ALK (=) =
oA - X|5E - 3™

SR L E R LB

X

olfel £3#E2 AHE AR 289 F4E F2 FEH L5189 I
wet A3 543 48 - F5ol DA WAE /M2 Aek(Takii et al, 1997). A%
of g Fdo] vlet Ao} Fo) Fehy Sl whek o} Fe] AL Fetd & glon
FEFE A5 g2 E olf9 4 s ot £= Ut (Ferraris et al,
1987). webAl, o17e] A3 HE & 23} - F5 715 FobEy) Y5 E 48
B 54¢ olsiske Ro] Yasith £ AFE I F2 4 WY olFY 48
ool AR W) S AL F3 2 015 A2 B4 23 A4S A
o2 583 AR FF Alade Fhstun o

AE R P

Adole vt F2 FAHE ¥, 298, FE, HFo], EEL
%532 SRR, 2t o}3 W 194 24402 Liro) 210 nlelAg vm
AT d¥ol T HAe S FABAN ASFA A& AR e 298, 3
5 25 Awole s /MR AEFA RAE FY3I AR dFole
Tl G ohA £ AYUZ WSt W FRo] SAHA RS BR uBg
ANst AT, A, L3785 S FHIA vwsYch 28 NBe EF WA
%, A% ALl T8 S5 oAF L A it BlE-E ol Ao 23
AR

¥]2tE (Condition factor) : (BW/TL?) x 100

HF A4 (Hepatosomatic index) : (LW/BW) x 100

WAF 2|4 (Visceralsomatic index) : (VW/BW) x 100

% %24 (Stomachicsomatic index) : (SW/BW) x 100

A% #A 5 (Intestinalsomatic index) : IW/BW) x 100

%A% ((Intestinal diameter index) : (IW/IL%) x 1000

AW A A4 (Intestinal area index) : IL?/IL?

BW = o}A3(g), TL = A&(cm), LW = H33(g), VW = WZZKg), SW = 93 g),
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Az 2 g

194 : H9EE S50 2072 71 & g8 JYeiloen FEois dAe
0999} 0912 W& 3tg etk WASEATE 2 EHo0] 880% 2 71 w2
2 Yehon 1 tee SE(G79%), WX (453%), AEol402%) wolden, #E
o] 311%2 71 W& & Uellth 1FBRAFE I EF0] 411%2 7MY &L
e Yehlon. E50] 227%2 11 theo 2 3tem HEolrt L09%E M W
e Uitk 953 sE 292eH200%), 9X(137%), AE(1.09%), %
(0.83%), FE(0.64%) 0.2 JeRTh AZBASFE E50] 1LU%E /M & ¢e
veldlon, 1 gL 23E(113%), 219 FEL 072% 2 YE &8, HF
017} 0.46% 2 71 W& k& UERTh Aol tig A Aolul gL EFo] 1.76%
2 7P & &S JEhlen |dX(0.68%)st H50)(0.72%) w2 & vEhth
AR AR 2| e o] Hlgo] 7HF Wd Ux)7} 0242 748 & 2he e
on zuEgd EF0] 0062 FYM 7Y & @S UERAT AE AR Sl A
= |x9} HEolrl 0099} 0072 & & YEhion, 298, JE, E52 &
T 0042 e gE YeEoh

294 : HRTo A e 137 FY3HA 5] 21602 718 52 s YERS
o H¥olrt 0892 7HE w2 g JEth WS #FAsE 28] 7T41%2
M BL 3 UYEHIL AEL 278%2 M 2L e Uehlon EE(3.96%),
H501(348%), AR(316%) o2 Uehitth 3t FFAFANE 23 E o] 353%2
7P =2 @ vrhdlon UrmAle 1.22~1.33% HAZ HIKIA 9 S3AFE
ZEgo] 146%E 71 £ @& Uely 53 E50] 054%} 0.63% 2 @2
e Jerdon dxjsk FEole 081%} 0.77% S Uehith & FHEAFANE &
Eo] 081%2 71 H& g Uehllon zuBeK0.78%)3 FE5(0.64%)2 N2 A
EL @S detRov 9x(041%)$F F50)(0.29%)E & g el g Ao
H &S 2uBga EF0] 157%L 148%2 £& S Yehign FEL 091%, A
Folot X' 247} 0.66%S} 0.63% 2w gh& YRl FAAAFE= g)( 0.16),
FE(0.15), 501009, E5(0.07) £olor 2 EFo] 0042 7HF & e Y
BHch F BAAFAAE e 971 005 FES 004, 29 EFH EF S BT
0.03% vehi ATk

Zt 23tde] FejA 54 2 Hlee AFd gt g2 A vehgov 1dala 234
Atolell e & AbolE HolA] GSith 53], 7} ool whe} Aslwe) vlg ¢ o]
Hl-&o] & xpolE UEhilon, ole ZZe] 2] oo AR FF WHE A=
8% A87t @ Aot
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