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Relationship of Environmental Factors in Penaeid Shrimp Pond
with the Shrimp Explosive Epidemic Diseases

X

HUANG Can-hua , SHI Zheng-li, ZHANG Jian-hong, ZHANG Li-ven, (HEN Di-hua,
WU Qingjiang, WANG Jian-ping, YI Xiang-hua, SI Lie-gang, WU Xiongfei

Abstract: Some environmental and ecological factors such as salt density, dissolved oxygen and pH in

the shrimp-cultured pond were studied to investigata the relationship of their change with the shrimp s

explosive epidemic diseases (EEDS). Afier the shrimp were infected with low dose of virus, the salt

density, dissolved oxygen and pH of the seawater were artificially changed respectively. It shows that

some of the changes can apparently induce the shrimps to get diseases and impwove the death rate. The

results help to give some explanation of the cause of the EEDS and bear great importance for guiding

the farmer to culture penaeid shrimp on the scientific basic.

Keywords: shrimp-cultured waters; environmental and ecological factors; Penaeid shrimp virus; in-

ducible relationship
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