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A EEE T M40 EXT #RF0 oh [FE B X R 3 5 BF
B EIERE (WSS =L

BEFE AT T oWV R £V FEgY fnw
gxm S EWk £ EM FWAE Y Zka
(1. AW R P il AT Hp 2 R e T s P EDK PRS2 B S B Sk IR T 8 2660715

2. BERGHERESHEARBERLRZEFERVAE S Gy IR HRE F8  266071;
3. BRI SEa#BE L 201306)

WE KRR AL4E T “F3% 1 57 (Litopenaeus vannamel  “Renhai No.1” )#n & [& ] 3¢
#F “# % 2 57 (Fenneropenaeus chinensis  “Huanghai No.2” ) 3 #8 & &4 T(24°C . %CﬁnC)
X R E E U AR RS A B84 6 4E )R % (White spot syndrome virus, WSSV) 8 77 ik ¥ AT R e 52 5

B2 PRt B E B UL T A WSSV Bt % 2 B(L REJLAVEXTER, F A% P E W), 48
B7R, L-24°CHn F-24°C 41 0 - 34 77 7% B 18] 4 41 (184.05+£69.56) h #1(101.68+38.45) h; L-28°C#1 F-28°C
20ty - 4 2 0E B 1A 4 B (100.25426.79) h #1(73.38+22.22) h, MERE A N A G ER EH £ R
(P<0.05); #ZE% 15 KX, L-32°CHn F-32°C AW 7 7E F 25 K 45.74%F0 23.47%. 3 /i 4 4 i 2
50% iy 76 1= 2 B By 77 58 B 1A 20 ) 7 178 h A1 98 h, 98 h A 74 h, 292 h #1 78 h; Fb 1= & U B 5] 7 71|
BESRAMEAR. ESRAEA4R. S0 XME 4K, B4, 2P EKEEH 120, 1d, 2d, 3d.
4d, 5d, 6d. 7d. 15d3E 9 B [A] & x4 40 2 SR HEAT VB AR BURE, | | 2B COF £ B RT-PCR # K
MEFTREFRELRN, AATERANALASREEENAERITI AR TR HEGENZR, 6 d
B, L-24°CAn F-24°C 41t 4F LA 0 & 3 B 4 A1 3k 2] (2.97x10%+7.44x10%) #1(8.08x 10°+3.22x10°%)
copies/ng DNA, # % # & # (P<0.01), L-28°C #1 F-28 C 4l 4 | 3k % (6.73x10°£1.49x10°%) Fu
(1.20x107+6.15x10°) copies/ng DNA, # R & 3 (P<0.01); 15 d, L-32°CHr F-32°C 4 4 5 £ %|
(5.18x10°+4.32x10*)F11(3.78x10*+8.97x10%) copies/ng DNA, # 5 & % (P<0.05), #F X%k ¥, 2 A xtiF
FE3IMBETE TS WSSV &, LAEMIm < WSSV f 4 Zd THEWAXE; FEIEETHE
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AV AR AN RRLBE T FLAA I X R A o [ B X X 1 BELE G AE 5 2 (WSS V)i 52 14 e 3K 121

A 20T LA R 7 WSSV By 78 fE M BR Z| 554K 28°C 4. 24°C 4 Fn 32°C 4,

ES ik

hESERE S917.4 SCHEtERIDED A

H BE %7 A 1 9% 7 (White spot syndrome virus,
WSSV)J&AE 4 X W 7 5E . 6 3 fe R A — o B o JL L
BRI ST, BRGTIRAE 3~10 d NAYIET R
ik 100%, Bl EERFUR SR AZ T E R 45
A2 (BEREZE 2010; Cavalli et al, 2008), b T fil Filfs
TP I A LR, I BE R, T 2 R TR
WSSV g, #£95 WSSV [P iR it (2 4 &,
2006). SR, XEETFIEERANGEA BAEH] WSSV K
FIAR % % (Verbruggen et al, 2016), 5 55 A R HE 185 LU
SPENE R R Z VP2 R, A5 ERE
I fE ERRUA AN R A AR, o, RS A BRELR
BAE R B YIR DG (ZALAE, 2013),

L4 75 Xt IS (Litopenaeus  vanname) il B 45 X} if
(Penaeus monodon)7E A T.iF 1% WSSV J&, Hii

T A2 B I TR] AR BT 0 A7 AR W] IR 22 S (A G A,

2006). [ B X} IR (Fenneropenaeus chinensis)#il H A<
2 X} iR (Mar supenaeus japonicus) A T JE& % WSSV J5,
H A3 X5 B 9 47355 B[] < T op = B X5 iR (Jiang et al,
2006), mEE QO AL, 15N T BRI
WSSV Ji, o EBAXT R o H A 28 X6 0 1 & s e ]
H R #05 o A SCHE T FLAN XRS5 v [ B X R EEAN ]
TSI T TR WSSV 5 IAF T ta] , EABET:
FLL R IR LA P AR B R AR AR IS O, DU R
IR 25 N 3X 2 PP oR4T WSSV PERERY 225, W]
RS BR TP LA TR S5 RN e RS, LS R s D R
T R g 1Y) R R RIS

1 HR5H%E
1.1 SEIedfal

SIS AE K 7 R A S B B K B 5 T R
S P bR 3 4 (R A T o S0 T FH LRI X RO B
A6 T K =Rl B A PR T, SRy FLGAE X R8T
R 15" A E X ERREAOR A 5 ik R0 5|
T Flrbce i " 2 45 BEEUNLGR R GRS A
FMATE L) Fy 48.99 mm F1 1.34 g, v [E B 6 HFRF- 2 44
KRR EZ K 38.82 g f1 0.41 g, $EHH 1200 2.
S K AP UE R A SR K, WK ERRE R 30+1,
FEHRK AR 130 L, fRIE 24 h 8. LR ETE 7
8d, B HALM 3 K(06:00, 14:00, 22:00)A: 544k H
BEAH R XHAF AT 3%~5%), WIS 1Yk, HiK 1k

JUAESTER; FEAXE; FRIRE; A3EAMERF(WSSV); Wit %t
XEHRS  2095-9869(2018)02-0120-08

(23R 50%) . SEHHT 2 A X URAS B ALIMER 3 X oL
o Xk S 5% e F HE RT-PCR K FL A P WSSV 9 75 2%
B, R BAE, SOh LARE FLAEXTER, F R
Fh ] W R

1.2 WSSV HEMEI&

B SEAT IR S L BE . R BIAE R X R LA 4 21
IJEMART B HLLA R, 785050 TR A2 5 KB4
P, HIRIR G5 B B, g R
TEMRIRIAEE P 1T, —80°CUKFEIRAT . £ SLht o
JtEHE PCR K INTEH WSSV 44 D14k, #iHm 4t
Jy 1x10° copies/mg.

1.3 HAEARERE

JUGAEE X HF 5 v ] B X R4S 0B 3 AR BR
(24°C ., 28°CHI32°C), W MREAVHE 3 P75
M1 AZ XTI, A4 100 B LR RTE #=1)
6], 7K HARIEE R 24°C, 28°CHI 32°C 44 i
B AT TR, BRTHE 0.5°C, HE&HKEYEH
SCUG AT AR IR, JF ELAE XS AR R 05 A I 7K 43 )t
Tk Ab B

1.4 ANTI{RMBRES

TR AR, XTURYLERACEE 6 h, PRUFHE mHE
2%, i WSSV # T AT OREYL . 751 AT
SCYGZH A IR B A SRR A A v R e o A 1
Tk E, BT ICBEE (2 10 me)iRiik 2 X R
FIESAL, FRH e X IR S 30 B R i 2r e,
ST SRGE K AR 5 X RRAL AR 285 560 WSSV B
fARERXTERLA . RIMESEER S, IR, ok, W
X UFFET A B

15 HmRERNDE

SEUSTFAR AR WA 12, 24, 48, 72, 96, 120, 144,
168 h 4t 8 AN B A IE AR HURE , 14145 I 3 R XTERL
WAL TR HR R . 56 15 K, 76 32°C4ff
K H 3 R XTER LI ZH 41 (24°CF 28°C WL XHIF £ 438
FETD), JFE T-80CHAAE, TLRILIHIT 15d,

1.6 WSSV HE#N A%
B 8 /NHF[R] A5 A% 4% 2H X6 T AL PA) 20 2 4 BE A5 4k
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(2008)AY 7 1T DNA $2HL. DNA £ 1%R B b
BERCHLTK, FFEE IS SR & 45 (Biolmaging Systems)
K g aepk, (ff R R 52 /M 6O EEE T (Biodropsis
BD-2000)ilE DNA Fit Bz, I HA B2 40 ng/ul,
WSSV # &5ll5E % JHl TagMan 520} 2856 5E 8 PCR %
(Durand et al, 2002), HArh BKEN 69bp, 514K
PREF A TAEY TR ()R A ARG . 2t
FE B PCR J W 1A £ (20 ul): 1xPremix Ex Tag™ (Probe
qPCR) . IEJZ 0] 519145 0.25 pmol/L(# 1) . ROX Reference
Dyell 0.25 umol/L . ¥4t 0.125 umol/L . #%E DNA i
B 2 pl, KEEWZEKANEAFL . PCR W : 95°CTil
ASPE 10s; 95CAE 55, 60°CIE Kk KLIEM 34 s; 2
40 1~ PCR G¥F . DIASIE = AfTHl& A B B
() E 4 R pUCM-T/WSSV69 JFrififh, ¥ WSSV
PR T 10 5 RANBEEER R, 7 ABREE, 4300
(1.02x10%)~(1.02x10%) copies/ul, &I X ZE K AME K B
PEXTRE, REANFRRREE R B 3 AN PAT, AR PHM: X IR &
PRUERT LR A . AE DNA BEFSEATREI 3 W, B
HOPS(EAE A S 1) WSSV it .

*1 ZWETHSIY

PCR primers used in this study

519751

Tab.1
514 4 B
Primer name Primer sequence
WSS probe  AGCCATGAAGAATGCCGTCTATCACACA
WSS1011F  TGGTCCCGTCCTCATCTCAG
WSS1079R  GCTGCCTTGCCGGAAATTA

1.7 BRI RS

MSLH B 1 R ERSET I iR, BER 1 h AT
WMEL, B HIET - XARIF e s BB T ] L 200 L (R4
AR, 2 ABEEIFHCE T-20CKkAT, HE%
IREE R BTG WSSV i AR XTR A P-4 47 16 i) 1]
25 RN N Y45 1 22 (MeantSD) . R H SPSS

19.0 41 Origin 9.0 #EATEHRS 400, FEHERNER
77 2%(One-way ANOVA) 7 0TI P-4 471 s () R P AL
PRIZH LU R4 1) 25 57

2 #HR

2.1 WSSV BR 53 HF SR iR S it

22 WSSV Y5, 2 FpXTIF 24 C4f 28 C 1%L
T2REIN 100%., L-24°C LA F-24°C e KAF s 18] 43
S 324 h F1 214 h, L-28°CHl F-28°C f5 A7 1 i [A]
3520 198 h F1 130 h, 2 FhRFIF 28 °C 4 & K A7 1% I
()3 /NT 24°C4H ; 1 L-32°CFl F-32°C AR B 520045 0
BIAFTEXUR, fE1G 35150 45.74%M 23.47%. 24°C
ZHFN 28 °C 20 rf PLYAIEE X W 5 KA T e [H) 4 T e [
BIXTHR; 76 32°CAl, FLANIEXTERAETE R KT
WIXTIR(ER 2),

2.2 WSSV B g & A EE AR R 7 T F A i E]

L-24°CHl F-24°C . L-28°CHl F-28°C#l L-32°CHl
F-32°C A& FNKIET- A 10%H89 R 535109 108 h Al
48h. 68 h F138 h, 128 h il 38 h; FIKFET-F N 50%
FIF ] 23 5% 178 h A1 98 h, 98 h 1 74 h, 292 h FlI
78 ho TEMENRAE . FHIEISET-SR0, FLAATEXT R4 77
T Fsf (] 34 K o ] B G AR

JUGAEE T AR v [ BH R 380 35 4[] 6 T S5 B i Fsf
6], 28°CHIEI/NT 24 CH A 32°CLH., HEIIXTEF 32°C
HEIARFET RIS AR N T 24 CLH(E 1),

2.3 WSSV BijE & AXTUR A E B E R TR

16 24 CH Y, L-24CHLRN F-24 CLER 2 KAET=
RN R 4 B 23 B F-24CH%E 3 RIET R
Bw, B4 RIRBBET g, Ry 56 B L-24 CALHI
4d T RE— B, BIH S R T &g,

R 2 AEXFERFI R E AT ERZ WSSV B g SRR ST

Tab.2 The characteristics of L. vannamei and F. chinensis after WSSV infection

24°C 28°C 32°C
I H Items

L F L F L F
KK Mean length (mm) 50.49 39.16 49.91 38.81 46.57  38.49
4R HE Mean weight (g) 1.49 0.47 1.36 0.37 1.16 0.39
B RAFTE ] Max survival time (h) 324 214 198 130 / /
Fe/NE % IHA] Min survival time (h) 24 28 24 28 32 28
A 4E % I E] Mean survival time (h)  184.05+69.56  101.68+38.45°  100.25+26.79 ° 73.38+22.22 ® / /
1715 2 Survival rate (15 d) (%) 0 0 0 0 4574 2347

T T A9 o7 B2 7 2 [A) 35 1 25 57 (P<0.05)

Note: Different letters showed significant difference between groups (P<0.05)
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TG A A RIS P 5 X M R v T B o R R 1 SRS IR 75 (WSS V) i 32 L A58 123

33 B F-24 CHINE 5~8 RILT- R 54 Ff&, 5
9 RAFIET; L-24°CLHH 6~9 RIET-Hm FF L {fF5
BEBKECEREZ N 25 BB), 4 10 KitGE FFE,
BN 15 R (K 2 1),

300 -

mmL-24°C
200  =aF-24C
|
0 L 1
10 30 50
S 00r mm L-28°C
£ 2000 = F28°C
= 100 +
ool E— Il [ .
300 10 30 50
== -32°C
200 == F-32°C
=
0
10 30 50
FET-# Mortality/%

K1 AFEVEET 2 Fxtic WSSV EYL 5
F3E AR BAGET A e [A]

Fig.1 The time vS mortality of two shrimps after the WSSV
infection at different temperature

80

60— mml-24°C

aof j =F-24C

20

o101 IFTT Y .

0 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 91011 12 13 14
== [-28°C
= F-28°C

01 23 45 67 891011121314

).

0 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1011 12 13 14
ffiE] Time/d
B2 WSSV BG5S [F] B ] BOw R AR T 5 i
Fig.2 The time point vs death of shrimps
after the WSSV infection

mm-32°C
3 F-32C

FET-$ & Number of death/tail
[\ o e )
OO OOO

N B O\ oo
SO OO O

16 28°C4lH, L-28°CLHAI F-28°CHIEE 2 KIET:
AR 7 BN 35 B F-28°CHH%s 3 KT B A
il ETE, 055 4 KIRFFET-EE, K 80 B L-28°CAH
53 RAET-REER ETF, 205 5 KakFIB0T =ik,
84 B 5 6 K 2 4IAT-REME FRE, L-28°C
HFH 7 RAETHT:, F-28CHFH 10 KREFRIET:
(F 2 ),

TE 32°CHLH, L-32CHMNE 1~7 RIIETIREL
PRFFRARKT-, 55 8 KITIR LTF, HI% 10 KikHI5E
ToEE, 28 B F-32°CLHIET- AN 2 Kl

BT, BN 4 TRBIET- S, M TR, BT KRG
THET-XERE 2 F).

24 WSSV BREFEEHXMRAFLT R

TE 24 CHF, L-24°CZH M F-24° CZHAE 3 d f 2N
BET- 23 3.81%F1 24.06%; 8 d B4 313k %] 56.57%
1 99.00%; 2 A4 9FE 14 d F1 9 d BFIET-HIAF]
100%. 7E 28°CZHH, L-28 CZHAMI F-28°CAH7E 3 d i AR
FET- R 510 13.36%F 49.32%; 5 d B35k %)
85.74%K11 97.54%; 2 043 HIHE 9 d Fll 6 d BEBET-Fik3
100%, 7E32°C41r, L-32°CZLF1 F-32°C4H7E 3 d i} 2
FRBET- 343 50 5.21%H1 39.23%; 4 d 2351353 8.07%
1 71.51%; %) 14 d i, 2 4L BRBET R 550 54.26%
1 76.53%(K 3).

100[ -»- L-24C
75F = F-24°C

?x
\

\

\

\

\

01 23 45 6 7 8 91011 1213 14

—_
NWnIOo
SN O WnOo
TTT T

100

~
W

EFFET-% Cumulative mortality/%
Wi
=)

N
W

0
01 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 91011 1213 14
B[] Time/d

Bl 3 WSSV Y5 X iF RBUET-
Fig.3 The cumulative mortality of shrimps
after the WSSV infection

25 WSSV B E&AXIMNAALANFSHE

FE 24 CZH, L-24"CHIRI F-24° CH4L7E 24 h Z 1
Xof W UL P 2H 2005 T 2 43 931 R (8.61x107£1.08%x10°) I
(9.74x10'+£6.70x10") copies/ng DNA; 2 d i}, L-24°C
2H }(8.12x10°+1.01x10°) copies/ng DNA, F-24°C4E
IKF(2.45%10°42.92x10°) copies/ng DNA, 2 42 5 4
F(P<0.05); & 6 d,2 4 liE 5 (2.97x10% 7.44x10°)
H1(8.08x10%43.22x10°% copies/ng DNA, 2% 1)k i #
(P<0.01).

1E28°CHlrf, L-28°C4LM F-28 CHL7E 24 h XFUF
WL 4 20 9% B 3% &40 3 O8 (1.65%10%+1.92x10%) Al
(1.23x10°£1.73x10%) copies/ng DNA, 2 427K %
(P>0.05); F-28 CA17E 2 d & JEik #](1.51x10°+2.49x10°)
copies/ng DNA, L-28C47E 4 d ik % (4.40x10°+
2.31x10°% copies/ng DNA; %= 6 d, L-28°CZH Al F-28°C
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2H 43 935 3 (6.73x10%1.49%10%) F1 (1.20x107+6.15x10°)
copies/ng DNA, 2 #4122 5% i 3 (P<0.01).

TE 32°C4Hr, L-32°CZHAN F-32°CAHTERT 48 h X
IFULA A BUR R AL F-32°C417E 3 d i ik
(5.53x10*+4.78x10%) copies/ng DNA; L-32°C4H 5d ik
#)(1.04x10*+1.12x10% copies/ng DNA; % 15d, L-32C
4 f F-32 C 4 4 A (5.18x10°+4.32x10°) Al
(3.78x10*£8.97x10%) copies/ng DNA, 2 #ZF G
(P<0.05)(F& 4).

2 1.0x107 [+ L-24C
Z 1.0x105 [+ F24C
B 10x10° [
5 1.0x10" . . . . . .
Z o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
? 1.0x107 [ L-28°C
3 10x10° [ F-28C
& 1.0x10° [
F 1.0x10' : . . . . . .
2 o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
I8 1 0x107 [+ L-32C
ﬁ 1.0x105 [ = F-32°C
e 1.0x10° [ M
1.0x10"
0

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
fifA] Time/d

Kl 4 WSSV 5 XL 42U e 4 A8 4L
Fig.4 The change of viral load in muscle tissue of
shrimps after WSSV infection

3 it

FERGL TR AR Z 05 I rh , WSSV Y £ 3% i ol ™
# (Escobedo-Bonilla et al, 2007), BF5%A [a] Fr2E % R
X WSSV U, X FERRS AR E A E R X
(KPR ESE, 2005), BLE A [ A XS R AT H 48 28 X6 iR
(T FEAE, 2013) . FLANEXTERFIEE 15 % R (Wongtavatchai
et al, 2010). HA{H%F(Macrobrachium nipponensis) .
JUGRIEXTR OB 22 45, 2003) , H ] BF G R FLARTE T AR
(A, 2017) A ST 58 22 1 o ] B G) 0 (3 4 B
S, 2015) % 1) BBURR I 22 A AR

31 XEESFS

T =X WSSV ARt RS 7 PR BhT 5, o
WSSV 5|2l %t i (Penaeus indicus) . BES X
L % 78 #F (Macrobrachium super bum) 100%4E 1~ 2 i i
] 4 A Y JE g 72 h, 48 h, Sdf18d, ¥ KA
#F(Macrobrachium rosenbergii)7E £ EG: WSSV 15 d
Ja % A #ET- (Sahul Hameed et al, 2000), =& {1 Pk %
(2003)WF 5T 2 B, H S 2 Xt R 1 PL 4 Y5 ol S A2 JR e
WSSV J5 20 d By ZBUIET R 55 E  100.00% i

83.33%, fFFEGLIT"#25 . Syed % (2006)HF5E K,
i 3t %) P 80 MF (Panulirus  homarus) #5345 Ji #F
(Panulirus ornatus) LA {3 5 AH A1) 2 ) WSSV ik 3
Wi F, HIkF] 100% R BBETRAGE ] 452 168 h
A1 120 h, ZEZELLEE(2007)WF5EE M, R [a]—Flm A
[ R Z [0 A E XS ER, % WSSV Bk A7
TER K2, Bk F 55 (2013) %t JL4h 35 Xt i 3 45
WSSV BRPL LI, K ISR K R BIRTERXT WSSV 14T
PEARIE], ABFFE A, FLANEERHIR R b FE A X AR X WSSV
(A SZ AP 22 5, HAE - ] . SRBSE T A
XTEMA P iR AT B 25 5

32 EHFMR

90 AFAR AR, R A6y X MR IR 5 5 Fb 2R
EHAXTER . 2001 4EJ5, T LA IRERIL R
FE TR WV SR A AR TR, A TR R AR SR A )
7 5 (LA Fh (B K 25, 2013). ASBFSE T FH LA i xF
MR 2 v K B 25 00 9 e S TR K P S T S B T
TR R A RA I GAE, HFRAERKLEE
ARG R L X ER T 1 S, HOE YRS
IR, 25 ) RBFETRAG, I H Bl 25 )
F14) S A T UL PR) PR B 20 1 9 B e ] B X
ERARE ZR2S5Z2HEREGFEMEA, HEHT
] P S%F MR 5 BT (A PR B 125 . GS01-002 -2008)
LRI A b, BEAAKBH IR WSSV kgL
TR DL R B Ge E FE GE R ESE, 2013), EE S L E
B X5 W40 955 7 A A BT 2 50 5 v ] A G R A A
HEATHL WSSV PERESL SR , "Bl 2 5" 52 AR I
T BT UL, R TR R b 1 e ] B 6
WEH TAENAS 17— kL FBUR o @t o B A ik
B, W EXTER VLR RIBTRBE 1, A AT
B 1 BB 17 EE R it 2 — (40 28 %5, 2008)

33 AEIREINEIT WSSV HE5E I K X Xt #R it 52 1%

5% i

Xt UF A OBEZE A AE BB RS KR & DA &
(Withyachumnarnkul et al, 2003), Rahman ££(2007)0F
FEKIRAEA(27°C . 33°CH)NFBETT X EF Ly A G WSSV
BRI, & 33 CHISET RARME. You 45(2010)73#r
T E R (31CH)XM Y WSSV 1Y H A MR 4y 1A F R A4 £
FET -3 GuE IO R R s, R 31°CHhE
R BEREARIE TR (5 27°C A EL), o iR A X B R A 1Y)
PO &Pk I 40 M S R R e IR G i 2
(P>0.05), IFSZ /s i AM bl 8 A il , AN 2 4 s X i
GPER N . RIBEFREFQ012)FREH, mKIE(=327)
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AV AR AN RRLBE T FLAA I X R A o [ B X X 1 BELE G AE 5 2 (WSS V)i 52 14 e 3K 125

FIEAS [7) R o A8 K A0 0 22 o) B 1 BT 27 6 1 5 1S A 2K
T2o ZELA5(2013)i o BF 5 PR 45 IR 32 5 0 1 1 A ek
AIARDGHE , 45t m iR (33 C) X B R B S B A —E 1Y
POHIVERT, I ELOA S ek s T e i L R R 7 5k o

AWFFErh, FLASEXTER 24 CHLRN 28°C 4 I KAF
TEAFIE] 43514 324 h Fl 214 h, S EBAXTER 735024 198 h
F1 130 h, 28°C Al KAFIEI RIS /NT 24 CA (R 2).
3ANREA T, 2 FhXFER 28°C A BT m I Y R A
KT 24 CHI32°C, I HIHRHEIBE] 100% ) RFRIET:
R 2 FIE 3), 45 15 Kk, 2 FEF 24°C4H1 28°C
HEBBET-REN 100%, 1M 32°CHIKIRA 45.74%
F 23.47% P HRAE G o DS R JUL PR PR 5 B 28 2 1Y) 38
FEAEBLE , NLANTEXTER 24°C 4N 28°C 2% 57 48
BRI K 6.40x10° F1 8.94x10° copies/ng DNA, 32°C
ZHM 6.04x10* copies/ng DNA; 1 [E B X IF 24°CZH A
28 CLR R A R I KA N 2.71x107 F1 3.67x107 copies/ng
DNA, 32°C4HH 1.15x10° copies/ng DNA(E 4), % I
Bk, 3 ZHIREEAA HbE, 28°CLH f AT i ) f i
s aE 2 I b 32°C 4L 15 d JRMRIRA A7 I6 XTIF,
R REE WA, £ XT WSSV $8 58 5 & Y
Hil, W T ARLEAIES R IET,
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The Difference of Tolerance to White Spot Syndrome Virus Between
Litopenaeus vannamei and Fenneropenaeus chinensis at Different Temperatures

FENG Yaping'**, KONG Jie'?, LUO Kun'?, LUAN Sheng'?, LI Xupeng', SHI Xiaoli'?, CAO Jiawang'**,
WANG Mingzhu'**, WANG Jun'*?, DONG Lijun'**, MENG Xianhong'*"

(1. Key Laboratory of Sustainable Development of Marine Fisheries, Ministry of Agriculture, Yellow Sea Fisheries Research
Institute, Chinese Academy of Fishery Sciences, Qingdao 266071; 2. Laboratory for Marine Fisheries Science and Food
Production Processes, Qingdao National Laboratory for Marine Science and Technology, Qingdao 266071; 3. College of

Fisheries and Life Science, Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai  201306)

Abstract The present study evaluated the effects of white spot syndrome virus (WSSV) infection in
Litopenaeus vannamei ‘Renhai No.1’ and Fenneropenaeus chinensis ‘Huanghai No.2’ at various
temperatures (24°C, 28°C, and 32°C) using quantitative feeding method (L represents L. vannamei, and F
represents F. chinensis). The results showed that the average survival time of group L-24°C, F-24°C, L-28°C,
and F-28°C was (184.05£69.56) h, (101.68+38.45) h, (100.25+£26.79) h, and (73.38+22.22) h,
respectively. The survival time between two kinds of shrimps at same temperature was significantly
different (P<0.05). At the 15th d, the survival rate of group L-32°C and F-32°C was 45.74% and 23.47%,
respectively. The time of 50% mortality rate of two shrimps at three temperatures was 178 h and 98 h,
98 h and 74 h, 292 h and 78 h, respectively. The time of death peak of two shrimps among three
temperatures was 5 d and 4 d, 5d and 4 d, 10 d and 4 d, respectively. The virus loads in muscle of L-24°C
and F-24°C at 144 h was (2.97x10°+7.44x10°) and (8.08x10°+3.22x10°) copies/ng DNA with the highly
significant difference (P<0.01). The virus loads in muscle of L-28°C and F-28°C at 144 h was
(6.73x10°+1.49x10%) and (1.20x107+6.15x10°) copies/ng DNA with highly significant difference
(P<0.01). The virus loads of muscle of L-32°C and F-32°C at the 15th d was (5.18x10°+4.32x10%) and
(3.78x10"+8.97x10%) copies/ng DNA with a significant difference (P<0.05). These results indicates that L.
vannamei are more tolerant to WSSV infection than F. chinensis, and the ability of multiplication of
WSSV in muscle at different temperatures was 28 C>24"C>32°C.

Key words Litopenaeus vannamei; Fenneropenaeus chinensis; Different temperatures; White spot
syndrome virus (WSSV); Tolerance
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