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Study on Effects of Breeding Eupolyphaga sinensis
Walker Using Single Forage and Their Mixture
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Abstract 6 kind forages were used to feed Eupoly phaga sinensis Walker. They were single com,

wheat bran, rice bran and ther mixtures.

containing 15. 1% crude protein. (2) Among above 3 single forages, wheat bran and rice bran

Each mixture contains 13. 3 ,

13. 5%+ 15. Yo 16. 3k

)

15. Yo
3
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the best result is the mixed forage

cost distinctly lower than the 3 kind mixed forages, and wheat bran is the cheapest.
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15. Yo and 16. 3%
crude protein respectively. The resultsshowed (1) Eupolyphaga sinensis Walker fed with mixed
forage grown faster than that fed with single forage,
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Tablbe 1 Eupolyphaga sinensis Walker bred results and statistical analysis
. . - . Forage Forage
_ Original  [Final Net gain  Average Relative gain | (0 ed Protein costs
Groups  Weight Femalew eight W eight ( kg) daily gain welight rate Gain effici ency (yuari
(kg) (kg) weight (g) (% weight) A ke ')
[ 0. 750 96. 6455 3.563B:  95.895F 3.563% 393 Ot 14. 6B 127 9t 4. 8 6.28= 0. 24C  1.85F 0.19¢ 12. 56
II 0. 750 110. 920F 4. 4260 110 17 4.426>  451. 55 18 11 146.95 5.9 3. 555 0. 18> 20 0 11 391
[ 0. 750 107. 232& 4. 829 106. 48- 4. 829>  436. 4= 19. 8  142.0F 6.4 4.00t 0.228 1.9t 0. 14¢ 4. 80
v 0. 750 116. 79t 3. 284 116. 04 3.284> 475 6= 135  154. 7 4.4 3.3450.12 2 22F (. 104 6. 61
\4 0. 750 126. 178F 4. 3174 125, 42k 4. 3178« 514, GE 17.7% 167.2F 5.8% 2 86E 0. 174 2 32k 0. 15% 6. 01
VI 0. 750 124. 670E 5. 3724 123, 92GF 5. 37202 507. 9% 22.0% 165.2& 7.2% 2 78F 0. 14« 2 18F 0. 16 6. 17
a,b,c,P<0 05 A,B CP<0 0l 1 kg .
a,b,c,P<0.05 A, B, C,P<0. 0l; Forage costs mains the forage expenses per female Eupolyphaga sinensis Walker increased lkg in weight.
2
Table 2 Benefit anal ysis of breeding E upolyphaga sinensis Wal kerin different groups
~ . Forage costs m Living Lavae m Gross
Groups l‘orfig‘e]zn}c?) per gain weight [Otfl fo%age insect price bought (lotal )COS[S income
(yuari kg unit (yuan) costs ( yuan) (yuari kg™ 1) costs( yuan) yuan (yuan)
I 2.00 12. 56 1213. 86 15.00 100. 00 1313. 86 135. 82
1I L 10 3.91 433. 69 15. 00 100. 00 533, 69 1130. 11
il L 20 4.80 514 71 15. 00 100. 00 614. 71 993. 77
v 1.98 6.61 772. 00 15. 00 100. 00 872. 00 879. 90
Vv 210 6.01 758. 33 15.00 100. 00 858 33 1034. 34
VI 222 6.17 769. 21 15. 00 100. 00 869. 21 1000. 84
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