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#vtd ol Artemia €9 R3] vjAE AgE Lot 106y, 1006y, 1kCy, 3kCy,
6kCyd 9kCys] WFoz Ax e ¢& FAYF ¥ R8&3 nauplius”]9) W&
< A

1kGyolste) WA ZAZAME #31&7 nauplius7] 9] U &o] =T v3y
A Jeigd.  3kby FAMERAEY AE d2FF [KAR LS By
nauplius7] ¢} E¥&L& T4 6klys] YAHARAZANE g ¥35 A4+
B @At £ 50%9 F&E e AFE oF 55ktyH o, %
CyAd M= 1009% AAHAFE et

B AYAN ZAR AFFTAN 2y 3 AP AL o)A 9
8 Artemia 29 F8AZ €% R ¥i&c] d& FUsE A}E LAY ©H2A
o] S PAME olEF Artemia TS HH&E FANY F U= Y MFA g
AFE A9 LEZE A s AGEHn, §F old g# F71HA d+E T
A4 #4o] ZdErt

A &

Artemia 4¢] F&Hsdd #F GFYE PAH Hid ¥ ATEL T,
Artemia €°) ZE ¥e FAUAGHYL Aohle FEANM Y FAARFY =4
& dFsted ol 7AdE ALE ATH F9 (1], 53 ol2pPAHIAA &
FAAAREE ZHAda geA A [2) :

o] &3t YAMAA ¥ hormetic effects’t VA F&E4 wefo} (3], A [l N
A 43453 dqigg Jehdv, B3 ¢4 [6), 3 614 ZE ZEes FTA
o oA Bl 3, B33 dole] &3 R $FF/HE AL, AEd AE
A& &5 £FF7 & JHALYa €9 4.

a#dY Artemia €A A HAY ATFEO F2 AFFT/A BHE Foh&9 %}
A25€ FHL28 AF-ug AFG PAAAFPYE FTHLE oFoA Ko,
hormetic effectse] #AQY AT2E vlZA e WY A AN 89 AS
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3o gatd $H0] dolAtk: ATAN AL B [7], o LARAHE B ¥a
& AIHY FEETAA BY ATFE A9 o|Fo} WA Yk,

BN & ATE Artemia €2 ¥8l nAE BoHAS GE dehgezA o
SARAAA A 27 AF 2ARF 0P AFAZE U7) 9 FHoz AA
st

Ax 2 39

YA AL Artemia®) LEL Great Salt Lake, Utah2HE Ao} Golden
West Artemia® 3 2#38to AL434id.

PZPA YA TL9) Fubd @AFA  (Cobalt-60, &F 400 Ci 8, Panoramic
irradiator, Atomic Energy of Canada Ltd)8 839 42, 715X A8& 10
Gy, 100Gy, 1kGy, 3kGy, 6kGy R 9kGy<] dFo= FAMd A

WAL & ZALY Artemia GEL 5% NaCl 94 3 wfjFrizt 5 7122 A
718 ol83d Zr|1g AN Yz AL &5 28T, Fx 1500 luxE FAFA
. ZAHAFE LS AE] A8 AR 10AFEH BAAAAE 24
Ho, ol 12AF LHOE 60 TAIAAY NEE AHNA 20%
formalinl DAY Z MPd R&e 1Y NEE SHHH0AF  (Nikon
SMZ-U, X10)3tAA Asste] BFFE AL

a3 2 313

Artemia®] A=9 PN FHEL ¥ Y9 FA= ¥A 6kiyolF ®S A
¥ y-Mel 93] RHgo] TeHAA ADHL AL ¢ F Aew (Fig. 1),
ol gwtdoz WAM otd JHF FREA dedE aAF9 s g@
AXELY 94 £ Ad€Eos AT QAHE dHE 24 F3 g SR
% PAA A} AYN =2 106y, 1000yHA HAE ZAFE GEo glo|A
9 ¥ee FAE ARE B 9 1006y ol WFAME Artemia o) 3
& Fas AF-N$ Ag BIFALH, 53 4kyd FAN AT YolME
Bohio) B Robde waH (1) 22U B AFANE FAHE 2AAF
ZA 1kby o3t FAHN ZAE] A 28d WAAE ZASRA @& YzFo
ulste] WL 2447 oA} QoM H&e 288 FAYS UshiREd, of
E Artemia®) ¥E°| lkGy Bth ¥& A% o] 2aiatde] st ¥st 229
& ¢ 4 Y (Fig. .

Ax25} 3ktyolstol N ALY ALY FES $HEL M9 7o ©E TR
Ag-urg miE BFY § d3on, 2389 1kiyolste) ZAAFAAE 2Tl
Wgte Ee Fed UyguAn WIF ARl AdFdE Fagd sl 7
G Aolg RelX @t RO Ho} Artemia €S AU FI&E dEi: A
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< WYE 24N oJUiYdE T F AT 2UAZL olF 9] ool YAHA g W
g aQesE & AFAA WYA] Yol FFH FA ¥ A wE AdH
A A R FL A a Fad ¥ Adjean PFE. ady 6ky o)Ae)
ZAHAFANE AT v F¢ AF-9g ARE Jelglen], gkGydA
LdFEL 100% A HFE 2dd (Fig. 1).

AZEY €3 106y, 1000y, 1kCyAA WALH =AM V&S nauplius7]E 1232+
B #9837 A, 1kGyBd & AFAA FAMd =838 gEA AdoiME
nauplius7]19] #¥o] R AAE BT (Fig. 2). 106y, 1006yAA FALA A}
| AN nauplius”7] 9] FUFL A2 F3 viBiY EA Yeton] 24230 A
BEAE A9 Ae FUEE VR (Fig. 2). 22} 3kbyol 39 dFAME 4
o] 2713l W nauplius’] o) EYAAFH FUEFY 247 JEG LT, 6kCyAA
' F93A4 aEEA. ,

7~ ZAA Artemia €9 AEF AR ¥ 50% ¥-HHF EE 0% W 4FL
ok SkGy (819} 5.75kGy [1] A=en B3 3t wekd HA4e) PR vepd 7 -
AAM 9 50% H-H{AZFL ¢ 55k6yE o)A AFAAS} vjeyd B3 HFE e
Ak a2y B A7 Yebd Artemia €9 F3-&€ 3kly ©)39 WA A}
A YoM E olAe AFEIAs T Mg FAHE HPF-9gAAE BAY
T ANADE, 1kGy ol3e] FAMH ZALZEA SlojM e 238 F&o] F/HEE de
Wied ol FAMA XA AEoy FEEANAN YEldTa A PAHAd @
WA hormesis®] @ @dela A EU.

FAES ZFY HEANEA oA o)A H ¥ hormetic effects ¥)$-
gg3A ve, B3 ZFERFS FHA oM AP WFoz AHME 9 A4
Ho R HAEH /HH7 e % F7HE 1A &9 g8 A 99 (9, 10]. 4wty o
2 HEEA JoIM y-Hd gF A 500y o139 AFEAM FAHH hormesisE
Hehding, &3] i) oM 1006ye] MFAME hormetic effects?t vehdtia
34 A9 [11). a8y 8 AFHAN BH Artemias] GE oM E ZAMA
F3 1kCyolsts] AFEAM 7] 4323} nauplius?] F34€&9 F71E Y]
td ol ¢EL EHRL At FAE BAA 3o FAMY JR)E Ho}Feoez
A & JEEAM BHOE £& AFEHAAN F4A3E YehlE AolE AZd
t}. B3 FAAH EEol AR A B BAHA ERNA AAA o8 H3
Ate) Ade) 233 FUHEE A Rolt AL oA ¥ AFf 9
3o YE9 Aol FAE Aolgtm ARHY, olof ¥ AYU{ P 24
3 RAE ZANIE o] 3PAY B ARFA BAGNE FF ALHAHA 4
F7t olF iAo ¥R

e
Artemia®] & SlolA € dYAM A AFFTAA ¥lLF FE P UF

ANE oleSPAAN A3 Artemia %) FHAT ©E R ¥g) Ba
de AHE 2T BN JLHTALL Artemiad) Lol S1o1 Hogd 2AA
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A & WAA ¥ FEY AFdME 238 27 4FFA% 2L K EAAE
Yetlied ol BAEYFUNN BaglE AUF $AHAZRAA Y YEdta d=
hormetic effects®] '@ U} F83e dA=2 4Z4EY. &3 oj2shAtdd 9
@ nauplius7]9] W& 37t #3%€  nauplivsEo] FAFolU FZATAN X
71€8 8% Yoldozx wWol AgdEYE HAM oJ2HIANME o83Hd
Artemia €9 F3&S FIANL F e AR ¥4 ¥ A7 YA Le=2=E Tt
27k slga AF4H, oz o gE 1A ATE T FAAA 4NN
4= JHedega 8.
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Fig. 1.

—&— Control

80
- |
&
S’
Q 60
3
£
g
E 7
o
=
=

¥
=]
1

Time after irradiation (hour)

Time course of hatch of Arfemia eggs and irradiated with various

dose of y -rays. Bars represent standard error of the mean

Percentage of nauplius emergence (%)
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. Tume course of hatch of nauplius emergence of Arferia eggs and

irradiated with various dose of y -rays
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