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SUMMARY

This review examines the significance of live feeds in commercial aquaculture industry for production of fish and shrimp larvae, along with
various challenges and prospects. Live feeds are an essential food source in larviculture, especially for marine fish, which depend on them for
nutrition during the initial days of exogenous feeding. They are palatable, highly digestible, and their movement stimulates natural hunting
and foraging instincts, promoting better development, lowering captivity stress, and increasing survival rates. Artemia is the most commonly
used live feed in larviculture; however, it has low levels of omega-3 HUFA. Copepods are the most nutritionally rich live feed, containing high
levels of DHA and EPA. Despite these benefits, they are less frequently used in larviculture due to technical challenges associated with large-
scale cultivation at high densities. The use of live feed is labour-intensive and costly. The feeding period for fish larvae can be shortened using
a co-feeding strategy. Microalgae rich in DHA have been utilized to enrich live feeds. Further research is needed to determine the most effective
approach to significantly reduce the weaning time of fish larvae from live feed. This will lead to gradual and eventual complete replacement
of life feed in the near future.
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INTRODUCTION Ljubobratovic et al., 2020), which facilitates better
digestion. The small size of most live feeds (about 50—
Fish is a crucial source of protein for humanity, 150 um) is considered appropriate for the fish larvae's
accounting for at least 17% of animal protein consumed  mouths. One major benefit of live feed, such as rotifers,
by people globally (FAO, 2020). As the human  Artemia and copepods, is that they can be enriched to
population grows, the demand for fish meat is rising.  meet the specific nutritional needs of different fish and
To meet this demand, it is necessary to increase fish  shrimp species (Radhakrishnan et al., 2019). On the
production through intensification of aquaculture. other hand, formulated diets, which typically contain
Producing healthy, high-quality and cost-effective fish ~ fishmeal and soybean, have high dry matter content
for human consumption depends on the ability to  (about 60-90%) and lower amounts of soluble protein,
produce a large number of healthy larval fish reliably ~ which creates difficulty for fish larvae to fully break
and efficiently (Herath and Atapaththu, 2013; down and digest the proteins present in diets due to low
Mozanzadeh et al., 2021). A major challenge in the levels of proteolytic enzymes (Kolkovski, 2001).

industrial upscaling of fish and shellfish production is Notwithstanding the benefits of live feed in the
the initial feeding of early larval stages, due to their  successful raising of finfish and shrimp, producing and
dependence on live feed (Abate et al., 2016). maintaining live prey can be expensive. This process is

Fish at early life stages instinctively ingest moving  labour-intensive and often requires specialized skilled
feed (Rayner et al., 2015; Jaseera et al., 2021). In  personnel. Additionally, it may necessitate extra
larviculture, the movement of live feed in the culture infrastructure and equipment (Regnnestad et al., 2013;
tank could activate their natural hunting and foraging  Ljubobratovic et al., 2020). The nutritional quality of
impulses. This may help reduce captivity stress, live feed is influenced by the diet of the organism and
increase survival rate and foster better growth and the culture environment. This variability could result in
development (Conceicdo et al., 2010; Radhakrishnan et inconsistencies in the quality and nutritional
al., 2019). According to Kolkovski (2001), live feed is  composition of the live feed fed to fish larvae, which
regarded as the most suitable and efficient source of may have a substantial impact on the growth and
sustenance for these larvae due to their natural development of fish larvae (Radhakrishnan et al.,
composition and biological qualities. 2019). Furthermore, the availability of live feed can

These feeds supply essential nutrients, including  fluctuate periodically, leading to a limited regular
protein with high amino acid content, highly supply (Kolkovski, 2001; Ljubobratovic et al., 2020).
unsaturated fatty acids, vitamins, and minerals, which  For instance, during certain harvesting seasons in the
support the development of the nervous system, Great Salt Lake, UT, USA, there have been low
immune system, as well as overall health of larvae  harvests of Artemia cysts due to disruptions caused by
(Jobling, 2016). They are palatable, making it readily =~ 'El-Nino’ climatic conditions (Kolkovski, 2001;
acceptable; they contain only about 10% dry matter ~ Sorgeloos et al., 2001; Abate et al., 2016). The use of
(Kolkovski, 2001; Rennestad et al, 2013; live feed presents a risk of transmitting diseases to the
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aquaculture system if not managed properly. These
organisms can serve as vectors for parasites or harmful
bacteria, which can endanger the health and survival of
fish larvae (Hamre et al., 2019).

This review examines the importance of live feed in
the commercial aquaculture industry for the production

of fish and shrimp larvae, along with the challenges and
prospects. We also examine the nutritional values and
deficiencies of these feeds, as well as their enrichment
to meet the nutritional requirements of fish larvae
(Figure 1). Additionally, we discussed co-feeding and
its relevance in the success of larviculture.

Figure 1. Schematic diagram of fish larval feeding
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NUTRITIONAL REQUIREMENTS OF FISH
LARVAE

The nutritional requirements of fish vary
significantly depending on the species, their
developmental stage, and environmental conditions.
Fish larvae undergo rapid physiological and
morphological growth, accumulating muscle and
developing internal organs; their digestive anatomy and
function differ from those of juveniles and adults.
Moreover, there are considerable differences in
ontogeny and feeding physiology in these life stages
(Zambonino-Infante and Cahu, 2010; Hamre et al.,
2013). Fish larvae have specialized dietary needs that
differ both qualitatively and quantitatively from those
of juveniles and adults (Kolkovski, 2001; Zambonino-
Infante and Cahu, 2010; Hamre et al., 2013).
Nutritional deficiencies during this critical stage can be
catastrophic for their survival (Cahu and Zambonino-
Infante, 2001; Zambonino-Infante and Cahu, 2010;
Hamre et al., 2013). Nevertheless, in general, fish in
their early stages require higher-quality diets than
juveniles and adults (Henry et al., 2015). They need
higher protein, lipids, vitamins and minerals for healthy
growth and survival. However, carbohydrate is needed
in lower levels since they can obtain sufficient energy
from lipids and protein for metabolic activities
(Zambonino-Infante and Cahu, 2010).

Protein functions as the primary structural
component of tissues and muscles in the body
(Moughan and Hendriks, 2018). Fish require high-
quality proteins for growth, maintenance, tissue repair,
reproduction and metabolic functions. As fish age, the
proportion of protein required in their diet tends to
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decrease (Lim and Webster, 2008; Mjoun et al., 2010;
NRC, 2011; Henry et al., 2015). The quality of protein
in a fish diet is determined by a proper balance of the
essential amino acids (Davis et al., 2009; Mjoun et al.,
2010). Fish require ten essential amino acids (EAA),
which cannot be synthesized de novo and must instead
be obtained through their diet. EAA are crucial for
protein synthesis in fish, so it is important to consider
not just the protein content but also the amino acid
profile of the diet for fish larvae. Also, it is imperative
to provide the right balance of HUFA and EAA in the
diet to ensure their healthy growth (Rajkumar and
Vasagam, 2006; Glencross et al., 2014; Nunes, 2014).
Carnivorous fish larvae have higher demands for
animal-based protein (about 50-60%) than omnivorous
and herbivorous fish. In intensive aquaculture, fishmeal
is the primary source of protein with the highest amino
acid profile that meets the requirements of fish
(Zambonino-Infante and Cahu, 2010; Glencross et al.,
2020; Kundu et al., 2021).

Dietary lipids, particularly phospholipids, are arich
source of highly digestible energy and essential fatty
acids that are necessary for various physiological
activities, including reproduction and immune function
(Lim and Webster, 2008; Mjoun et al., 2010). For a
variety of reasons, highly unsaturated fatty acids
(HUFA), particularly eicosapentaenoic acid (EPA,
20:5n-3), docosahexaenoic acid (DHA, 22:6n-3) and
arachidonic acid (ARA: 20:4n-6), are regarded as most
important for larval fish (Watanabe et al., 1983;
Evjemo et al., 2003; Mazorra et al., 2003; Hamre et al.,
2013, 2019). They contribute to preserving the
structure and function of cell membranes, which is
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necessary for a variety of physiological activities
(Hamre, 2013; Hauville et al., 2014). HUFA are
essential for the development and proper functioning of
the brain, neural, visual systems and immune system in
fish, which is critical for larvae’s ability to sense and
respond to their surroundings (Hauville et al., 2014).
As aresult, they are better equipped to withstand stress,
which increases their survivability, particularly since
they are more vulnerable to environmental stressors
(Watanabe et al., 1997; Hamre et al., 2013;
Mozanzadeh et al., 2021).

It has been established that the early life stages of
carnivorous marine fish species require a significant
amount of omega-3 HUFA. However, because fish
larvae are inefficient at synthesizing HUFA, they must
obtain this nutrient from their diet (Watanabe et al.,
1983; Cahu and Zambonino-Infante, 2001; Evjemo et
al., 2003; Ljubobratovic et al., 2020; Samat et al.,
2020). It is important to consider the dietary ratio of
DHA to EPA. For marine fish species, a dietary ratio of
DHAV/EPA of at least 2:1 is considered to be adequate
for fish larvae since the yolk of many wild marine fish
eggs typically contains a DHA/EPA ratio of
approximately 2 (Kjarsvik et al., 2003; Ohs et al., 2009;
Hamre et al., 2013). Vitamins, including water-soluble
vitamins (B vitamins and vitamin C) and fat-soluble
vitamins (A, D, E, and K), are required in small
quantities for healthy growth, maintenance and many
physiological processes (Lim and Webster, 2008).
Vitamins C and E serve as antioxidants, assisting in
protecting fish larvae from oxidative stress induced by
metabolic processes and environmental variables.

Essential minerals, including calcium, phosphorus
and magnesium, are required in small quantities for
bone and tissue formation. In addition, trace minerals
like iron, zinc, and copper are also necessary in trace
amounts for various functions, including enzyme
activity, osmoregulation, acid-base balance, skeletal
development, and proper functioning of muscles and
nerves (Sorgeloos et al., 2001; Lim and Webster, 2008;

Mjoun et al., 2010). While fish in semi-intensive
systems (e.g., fertilized ponds) are likely to meet their
vitamin and mineral needs through natural food
consumption, in an intensive system where natural food
is limited, it is important to supplement the diet with
vitamin/mineral premix to prevent structural
deformities, ensure normal growth and maintain good
health (Lim and Webster, 2008; Mjoun et al., 2010).

It is important to take into consideration the size and
texture of feed (either live feed or microparticulate diet)
since fish larvae are small and delicate; appropriate size
and texture are essential to facilitate ingestion and
digestion (Cahu and Zambonino-Infante, 2001; Imentai
et al., 2020). Other factors, such as feeding frequency,
feeding rate, and water quality management, are crucial
for the proper development and health of fish larvae.

Rotifers

Rotifers (Brachionus species) are small aquatic
invertebrates whose sizes range from 50 to 200 um,
depending on the strain and age (Dhert et al., 2014,
Steenfeldt, 2015; Imentai et al., 2020). Rotifers are a
vital source of live feed in the production of marine and
freshwater finfish and crustacean larvae in most regions
of the world. Their small size makes them appropriate
for the mouth gape of many larvae. Additionally, their
ability to remain suspended in water column, along
with their sluggish swimming speeds, makes it easier
for fish larvae to capture them. Furthermore, they have
acceptable nutritional value and energy content (Table
1) and can be altered by dietary manipulation
(Radhakrishnan et al., 2019; Imentai et al., 2020).
Brachionus plicatilis and Brachionus rotundiformis are
the two most widely used species of rotifers
(Branchionidae: Rotifera) in marine larviculture,
serving as a first-feed for the rearing of Atlantic cod
(Gadus morhua), European turbot (Psetta maxima) and
haddock (Melanogrammus aeglefinus) (Lim et al.,
2003; Olsen et al., 2004).

Table 1. Chemical composition (%) of live feed

Nutrients Reference
Live feed Protein Lipids Carbohydrate Ash
Artemia nauplii 43-61 14-23 10-20 5-14 Sorgeloos et al., 1986
Artemia adult 51-62 7-17 8-17 11-24 Sorgeloos et al., 1986
Enriched Artemia 52-68 10-19 11-17 8-14 Mourente &Tocher, 1992
Decapsulated cyst 50-57 13-14 6-7 5-6 Garcia-Ortega et al., 1998
Rotifers 28-63 928 10.5-27 - Qie etal., 2011
Copepods 52-61 8-13 - 9-12 van der Meeren et al., 2008
Moina 66.33 10.82 19.83 - Gladyshev et al., 2016
Daphnia 39.68 24.99 - 28.15 Cheban et al., 2017
Zooplankton 36.63 14.3 - 15.3 van der Meeren et al., 2008

Rotifers are also commonly used as first-feed in the
cultivation of snappers, basses, rabbitfish, and groupers
(Bengtson, 2003) and pike-perch Sander lucioperca
larvae (Yanes-Roca et al., 2018; Imentai et al., 2020),
zebrafish Danio rerio (Martins et al., 2019). These
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authors found that its use significantly reduced skeletal
deformities, enhanced the growth and survival rate of
fish larvae. The nutritional composition of rotifers
(Table 1) depends on the size or age and the diet quality
they are fed. Rotifers have high crude protein content
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(28-63% DW) (ie et al., 2011), with approximately
50.6% of the crude protein being soluble protein
(Srivastava et al., 2006).

However, studies have shown that the amino acid
profile is unbalanced for several fish species, which
may negatively impact larval growth and health
(Srivastava et al., 2006; Abate et al., 2016). The lipid
content ranges from 9-28%, with high phospholipid
content, which accounts for 34-43% of their total lipids
and 20-55% of triacylglycerol (van der Meeren et al.,
2008). Rotifers contain high levels of vitamins B1, B2,
C and E (Hamre et al., 2008; Jobling, 2016). However,
they lack certain essential minerals such as copper,
iodine, zinc, manganese, selenium and taurine, which
may raise concern (Hamre et al., 2008; Mehre et al.,
2012; Hawkyard et al., 2014; Jobling, 2016).

Artemia spp

Artemia (brine shrimp) (Branchiopoda) is another
important live-feed organism, which constitutes the
most widely used species in commercial aquaculture
industry due to its nutritional value and ease of culture.
It is a significant food source for finfish, molluscs, and
crustaceans (Hoffmann et al., 2021; Jaseera et al, 2021).
The Artemia genus comprises eight species and over 50
geographical strains (Hou et al., 2006). Artemia salina
and Artemia franciscana are utilized more widely in
larviculture (Santhosh et al., 2018). The adult Artemia
(about 8-12 mm in length) produces latent cysts that
remain metabolically inactive when kept dry (Olsen,
2004). In aquaculture, these dormant cysts are
employed as a convenient and nutritious off-the-shelf
food supply for fish larvae (Gapasin and Duray, 2001).
Artemia cysts of various species and strains can be
obtained worldwide, particularly along the shorelines
of hypersaline lakes, solar saltworks and coastal
lagoons. The Great Salt Lake (GSL), Utah, and San
Francisco Bay, California (both in the United States),
Chaplin Lake, Canada, Macau, Brazil, Bohai Bay,
China and Urmia Lake, Iran are some areas where
Artemia cysts are harvested in commercial quantity
(Laven and Sorgeloos, 1996; Nielsen et al., 2017).

Newly hatched Artemia nauplii (instar 1) are
between 400-500 um long and dark brown-orange
coloured. After about 8-10 hours of hatching, the
organism undergoes a moult and enters the
metanauplius I (instar 1) stage, at which point it begins
to feed. Just like rotifers, Artemia metanauplii are non-
selective filter-feeders of minute particles (about 16.0
pm) such as microalgae, organic detritus and bacteria.
Under optimal conditions, the larva goes through 15
moulting stages into adulthood between 12-14 d
(Conceicdo et al., 2010). Artemia has been used in mass
culture of various fish species including sea bream
Sparus aurata, sea bass Dicentrarchus labrax (Cahu
and Zambonino-Infante, 1994), Atlantic cod, Gadus
morhua (Baskerville-Bridges and Kling, 2000),
Atlantic halibut Hippoglossus hippoglossus (Hamre et
al., 2019), turbot Scophthalmus maximus (Bromley and
Howell, 1983), jade perch Scortum barcoo
(Hoestenberghe et al., 2015), milkfish (Gapasin and
Duray, 2001) and commercially important crustaceans
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such as giant freshwater prawn (Macrobrachium
rosenbergii) and tiger shrimp (Penaeus monodon)
(Gapasin and Duray, 2001) and African catfish, Clarias
gariepinus.

The nutritional value of Artemia largely reflects the
food they feed on. The nutritional status could also
differ depending on the species, life stages,
geographical strain and seasonality. While the range of
protein content appears to be adequate for fish larvae,
Artemia nauplii have been reported to have an
unbalanced amino acid composition for many marine
species with a deficiency in histidine, methionine,
phenylalanine and threonine (Wanatabe et al., 1983;
Zambonino-Infante and Cahu, 2010; Abate et al, 2016;
Radhakrishnana et al., 2019). This imbalance has been
linked to reduced nitrogen utilization, skeletal
deformities and higher mortality in fish larvae (Martins
et al., 2019; Zambonino-Infante and Cahu, 2010;
Cavrois-Rogacki et al., 2021). However, Artemia
contains significant levels of canthaxanthin, a pigment
similar to astaxanthin found in copepods.
Canthaxanthin acts as an antioxidant and a source of
vitamin A, which is required for various physiological
processes in fish larvae (van der Meeren et al., 2008).
Artemia is rich in vitamins C, E, B1, and B2, which are
essential for the general well-being of fish larvae. It
also contains a high concentration of the most essential
minerals required by fish larvae, except iodine and zinc
(van der Meeren et al., 2008; Hamre et al., 2013).
lodine is essential for synthesizing thyroid hormones,
which play a vital role in the metamorphosis of fish
larvae, particularly flatfish larvae. lodine deficiency in
Artemia could lead to malpigmentation and other issues
during metamorphosis, impairing fish larvae's growth
(van der Meeren et al., 2008). Zinc is vital for the
development of the skeletal system. Hence, its
supplementation is necessary in the diet of fish during
the early growing stage to prevent structural
deformities (Nguyen et al., 2008; Fehér et al., 2013).

One of the major drawbacks of utilizing Artemia as
live feed is its inherent deficiency in HUFA. It has low
levels of ARA, EPA and a negligible amount of DHA
and consequently poor DHA/EPA ratio (Hamre et al.,
2013; Mozanzadeh etal., 2021), making it a suboptimal
food source for fish larvae. While EPA is thought to
correspond with a high survival rate, DHA is crucial for
improving larval growth and quality as well as for brain
and visual development; the lack of which significantly
affects larvae’s capacity to catch feed and respond to
their environment (Conceicdo et al., 2010; Hauville et
al., 2014). But most importantly, an optimal level of
DHAVJ/EPA ratio (2 or higher) is essential in promoting
growth, stress resistance and pigmentation (Mourente
et al., 1993; Conceicdo et al., 2010; Mozanzadeh et al.,
2021).

Brine shrimp are rich in alpha-linolenic acid (LNA,;
18:3n-3) and contain some moderate levels of linoleic
acid (LA; 18:2n-6). These short-chain PUFA exist as
phospholipids and are essential components of cell
membranes, contributing to the overall well-being of
fish larvae (Cahu and Zambonino-Infante, 2003;
Kjersvik et al., 2009). However, they are insufficient to
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fully compensate for DHA, EPA, and ARA
deficiencies.

While fish larvae can bioconvert LNA ingested in
their diet into EPA and subsequently DHA in their
cellular structure, this natural bioconversion process is
often inadequate to meet their DHA requirement (Ohs
et al., 2009). As a result, Artemia brine shrimp may not
provide sufficient nutrition to the organisms that
consume them. To address these challenges, Artemia is
usually enriched using DHA-rich microalgae such as
Schizochytrium sp. and C. cohnii, emulsified lipid diets,
marine fish oil, tuna orbital, oil extracts and other
commercial products (Kjarsvik et al., 2009; Jobling,
2016). For Artemia, the enrichment process typically
involves immersing freshly hatched nauplii in a
nutrient-rich solution of essential fatty acids, vitamins

or minerals for 24 h. As the nauplii moult to
metanauplii, they begin to feed and accumulate these
nutrients into their biomass.

Bioencapsulation

Because Artemia metanauplii are continuous,
nonselective, obligate phagotrophic filter-feeders
capable of filtering particles smaller than 25um
regardless of particle type, these unique traits laid the
groundwork for bioencapsulation, which involves
embedding or suspending specific nutrients or
compounds such as antibiotics, probiotics, therapeutics,
prophylactics, pigments, and essential nutrients (e.g.,
fatty acids, vitamins, minerals), in small fat droplets
(Figure 2).

Figure 2. Schematic outline of the bioencapsulation technique using Artemia
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These droplets are then fed to Artemia metanauplii,
which are subsequently given to fish larvae (Léger et
al., 1987; Roiha and Analytig, 2015). Fish larvae
greatly benefit from this delivery method, as Artemia
acts as a ‘living pill’. These nutrients and compounds
enhance nutrient absorption, gut health, disease
resistance, and reduce oxidative stress, making this an
effective approach to supporting the healthy growth
and development of fish and shrimp larvae (Sorgeloos
et al., 2001; Rogers, 2009).

Copepods

Copepods are found in all aquatic ecosystems
(freshwater, brackish and marine waters) of the world.
In marine environments, they form the most abundant
type of zooplankton. It is estimated that over 11,500
species exist (Evjemo et al., 2003; Drillet et al., 2011;
Hamre etal., 2013; Alajmi et al., 2014). They constitute
the main natural diets of fish larvae in the wild, a vital
link between primary producers to consumers (Drillet
et al., 2011; Alajmi and Zeng, 2014). Their size ranges
from 0.3 mm (nauplii) to 2.5 mm (adult), making them
highly beneficial for animals that require relatively
small feed during their early feeding stages, such as
groupers.  Their unique swimming pattern,
characterized by a hop-and-sink motion, has been
found to effectively trigger feeding responses in fish
larvae (Alajmi and Zeng, 2014; Abate et al., 2016).
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Copepods are capable of producing diapause and
resting eggs that can be obtained and stored for days or
months. Dormant eggs can be artificially hatched to
produce new nauplii for fish larvae in hatcheries
(Santhosh et al., 2018).

Copepods are categorized into three orders:
Calanoida, Harpacticoida, and Cyclopoida (Stattrup,
2003). Among these, calanoid copepods, such as
Acartia spp. and Eurytemora affinis, Pseudodiaptomus
annandalei and Oithona similis, are most commonly
used in aquaculture for marine fish larvae due to their
high nutritional value compared to the other taxa
(Evjemo et al., 2003; Rayner et al., 2015).

Nutritional value of copepod

It is generally acknowledged that copepods are the
most nutritious live feed and may serve as a nutritional
benchmark for fish larvae due to their biochemical
composition (Ajiboye et al., 2011; Alajmi et al., 2014;
Zeng et al., 2018). They are excellent sources of protein
and essential amino acids, phospholipids and omega-3
fatty acids (Conceigdo et al., 2010), vitamins, and
microminerals, which are crucial for larval growth
performance, energy expenditure, stress tolerance,
survival rate, pigmentation and  successful
metamorphosis. Copepods are therefore an important
part of fish diets in both natural habitats and
aquaculture, as they supply crucial nutrients for fish
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growth and overall health (van der Meeren et al., 2008;
NRC, 2011; Zeng et al., 2018; Samat et al., 2020).
Unlike other live feeds, copepods (especially
calanoids) do not need to be enriched before being
given to fish larvae (Abate et al., 2016).

The nutritional value of copepods can vary
depending on the species, the geographical location,
environmental conditions and food availability (Hamre
et al., 2013). Nevertheless, in general, they have high
protein content (52.4-57.6% DW) (Evjemo et al., 2003;
Conceicdo et al., 2010) and also contain free amino
acids (56-86 pg/mg DW) (@ie et al., 2011). This is
particularly beneficial for fish larvae, which struggle to
efficiently break down protein to obtain specific amino
acids (Hamre et al., 2013; Rayner et al., 2015). The
availability of free amino acids in copepods enhances
protein utilization and growth in fish larvae (Rgnnestad
et al., 1999; Rayner et al., 2015). Copepods contain
high levels of HUFA (particularly EPA and DHA),
which account for about 60% of total fatty acids
(Evjemo et al., 2003; van der Meeren et al., 2008). This
percentage is significantly higher than even enriched
rotifers and Artemia (Zeng, 2014; Alajmi and Zeng et
al., 2018).

Moreover, in copepods, HUFA are mainly found in
the polar fraction, which primarily consists of
phospholipids, whereas in Artemia, they are mainly
found in the neutral lipid fraction, predominantly made
up of triacylglycerols. HUFA in phospholipids are
easily digestible, hence more bioavailable in copepods
(Evjemo et al., 2003; Jobling, 2016; Roman-Padilla et
al., 2017), making them an essential energy source for
the fast-growing fish larvae. The DHA/EPA ratios are
often greater than 2, which is considered optimal for
larval growth (Rayner et al., 2015).

Although being present in lower quantities in
copepods relative to Artemia or rotifers, ARA is
nutritionally significant due to its role as a precursor for
the synthesis of cell-signalling molecules, including
eicosanoids, which play a critical role in
osmoregulation, cardiovascular functions, neural
control and reproduction (Gapasin and Duray, 2001;
Mazorra et al., 2003; Hauville et al., 2014; Rayner et
al., 2015).

Copepods are a rich source of astaxanthin, a vital
antioxidant and precursor to vitamin A. They are also
rich in essential vitamins such as C, E, B1, and B2,
which are necessary for the overall health of fish larvae
(Conceicdo et al., 2010). When compared to Artemia,
copepods contain significantly higher levels of iodine,
which is essential for the production of thyroid
hormones (Jobling, 2016). A deficiency of iodine in
Artemia can lead to malpigmentation and other
metamorphic difficulties in flatfish larvae (van der
Meeren et al., 2008). Studies have shown that using
copepods as the main feed or complementary feed
produces remarkably superior outcomes compared to
using rotifers and/or Artemia (Alajmi and Zeng, 2014;
Zeng et al., 2018). This is particularly true for species
like Atlantic halibut (Hippoglossus hippoglossus) and
Atlantic cod larvae (Gadus morhua ), turbot
(Scophthalmus  maximus), yellow tail flounder
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(Pleuronectes ferruginea) and Senegalese sole (Solea
senegalensis) (Evjemo et al., 2003), spotted rose
snapper Lutjanus guttatus (Burbano et al., 2020).
Utilizing copepods in aquaculture has proven to
provide better outcomes in terms of healthy growth and
development, survival rate and pigmentation than other
zooplanktons (Dhert and Sorgeloos, 1995; Qie et al.,
2011).

Despite these aforementioned benefits, copepods
are not routinely used in the aquaculture industry.
Although a recent study demonstrates the feasibility of
producing and supplying copepods in commercial
quantities, the lack of a well-established protocol for
mass cultivation technology remains a significant
impediment (Abate et al., 2016; Santhosh et al., 2018).
As a result, developing a protocol for large-scale
cultivation appears to be a promising direction for
future research (Santhosh et al., 2018).

OTHER ZOOPLANKTONS
Cladocera

Cladocerans, commonly known as water fleas, are
freshwater zooplankton with a high reproductive rate
and the ability to tolerate a wide range of temperatures.
They serve as a significant food source for freshwater
fish. Moina and Daphnia are the two main genera of
cladocerans used in larviculture (Leung, 2009;
Radhakrishnan et al., 2019). They can be mass-cultured
at high densities and are also an economical food source
for raising ornamental freshwater fish (Malla and
Banik, 2015). Moina is often employed as a substitute
feed for Artemia in larviculture (Rasdi et al., 2020) and
has been utilized in the culture of several fish species,
including rainbow trout, Atlantic salmon, striped bass,
Asian sea bass (Lates calcarifer), African catfish
(Heteroclarias), and Macrobrachium spp (Dhert and
Sorgerloos, 1995; Okunsebor and Ayuma, 2011; Rasdi
et al., 2020). Although cladocerans are high in protein
(Table 1), Moina and Daphnia possess a low content of
essential fatty acids, particularly omega-3 HUFA.
However, their nutritional value is greatly influenced
by their food source. As a result, these organisms can
be enriched to fulfil the specific nutritional needs of fish
larvae (Dhert and Sorgeloos, 1995; Radhakrishnan et
al.,, 2019). Daphnia contains a range of digestive
enzymes such as amylase, proteinase, peptidases, and
cellulase, which can act as exo-enzymes in the gut of
fish larvae (Kumar et al., 2005; Malla and Banik, 2015).

Paramecium spp

Paramecium spp are a type of ciliate protozoan that
serves as a vital food source for fish and shrimp larvae
in their natural habitat due to their abundance in aquatic
(freshwater, brackish and marine) environments.
Paramecium caudatum and Paramecium bursaria are
commonly used in larviculture as starter feed for fish
and shrimp larvae due to their small size (50-300 pm).
Their slow swimming ability also makes it easier for
fish larvae to capture.. These protozoans have high
nutritional content, and their soft body facilitates easy
digestion. Nevertheless, these organisms do not meet
the nutritional requirements of fish and need to be
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enriched (Wan-Mohtar et al., 2021; Lahnsteiner et al,
2023). Paramecium spp are relatively easy to culture
under laboratory conditions. They are mostly cultured
on bacteria, e.g., Bacillus subtilis. They reproduce
rapidly under favourable conditions, providing a stable
food supply for fish and shrimp during their larval
stage. P. caudatum has been successfully used as a first
feeding for zebrafish Danio rerio (Borla et al., 2002).
Lahsteiner and Kletzl (2018) observed a high survival
rate (90% at 10-18 dph) in larvae of perch Perca
fluviatilis fed on P. caudatum. Similarly, Lahsteiner et
al. (2023) reported positive effects on the growth
performance of pikeperch (Sander lucioperca) and
burbot (Lota lota) when fed P. bursaria as starter feed
for 10 days.

CO-FEEDING STRATEGY IN LARVICULTURE

In their natural settings, fish larvae instinctively
feed on live feed (Hoffmann et al., 2021). However, in
hatcheries, a co-feeding strategy is employed to
facilitate the weaning process onto wholly artificial
diets. This technique typically involved feeding fish
with a combination of live feed organisms (such as
rotifers, Artemia nauplii, copepods and microalgae),
along with microdiets that provide essential nutrients
(Mai et al., 2009; Herath and Atapaththu, 2013;
Merrifield and Ringg, 2014; Radhakrishnan et al.,
2019) for some days, to progressively enhance the
acceptability of dry feed (Rosenlund et al., 1997;
Ljubobratovi¢ et al., 2015; Karakatsouli et al., 2021).
As the digestive system develops anatomically and
functionally, live feed is gradually replaced with inert
foods until the weaning process is complete (Cahu and
Zambonino-Infante, 2001; Karakatsouli et al., 2021).
This approach appears to prepare and precondition the
larvae’s gut to ingest and assimilate inert food. It also
helps to rectify and complement potential nutrient
deficiencies in live feed

Since the 1980s, co-feeding strategy has been
employed to reduce mortality rate and improve healthy
growth of fish and shrimp larvae (Rosenlund et al.,
1997; Parma et al., 2013; Hauville et al., 2014).
Kolkovski (2001), Kumar et al. (2005) suggested that
feeding fish larvae with a combination of live feed and
a formulated diet results in better growth and nutritional
assimilation. This is because live feed contains certain
hormones or neurotransmitter factors that can stimulate
digestive enzyme secretions in fish larvae, thereby
improving their digestive activity and ability to digest a
dry diet (Hauville et al., 2014; Khoa et al., 2020).
Although freshwater fish can be fed microdiets from
the onset of exogenous feeding with a certain level of
success, in hatcheries, most marine fish typically
require live feed for a few days before transitioning to
wholly formulated diets (Baskerville-Bridges and
Kling, 2000; Cahu and Zambonino-Infante, 2001).

The duration for weaning differs among species;
therefore, applying a co-feeding strategy should be
tailored to the specific species (Mozanzadeh et al.,
2021). Nevertheless, co-feeding typically begins when
the larvae reach a particular size and developmental
stage just before the start of gastric digestion
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(Baskerville-Bridges and Kling, 2000; Karakatsouli et
al., 2021). In a study conducted by Ljubobratovi¢ et al.
(2015), a seven-day (from 15 to 22 dph) co-feeding
weaning strategy was recommended for optimal growth
and high survival rate of pikeperch larviculture. In a
similar experiment, Hoestenberghe et al. (2015)
concluded that the jade perch (Scortum barcoo) larvae
required a minimum of 10 dph for the start of co-
feeding.

Studies demonstrate that fish larvae grow
effectively in co-feeding conditions when the
substitution of live feed is not excessive (Rosenlund et
al., 1997; Hauville et al., 2014). Co-feeding strategy is
also utilized to reduce production costs by promoting
early weaning and shortening reliance on expensive
live feed (Rosenlund et al., 1997; Fosse et al., 2018).
This is important because, besides the high production
cost, prolonged reliance on live feed can hinder the
ability of fish larvae to effectively transition to
formulated feed (Rosenlund et al., 1997; Parma et al.,
2013; Ljubobratovi¢ et al., 2015; Fosse et al., 2018;
Mozanzadeh et al., 2021). Co-feeding trials using
commercial microdiets along with rotifer or Artemia
have shown enhanced growth and a better survival rate
of Atlantic halibut (Hamre et al., 2019), sea bass,
gilthead seabream and turbot (Rosenlund et al., 1997),
common carp (Fosse et al., 2018), pike-perch Sander
lucioperca (Ljubobratovic et al., 2015; 2020) when
compared to those fed solely enriched Artemia or a
completely inert diet (Parma et al., 2013).

Overall, co-feeding is an essential strategy in
aquaculture larviculture that acknowledges the
complexity of nutrition needed for aquatic organisms to
develop successfully during their early stages.
Developing varied and balanced diets can help improve
the general health and growth of fish larvae, leading to
cost-effectiveness in larval production. (Rosenlund et
al., 1997; Parma et al., 2013; Fosse et al., 2018).

Microalgae

Microalgae are primary producers in the aquatic
food chain and serve as a natural source of nutrition for
aquatic animals, including finfish and shellfish. They
are an essential component in fish larval production in
hatcheries, where they are used to enrich live feed or
provided directly as food for fish larvae (Figure 1)
(Shield and Lupatsch, 2012; Jaseera et al., 2021). Fish
species such as Atlantic cod, halibut and turbot rely on
microalgae for nourishment from the onset of first
feeding (Dhert and Sorgeloos, 1995; Jie et al., 2011).
Molluscs and crustaceans (penaeid shrimps) consume
microalgae directly (Shield and Lupatsch, 2012;
Pacheco-Vega et al., 2018). Microalgae can be grown
in hatcheries or purchased as concentrate or paste. They
are often supplied to the larval tank alongside live feed,
a practice known as "'green water technique" (Qie et al.,
2011; Merrified and Ringg, 2014; Jobling, 2016).

Incorporating microalgae into the fish-rearing tank
could have multiple benefits. These include
conditioning the water by removing harmful
nitrogenous substances; altering the light milieu, which
creates shaded conditions that reduce excessive light
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exposure; maintaining a balanced nutrient cycle while
providing a source of food for fish; improve visual
contrast between feed and the tank background thereby
enhancing feed capture rate; stimulate feeding
behaviour and promoting production of digestive
enzymes in larval fish (Dhert and Sorgeloos, 1995;
Shield and Lupatsch, 2012).

The selection of microalgae for direct food or for
feed enrichment in larviculture is based on several
factors, including, availability, physical characteristics
of the cell and optimal cell size (12-15 pm) that
satisfies the requirements of consumer organisms,

sufficient nutritional value, high digestibility, absence
of toxins, ease of culture at high densities, short life
cycle, reproducibility in captivity, and tolerance to
different environmental conditions (Patil et al., 2005;
Shield and Lupatsch, 2012; Pacheco-Vega et al., 2018;
Glencross et al., 2020). When different microalgae
species are combined, it usually enhances animal
growth as they compensate for each other’s nutrient
deficiencies (Qie et al., 2011). Although there are over
60 microalgae species, only a few are routinely cultured
for aquaculture hatcheries (Table 2).

Table 2. Groups, genera and species of microalgae most commonly used in aquaculture nutrition

Group (Class) Genera Species Application
Cyanophyceae Arthrospira (spirulina) platensis FFI
Chlorophyceae Chlorella sp., vulgaris, grossii, R, FFI
virginica, minutissima R, FFI
Dunaliella sp., tertiolecta, salina R, FFI
Haematococcus pluvialis R, FFI
Eustigmatophyceae Nannochloropsis sp., oculata, gaditana R, FFI, GW
Prymnesiophyceae Isochrysis galbana B, FFI, GW
Pavlova lutheri B, FFI
Thraustochytriaceae Schizochytrium sp. RAD, FFI
Bascillariophyceae (diatoms) Chaetocerous calcitrans, gracilis B, CL, FFI
Skeletonema costatum B, CL
Navicula gregaria B, CL, FFI
Dinophyceae (dinoflagellate) Crypthecodinium cohnii RAD

Key: FFI = formulated feed ingredient; B = bivalve molluscs (larvae/post larvae/broodstock), CL = crustacean larvae (shrimp, lobster); R =
rotifer live feed; RAD = rotifer and Artemia live feed (dry product form); GW = “green water” for finfish larvae.

Source: adapted from Shield and Lupatsch (2012).

Nutritional value of microalgae

In recent years, extensive research has been
conducted to determine the suitability of different
microalgae strains for aquafeed, primarily relating to
their nutritional content. The focus has been finding
sources of long-chain polyunsaturated fatty acids
(PUFA), such as eicosapentaenoic acid (20:5n-3,
EPA), docosahexaenoic acid (22:6n-3, DHA) and
arachidonic acid (ARA) as these nutrients which are
particularly important for various marine animals are
found in some microalgae species (Patil et al., 2005;
Shield and Lupatsch, 2012; Glencross et al., 2020).

The chemical composition of microalgae (Table 3)
can vary considerably depending on factors such as
species, growth conditions and the processing method.
Most microalgal species contain moderate to high
levels of EPA (7-34%). Nannochloropsis spp. and
diatoms have the highest levels of ARA (up to 4%).
Species of class Haptophyceae, such as lIsochrysis
galbana and Pavlova lutherin are rich in DHA. Also,
the family Thraustochytridae, particularly
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Schizochytrium sp., have high lipid content,
constituting up to 70% with DHA content of up to 35%
(Conceicéo et al., 2010). Crude protein content can be
as high as 60% in certain species like Chlorella spp and
Spirulina platensis (Fadl et al., 2017; Glencross et al.,
2020). However, the average chemical composition of
major microalgae species used in aquaculture includes
protein (12-40%), lipids (7—23%) and carbohydrates
(5-23%) (Patil et al., 2005; Pacheco-Vega et al., 2018).

Microalgae also contain essential minerals (such as
Mg, Zn, Se, Ca, Fe), vitamins (such as ascorbic acid,
folic acid, a-tocopherol, biotin and pantothenic acid)
(Abdelghany et al., 2020). Some species of microalgae,
such as Schizochytrium platenesis and Chlorella
vulgaris, have high concentrations of bioactive
compounds, 8-1,3-glucan, which may function as an
immunostimulant and antioxidant in fish; vital for
disease resistance, larval growth and survival (Patil et
al., 2005; Glencross et al., 2020; Sherif et al., 2020;
Jaseera et al., 2021).
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Table 3. Protein, lipid and carbohydrate content of some microalgae used in Aquaculture

Genus Protein Lipid Carbohydrate References
Chlorolla sp 52 75 24.3 Shield and Lupatsch, 2012
Chlorolla vulgaris 51-58 14-22 12-17 Becker, 2007
Schzochytrium sp 11.9 54.1 - Sarker et al., 2016
Spirirula sp 61.3 55 - Sarker et al., 2016
Isochrysis galbana 36.6 26 345 He et al., 2018
Arthrospira plantensis 50-65 4-9 8-14 Becker, 1994
Nannochloropsis sp 30.3 21.8 9.6 Kent et al., 2015
Nannochloropsis oculata 422 5.6 - Chenetal., 2013
Nannochloropsis salina 35 28 28 Chenetal., 2013
Dunaliena sp 34.2 14.4 14.6 Kent et al., 2015
Dunaliena salina 55 11 30 Chenetal., 2013
Schizochytrium sp 40.2. 125 38.9 Shield and Lupatsch, 2012

PROSPECTS

Wild zooplankton serve as a food source for a
variety of finfish and shellfish in different stages of
development. These organisms can be harvested from
water bodies and used as supplemental feed in
larviculture. However, their use increases the risk of
disease transmission, which can lead to high mortality
rates. Furthermore, the availability of wild zooplankton
is limited. Their abundance varies depending on
seasonality and location, posing a challenge to the
continual reliance on them as a food supply in
larviculture. As previously stated, producing live feed
is a labour-intensive and expensive process. Except for
calanoid copepods, all live feeds, including Artemia
and rotifers, have to be enriched to enhance their
nutritional content. Brine shrimp, the most used live
feed globally, may not always be available and
affordable since its reproduction is highly influenced
by cyclical weather patterns such as El Nifio. Due to a
lack of appropriate technology for its intensive culture
at high density, the use of calanoid copepods, which are
arguably the most nutritionally appropriate live feed, is
limited. Therefore, there is a need to replace live feed
with alternative feeds such as biofloc technology and
processed terrestrial insects.

Microdiets could completely replace live feed in
larviculture. This will help reduce labour and cost and
ensure a reliable food source. Research has
demonstrated that some marine fish larvae could be fed
on microdiets from the start of exogenous feeding.

Although feed processing technology has advanced to
produce homogeneous small-size feed to meet
nutritional needs and larval mouth size, these
microdiets lack the visual stimuli that live feed induces
in fish larvae. More research is needed to determine the
best approach to significantly reduce the weaning time
of fish larvae off live feed. This will lead to the gradual
and eventual complete replacement of life feed in the
near future.

CONCLUSIONS

The first 4 to 5 weeks of exogenous feeding are
critical for larval recruitment. It is important to provide
adequate and optimal nutrition, coupled with good
environmental conditions and excellent hatchery
management practices, to ensure healthy growth and
survival. Despite advancements in fish nutrition and
feeding technology, live feed remained an integral food
source for larviculture, especially for altricial marine
fishes of high commercial value. It is important to gain
a deeper understanding of the nutritional requirements
of fish larvae to optimize diets and feeding protocols
that improve larval quality. It has been established that
the rising demand for seafood products could be met
through the intensification of aquaculture. The starting
point towards meeting global demand for fish is to
ensure the production of healthy, high-quality quality
and cost-effective larvae in an ecologically sustainable
manner.

REFERENCES

Abate, T.G.; Nielsen, R.; Nielsen, M.; Jepsen, P.M.; Hansen, B.W.
(2016): A cost-effectiveness analysis of live feeds in juvenile
turbot Scophthalmus maximus (Linnaeus, 1758) farming:
copepods versus Artemia. Aquaculture Nutrition, 22(4), 899—
910. https://doi.org/10.1111/anu.12307

Abdelghany, M.F.; EI-Sawy, H.B.; Abd El-hameed, S.A.A.; Khames,
M.K.; Abdel-Latif, H.M.R.; Naiel, M.A.E. (2020): Effects of
dietary Nannochloropsis oculata on growth performance, serum
biochemical parameters, immune responses, and resistance
against Aeromonas veronii challenge in Nile tilapia

(Oreochromis niloticus). Fish and Shellfish Immunology,
107(PA), 277-288. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fsi.2020.10.015
Ajiboye, O.; Yakubu, A.F.; Adams, T.E.; Olaji, E.D.; Nwogu, N.A.
(2011): A review of the use of copepods in marine fish
larviculture. Reviews in Fish Biology and Fisheries, 21(2), 225-
2486. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11160-010-9169-3

Alajmi, F.; Zeng, C. (2014): The effects of stocking density
on key Dbiological parameters influencing culture
productivity of the calanoid copepod, Parvocalanus

111



TeEYE-GAGA, C.ET AL.

ACTA AGRARIA DEBRECENIENSIS 2025-2

DOI:10.34101/ACTAAGRAR/2/15985

crassirostris. Aquaculture, 434, 201-207.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2014.08.029

Alajmi, F.; Zeng, C.; Jerry, D.R. (2014): Improvement in the

reproductive  productivity of the tropical calanoid
copepod  Parvocalanus crassirostris  through  selective
breeding. Aquaculture, 420-421, 18-23.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2013.10.031

Baskerville-Bridges, B.; Kling, L.J. (2000): Early weaning of
Atlantic  cod (Gadus morhua) larvae onto a
microparticulate  diet. Aquaculture, 189(1-2), 109-117.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0044-8486(00)00356-2

Becker, E.W. (1994): Microalgae: Biotechnology and Microbiology.
Cambridge University Press.

Becker E.W. (2007): Micro-algae as a source of protein. Biotechnol
Adv 25(2):207-21

Bell, J.G.; McEvoy, L.A.; Estevez, A.; Shields, R.J.; Sargent, J.R.
(2003):  Optimising  lipid  nutrition in first-feeding
flatfish ~ larvae.  Aquaculture, 227(1-4), 211-220.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0044-8486(03)00504-0

Bengtson, D.A.; Léger, P.; Sorgeloos, P. (1991): Use of Artemia as
food source for aquaculture.pdf. In Artemia Biology (pp. 255—
285).

Borla, M.A.; Palecek, B.; Budick, S.; O'Malley, D.M. (2002):
Feedcapture by larval zebrafish: Evidence for fine axial motor
control. Brain, Behavior and Evolution, 60(4), 207-229.
https://doi. org/10.1159/00006 6699

Bromley, P.J.; Howell, B.R. (1983): Factors influencing the survival
and growth of turbot larvae, Scophthalmus maximus L., during
the change from live to compound feeds. Aquaculture, 31(1), 31—
40. https://doi.org/10.1016/0044-8486(83)90255-7

Burbano, M.F.; Torres, G.A.; Prieto, M.J.; Gamboa, J.H.; Chapman,
F.A. (2020): Increased survival of larval spotted rose snapper
Lutjanus  guttatus  (Steindachner, 1869) when fed
with the copepod Cyclopina sp. and Artemia nauplii.
Aquaculture, 519 (December 2019), 734912.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2019.734912

Cahu, C.L.; Zambonino, J.L. (1994): Larvae With a Compound Diet:
Effect on Digestive Enzymes. Science, 109(2), 213-222.

Cahu, C.; Zambonino Infante, J. (2001): Substitution of live food by
formulated diets in marine fish larvae. Aquaculture, 200(1-2),
161-180. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0044-8486(01)00699-8

Cahu, C.; Zambonino Infante, J.L.; Barbosa V. (2003): Effect of
dietary phospholipid level and phospholipid:neutral lipid value
on the development of sea bass (Dicentrarchus labrax) larvae
fed a compound diet. Br. J. Nutr. 90 (1): 21-28.

Cheban, L.; Hrynko, O.; Marchenko, M. (2017): Nutritional value of
Daphnia magna (Straus, 1820) under conditions of co-
cultivation with fodder microalgae. Biolohichni systemy, 9.
https://doi.org/10.31861/ biosystems 2017.02.166

Chen, C.Y.; Zhao, X.Q.; Yen,H.W.; Ho, S.H.; Cheng C.L.; Lee,D.J.,
Bai, F.W.; Chang J.S. (2013): Microalgae-based carbohydrates
for biofuel production. Biochem Eng J 78:1-10

Cavrois-Rogacki, T.; Drabikova, L.; Migaud, H.; Davie, A. (2021):

Deformities  prevalence in  farmed  ballan  wrasse
(Labrus bergylta) in relation to hatchery origin and life
stage. Aquaculture, 533(November 2020).

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2020.736212

Conceicdo, L.E.C.; Yufera, M.; Makridis, P.; Morais, S.; Dinis, M.T.
(2010): Live feeds for early stages of fish rearing. Aquaculture
Research, 41(5), 613-640. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-
2109.2009.02242.x

112

Davis, D.; Nguyen, T.; Li, M.; Gatlin, D.M.; O’Keefe, T. (2009):
Advances in aquaculture nutrition: catfish, tilapia and carp
nutrition. In New Technologies in Aquaculture (pp. 440-458).
https://doi.org/10.1533/9781845696474.3.440

Dhert, P.; King, N.; O’Brien, E. (2014): Stand-alone live food diets,
an alternative to culture and enrichment diets for
rotifers. Aquaculture, 431, 59-64.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2014.04.021

Dhont, J.; Van Stappen, G. (2003): In: Stattrup, J.G.; McEvoy, L.
(eds). Live Feeds in Marine Aquaculture. Blackwell publishing,
Oxford, pp 65-111.

Drillet, G.; Frouél, S.; Sichlau, M.H.; Jepsen, P.M.; Hgjgaard, J.K.;

Joardeer, A.K.; Hansen, B.W. (2011): Status and
recommendations on marine copepod cultivation for
use as live feed. Aquaculture, 315(3-4), 155-166.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2011.02.027

El-Dahhar, A.A.; Rashwan, S.R.; El-Zaeem, S.Y.; Shahim S.A;
Mourad, M.M.; Basuini, M.F.E. (2024): Evaluation of the
nutritional value of Artemia nauplii for European seabass
(Dicentrarchus labrax) larvae. Aquaculture and Fisheries 9, 78—
84. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aaf.2022.03.014

Evjemo, J.0.; Reitan, K.I.; Olsen, Y. (2003): Copepods as live food
organisms in the larval rearing of halibut larvae
(Hippoglossus hippoglossus L.) with special emphasis on the
nutritional ~ value.  Aquaculture, 227(1-4), 191-210.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0044-8486(03)00503-9

Fabrikov, D.; Barroso, F.G.; Sanchez-Muros, M.J.; Hidalgo, M.C.;
Cardenete, G.; Tomas-Almenar, C.; Guil-Guerrero, J.L. (2021):
Effect of feeding with insect meal diet on the fatty acid
compositions of sea bream (Sparus aurata), tench (Tinca tinca)
and rainbow trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss) fillets. Aquaculture,
545, 737170.

Fadl, S.E.; EIGohary, M.S.; Elsadany, A.Y.; Gad, D.M.; Hanaa, F.F.;
El-Habashi, N.M. (2017): Contribution of microalgae-enriched
fodder for the Nile tilapia to growth and resistance to infection
with Aeromonas hydrophila. Algal Research, 27(May), 82—88.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.algal.2017.08.022

FAO (2020): The state of Word Fisheries and Aquaculture. Food and
Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO). Rome,
Italy.

Faruk, M.; Anka, I. (2017): An overview of diseases in fish hatcheries
and nurseries. Fundamental and Applied Agriculture, 2(3), 311.
https://doi.org/10.5455/faa.277539

Fehér, M.; Baranyai, E.; Simon, E.; Barsony, P.; Szucs, I.; Posta, J.;
Stundl, L. (2013): The interactive effect of cobalt enrichment in
Artemia on the survival and larval growth of barramundi,
Lates calcarifer. Aquaculture, 414-415, 92-99.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2013.07.031

Fosse, P.J.; Mattos, D. da C.; Cardoso, L.D.; Radael, M.C.; Filho,
J.C.F.; Janior, M.V.V. (2018): Duration of co-feeding on the
Nishikigoi Cyprinus carpio larvae during weaning from live to
inert food in an indoor system. Ciencia Rural, 48(4), 1-9.
https://doi.org/10.1590/0103-8478cr20170579

Gapasin, R.S.J.; Duray, M.N. (2001): Effects of DHA-enriched live
food on growth, survival and incidence of opercular deformities
in milkfish (Chanos chanos). Aquaculture, 193(1-2), 49-63.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0044-8486(00)00469-5

Garcia Ortega, A.; Verreth, J.AJ.; Coutteau, P.; Segner, H.;
Huisman, E.A.; Sorgeloos, P. (1998): Biochemical and
enzymatic characterization of decapsulated cysts and nauplii of
the brine shrimp Artemia at different developmental stages.
Aquaculture 161, 501-514.



ACTA AGRARIA DEBRECENIENSIS 2025-2

DOI:10.34101/ACTAAGRAR/2/15985

Gisbert, E.; Villeneuve, L.; Zambonino-Infante, J.L.; Quazuguel, P.;
Cahu, C.L. (2005): Dietary phospholipids are more efficient than
neutral lipids for long-chain polyunsaturated fatty acid supply in
European sea bass Dicentrarchus labrax larval development.
Lipids 40, 609-618. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11745-005-1422-
0.

Gladyshev, M.1.; Makhutova, O.N.; Kravchuk, E.S.; Anishchenko,
O.V.; Sushchik, N.N. (2016): Stable isotope fractionation of
fatty acids of Daphnia fed laboratory cultures of microalgae.
Limnologica-Ecology and Management of Inland Waters, 56,
23-29.

Glencross, B.; Irvin, S.; Arnold, S.; Blyth, D.; Bourne, N.; Preston,
N. (2014): Effective use of microbial biomass products to
facilitate the complete replacement of fishery resources in diets
for the black tiger shrimp, Penaeus monodon. Aquaculture, 431,
12-19. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2014.02.033

Glencross, B.D.; Huyben, D.; Schrama, J.W. (2020): The application
of single-cell ingredients in aquaculture feeds—a review. Fishes,
5(3), 1-39. https://doi.org/10.3390/fishes5030022

Hamre, K.; Mollan, T.A.; Sxle, @.; Erstad, B. (2008): Rotifers
enriched with iodine and selenium increase survival in Atlantic
(Gadus morhua) cod larvae. Aquaculture 284, 190-195.

Hamre, K.; Erstad, B.; Harboe, T. (2019): Early weaning of
Atlantic  halibut  (Hippoglossus  hippoglossus) larvae.
Aquaculture, 502 (June 2018), 268-271.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2018.12.060

Hamre, K.; YUfera, M.; Rgnnestad, I.; Boglione, C.; Conceigédo,
L.E.C.; lzquierdo, M. (2013): Fish larval nutrition and feed
formulation: Knowledge gaps and bottlenecks for advances in
larval rearing. Reviews in Aquaculture, 5(SUPPL.1).
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1753-5131.2012.01086.x

Henry, M.; Gasco, L.; Piccolo, G.; Fountoulaki, E. (2015): Review
on the use of insects in the diet of farmed fish: Past and future.
Animal Feed Science and Technology, 203(1), 1-22.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anifeedsci.2015.03.001

Hauville, M.R.; Zambonino-Infante, J.L.; Bell, G.; Migaud, H.;
Main, K.L. (2014): Impacts of three different microdiets on
Florida Pompano, Trachinotus carolinus, weaning success,
growth, fatty acid incorporation and enzyme
activity. Aquaculture, 422-423, 268-276.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2013.12.006

Hawkyard, M.; Laurel, B.; Langdon, C. (2014): Rotifers enriched
with taurine by microparticulate and dissolved enrichment
methods influence the growth and metamorphic development of
northern rock sole (Lepidopsetta polyxystra)
larvae. Aquaculture, 424-425, 151-157.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2013.12.035

He, Y.; Lin, G.; Rao, X.; Chen, L.; Jian, H.; Wang, M.; Guo, Z.; Chen,
B. (2018): Microalga Isochrysis galbana in feed for (Trachinotus
ovatus): Effect on growth performance and fatty acid
composition of fish fillet and liver. Aquac Int 26(5):1261-1280

Herath, S.S.; Atapaththu, K.S.S. (2013): Sudden weaning of angel
fish pterophyllum scalare (Lichtenstein) (Pisces; Cichlidae)
larvae from brine shrimp (Artemia sp) nauplii to formulated
larval feed. Springer Plus, 2(1), 1-7.
https://doi.org/10.1186/2193-1801-2-102

Hoestenberghe, V.S.; Wille, M.; De Swaef, E.; Goddeeris, B.M.;
Nevejan, N. (2015): Effect of weaning age and the use of
different sized Artemia nauplii as first feed for jade perch
(Scortum barcoo). Aquaculture International, 23(6), 1539-1552.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10499-015-9903-x

Hoffmann, L.; Rawski, M.; Pruszynska-Oszmatek, E.; Kotodziejski,
P.; Mazurkiewicz, J. (2021): Environmentally sustainable
feeding system for sea trout (Salmo trutta m. trutta): Live food
and insect meal-based diets in larval rearing. Aquaculture
Reports, 21(July). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aqrep.2021.100795

Holt, G.J. (Ed) (2011): Larval fish nutrition. Wiley-Blackwell
Publication, Oxford, UK.
https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470959862

Hou, L.; Bi, X.; Zou, X.; He, C.; Yang, L.; Qu, R.; Liu, Z.W.(2006):
Molecular systematics of bisexual Artemia populations.
Aquaculture Research 37, 671-680.

Imentai, A.; Raskovi¢, B.; Steinbach, C.; Rahimnejad, S.; Yanes-
Roca, C.; Policar, T. (2020): Effects of first feeding regime on
growth performance, survival rate and development of digestive
system in pikeperch (Sander lucioperca) larvae. Aquaculture,
529(May). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2020.735636

Jaseera, K.V.; Ebeneezar, S.; Sayool, P.; Nair, A.V.; Kaladharan, P.
(2021): Dietary supplementation of microalgae,
Aurantiochytrium sp. and co-feeding with Artemia
enhances the growth, stress tolerance and survival in Penaeus
monodon  (Fabricius, 1798) post larvae. Aquaculture,
533 (November 2020), 736176.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2020.736176

Jobling, M. (2016): Fish nutrition research: past, present and future.
Aquacult Int. 24:767-786. DOI 10.1007/s10499-014-9875-2

Jomori, R.K.; Ducatti, C.; Carneiro, D.J.; Portella, M.C. (2008):
Stable carbon (813C) and nitrogen (815N) isotopes as natural
indicators of live and dry food in Piaractus mesopotamicus
(Holmberg, 1887) larval tissue. Aquaculture Research, 39(4),
370-381. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2109.2007.01760.x

Karakatsouli, N.; Batzina, A.; Ntomalis, K.; Panopoulos, S.; Coli, A,;
Geropanagioti, E.; Anastasiadou, C.; Rati, M.; Bantounas, S.
(2021): Co-feeding dry and live feed in first-feeding gilthead
seabream: Effects on functional development of the digestive
system, larvae and postlarvae performance. Aquaculture
Nutrition, 27(6), 2555-2566. https://doi.org/10.1111/anu.13384

Kent, M.; Welladsen, H.M.; Mangott, A.; Li, Y. (2015): Nutritional
evaluation of Australian microalgae as potential human health
supplements. PLoS One 10(2):e0118985

Khoa, T.; Wagalevu, V.; Honda, A.; Shiozaki, K.; Kotani, T. (2020):
Comparative study on early digestive enzyme activity and
expres- sion in red sea bream (Pagrus major) fed on live feed
and micro- diet. Aquaculture, 519, 734721

Kjarsvik, E.; Hoehne-Reitan, K.; Reitan, K.I. (2003): Egg and larval
quality criteria as predictive measures for juvenile production in
turbot (Scophthalmus maximus L.). Aquaculture, 227(1-4), 9—
20. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0044-8486(03)00492-7

Kjarsvik, E.; Olsen, C.;, Wold, P.A.; Hoehne-Reitan, K.; Cahu, C.L.;
Rainuzzo, J.; Olsen, A.l.; @ie, G.; Olsen, Y. (2009): Comparison
of dietary phospholipids and neutral lipids on skeletal
development and fatty acid composition in Atlantic cod
(Gadus  morhua).  Aquaculture, 294(3-4), 246-255.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2009.06.012

Kolkovski, S. (2001): Digestive enzymes in fish larvae and juveniles.
Implications and applications to formulated diet. Aquaculture,
200, 181-201.

Kroeckel, S.; Harjes, A.-G.E.; Roth, I.; Wuertz, S.;Susenbeth, A.;
Schulz, C.; Kiel, C. 98 (2012): When a turbot catches a fly:
Evaluation of a pre-pupae  meal of the Black
Soldier Fly (Hermetia illucens) as a fish meal substitute.
Aquaculture, 364-365 (April 2015).
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2012.08.041

113



TeEYE-GAGA, C.ET AL.

ACTA AGRARIA DEBRECENIENSIS 2025-2

DOI:10.34101/ACTAAGRAR/2/15985

Kumar, S.; Srivastava, A.; Chakrabarti, R. (2005): Study of
digestive  proteinases and proteinase inhibitors of
Daphnia carinata. Aquaculture, 243(1-4), 367-372.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2004.10.011

Kundu, S.; Dasgupta, N.; Chakraborty, B.; Paul, A; Ray, S,;
Bhattacharya, S. (2021): Growth acceleration is the key for
identifying the most favorable food concentration of
Artemia sp. Ecological Modelling, 455(May).
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolmodel.2021.109639

Lahnsteiner, F.; Kletzl, M. (2018): A method for rearing perch, Perca
fluviatilis, larvae using Paramecium caudatum, followed by wild
zooplankton and formulated dry feed in combination with
adequate tank systems. J. Agricult. Sci., 10, 26-42.

Lahnsteiner, F.; Lahnsteiner, E.; Duenser, A. (2023): Suitability of
Different Live Feed for First Feeding of Freshwater
Fish  Larvae. Aquaculture Journal, 3(2), 107-120.
https://doi.org/10.3390/aquacj3020010

Lavens, P.; Sorgeloos, P. (1996): Manual on the production and use
of live food for aquaculture. FAO Fisheries Technical Paper No.
361, pp. 45-295.

Léger, P.; Bengtson, D.A.; Sorgeloos, P.; Simpson, K.L.; Beck, A.D.
(1987): The nutritional value of Artemia: A Review: In:
Sorgeloos, P., Bengtson, D.A., Decleir, W., Jaspers, E. (Eds.),
Artemia Research and its Applications, vol. 3. Universa Press,
Wetteren, Belgium. 357-372.

Léger, P.; Sorgeloos, P. (1991): Optimized feeding regimes in shrimp
hatcheries. In: Fast, A.W., Lester, L.J. (Eds.). Culture of Marine
Shrimp: Principles and Practices. Elsevier.

Leung, Y.F.J. (2009): Reproduction of the zooplankton, Daphnia
carinata and Moina australiensis: Implications as live
food for aquaculture and utilization of nutrient loads in
effluent.  PhD  Thesis. University  of  Adelaide.
https://digital.library.adelaide.edu.au/dspace/bitstream/2440/62
460/8/02whole.pdf

Lim, C.; Webster, C. (2008): Tilapia: Biology, Culture and Nutrition.
African Journal of Aquatic Science, 33(1), 103-103.
https://doi.org/10.2989/AJAS.2008.33.1.14.415

Lim, L.C.; Dhert, P.; Sorgeloos, P. (2003): Recent developments in
the application of live feeds in the freshwater ornamental fish
culture. Aquaculture, 227(1-4), 319-331.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0044-8486(03)00512-X

Ljubobratovi¢, U.; Kucska, B.; Feledi, T.; Poleksi¢, V.; Markovi¢, Z.;
Lenhardt, M.; Peteri, A.; Kumar, S.; Rényai, A. (2015): Effect of
weaning strategies on growth and survival of pikeperch, Sander
lucioperca, larvae. Turk. J. Fish. Aquat. 15, 327-333. https://doi.
0rg/10.4194/1303-2712-v15_2_15

Ljubobratovic, U.; Kosanovic, D.; Demény, F.Z.; Krajcsovics, A.;
Vukotic, G.; Stanisavljevic, N.; Golic, N.; Jeney, G.; Lukic, J.
(2020): The effect of live and inert feed treatment with
lactobacilli on weaning success in intensively reared pike-perch
larvae.  Aquaculture, 516 (August 2019), 734608.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2019.734608

Lock, E.R.; Arsiwalla, T.; Waagbg, R. (2016): Insect larvae meal as
an alternative source of nutrients in the diet of Atlantic salmon
(Salmo salar) postsmolt. Aquac. Nutr. 22, 1202-1213.

Mehre, H.K.; Hamre, K.; Elvevoll, E.O. (2012): Nutrient evaluation
of rotifers and zooplankton: feed for marine fish larvae. Aquac.
Nutr. 19, 301-311.

Malla, S.; Banik, S. (2015). Production and application of live food
organisms for freshwater ornamental fish Larviculture. Adv.
Biores, 6(1), 159-167. https://doi.org/10.15515/abr.0976-
4585.6.1.159167

114

Mai, M.G.; Engrola, S.; Morais, S.; Portella, M.C.; Verani, J.R.;
Dinis, M.T.; Conceicéo, L.E.C. (2010): Co-feeding of live feed
and inert diet from first-feeding affects Artemia lipid
digestibility and retention in Senegalese sole (Solea
senegalensis)  larvae.  Aquaculture, 296, 284-291.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2009.08.024

Martins, G.; Diogo, P.; Pinto, W.; Gavaia, P.J. (2019): Early
Transition to Microdiets Improves Growth, Reproductive
Performance and Reduces Skeletal Anomalies in Zebrafish
(Danio rerio). Zebrafish. Jun 2019.300-307.
http://doi.org/10.1089/zeb.2018.1691

Mazorra, C.; Bruce, M.; Bell, J.G.; Davie, A.; Alorend, E.; Jordan,
N.; Rees, J.; Papanikos, N.; Porter, M.; Bromage, N. (2003):
Dietary lipid enhancement of broodstock reproductive
performance and egg and larval quality in Atlantic halibut
(Hippoglossus hippoglossus). Aquaculture, 227(1-4), 21-33.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0044-8486(03)00493-9

van der Meeren, T.; Olsen, R.E.; Hamre, K.; Fyhn, H.J. (2008):
Biochemical composition of copepods for evaluation of feed
quality in  production of juvenile marine fish.
Aquaculture, 274(2-4), 375-397.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2007.11.041

Merrifield, D., Ringg, E (eds) (2014). Aquaculture Nutrition: Gut
Health, Probiotics and Prebiotics. Wiley, Chichester

Mjoun, K.; Rosentrater, K.A.; Brown, M.L. (2010): Tilapia:
Environmental Biology and Nutritional Requirements. Fact

Sheets. 963-02, (1975), 7. Retrieved from
https://pubstorage.sdstate.edu/AgBio_Publications/articles/FS9
63-02.pdf

Moughan, P.A.; Hendriks, W.H. (Eds) (2018): Feed Evaluation
Science. Wageningen Academic Publishers, The Netherland.
Mourente, G.; Tocher, D.R. (1992): Effect of weaning onto a pelleted
diet on docosahexaenoic acid (22:6n-3) levels in brain of
developing turbot (Scophthalmus maximus L.) Aquaculture, 105
363-377.

Mozanzadeh, M.T.; Bahabadi, M.N.; Morshedi, V.; Azodi, M.; Agh,

N.; Gisbert, E. (2021): Weaning strategies affect larval
performance in  yellowfin  seabream  (Acanthopagrus
latus). Aquaculture, 539 (March), 736673.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2021.736673

Nguyen, V.T.; Satoh, S.; Haga, Y.; Fushimi, H.; Kotani, T. (2008):
Effect of zinc and manganese supplementation in Artemia on
growth and vertebral deformity in red sea bream (Pagrus major)
larvae. Aquaculture, 285(1-4), 184-192.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2008.08.030

Nielsen, R., Nielsen, M., Abate, T. G., Hansen, B. W., Jepsen, P. M.,
Nielsen, S. L., Stettrup, J. G., & Buchmann, K. (2017).
The importance of live-feed traps — farming marine fish
species.  Aquaculture  Research, 48(6), 2623-2641.
https://doi.org/10.1111/are.13281

NRC (National Research Council) (2011). Nutrition Requirements of
Fish and Shrimp. In the National Academies Press.

Nunes, AJ.P; S4 M.V.C.; Browdy, C.L.; Vazquez-Anon, M.
(2014): Practical supplementation of shrimp and fish feeds with
crystalline  amino  acids.  Aquaculture, 431, 20-27.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2014.04.003

Die, G.; Reitan, K.1.; Evjemo, J.O.; Stattrup, J.; Olsen, Y. (2011):
Live Feeds. In: Holt, G.J. (Ed.) Larval Fish Nutrition. 11: pp.
307-334. https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470959862.ch11

Ohs, C.L.; Cassiano, E.J.; Rhodes, A. (2010): Choosing an
Appropriate Live Feed for Larviculture of Marine Fish. Edis,
2010(2), 1-7. https://doi.org/10.32473/edis-fal67-2009



ACTA AGRARIA DEBRECENIENSIS 2025-2

DOI:10.34101/ACTAAGRAR/2/15985

Olsen, A.l.; Olsen, Y.; Attramadal, Y.; Christie, K.; Birkbeck, T.H.;
Skjermo, J.; Vadstein, O. (2000): Effects of short term feeding
of microalgae on the bacterial flora associated with juvenile
Artemia  franciscana.  Aquaculture, 190(1-2), 11-25.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0044-8486(00)00396-3

Olsen, R. E., Henderson, R. J., & Pedersen, T. (1991). The influence
of dietary lipid classes on the fatty acid composition of small cod
Gadus morhua L. juveniles reared in an enclosure in northern
Norway. Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology,
148(1), 59-76. https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-0981(91)90147-O

Pacheco-Vega, J.M.; Gamboa-Delgado, J.; Alvarado-lbarra, A.G.;
Nieto-Lopez, M.G.; Tapia-Salazar, M.; Cruz-Suarez, L.E.
(2018): Nutritional contribution of fish meal and microalgal
biomass produced from two endemic microalgae to the growth
of shrimp Penaeus vannamei. Latin American Journal of Aquatic
Research, 46(1), 53-62. https://doi.org/10.3856/vol46-issuel-
fulltext-7

Parma, L.; Bonaldo, A.; Massi, P.; Yufera, M.; Martinez-Rodriguez,
G.; Gatta, P.P. (2013): Different early weaning protocols in
common sole (Solea solea L.) larvae: Implications on the
performances and molecular ontogeny of digestive enzyme
precursors. Aquaculture, 414415, 26-35.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2013.07.043

Patil, V.; Reitan, K.; Mortensen, L.; Kallgvist, T.; Olsen, Y.; Vogt,
G.; Gislergd, H. (2005): Microalgae as a source of
polyunsaturated fatty acids for aquaculture. Current Topics in
Plant Biology, 6 (January 2018), 57-65.

Person-Le Ruyet, J.; Alexandre, J.C.; Thebaud, U.; Mugnier, C.
(1993): Marine fish larvae feeding: formulated diets or live feed?
J. World Aquacult. Soc. 24, 211-224.

Persoone, G.; Sorgeloos, P. (1980): General aspects of the ecology
and biogeography of Artemia. In: Persoone, G. et al. (Ed.) The
brine shrimp Artemia: Proceedings of the International
Symposium on the brine shrimp Artemia salina, Corpus Christi,
Texas, USA, August 20-23, 1979: 3. Ecology, culturing, use in
aquaculture. pp. 3-24.

Radhakrishnan, D.K.; AkbarAli, I.; Schmidt, B.V.; John, E.M,;
Sivanpillai, S.; Thazhakot Vasunambesan, S. (2020):
Improvement of nutritional quality of live feed for aquaculture:
An  overview. Aquaculture Research, 51(1), 1-17.
https://doi.org/10.1111/are.14357

Rajkumar, M.; Kumaraguru vasagam, K.P. (2006): Suitability of the
copepod, Acartia clausi as a live feed for Seabass larvae (Lates

calcarifer Bloch): Compared to traditional live-food
organisms with special emphasis on the nutritional
value. Aquaculture, 261(2), 649-658.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2006.08.043

Rasdi, N.W.; Arshad, A.; Ikhwanuddin, M.; Hagiwara, A.; Yusoff,
F.M.; Azani, N. (2020): A review on the improvement of
cladocera (Moina) nutrition as live food for aquaculture:
Using valuable plankton fisheries resources. Journal of
Environmental Biology, 41(5), 1239-1248.
https://doi.org/10.22438/JEB/41/5(SI)/MS_16

Rayner, T.A.; Jgrgensen, N.O.G.; Blanda, E.; Wu, C.H.; Huang, C.C.,
Mortensen, J.; Hwang, J.S.; Hansen, B.W. (2015): Biochemical
composition of the promising live feed tropical calanoid copepod
Pseudodiaptomus annandalei (Sewell 1919) cultured in
Taiwanese outdoor aquaculture ponds. Aquaculture, 441, 25-34.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2015.01.034

Rodriguez-Lazaro, J.; Ruiz-Mufioz, F. (2012): Chapter 1 - A General
Introduction to Ostracods: Morphology, Distribution, Fossil
Record and Applications. In D. J. Horne, J. A. Holmes, J.

115

Rodriguez-Lazaro, & F. A. Viehberg (Eds.), Ostracoda as
Proxies for Quaternary Climate Change. Vol. 17. pp. 1-14.
Elsevier.  https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-444-
53636-5.00001-9

Rogers, C. (2009): The use of Artemia spp. in aquaculture diet
enrichment. In E. Abreu-Grobois, F. Olivera-Tapia, & E. E.
Sudrez-Morales (Eds.), Avances en el estudio de los
Branchiopoda. 97-106.

Roiha, I.S.; Analytiq, P. (2015): Bioencapsulation of florfenicol in
Artemia franciscana and Brachionus plicatilis for treatment of
bacterial diseases of Atlantic cod (Gadus morhua) and Atlantic
halibut (Hippoglossus hippoglossus) larvae. Irja Sunde Roiha.
March 2011. https://doi.org/10.13140/2.1.3966.2885

Roman-Padilla, J.; Rodriguez-Rua, A.; Ponce, M.; Manchado, M.;
Hachero-Cruzado, |. (2017): Effects of dietary lipid
profile on larval performance and lipid management in
Senegalese sole. Aquaculture, 468, 80-93.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2016.10.005

Rannestad, I.; Thorsen, A.; Finn, R.N. (1999): Fish larval nutrition:
A review of recent advances in the roles of
amino acids. Aquaculture, 177(1-4), 201-216.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0044-8486(99)00082-4

Rosenlund, G.; Stoss, J.; Talbot, C. (1997): Co-feeding marine fish
larvae with inert and live diets. Aquaculture, 155(1-4), 183-191.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0044-8486(97)00116-6

Samat, N.A.; Yusoff, F.M.; Rasdi, N.W.; Karim, M. (2020):
Enhancement of live food nutritional status with essential
nutrients for improving aquatic animal health: A review.
Animals, 10(12), 1-27. https://doi.org/10.3390/ani10122457

Santhosh, B.; Anil, M.K.; Muhammed Anzeer, F.; Aneesh, K.S.;
Mijo, V.A.; Gopakumar, G.; Rani, M.Ge.; Gopalakrishnan, A.;
Unnikrishnan, C. (Eds.). (2018): Culture techniques of marine
copepods. ICAR-Central Marine Fisheries Research, Institute,
Kochi, Kerala, India, 144pp.

Sarker, P.K.; Gamble, M.M.; Kelson, S.; Kapuscinski, A.R. (2016):
Nile tilapia (Oreochromis niloticus) show high digestibility of
lipid and fatty acids from marine Schizochytrium sp. and of
protein and essential amino acids from freshwater Spirulina sp.
feed ingredients. Aquaculture Nutrition, 22(1), 109-119.
https://doi.org/10.1111/anu.12230

Shiau, S.Y. (2002): Tilapia, Oreochromis spp. In C.D. Webster and
C.E. Lim (eds.) Nutrient Requirements and Feeding of Finfish
for Aquaculture. CABI Publishing, Oxfordshire, 418. 273-292.

Sherif, A.H.; Al-Sokary, E.T.; Rizk, W.F.; Mahfouz, M.E. (2020):
Immune status of Oreochromis niloticus subjected to long-term
lead nitrate exposure and a Arthrospira platensis treatment trial.
Environmental Toxicology and Pharmacology, 76(February),
103352. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.etap.2020.103352

Shields, R.J.; Lupatsch, 1. (2012): Algae for Aquaculture and Animal
Feed. Technology Assessment Theory and Practice for 21% Year,
Issue 1, July 2012

Sorgeloos, P.; Lavens, P.; Léger, P.; Tackaert, P.; Versichele, D.
(1986): Manual for the culture of and use of brine shrimp
Artemia in aquaculture. Manual prepared for the Belgian
Administration for Development and Cooperation and FAO.
Artemia Reference Center, Faculty of Agriculture, State
University of Ghent, Belgium.

Sorgeloos, P.; Dhert, P.; Candreva, P. (2001): Use of the brine
shrimp, Artemia spp., in marine fish larviculture. Aquaculture
Volume 200, Issues 1-2, pp. 147-159.

Srivastava, A.; Hamre, K.; Stoss, J.; Chakrabarti, R.; Tonheim, S.K.
(2006): Protein content and amino acid composition of the live



TeEYE-GAGA, C.ET AL.

ACTA AGRARIA DEBRECENIENSIS 2025-2

DOI:10.34101/ACTAAGRAR/2/15985

feed rotifer (Brachionus plicatilis): With emphasis on the water
soluble fraction. Aquaculture, 254(1), 534-543. https
://doi.org/10.1016/j. aquaculture.2005.11.01

Stattrup J.G. (2003): Production and nutritional value of copepods.
In: Live feeds in Marine Aquaculture. J. G. Stgttrup and L. A.
McEvoy (Eds), Blackwell Science, Oxford, p 318.

Steenfeldt, S. (2015): Culture methods of pikeperch early life stages.
In: Biology and Culture of Percid Fishes. Springer, pp. 295-312.

Stefanakis, M.; Makridis, P.; Anastasopoulos, E.; Katerinopoulos,
H.E. (2011): Antibacterial activity of essential oils from plants
of the genus Origanum on the bacteria strains of the Vibrio
group. In: Trends in Natural Products Research, PSE Young
Scientists” Meeting, 12 — 15 June 2011, Kolymvari, Crete, Book
of Abstracts, p. 206

Tang, B.G.; Chen, G.; Wu, Z.H. (2010): Application of a microdiet
in cobia Rachycentron canadum (Linnaeus, 1766) larvae rearing.
Aquacult. Res. 41, 315-320. https://doi. org/10.1111/j.1365-
2109.2008.02098.x.

Thackeray, S.J. (2022): Zooplankton Diversity and Variation Among
Lakes. In T. Mehner & K. Tockner (Eds.), Encyclopedia of
Inland Waters (Second Edition) (Second Edition, pp. 52-66).
Elsevier. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-
819166-8.00013-X

Tocher, D.R.; Bendiksen, E.A.; Campbell, P.J.; Bell, J.G. (2008): The
role of phospholipids in nutrition and metabolism of
teleost fish. Aquaculture 280, 21-34. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.aquaculture.2008.04.034.

Vadstein, O.; Bergh, @.; Gatesoupe, F.J.; Galindo-Villegas, J.;
Mulero, V.; Picchietti, S.; Scapigliati, G.; Makridis, P.; Olsen,
Y.; Dierckens, K.; Defoirdt, T.; Boon, N.; De Schryver, P.;
Bossier, P. (2013): Microbiology and immunology of
fish larvae. Reviews in  Aquaculture, 5(SUPPL.1).
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1753-5131.2012.01082.x

Wallace, R.L.; Snell, T.W.; Smith, H.A. (2015): Chapter 13 - Phylum
Rotifera. In J. H. Thorp & D. C. Rogers (Eds.), Thorp and
Covich’s  Freshwater  Invertebrates  (Fourth  Edition)
(Fourth Edi, pp. 225-271). Academic Press.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-385026-
3.00013-9

List of Abbreviations:
ARA = Arachidonic acid
DHA = Docosahexaenoic acid
DPH = Day post-hatching
EAA = Essential amino acids
EPA = Eicosapentaenoic acid
FAO = Food and Agriculture Organisation
HUFA = highly unsaturated fatty acids
LA = Linoleic acid
LNA = Alpha linolenic acid
MOFA = Monounsaturated fatty acids
NEAA = Non-essential amino acids
NRC = National Research Council
PUFA = polyunsaturated fatty acids
SFA = Saturated fatty acids

116

Wan-Mohtar, W.A.A.Q.l.; Ibrahim, M.F.; Rasdi, N.W., Zainorahim,
N.; Taufek, N.M. (2022): Microorganisms as a sustainable
aquafeed ingredient: A review. Aquaculture Research, 53(3),
746-766. https://doi.org/10.1111/are.15627

Watanabe, T.; Kitajima, C.; Fujita, S. (1983): Nutritional values of
live organisms used in Japan for mass propagation
of fish: A review. Aquaculture, 34(1-2), 115-143.
https://doi.org/10.1016/0044-8486(83)90296-X

Watanabe, T.; Kiron, V.; Satoh, S. (1997): Trace minerals in fish
nutrition. Aquaculture, 151(1-4), 185-207.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0044-8486(96)01503-7

Wong, J.M.; Benzie, J.A.H. (2003): The effects of temperature,
Artemia enrichment, stocking density and light on the growth of
juvenile seahorses, Hippocampus whitei (Bleeker, 1855),
from  Australia.  Aquaculture,  228(1-4), 107-121.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0044-8486(03)00320-X

Xie, W.; Ma, Y.; Ren, B.; Gao, M.; Sui, L. (2021): Artemia nauplii
enriched with archaea Halorubrum increased survival and
challenge tolerance of Litopenaeus vannamei
postlarvae. Aquaculture, 533, 736087.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2020.736087

Yanes-Roca, C.; Mraz, J.; Born-Torrijos, A.; Holzer, A.S.; Imentai,
A.; Policar, T. (2018): Introduction of rotifers (Brachionus
plicatilis) during pikeperch first feeding.
Aquaculture, 497(March), 260-268.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2018.08.004

Zambonino-Infante, J.L.; Cahu, C.L. (2010): Effect of nutrition on
marine  fish  development  and quality. Recent
Advances in Aquaculture Research, 103-124.
http://archimer.ifremer.fr/doc/00086/19683/%5Cnhttp://archim
er.ifremer.fr/doc/00086/19683/17306.pdf

Zeng, C.; Shao, L.; Ricketts, A.; Moorhead, J. (2018): The
importance of copepods as live feed for larval rearing of the
green mandarin fish Synchiropus splendidus.
Aquaculture, 491 (January), 65-71.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2018.03.011



