jyumamﬂsqmmimamwhﬁ"u
1.20+0.73, 2.08+1.77, 2.31+0.83, 1.32+0.83 uay 1.5320.94 wuimnsauasu Sswansmeasadululufiemadiontu
UUIBYDY Feng et al. (2024) Adpsaaindeemsiasunnsiumensin deasu 21 Suldwunswdsuuasd
ﬁwﬁtg’luﬁmﬁfﬂﬁ’;qmﬁw WAz Yousefi et al (2023) finmasudssUamingrsemsiasuudonsuiiu Lﬁaguqmmﬁ
npasslinuanuusnaegsiited Ay lulszdnsnmnisiyivlauisiunionan1smaaswes Hosseini et al.
(2020)  Alinuarsuanssegnadituddlunsfinefussansamnisasaiulaseriaaainiiduemsiaiuain
wWaenduluszausng q dasinisiduladinig (SGR) vemnyanIsvaaaellawiiu 1.92+0.07, 2.05+0.14, 2.13+0.06,
2.04+0.06 uag 2.07+0.07 muadwy Smansiiuladnarilifianuuandnsfuesedifodifynieadd (P>0.05) uruan
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asnitlesuomsiivsinaesataluadaend 10 nduseilandufivuilduvemanmsiivladnanuinnivainisnd
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Sasnswasuemsidudmdn (FCR) Tinuanuuansaiuegafitudfanieda (P>0.05) wiluuaniilédu
mmﬁqmﬁﬁﬂ’%mmaﬁaﬁ’mhLaﬁmnﬁ 10 nsurenlansu flAn FCR ﬁaaﬁqmwﬁﬁ’u 1.07+0.01 sosasufeUafilasy
gnsTifivsinaansataluadinunassu 5, 15 waz 20 niusenlandy SAwviniu 1.24+0.22, 1.15+0.09 uaz 1.10+0.06
AINAIAU LLanmﬂﬁwﬂajmﬁlé’%’ummﬁsqmmuquﬁﬁh FCR mmﬁqmwﬁﬁ’u 1.43+0.21 wihasatnanluadinunaeil
durenisuveustveusilidwmasdenisivemsvenainin Wuieafumiseres Meng et al. (2022) finnasudes
Uanm§n fenavesszieamna nuiie FCR Tuuanfilésunavzieumaanasuslinuanuunndegnsfiiaddaymaada

AudsTuS ST AT TR (Condition factor) YBINNYANITNARBLYINAY 0.02+0.00, 0.02+0.00,
0.01+0.00, 0.02+0.00 wag 0.01+0.00 MIUAIAU dhvinsusietveing (Hs) VBWNYANTNARBUNAY 1.19£1.02,
0.1120.18, 0.76+0.35, 0.96:0.19 4@z 0.95+0.04 aud sy Fawansiivlaveslatasninsduiinaruildiinnnuunnsis
AiuegaiitbdAyeans (P>0.05)

dhuiesoznelusedming (vs) veslaminiildsuormsiiiuinauansatnluasinanismetu 5 seeu
fi 0,5, 10, 15 uaw 20 n3usoAlany limuanuuandafueedifddymeadn (P>0.05) uslutanasndlasuenms
filUsinaansadaluiainuniiseiu 15 ndusedlan3u fldn VSI geftanwintu 23.50+1.55 wWedidud musheuandilésu
mmﬁqmﬁﬁﬂ’%mmaﬁaﬁ’mhLaﬁmnﬁ 5 way 10 ndudedlaniuwiiiyu 18.72+3.58 uay 18.48+2.24 asifusd
audIy wasUandildsuemsiifivsinaansadaluadinunfisedu 0 waz 20 ndustenlansu de Vs ﬁaaﬁqmwﬁﬁ’u
16.72+2.52 uay 16.07+3.38 Wasudnudisu wansliiiuinansannanluainviiaunsaldlaauielsuna 20 ndu
soflanfuliidssasenisiasuuasiunsaigdvlanazguaimuesUaiaim sohdunsnaaedit 2 Sdlifiniunn
ansatilonaaeunuiuudenelsAanLUATEY

Table 1 Efficacy of the diet on growth values of common carp feed experimental diets containing Melaleuca

cajuputi leaf extract at levels of 0-20 g/ke for 8 weeks

Concentration (g/kg)

Parameters
0 (control) 5 10 15 20 P-value

Initial weight (g) 11.23+1.63° 10.55+0.76° 10.85+1.87° 12.02+0.69° 11.24+1.33° 0.752
Final weight (g) 29.24+4.12° 32.11+4.91° 35.10+1.79° 34.22+0.95° 34.32+1.49° 0.208
Initial length (cm) 10.24+0.64° 10.20+0.00° 10.02+0.52° 10.90+0.33° 10.58+0.48° 0.196
Final length (cm) 11.44+0.84° 12.28+1.77° 12.33+0.34° 12.22+0.51° 12.11+0.51° 0.772
Weight gain (¢) 18.00+2.67°  21.56+4.65° 24.26+0.10° 22.20+1.61° 22.78+1.17° 0.111
Length gain (g) 1.20+0.73° 2.08+1.77° 2.31+0.83° 1.32+0.82° 1.53+0.94° 0.674
SGR (% day'l) 1.92+0.07° 2.05+0.14° 2.13+0.06% 2.04+0.06° 2.07+0.07° 0.120
FCR 1.43+0.21° 1.24+0.22° 1.07+0.01° 1.15+0.09° 1.10+0.06° 0.066
Condition factor 0.02+0.00° 0.02+0.00° 0.01+0.00° 0.02+0.00° 0.01+0.00° 0.182
HSI 1.19+1.02° 0.11+0.18° 0.76+0.35° 0.90+0.19° 0.95+0.04° 0.779
VS| 16.72+2.52° 18.72+3.58° 18.48+2.24° 23.59+1.55° 16.07+3.38° 0.051
Survival rate (%) 100+0.00 100+0.00 100+0.00 100+0.00 100+0.00

Values represent the mean +SE.
The same letters horizontally mean there is no significant difference. (P>0.05)
Abbreviations: SGR, Specific erowth rate; FCR, Feed conversion rate; HSI, Hepatopancreas index; VSI, Visceral

index
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fio 31.67+4.51 Wosiius uazfisedu 20, 10 waz 0 niuseRlandudAwvinty 29.67+5.51, 26.00+3.00 way 13.33+11.55
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Toddymeadf (P<0.05) sesaunAevaiasnilldsuenmsitsediu 30 ndusiedlansufle 2.27+1.08x10° wadse
lilnsdns wasdisziu 40, 10 waz 0 ndusedlandufe 1.10+0.36x10° wadsolulasdns, 0.70+0.11x10° wadse
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1A ﬂ'wSmﬂuiﬂay5uLLazﬂ'f["dﬁauﬁamJENUmm%wﬁlﬁ%fummiﬁsmﬁu 5 sgAUAe 0, 10, 20, 30 wag 40 nJusenlansu
laflanuumnansiusegnsdidedingneadd (P>0.05) widnualufiiutunnuUsinaasataluadisunidiudunugsu
szﬁuﬁﬂﬁugiuiﬂauﬁuﬁLﬁw’ﬁuﬂds'ﬁu’jwﬂamﬁwﬁqﬁﬁuﬁ’wiamiéhumm%aLLUﬂﬁGEJLLanLa%’aIéJﬁ AnlUsAusImAL Ay
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Table 2 Efficacy of the diet on hematological values of common carp fed experimental diets containing

Melaleuca cajuputi \eaf extract at levels of 0-40 g/kg. before exposure to bacteria

Concentration (g/kg)

Parameters

0 (control) 10 20 30 40 P-value
HTC (%) 13.33+11.55°  26.00£3.00° 29.67+5.51° 31.67+4.51  33.00+5.00° 0.027
RBC (x10%.uL™) 1.2542.16 3.28+0.24 3.55+0.10 3.65+0.21 3.62+0.21 0.057
WBC (x10%.uL ™) 0.54+0.94°  0.70+0.11°  2.52+41.04°  2.27+1.08  1.10+0.36® 0.039

Immunoglobulin

1 42.55+36.94  65.10+7.57  73.15+16.20 87.64+19.12 93.33+21.09 0.116
(mg.mL ™)
Total protein

0 0.09+0.08 0.14+0.01 0.16+0.04 0.18+0.03 0.19+0.03 0.113
(mg.mL ™)
Lysozyme (UmL™) 25.94+10.90 10.44+9.42  96.85+76.60 7.02+8.00 69.62+99.97 0.287

Values represent the mean +SE. Different letters in the same row are significantly different (P<0.05).

Abbreviations: HTC: Hematocrit; RBC: Red blood cell; WBC: White blood cell.

namTasiAladisingwetaminaendnnsinde Aeromonas hydrophila 7 Suillé¥uerms
naaefifivsinaasadaluiasinuniidnetu 5 sedufe 0, 10, 20, 30 waz 40 niuseAlandy (Table 3) wuitUara§wil
IgSuomnsvaaesfifiviinaasadaluainuniisedu 20 uaz 40 niusenlandu fivesidudvendinidondeusinanden
ﬁgwmmmdwmmswmam%ﬂwhﬁu 21.67+3.21 Uag 25.67+6.03 Wesiudnuadu dauunnaneiusesivodfny
3adid (P<0.05) Fadenndesiuaidouns Sahimi et al. (2022) inaasslfsAuomsiaiuasadaadiavi 15 ndy
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Lﬁu%unﬂﬂfjmﬁ&ﬁEJUﬁJUﬂEjiJﬂ’JU?pJ Tunsvnassiisesaundouarmindildsuamsnaaesdissdiu 20 nduseilansude
21.67+3.21 Wosidus uasdfisysiu 30, 10 uay 0 nYusoRlansuAe 10.00+0.00, 5.67+4.04 way 6.00+10.39 Wosldus
AINAIAU %ﬂLUa%vﬁuﬁsﬂaqLﬁmLﬁamiaﬂ'%mmﬁamﬁmm‘luﬂmﬂ1%wﬁﬁmqﬁmﬁ]ﬂd%’hmuﬁmﬁamsﬁumsa%ﬁamaé
Lﬁmﬁammﬂﬁqﬁu Aindosuaddulanmsniilasusmsiidusunaeansanaluadauniisssu 20 nfuseilansy uan
Afioidenunsiigeigauinfiu 3.36+0.11x10° wadselulasans wuanuuanaiuog1sdidodfamneada (P<0.05) A
freensisivsinamsataluainunafiszsu 40 nSusenlansufe 3.30+0.03x10° wadsolulasans uasfiomnsszsu
71 30, 10 way 0 n3usenlansufe 1.0040.87x10°, 1.04+0.90x10° waz 1.82+1.58x10° waanelulasans muawu A1
dindonrnlutamdnilduemsfifivinuamsatnluainunisetu 5 seiu Sauuanssuegnsiiteddama
add  (P<0.05) %ﬁwuﬁwLﬁmLﬁammwaqaqmiuﬂaﬁm%wﬁlﬁ%’ummimamﬁizﬁu 20 uway 40 nsusenlaniuiinAu
1.83+0.51x10° way 1.83+0.24x10° wadnelilasans mudisu sesasnfefiszdu 30, 10 uaz 0 nSusenlaniude
0.30+0.44x10°, 0.40+0.52x10° Uag 1.33+1.20x10° 1wadnslulasdnsniuaisu

Table 3 Efficacy of the diet on hematological values of common carp fed experimental diets containing

Melaleuca cajuputi \eaf extract at levels of 0-40 g/ke. for 7 days after exposure to bacteria

Concentration (g/kg)

Parameters
0 (control) 10 20 30 40 P-value

HTC (%) 6.00+10.39°  5.67+4.04° 21.67+321°  10.00£0.00°  25.67+6.03° 0.005
RBC (x10°.uL™) 1.82+1.58®  1.04+0.90°  3.3d+0.11° 1.00+0.87° 3.30+0.03° 0.018
WBC (x10%. uL™) 1.33£1.20°°  0.40+0.52°  1.83+0.51° 0.30+0.44° 1.83+0.24° 0.040
Immunoglobulin 5 b 5 5 5

. 51.96+11.04°  0.03£0.06° 31.37+3.74° 2500+30.41%"°  42.02+6.88 0.015
(mg.mL ™)
Total protein b , . b i

) 0.10+0.03 0.14+0.02°  0.15+0.02 0.05+0.02 0.10+0.05 0.018
(mg.mL ™)
Lysozyme (UmL™)  0.49+0.21°  0.00+0.00° 2.90+0.94*°  3.14+1.36®  6.04+3.53° 0.011

Values represent the mean +SE.
Different letters in the same row are significantly different (P<0.05).
Abbreviations: HTC: Hematocrit; RBC: Red blood cell; WBC: White blood cell.
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Figure 1 Survival rate (%) of common carp feed different levels of dietary Melaleuca cajuputi a 7-day period of

exposure to Aeromonas hydrophila.
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