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Effects of Konjac Glucomannan Hydrolysate as a Prebiotic on Growth Performance,
Hematological Values, Intestinal Microflora and Disease Resistance of Nile Tilapia

(Oreochromis niloticus)
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AT iifngusrasdifioAnvinaveanilulefndaasdnnglausuuuulalaslaan (Konjac Glucomannan
Hydrolysate; KGH) sian1sia3eysivle Usunamuaiseludnld alainineiuausznis waganuiuniulsavesgniaiiia
(Oreochromis niloticus) Tnsutsuaduau 360 i sanidlu 4 nqunismaaes 4 az 3 91 1Uariateguruin 11.04+051
nfu Lavaqﬂaﬂﬁaammia’%%gﬂﬁwam KGH AU3aau 0 (nguauAw), 1, 2 uag 3 % \Juszeziian 4 d&Uani 91nnanisine
wuanfildsu KGH ynngunisvaassiininadyiviadninguaiuaudldlésy KeH nefanadsvesimindagaiing
Anadvenimleiiiaty uay Aedsvesiminiifiuduset gendnegifuddynieadia (P<0.05) warUafiléisu KGH
flsgdu 1 wag 2 % Saflddnsuanidefifinianduenuauedaiifeddy uenanddmuiumauuaiiesuingly
dldvesuaniilazu KGH firnanasenadidfoddileifiouiungumuny Tuvagilinuamnuuaniesiitoddyueanis
WinturesBinauuaiiFensauadnludldvesuarnnyanisnaans uasnuiiaadsvesUSiudindenuns Aiadees
USnandadenunasnuty (haematocrit) Aadevesd3uiandadonyis Ysunandadenv1iida neutrophils way
monocytes luuawnnalaifiranuuansnaiuniseda uivafilédu KGH Tuuiina 1 uay 2 % Sedfidudifiadenu1ivie
lymphocytes w1nni1dainguaivaueg1adifodrdy uenanidamuiivainguiilésu ke faudiuniudeide
Aeromonas hydrophila fifninanguauay wiinazlsifinnauandnaiumeada

o

Arddty: Uarlla w3lulednd mesdnnglauuunuulelaslaam
Abstract

This study was conducted to evaluate the effects of prebiotics, Konjac glucomannan hydrolysate (KGH)
on growth, hematology, intestinal bacteria and disease resistance of Nile tilapia (Oreochromis niloticus) fingerlings.
A total of 360 fish (11.04+0.51 g) were randomly distributed into four experimental treatment groups with triplicates
and fed with commercial diets containing 0 (control), 1, 2 and 3 % KGH for 4 weeks. The results showed that fish
fed diet supplemented with KGH had significant improvements in growth performances including, average final
weight, average weight gain and average daily gain, compared to those fed on control diet (P<0.05). The feed

conversion ratio of fish fed with 1 and 2 % KGH was also significantly higher than the control group. Total intestinal
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bacterial counts were significantly decreased in the groups fed with KGH, while their quantities of lactic acid bacteria

were not significantly increased, compared to the control. The results showed no significant differences in red blood

cell, hematocrit, white blood cell, neutrophils and monocyte levels among all groups, but levels of lymphocyte in

the fish fed with 1 and 2 % KGH was significantly increased, compared to the control. Moreover, the fish fed with

KGH showed higher but not significant resistance against pathogenic bacteria, Aeromonas hydrophila.

Keywords: Nile tilapia, Prebiotics, Konjac glucomannan hydrolysate

1. umi

Uanila (Oreochromis niloticus) \uvantinge
sianieifanudrdymaasugiavedlan finsidesly
natsUszwmalaganizlunaunivuensni awing uay
wide (1] desandulaiasgiiulng wasidosine
Snadslézunissensuanguslan Uardadaduuand
I§sunuisunazidsstuegrsunsvanesaudeussine
Ine Fsuanfaduinindudanthiafidauddyianma
WisYgNIveUsema tneliuTunuNanansIun 3T 185,000
#u 0 2560 [2] Aaiugadinda 6,000 v daded
asfamlungudniihia

ogslafinny nsdssUandalutagiu Wunis
Aeauuuiam $8nsnisudesvaniivuuiy duwalf
Uanfnmnueden seuse waziialsatulsine Tnelsai
\uaumnddiiairsmnudemesegnaivnssunis
dewandaludszindlng 1dun Tsafiinainnisinde
wuaihie Tngianizide Aeromonas hydrophila wa
Streptococcus spp. 8919t unananA U dNTLS
Tunnsavseninaatwasifouvaiionelsaiideglu
srUUNIWIziEss uazUadesduiandeldiuidgin
Uaregiaue [3], [4], [5] lnglan1en1adue1misiedn
ueterziifudoitunduiuazeinisogidulsedn
Tnedtalulugldazfavaunisiisrtansedudanis
wigivlnvendenelsalnenisisuresnuaiiie
Usgdrdu 1w wuailiouanfa (Lactic acid bacteria,
LAB) fianunsaadsanstudinsnasydulaveadenelsn
Joafunissmisnsinuasnisifinusuiauvendenelsa
wiadeaislonasusrdwalivaninnisiiulae [6]
wonaniuuaiiseuszsauludlduadfidndely
mawdneulsdlun1sgesems nmsduasgiindulaz
nsalusfufidndu [71- 9] uazdadiensziunisnevauss
magiAuiu uazaudunulsa(3], [10], [11] ol
wuand fsenunsideluvaianefiuanddifiuic
Qduniduszdduarnsamuaunsuandeonvesduly
maduensldds 212 fu wardusurunidiaaig
Rertestumsnsdunsudsimiefiuduuveasady
NIalE N1TALATUVUIUNITININAIYDINIT WAZATS
navANBIVRITEUUTANTY [12] é’aﬁummamamaq
wuafdeuserduludldiadutedeiidfnydesionis
Frumunisindelsanusssuraluniaiverms (6]
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oglsfinnu anmuandeusswininisidssUangoudana
fensiUdsuuladlasiadnaussrnsvesuuafiie sz
duludldauduammyinlivarthedulsauasanelily
fiap Fadumsdanisfofiuysinauuaiidesysiaui
Judieslugldvardududdnisviewuimandadiiiy
Usglevtuwaridnenmeenisdesiunazaunulsalunis
e

Konjac Glucomannan Hydrolysate (KGH) (Konjac
Glucomannan Oligosacharide KGO) 4 35 ®
Mannan Oligosaccharide (KMOS) #io w3lulefAnd#ls
mﬂﬂﬁsjaﬁawﬂjwmaimaqa“[,mg glucomannan dudu

Konjac

ansdrifgiinuluiayn Taslanigynarefiug
Amorphophallus konjac mﬂmiﬁﬂmamamﬁamaq
KGH TusiesufURn1snudn KGH anunsadaiasunig
wiAulaveswuaiseluslulednd 1wy wuailiSouanin
wazlududamsesaduinvesuafiGefilificuszadidle
gnihundsssniulueimisiinay KGH [13], (14], [15]
Tnswuafliionguilaglénalndne q iledudens
W3 AULATOILUATIIFNDLIA 19U NITHAANTA NITHER
a1sfudtuunili3e (antibiotic substance) N15.47
maummﬁuﬁa&jmﬁaLLazmiLLdm&Jamimmi [16]
wonaninan1sITenaneTudiiin KGH aunsodaasy
JUAINVDITEUUMIANDIMNT [13], [14], [17] YoaUn
[18] wazRawis [19] dwsuludadin S51891ui1dan
yellow catfish #l#5u KGH Fsldainniseessiaieules
fmsasyiulafiiiutu denndosiunantsinyionssy
vosoulwflumsgesamsludldfigadu uagnisfindy
geUsurauuafisefifdusylevilugildvaiogns
Bifidobacterium spp. Wa¥NaAIEIRIILLUATIS BT
Aelviinnlnwee9 Escherichia coli wag Aeromonas
spp. [20] LuLABIAUAUNISANYI999 Zheng WazAm
[21] finu3n KGH fildannnis8endlad dreduasunis
W3giule anwagn1anIenIneeeald wazilinase
wuafiieuszsaduludildvesvan Schizothorax
prenanti wenanigimuin KGH fildannnis Sendlad
waznandnvesiuiiinainnisilugesnadansalidl
mmﬂimaqatﬁﬂmﬁuﬂhadﬂLa%umimauauawaﬁsw
afifufukaznisuanseenvesduiliisadestussuy

U q

afinuiululan S. prenanti ndsanlasunisdanieide

U9

A. hydrophila [22] eghslsinunisnovaussnenisly
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wiluledndludnfhusazeia siudwiawazy3uomes
wuafiieUszsauludlduednfihiinnuunnsiaiu
fafunisinwdneninves KeH Tugrugnilulefindlu
Uanaswgiafidrdnegradulaiodefinnuddy e
thanlfidusumislunistostunasmunslsaiiintaly
nMswneidesUania

nsfnwiaseidaliingUssasdiiiofnwinaves
n1519 KGH danisiasgiiule Arlasininen wuaisely

P

ald uagAnuiunuReiie A hydrophila veslanila

2. YanaunIaluazisn1sive

2.1 nsn3euudaynlalaslaian (Konjac
Glucomannan Hydrolysate, KGH)

wisuudsynlalaslaamseonsadedioudasain
s Chen et al. [23] sihnsdauteyn 100 n¥u aslu
ngUBLIUIA 500 daddns Wunsalalasaaesa (HC)
AULTNTY 0.2 UBsNBa (25 ¢/L) 91UaU 250 Jadans
luliausauvwanliniuieu (Hot plate) aaumgi
100-110 °C w1y 20 it Yaosiislilbu thansazans
Algluusumeudunsased 7 feasazasludels
asonled Aududu 1 wie 0.1 uesusa tiaisavaney
wilaynlalaslaianunyiuisneiaiowhuiuuusziin
wérdufiegaiiemdnsinisdessaunsa (degree of
polymerization; DP) [24]

2.2 Ya1 Msliiems 4agnIsIUNUNTVIAaeY

idanfamagaiuvuinuseuia 10 nSu/67
31U 360 77 nszAgldgnansiguuin 60 X 70 X 50
WwuAlns gnnassas 30 M Irermsdnfaguitlinan
KGH ludnan 5% vesiwmiing uar 2 ads hdu (u
a1 1 ek fnsidsudiedmniu uaglfonia
sEiNInAaee lnggniuguan lasuaiueyasies
NNITUUTEU ANELNWATANARS UNITINBITY
QUaTIYsIH

UHUNIINARBILUUFUARBALlAgLUIUAN
oonilu 4 ndu 9 ay 3 91 9 az 30 § Tasuainguil 1
\Dunguaunulsiuensilill KGH naudt 2 9¥ueims
firan KGH 1% (10 g/kg diet) ﬂfjuﬁ 3 l§Suemsiinau
KGH 2% (20 g/kg diet) nauil 4 1¢#Fue misiinas KGH
3% (30 g/kg diet) Wngliomisvamnnguiluiian 4
dUnm Lmzﬁﬁmﬁ‘ﬁ"ﬁﬁwﬁﬂﬂamﬂﬂajmmimaaqﬁﬂmﬁ
avafufiovsuusinuemnsilliaenadoatu

2.3 mstiuviunauaiiseluanld

duifiusogslaingunnastay 6 i (F1ae 2
#) f TUgAYNETaINIINARDY KYiBdkarAndIuYasaLd
Femaiaaante dedldmetinge 0.89% dalmiu
Fuidn 1 uddueeniuauiutinde 0.89% Tusadau
1/10 yhnsidoasiieens 10 wih wagldmeeeiieas
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§9uru 0.1 f9dans 1LndBUuIILeIMISIABLTe de
Man, Rogosa and Sharpe (MRS) agar Finay 1% CaCOs
AM5UN1TTUTIUIULUATILTINTALAARNLAZDINIS
Trypticase soy agar (TSA) dmsunuaiiisesiu neulily
Uuilgunail 37 °C 1luian 18-24 $alus dudiuay
TalafdfiAnloulauuemisiasnits MRS uazlaladiity
MauauLe NS TSA

2.4 msAnwinsasyaulaveslan

AATinsasAulaveIlamnAIINYNNGY
wmaawaammmaauﬁaﬁqmmwmaq Tnanisdai
winUaftenimin sty (Body weight gain) it
Afiutuadesotu (Average daily weight) Lazd#351n15
waniiie (Feed conversion rate, FCR) ﬁ’ﬂqm‘i’haﬁ’mﬁ

UmtiniLUY (Body weight gain):
= dwitinUandleduannisvaaes - dmiinuansudu

gnsimshaniile (FCR) =  USunauemsinu
Yl Aiuau

Umdniiinvueissiaiu (Average daily weight):

= UmtinUadisduannisvaasd - dmtnuansusy

Snuiuiides

2.5 MsAnwAmnslainined

Lﬁ'aguqmmﬁmam Wiushegslanannynngu
nnaeIyANITNAGRIaY 15 i ilensraiadmieladin
1 (9991915 26 Falus Aounsiiiufiede) neivan
fignanisifiuiegrsnvliaauludeiifenaau (200
mg/ml MS-222) ﬁ]uﬂdmawwqmmim?{aulm NA99N
Turinsianzideataiudasfiannidudoausnunon
¥4 (Caudal vein) Meviaandngvunng 1 Iadans
fadeuseaistunisudafivendon wuduues 27
A7 1 7 udeaiiengldunmusinaudadonuns
SaudY (Hematocrit) S1uuiiaidonuns tagdulwda
L@0AU1IRAINITN15V8 9 Anderson & Siwicki [25] %1
wWesfuddladenurazviinlnanisdoualandaionsie
May-Grunwald-Giemsa stain wazinluduntelandes
AN T3AY

2.6 nsnageuANaINnsalun1sdude
wuAiLsY

nagsumansalumsiudeuuaiitese

o o

FFn5daenuniisenaNulutude 10° CFU/Aadans

' £

Waeevad (Peritoneal injection) Ua1maaed 31uu 15
fadaganismaaes fay 100 lulasans lnsléide A
hydrophila as1atiuduiudataenniuduia 15 Ju
wieniadeiteainuariinieiiiedusuanmgnisaie

WIHIAUIUDANITITOARY
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2.7 MTAATIERHNANISEDRA

AnsgvinunUsUTIvvesdeyalaely one
way analysis of variance (ANOVA) wagnadaunI1y
UANANNISEDANINITVDY TukeyHSD Test fiszsunu
ey 95% Tagldlusunsuussananannsada

3. NANTIY
Pidelesuoynelilddniiftonuingimans
wilueygalddnd U1-02140-2558
3.1 MasgLAulalazenTIN1TIen
INNSANINATDINTTLETU KGH adlueims
somsiaiyiivlnvesUardamagdiu nuin andildsu
KGH Tud3unas 1, 2 way 3 % 1Uuiian 4 dUansi In1s
wigAvlafirnIanguasuauiilaildsu KGH agnadl

yaAENeEns (P<0.05) (15197 1) lawilAadsves

Zoe e

wiindagasing ogfl 2501+4.86, 24.92+4.95 uay

Table 1 Growth performance of Nile tilapia juveniles
hydrolysate for 4 weeks

26.35+5.27 n¥u MUy wazAiadsvesndnlfiuty
(WG) 88l 14.79+0.26, 14.22+0.72 uaz 13.49+0.53 n3u
muddu lurusiivanguauauiiiadevesimiing
anving LLazﬂ'wLa?is‘uaﬂﬁmﬁﬂﬁﬁm%uagﬁ 11.02+0.44
n$u mudiy Fedenndostuanadsvesiutniiiuiu
sofu (ADG) Fawuirarnguillésu KGH TuuFana 1, 2
uag 3 % ﬁﬂ'wLa?il&Jﬂuaqﬁmﬂﬂﬁ'Lﬁu%uﬁaiuqaﬂdWﬂfju
muaueE i@ fynsadiduiedty Inodiarogi
0.53+0.01, 0.51+0.03 waz 0.48+0.02 NT1/IU AWEINU
dunguauauiiAiegil 0.39+0.02 n¥u/Au waglifinay
wand1ansaifvesanadsvesihudniifiududetu
searisUaniilddu KGH Tuv3inas 1 uae 2 % uenainil
Famuinaniildsu KGH luviuna 1 wag 2 % Tidnsn
nswaniile (FCR) fishniuanguauesegedifoddty
n9add uazlinunisaeveslainaenszeziianiivia
vaaes fauandlunsed 1

fed with different levels of Konjac glucomannan

Parameters Mean + 5D

control 1% KGH 2% KGH 3% KGH
Initial body weight (g) 10.7+1.13° 10.65+1.5° 11.06+1.44° 11.75+1.09°
Final body weight (g) 21.72+4.58° 25.01+4.86° 24.92+4.95 26.35+5.27°
Weight gain (g) 11.02+0.44° 14.79+0.26° 14.22+0.72° 13.49+0.53"
Average daily growth (g/day) 0.39+0.02° 0.53+0.01° 0.51+0.03" 0.48+0.02°
Feed conversion ratio (FCR) 1.57+0.03° 1.14+0.01° 1.20+0.09° 1.43+0.11°
Survival rate (%) 100 100 100 100

Values with different superscripts within rows are significantly different (P<<0.05).

3.2 USinauafislualduan

wdsanlfemisinay KGH Tudsuneng
Wuian 4 davi Yamnnquldgnduinlunsiaaeu
USunanuafiilenutazuuaiiisonsanandinludld wa
mMeleseivTnanuaiiseludldvasanslunind 1
InsAnyImUIIa e sU KGH TutSunm 1, 2 uas 3
% fiAnndsvosTunauuATiGeINogi 1.56+0.29X10°
1.68+0.13X10° waz 1.60+0.21X10° CFU sioald 1 n¥u
audiu Fudulnaifianatedndveddyniadi
(P<0.05) Lileifisuudainguaiuauitiidiadsves
UnaunuaiiiSesauegil 2.79+0.71 X 10° CFU siednld

24

1 0%y wazlinuainuuandiswesdladsvesuIuna
wuAfiSesauseninanguitlésu KGH TudSunaiianeiy
vauzfivTInauuafiiensauanfinvestanfilaiu KGH i
AmInNndvainguaruay widneglddanuuwansnediy
Tunisadifiszninadaiynngu (P>0.05) laguaingu
muauiiAedsresUTiaLuafiiionsauanin ogi
1.20+0.24X10° CFU sladnld 1 n3u dauvaniilésu KGH
USunal 1, 2 wag 3 % fAtedsvesUTunanuaiiie
NsAUAARN Byl 1.30£0.74X10°, 1.25+0.13X10° uas
1.45£0.22X10° CFU dioanld 1 n$u aseeiv
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Hl Total bacteria

T1

Lactic acid bacteria

T2 T3

Figure 1 Effects of Konjac glucomannan hydrolysate on number of total bacteria and lactic acid bacteria in

Tilapia intestines

3.3 awnslaiaiven

Uaniiléisu KGH uazUainguanugy deladin
Inerfanandlunisned 3 annsinnuitanaieves
Usnandaideaunslutaniilddu keH Tudsua 1, 2
way 3% darluunnsia1ndaingualunuedad
tfoddynaada (P>0.05) lasdlenegil 1.33+0.28x10°
1.32+0.45X10° uay 1.38+0.69X10° cell/pl mrugd1du
duvanguamuauiidnadsveTuandadenundegi
1.36+0.36X10° cell/ul uriienfuanadsrnsusuim
dinudenunssauiiy (haematocrit) Aladevessuiasia
WWeonv1a Usunaufinidenaiaviia neutrophils way
monocytes Tulaimnnaulddanuwand1siunisads
(P>0.05) agnslsfinaandilésu KoH TudSuna 1 way 2
% fwesidudifindena1ivia lymphocytes 110017
Yanguatuanedeideddgnieada (P<0.05) lagd
AegTl 67.81+0.64 UaL 67.930.77 % puddu Tuvasy
fiuanfilésu KeH Tudsuim 3 % fivesidud

25

lymphocytes agiﬁ 66.12+0.60 % F9ldunnsrsarnvan
ngumuANTUefdud lymphocytes il 66.08 +045
% Fauandlumsned 3

3.4 NMsMAABUANNFILTUABN15AALTD A
hydrophila

MansnaaeuaEiumulsalulangui
1650 KGH wagnguauaumuin vasumeesmeluiud
2 ué’wmgﬂamé”;m%a A. hydrophila wagntalu
szaziian 15 Juveanisvaaoy Uariilé3u KGH fidns
nsseanefiganitvainguauay wifiiezlifaiy
wane1aAun19ad@ (P>0.05) lnsuanlesu KGH 7
USau 1 % Si8msinssenmegeanegi 36.67 % Tuvase
AUalF¥u KGH MUTua 2 uaz 3 % uazdaingy
AIuA 18ns1n155000¢7 33.34, 26,67 LAz 23.34 %
pwddy dauandlunmil 2 wazillevvanfinngluuen
Fovmamanismenuindediuenléde A hydrophila
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Table 2 Effect of different levels of Konjac glucomannan hydrolysates on some hematological values

Parameters Mean £ 5D

control 1% KGH 2% KGH 3% KGH
RBCs (10° /ul) 1.36+0.36 1.33+0.28 1.32+0.45 1.38+0.69
WBCs (10%/p) 12.75+4.60 13.00+3.35 15.70+7.12 12.64+4.32
Hematocrit (%) 32.33+3.17 31.47+4.16 31.17+3.38 33.34+2.92
Lymphocytes (%) 66.08+0.45° 67.81+0.64° 67.93+0.77° 66.12+0.60°
Neutrophils (%) 29.97+2.09 29.56+1.39 28.82+0.84 29.67+0.77
Monocytes (%) 2.81+0.92 3.4+0.42 3.25+0.07 2.98+0.47

Values with different superscripts within rows are significantly different (P<<0.05).

RBCs: Red blood cells. WBCs: White blood cells.

50

40

Survival rate (%)

control

1%

30
20
10

0

2% 3%

Figure 2 Survival rate of Nile tilapia fed with different levels of Konjac glucomannan hydrolysate

4. afUsena

Turramane ik dinnsindndueieasy
owsldlugaamnssunisnigidesda i fuag
n11997219 ldnanduiandud Wslulednd wazwslule
find weilauiilosnaninensnsfesmsiiuanuudouse
vegisumuliuada i lasionenindssdnitwoy
WanniiinsUdesidesegramnuiy

mosdinnglakuuuuulelaslaan (KGH) nienas
Snuunuuwlodlnugaailsd (KMOS) 1Bunandndiléain
n1sdesutennsdnuiouteynliiiluianaidnas &
Auand@lunisiluniluledind lnearuisoduasunis
wWigiulnvewuafiSefitussleviviolusiulefind uaz
anvdunamuafiefionadudunsienmidndiu [26]
agalsfinuiinisinenisld KeH ludnfiufies 2 viln
windfu 18 yellow catfish (Pelteobagrus fulvidraco)

26

[20] wae S. prenanti [21], [22], [27] Inendnsaiiildly
nMamzdsadniiviefigninumaasvdiulngfousy
wuuledlnuenaniilsd (MOS) fildntaiwadunsian
Saccharomyces cerevisiae aﬂﬂxﬂﬂixaw%m‘wmaami
Twslulefnddstuag furiauazuiuiuvosuuniise
Usvidulumaiuemsvesdnih Feflanufuuusly
Uausiazaila 5au8Rsnsiaes (28] :innisAnunisld
KGH lun1sidsstanfameaddudussozinan 4 dUam
WUoWsTIESH KGH annsnauadunisiasaiulnves
Uanflalédtu Feaenndostunansaneiludan yellow
catfish (Pelteobagrus fulvidraco) way Ua1 S. prenanti
AEunisiasy KGH asluenwsi2o], [21], [27] uenanil
rnansvaaesdnvaziefuildmuldlulamaneviing
L65ue1msiifinasiasy MOS 1wy Atlantic salmon [29]
Nile tilapia [30] gilthead seabream [31] L@ ¥ rainbow
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trout [32] Wusiu Jsmavemdlulofndsonisaiaivin
ﬁawﬁmmammmmﬂﬁauLLUaaﬁuaaﬁgauw%éUim‘iﬁu
TunmaAue msuarANEINN T lUNTE 08 M TVD IR
At (201 TnsU3ana KGH fidawadifigasioriade
veaiminfiuty Anedevesiminiiiuduseu uas
Saswaniijore n13li KGH 1% vde 10 ndusieams 1
Alandu Fdlndideatiunisineives Zheng et al. [21] 7
wut nslif KGH fildanniseendladéensaudvan S,
prenanti Tuszdiu 8 nsusie s 1 Alandu dwwalvivan
fnsomsnisiasgivle LLazé’mmLamﬁaﬁﬁqﬂ Tuvaz
finsTH KGH fildannisgesseieulasl wivan yellow
catfish Tuszau 2 ndusions 1 Alansudslivaniionsn
n1sasayLAule LLaxé’mmLamﬁaﬁﬁqm [20] FaU3unm
nsldfunndnstuiiuneedinasanualalanavesis
wuuledlnuanaislsdiildannisdes faedsiianatud
ANULANARTY nadRevMIAYSalATAS I YRINglAKLIY
wuuiinanoauaruisalunisirlulduszloadans
auvddfiusslenilumaiiuons [21] Insnalnwiled
dduosnuniiendlulofndiionsdnareguainues
Uanfensdaaiunisnisnsinvesdunidvieuvadiie
fifuseloniluniaifue nns 19y Bifidobacteria,
Lactobacili, Saccharomyces sp. Wag E. coli awﬁuﬁ*ﬁ
linelsa [33] waz wuukuuledlnueaaislsnaiunse
duasunsasyiaulavesuuafiisonsauanfntuaildlan
uaztedudininatyuenainiolsalnenmsndnaisuun
73Tedu [34] TnsuuaiiSeifiouleduuuuumed a1unse
THuszlevdarnuuuuuuledlnuganislsdifionts
Wigiulauasifindiuin Seduasunisniyiulauag
MsgasoIMsTeIUamWIuNINaneUlYita Mg [35]
adnslsfinulunisinuadedl linuanuuansiegned
Hod1AgresUTunauuaiisunsauaninseninangy
nnas uilandildsu KGH fidnaisvessinauuaiise
nIauaARngInIUaINguAIuAN  WuAgIiun1sAng
msiasuLuunuuledlnueannslsatulan beluga [36]
Lag rainbow trout [32] Turmriianadsrosusun
wuaiBssmiiulaluailédsu KGH fiddmninvaings
AuAuegsdideddrymeain feduniaay KGH fnase
nsmvguUTInauuaiiielunsiuemsveslal Wu
et al. [20] wuinU3nnw Bifidobacteria spp. tuanlduan
yellow catfish Til¢upasdnuuusulodlnuenaiilsni
syeU 2 ndusteenns 1 Alandu Wity luvariivsua
Y93 E. coli way Aeromonas spp. anasag9iliednAgy
n9add dserafunaniny3unmves Bifidobacteria ag
wugirslumafuemsiindnansiunuaiise dsiina
saUSuauuaiiienelsa [37]
Aladininenduniinesvisiivasvavenguamn
vesUan [38] nansanuiuansliiiiuinnisiada KGH lu
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anlatiiiinaseAiedeUsinaudindenuns Bulaasn
wazd3naudindentn fwddinnnuasnduveanisld
aasuil aonadostunisdnyilugnuaia (391 beluga
[36] waz rainbow trout [32] Ailésunisiady MOS aslu
91915 ASINUTINAUNITANEIVOS Andrews et al. [34]
fiwudn Uan Rohu #ilésu MOS faadsusunandiniden

¥
=1

K LLazﬂ%mmLﬁmLﬁammuﬁmﬁua&mﬁﬁaﬁwﬁm i
o1aflanmnuiandaindennazadolanizeing 47
Svswasermdlainingvesdniihdadudniidendu
139] lnawadifinidonvudussdusenaviiinnud iy
fon1sneuauesyeiAufuAflutuddnia (innate
immune response) S UAINARDNITNIITUVDITEUY
aifuiunarauiiuniulsaludainszgnuds [40]
wilunsanunildnuenuueniiwesUsinaudadon
ynlagsmserinsUaiynngs win1siesy KGH fisgdu 1
n%u way 2 nfuree1ms 1 Alanduilnaseswiudaiben
amiia lymphocyte ogailifoddey msiutuveuwad
Aferdesiuszuugiiduiu Tnslansiwadifindoayn
¥iln lymphocyte a1 duigadadranouivenavdae
duasunalnmstlosfusieswesarvusinide [41] 7
Hruanisneaudinisiaiy MOS Preduasuianssui
Werdesiussuundduiuuisfanssy (immune
parameter) Tuda1uansasila 191 Uan Rainbow trout
[42] snakehead [43] wag red drum [44] Yz iluuig
ASANEINUIINISLESH MOS liifinadeianssusianan?
28] AudfuuUsinulfiguierfunisinyinaves MOS
soaudunlea [30] Seauignuardadilédiunns
@Sy MOS Tusgav 2, 4 uay 6 NSuRee1wIs 1 Alansy
Wuszeziian 3 dUaniluganisulasng donsin1ssen
A1egandeantasu \ie Streptococcus agalactiae
WWuiienifugnuan Rohu AléFuntsiaiu MOS sy 10
nsu sioens 1 Alansu Wuszesiian 60 Ju d6nsinns
TOANYEA vdnlgsuie A hydrophila [34] Ahmad
et al. [45] wuirgnuandafilézunisiady Mos Tuseéiu
0.5, 1 waz 2 nSusaa s 1 Alandu Wuszezian 12
FUnvi ﬁé’mwmﬁamquwﬁqmﬂlﬁ%’m%a A
hydrophila Tuaaisfinisia3y MOS fiszdu 2 nfuse
g5 1 dlansu Wuszezian 4 dUaw uwduudeuunle
21115UNRA 2 dUA9 [46] wag nasiasy MOS LTu
syuzlIan 1-2 dUaid [47] lidimanednsinissenniey
993Ua1 channel catfish w&sld3uide Fdwarsiella
ictaluri viwReafunisliermsiinasedinay MOS 7
s¥aU 2 nfusee s 1 Alansu Wuszesiian 4 duani
wIan1sliemisiinay MOS fisziu 4 nfuseoinis 1
Alandu Inoruaiosdne1vsienuiougs wivad
channel catfish \usyegiian 9 dUansi lddanasresnsn
nssenneveslandslasuide £ ictalur udiield
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gsfinaN MOS fisesu 4 nfuses s 1 Alansy Tne
H1uAseedadaaluseusuavandusreriian 9
FUaai wiseldormsaudinay MOS fiszdu 2 nfusle
913 1 Alandu Wuszezia 6 dUai nuladsns)
msiammaLﬁu%uasmﬁﬁsﬁwﬁ’iy (48], [49] dr1uNavad
MOS #ildfannnisdasutiayn (KGH) sion1snauausives
szuunfdufuiiufifieensfinuives Zheng et al. [22]
F9lA31897U71 KGH 19d9d3un19mauauesvedsyuy
QiAuAY uaznIsuanseenvesduliisatesiuszuy
gfduiiluvan S. prenanti ndsannlésumsindeide
A. hydrophila eg1slsimudlifisnesiunisinwina
189 KGH siomudumulsaluvan dwmfunsinwade
i limupruuansameadfvesdnsinissennesywing
UandlanguaiuauuazUainguilldiunisiaiu KGH Wu
szezan ¢ §Unv ndenldiuide A hydrophila 3

=

a1z dunantanUsuin warsrezinanlunisiy KGH
[28]

5. unagy

nsenwislRuinsEsIemMIte KGH lu
USanau 2% Wunan 4 dansd Tiunvanilaanunsodaasy
MslasgLivlavesan wavn1siasuulasveslszns
wuafi3elugldvanls venaniidedinadedmidlaiin
381 @runaves KGH sepudruniulsaludandull
anulddaau mstinsnwiuduludeweszeyiian
vp3n1sirnely

6. inAnssuUszna

VOUBUAMEITINIUANLNTTUNITITLUMNA
dunsunuatdvayuauide was d1dnaulsinneass
AUELAYATAIARS UM1INe1d8guasivs1Tlinas
advayuaniui uastedesfiodmiveuitedladusa
LRNGIRRLERLEHGTE
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