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Studies on Optimal Protein Requirement of Red

Snapper, Lutjanus argentimaculatus.

Sheng-mou Wu and Hung-chi Tang

_ Red snapper, Lutjanus argentimaculatus, wére fed diets with six various

protein levels. The growth rate and protein efficiency ratioc were dependent on

the protein levels of the diets. Growth rate and protein efficiency increase with
| an increase in dietary protein level in the range of 0.5% to 40%, but begin-to

decrease‘when the ,prdtein level goes over 40%.

Accordingly, the optimal protein requirement. of red snapper appears to be
around 38% ‘ ' '
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Fig. 1 Growth of red snapper fed with diets contanining

various protein levels fram 0.5 to 60.0% .
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"Fig. 2 Relationship between protein level of diets and
daily specific growth rate of red snapper.
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Fig. 3 Relationship between protein level in diets

and protein efficiency rate.
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