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FYFFFR P Baculovirus penaei (BP) & Couch E 2T MBI BRBX WML AEF Penaeus
duorarum i f & T Y[ Couch, 1974], ZRBXERT TREEILFINE, hER K EABENE
BREBK,TEEFSHENRER. RT ERELAIF, ZRELCRERGEEIL BB AT P.azte-
cus T FHF P. setiferus,h BE WM ATFEEEBX KT RATER P. vannamet EFEF P. stylirostris,
K EX T P. penicillatus FEHNEF P. schmitts P. paulensis  P. subtilus  $¥)3FEF P. marginatus
FIMM TR P. californiensis &+ 4:Fh[ Lightner 1988; Siqueira Bueno 25,1990, %2 BEIMHF
FHRE, Wk DNA B, Bok MR A, TE@ERTOF BRI E, £ L ARG EHE, TE%
RER—PRBNEFER(NEENEEE. BRANEREEER., BCRBIERNE X, REHR
b BBENA, B ME TARBEHRFE, XMRTRATENEFIRAE 24 Z 48 /NTR, TH
R ILFAR 100%, NP AR P. duorarum BB AAF P. margimatus LiiF, EHORARE
BEERR, R YA RTEFE 4—8 AN FEL: 50% LI L (Lightner, 1988),

BEXaXRERTFESRFTNINAR, ESNEECHT EBFF[Chevassus f1 Dorson, 1990;
Price, 19851, Mt A iR E] 252 K IMRIT, 1992; BEH HIME ,1998], R EHARFN, FE
BERFAEANRERAR ISR IEER , AR FFNEFT TEEAXBEROVE, HAATHTEE
B, REHEHRRIOFHASM, BRRMT P. astecus SITIFFRBFERIE WX R (LeBlane %,
1991), AEFHRFEE S T ICXER P. vannamei £E 510 3% R LeBlanc 1 Overstreet, 19907 % 3r4h, &
XAT R RFEFFRARXAOREHLE RN, AXBEHBELRERNT KA EF P. vannamei

Wk A #5. 1993-06-16,
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XIFHFRWFIR I NESR , D% H B R 005 R R R EKIE,

— H R 5k %

FRABRREXERBHEMAZHTH, ABRRANIFTRAENZXRERFNREINEER, K
RES R AFEMMG NN KNIF. DEEKBER, BTATBRETE, ERLA KR4 &k h
KEXHER, BHTRBRNSHEET - 70°CHREKIRKAE b & [ Overstreet %, 1988]. X B F %
B, SEFEAUAMEVKIR S B 00 7 IR R h (/MR A & 4tk 100 ), 53 BIGM 1—2 ZF 30% 1)
WK, BEERAALIRUPES K, RERTRBOIRDEIEE, BIEL 26 NEFLE K%K ®
Artemia franciscana Ghik 2 /NG, BEXHERBKOERFFRHISALG, FHANTRAER
BT ERXEF 2T DR TR R RAB (R —XK, BHK).

BB KA R X E BB RN AR TR RRET S, /0 11,28 1.2.2
(R ERR). ARRZBRANNERRS , XERLRERNT:

EERS R £ %
I B Y x REHS Yitkf5 12 R(PL 12)
II HHT S < B S ks 12 R(PL 12)
III SBEA P < B S shikfs 10 R(PL 10)
Iv BER S < BEHS #hkfE 10 R(PL 10)

ZREAMIF S (T4 100 B)1E3%7E 38 FRBBK KRS , 8K EER 30%, KREHE 24°C—
26°C, R, S, B BoK, TR FL 24—36 /N BT 4k, B HEOBBIR, AR 10 K5, MEH
HRESHAN. EXRRARENERAN—MEIREAHHER, ARTREBLGONRAE,

EATRBRARFFH/EME 5,10 f 16 K, 2BINERAREARHEYBUL T 10 B, ZMEHRR
HRFHASEFBEMETREFRBRAEFDPRETHASFELORBLAE, HIIRARBREE,
YEFRBRAFPREZADBNNMRECSERIBERY (+), EFBRBESADIETRRNR
FEHTMRBCAENATERRGH), REEEHIE 10 BN AP ERR(+), FERRFHASE
RREIET R . R L B SRETE, ERNET , ARRRL/NET, S8BT/ NME
kB BT IR (A A RIR R ) R 4.5 Ak, DORASNAS, SRS BB E. R FRR
RBEEW, S KT EEB R 5. RERBEERBHTFRR, WOBK, 2 F 2%, K
BIRERE#ERK WA THE.

=5 R

ANEMNEREEHIRENE_R, A TEELE, AFEELH, KRUARE, FR [II(h &
B2 xFHHM)EBRL, REHRTHRERRIRAR, HE=/FAX BP #RERRANHBEIEZHL
FIMAL, FRIGEH? x 28 )N BP IRBRRE=NERDERME, BERRERFHE0E5.10
16 K= R NSRS BIE 18.3%, 10.0%/16.7%, =X¥HH 13.3%. ZEFEHRER
1, THE 16 RRE R 30 BIFPH 2 RHTEREYL, RABRBENERSGHNBERTERYE., ¥R
II(EH L x Bl )RERER, BRYSE 6. 10 16 RGHBEREL RSN PIE X 86.7%. 80.0%F
96.7% ,ZRKREKFIER 87.8% , BB LHIF RS HPESERBE, FR IV(EEH P < R#EH
@)t BP WRAERE TERIMETERILATAER M. BRRBRFABENES X, MEA%N
BBRXRA62.2%, FI0OME L RONELERSFIR 46,721 33.3%, ZRBBERFEHER 47.7%°
WRANEBE, B—ARIAFERRN RABRBEMNERYE, SEREL, TREERTHEIL
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R1 TARRKNT RXIF(P. vannamei) 3t BP fim AR

Table 1 Comparison of resistance to BP infections in
P. vannamei exposed at different families

o - REVIEUERER BRI BgE P Ame: 4
ERS BARERS (R) (%) (%) (%)
I 5 30 4 13.3 —
10 30 3 10.0 —
(B S < 2BEHM) 15 30 5 16.7 4.8
II 5 30 26 86.7 -
10 30 24 80.0 —_—
(TH ¢ <o) 15 30 o9 96.7 30.5
v 5 30 19 63.3 —
10 30 14 46.7 -
(R & x BEH ) 15 30 10 33.3 15.2
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1 REAFERT KXEF(P. vannamed) T IRBHOBRLERE BRI R
Fig. 1 Comparison of mortality and susceptibility to BP infections in
P. vannamet exposed at different families

EEARRMNBEANE 5,10 15 RN KBERE D, T—REASFERORFEEE,

ERARBENE 6K, SHNZARRANFECRET S, HERBEPEZR (AX 10H
1), FRINFBTRBIR(L.8%), HRE REFRER(ERIVINRETR15.2%2), BHERERIDRE
TEEH(30.5%). X—HERE=ZANFERX BP BN ERTISWE. /KR REANST, &5,
BWEER, ARME, FRIGEN? x BEHMOERE; ERFRIDMEEHERAVINRCERS
Bl 1.4%%2.9%.

=i ®B

H 1974 4 Couch ¥ 5e/E B PR B B AW X WML XTER P. duorarum rh & LATHFHRREE LL.
BLEREHSHNTHRESEAZRE, T ANEMEZELH B2 L. BER, FHIENTRERAT
A2t BP #4008, 338 Lightner il , ZEERE XA, NAFFRFEN R XNAF P. duorarum
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BXER P. astecus, FERITAF P. vannames FIZE IR P. marginatus o] ¥R ™% 15 ¥ [Lightoer,
19887, #8#2 Overstreet 1 Howse ) £iEF#E , K 5N L ERTEHL OB B XEE P. setiferus # BP
REAR, MA—-BROFEERNT P. actecus IR R A BP BEF)h BB LRHIER[Overstreet 1
Howse, 1977], EXRE,NFRMIFORAFFRRBEOA TRERE, BB HANNE R, £A
TRHAR BN P. aztecus y1 75 26 % # BP BT ,MRA #1T B YR K 9 F R P. setiferusi]
—RE,XXAXFFNEF, 3 BP HNEEEER, BD5EMHAFETHESIHXR(Le-
Blanc %:,1991),

MEMFROR BN SR ERNEERKRBP EEN KRR BRI A S RN EER 2 —.
FRRABY, 7 24—48 /NN 1002 404K5ET-, 1RHE Overstreet & A 375 KXHF P. vannames
SR TRAGRE  EE R 10020452 BhEEERY, EXRRERMIFN BP faRit
HFREZR EBFHRNMA, N BP &R EZRHMEE. 14 3 R(PL 3)RiF ¥ MR SRR
734 100%. #hik/E 30 R(PL30)H 42 K (PLA2), RipeRIFT THE, 43K 302N 42%. MEK
120 R (PL120)f1 167 K (PLIS7) B aT ek R4 10% 1 20% (LeBlane 1 Overstreet, 1990,

NARERKTT KIEF P. vannames 3f BP Him I ARIEH . REZRRGXEFK BP 6K
AREER, FRARBEEFNERER LER R x 285 ), MR NINEEREL R ABE NG
ROERILER R x BN ERIV, EEH 2 x EEHE. BEFRIMNERIEEHNER, LK
MIECRBFEEFZER, BHFERADYN BP HRERRM AT RYF L EEHRERAV)—&, AHFE
TR, NFRTIRN S RERARTEEURNRR. NIFSHARAEY—H, AREHENER, L4
BEELTEFSHE, ERKEANER AEGHR BT EFS RS Bt EEHIFEN, RERR
FBENRE, R RIFE S, R RBAERERE, HESARZERNETMER, BEHARIBEHR
RIS Fh,

R I L REBLRAAL £ & ¥ (The Gulf Coast Research Laboratory) ¢4 R. M
Overstreet {4 Charles Acosta # 3 # R.Li5 5 588, B & #E,

$ £ X R

[1] R W, 1903, EHMANREEAROIIRT. Kr=%iR,17(1): 451,

[2] ZTEH.ABE,1992, Ak KRRERFZHNEEHEAFOAFNEENEFNEOD LS &S, AP
BHERR ,19(1):6—9,

48] Chewassus, B. and M., Dorson, 1990, Genetics of resistance to disease in fighes, Aquaculture, 85: 83—
107,

[4] Couch, J. A., 1974. An enzootic nuclear polyhedrosis virus of penaeid shrimp: ultrastructure, pre-
valence and enhancement. Journal of Invertebrate Pathology, 24: 311—331.

[ 6] LeBlanc, B.D. and R. M., Overstreet, 1990. Prevalence of Baculovirus pengei in experimentally in
fected white shrimp (Penaeus vannames) relative to age. Aquaculture, 87: 237—242,

[ 8] LeBlane, B. D. et al., 1991. Relative susceptibility of Penacus agtecus to Baculowirus penaei. Journal
of the World Aquaculture Society, 22(3): 173—177.

[71 Lightner,D. V., 1988. BP(Baculovirus penaei)virus disease of penaeid shrimp. In: C. J. Sindermann
and D. V. Lightner editors. Disease Diagnosis and Control in Norih American Marine Aquaculture.
pp. 16-21. Elsevier, Amsterdam.

[ 8] Overstreet, R. M. and H. D., Howse, 1977. Some parasites and diseases of estuarine fishes in pol-
luted babitats of Mississippi. Annals of the New York Academy of Sciences, 298: 427—462.

[9] Overstreet,R. M. et al., 1988. Experimental infections with Baculovirus penaci in the white shrimp
Penacus vannames (Crustacea: Decapoda) as a bioassay. Journal of the World Aquaculture Society,19



162 v S - I ] 18 &

(4): 175—187.

[10]1 Price, D. J., 1985. Gensetics of susceptibility and resistance to disease in fishes. Journal of Fish
Biology, 26: 509—519.

{11] Siqueira Bueno, S. L. et al., 1990 . Baculovirys penaet infection in Penaeus sublilis: a new host and &
new geographical range of the disease. Journal of the World Aquaculiure Society, 21: 235—237,



