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Abstract

Biofloc technology (BFT) has been considered as a microorganism management
technique in aquaculture. Balancing the external carbon added to the system with the proper
amount can eliminate the nitrogen waste by conversing it into the microorganism mass, biofloc,
consisting of heterotrophic microorganisms, protozoa, planktons, and organic particles. It can
provide natural food for aquatic animals as well as function as immunostimulant enhancing the
animals’ innate immunity through pathogen-associated molecular patterns (PAMPs) recognizing
system. As a result, biofloc fed aquatic animals are primed and more resistant against pathogen
attack. There has been reported that different carbon sources could affect the types and amounts
of microbes in biofloc and its immunostimulatory efficacy. This study aimed to establish the
effect of different carbon sources (100% cassava starch, 50% cassava starch+50% molasses and
100% molasses) on immune response of Nile tilapia (Oreochromis niloticus), an economically
important fish of Thailand. Blood parameters, including hematocrit and humoral responses in
plasma and serum, were analyzed in tilapia at 1, 2, 3 and 7 days after fed with bioflocs for 7 days.
The results showed that all bioflocs produced from different carbon sources could induce
immunity by significantly increased blood parameters compared to the non-biofloc fed fish. The
variation of response patterns and period of induction times were observed with different carbon
sources used. However, all blood parameter levels decreased to the basal level of control fish
after being boosted suggesting that the tested bioflocs may not affect the fish growth. These
results showed a significance of carbon sources on biofloc production for immunostimulant

development and its application in aquaculture.

Keywords : Biofloc; Nile tilapia; Carbon source; Innate immunity
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flyun 50-1,000 um FaUszneudielusings
wnafineu Aafldinvuiaidn uarqdunid
nau heterotrophic Jundn de883mmdnilay
¥anifidsuresudeidniindudie wu

a

woulnfle uwavvendoarsdunidsu 4 Ju
biomass maammmmavﬂaum?é Fedwithannsa
14 9uemnsla 121, [3], (4], [5] uenanaztiu
ormsuidafiudadalsnsnuifeuancds
Aaaudivasdnanmueslulonasalunisiduans
nszdundduiuludnii lneidedn fldsuems
waslulowaonazdwmaliilgddumuiiaty
Yanda (Oreochromis niloticus) [6] 94U 17
(Litopenaeus vannamei) [7] warUandanine
(Labeo rohita) [8] IuN4ENTIN1TTOANBEINTT
S hhildsuewmnsuni [9]
asnszdugiiduiufinulululonasn

| A a A & I3

drulnginunanarsiiluanaiiduesduseney
YaYARLUATILS Y (bacterial derivatives) 14U
B-glucan

(LPS) wag flagellin szNL‘LJumimaﬂﬁ]miJu

peptidoglycan L|popotysaccharlde
f qu pathogen-associated molecular patterns
(PAMPs) ifosanansivanilarlaimuluieadidntu
Juduarsuvanuasu wazgnasiadulaeszuy
Toll-like receptors (Aasudayayraslungu pattern
recognition receptors, PRRs) madﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁm%ugd

nioudesdyqas i lviszvugiiAquiuaiunsosui

wazduunladndaisdaluianangs PAMPs 1414
3118 Jwhlisinnsnevaueuieuntoinisgniu

nFenalsa N1sldarsnsequiiAuiuagyinlyi

dnivhfinisnouausamaniduiuwuulisumziia
sULUUTBIATIILAE SEUUIad Tralidnanie
dnftndianunioulunismevaussuazaunsn
wanedeuvaiiienelsald (101, [11] wrtligiu
asnseupiduiulugnamnssudaitifisaigs
denadusuyuvaanuasnsidedmildluszuy
wsu Fafunsdnwilulevaeaiieduansnsedu
afduituludnfinasusaududefiunauladu
aganlagasidudiudfgylunisifaungluuy
sruunameidssdnfinvaslnelinane s

Uasadsunguilaa saufsanlontanisiialsauay
anmsliufiuglunawzidosdn i

agelsinau fs1e9rudinasiia
lulewaemaziinnuunnsafuisludeUiuuuas
Aun i uegiudndiunifuounazlulngiau
(C:N ratio) [12] s9ufavdnvasunasnisuaud
wans19iy dnalnensedolaseadiegdunidgly
lulewaen [13] HagtudaiinisAnuiilouansis
#nenmweslulenasaiindnainundsaniueud
wandnsfusienisnszdunfiduiululaidadudu
Uanasugiaddnyuessunalne fduaasdite
FoinsAnwinavesiulevasnrianisneuauss
vasszuugiAuiuLuulidumgluvanialagnis
Fadmnsfinesideniiisitesiussuugiduiu
n93deildlRAudfydesUuuuuresunds
asueunsemslulawmsniiasiinasonisiaiaiiuln
vosnguydunidlululeviaen lngaznaaeunaves
Tassa$rsvesngugaunidlululeviasafionating
wUsiusionsnsequAsInuvesssuugiAuiuly
danila

Tangunsaluazisniside
1. Uauagssuunnasy
ﬁwqﬂﬂmﬁaﬂ;mﬁmaﬁa 5.0£0.3 g
317U 1,000 #1915 nwasns Tudania
UATATETINTIY YinsUTuanmleeiinlvignuaniia
Auesilen (e1vnsmensin (dlav, Tnegideu
Hafiad) nauh 10%) 3 o/%u (1an 09.00 wu.
12.00 . kay 15.00 u.) Wdesvardaldvhnn
\nde 8043 ¢ ntuiandasiuau 15 ¢ adu
NAABIYUIALY 200 L(‘Ussagﬁf”n 150 1) d1u3u
12 §i9 Lﬂﬁaudwﬂgmﬂi’u 1781 15.00 u. fie
szvun1sWasudieidaludi §revaniians
fmaaes 1 §Uai newhnsmasssiielivania
Ysuminanmwndou

2. msuanlulanasnuaznIsAIeNINs
nanlulenasna (CN ratio 91 16:1) Ine
unaddlulasiau (ddamdn+emisimuneiy
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AUsFu 35%) wazunainrsuauiiunnaiafy
(wila 100% wils 50 %+n1nUIA1E 50% waz
Antana 100%) ninuuuldernianasaian
Wuszeziian 1824 Tu (stationary phase)
é’m%"uﬂ'15m%'summiluiawaamqﬂfjamaam
nsnaass lnsurlulevasaldluy Imhoff cone
udndevUiuunznoululenasa (bidesnin

500 ml ™" anuuUamudsnis Crab wazmmey [4],
Ahmad wazamuy [14] (Figure 1) wsanduiin
arnoululevaon aninunaIANSUBLTLANANITY
wmdsnduemsuarsialen Tnenauiv ngnu
(sluten) 1% roulsduormsvamniie luved
2113 gamuanazldormadadiiagunanisii

(#las) wawu 10% uazngiau 1%

Figure 1 nznoululenasaly Imhoff cone: BFC (n) BFC+M (%) way BFM (f)

3. N3PINKUUNITNAADY
ONLUUNITNARDILUUGUAA DN
(completely randomized design, CRD) Usznaunile
4 YANARDY 9 ay 3 1 Imsﬁqﬂmwﬂamﬁ 1
vardafifuemisidadiagunienisdn (g
AIuAN) Yan1snAansil 2 Yardaiidululowase
nananudaiud1ugnds 100% (BFC) uagyanis
veaesi 3 Yardafinululevasandnainudesiu
d1unds 50%+n1n1iAa 50% (BFC+M) YANT
vaaoed 4 Yardafinululenaenndnain
MAthaa 100% (BFM)
4. N1SNAFOIUNITADUAUDINYTAUAUUUY
TLidwwzlulanda
4.1 pslemnsuaznsiiuiiegng
WluTenaeafidunasasusuiivansig
flvanfiaduduenis 2 dle/Su nan 08.30 w.
way 16.30 u. ¥n1swWasudietinomnndaain
T¥emsiiefu lnonisnnassazliens
Tulavasn Andefuduian 7 u annduifiv
Frog19UarfialiennasunisneuAL NI

pifuunuulddunglutuil 1 2 3 uay 7 wds
Yalasululenasaduia 7 Ju Tnsiuvadalu
NNYANITNAGBI 9 ag 6 1 d1Uarfianqe3s
n1gmseRfInsaauisthtunungitudy
80 ppm [15] mmi?u@jmﬁammLé’mﬁam%nm
ADANIIAIUTDY (caudal vein) voaUarlladiay
Uszanad 2 ml wiaidensendu 3 diu

daudl 1180 0.1 ml 1dmsufnun
USinaufindonunsdnuuu (hematocrit)

ddl 2 1den 1 mUlddmTuAnwins
Mreruvesssuugidudulunataun laun
total immunosglobulin Wag plasma bactericidal
activity Tneiuidonldlunasn vuin 1.5 mlidl
heparin 10 pl Pludunnagnouiininansaseu
15,000 s9UsRudl gaungdl 4 °C Wwnian 5 unil
nndugadlaiuliigungd -80 °C [16] aund
aziluAnwsaly

dau 31d0a 1 mlldd1usudneinis
vauvesszuugiduiuludsu leud Aanssy
vououley lysozyme Lag peroxidase $au4
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antiprotease activity Ingindonifiviiguugdl
4 °C e 24 Flus Wunnazneuiininusy
59U 15,000 s9Usiow?l gaungd 4 °C 1Juwian
5 it anduivianednlaliioungd -80 °C
(AAnUasain Wang wagaadg [17]) aunanaziily
Anwnely

4.2 N15ANWINITABUAUD NN AANAULUY
Taidwneg
4.2.1 szuudiden
- Hematocrit
fauladisnisAnwivesunna hazARY
[18] Ine14 Na-heparinised cap|LLary tube WUiiﬂ
GhL amﬂmwaammﬂmuumu antuiumies
§181A399 hematocrit centrifuge (MPW-215,
MPW) 711121189 10,000 seusouli tHutian
5 U9 ANUAAT hematocrit (%) e iadndau
vpadadonunidaurudedinsveadenaun
Aegns

Hematocrit (%) = (Packed cell volume/Total

blood volume) x 100

4.2.2 53U ﬁé’uﬁ’uLLUU‘szﬁﬂquwaqmsﬁﬂ
Tuthiden

nsfnwszuugidufuvesarsinly
Yudenarursafnwiainnaiauiuasdsy Ing
wanaungilusfunazluanaiifsadosiussuy
afdufusudsrtuindon uiazdlusiu du 1
Agtestunisudaiivendenludiuiaun
Ty figsuasldiilusiuiiiioatesiunis
udefveaden Jeinliarusadnuifianssy
vosoulesdlussuugiduiulddaaunis fafu
Tunsdnwilsednvmsfinefidoaislunatau
war@su usarAnwmsfiwesinsiiniy
4.2.2.1 ssvugifuiuwuulidnwizluwanaun

- Total immunoglobulin

A19fAn w1 total immunoglobulin
faulasisn15Anw1a1n Khosravi kagamg [19],

Ahmad wavany [14] lnguvsnalrauioendu
2 dau dauit 1 dmFuTausualusiu s
(total protein) warddufl 2 v1Uuudayiiu
(albumin) Tnenauiyu 12% polyethylene glycol
(PEG) 6000 (§ms1d2u 1:1) 1Wutian 30 u1i
Wi dunnmznoufinnuiEiseu 15,000 seuseuld
gaungdl 4 °C Wuiian 5wl 9ntutimanasn
W 2 dausnmenlusiunaisnisues Lowry wag
Afg [20] uErInANsgANAULALT 640 nm e
LEDE microplate reader (EZ Read 2000,
Biochrom) AruaUsunalusiulaeiuSeuiieuiu
N3N UIATFIU bovine serum albumin (BSA)
ATUIUAT total immunoglobulin il

Total immunoglobulin = Total protein -
Albumin

- Plasma bactericidal activity

nN15Anw®1 plasma bactericidal activity
fauUasisni1sAne1ain Aly hasamy [21],
Rao tazmal [22] Wawanau 50 pl nau UL
Aeromonas hydrophila (Aa7uL N4 u 107 CFU
ml?) 50 pl (Fadau 1:1) Yufiguungdl 37 °C
Wuan 1 $alus wdeanndudildniusunm
WouuailiSudae33 spread plate Uua M3
tryptone soya agar (TSA, HiMedia) ‘U'mﬁqm‘viqﬁ
35 °C \Jusurinan 18-24 92109 lneA1uiaan
bactericidal activity (%) il

Bactericidal activity (%) = [((Ci— C2)/ Ci] x 100

e ¢ =$1usulaladvanunasaide

A. hydrophila Tunsnaaesfilaidinanasn
C=31u%ulalafdnenunuoaiy o

A. hydrophila Tun1snaassfifinanauivesual
2PN

4.2.2.2 szuugiiduiuwuuliidnmnzludsu
- Lysozyme activity
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n15ANE1 lysozyme activity Aaulas
35n15@N©1971n U-taynapun wazany [23] Tnetin
FSuv0sUardiods 20 pl wauiu 0.03%
Micrococcus lysodeikiticus solution (Sigma) 200
ul FaA1n15gandunasiininue1Indu 490 nm
#1130 microplate reader (EZ Read 2000) 7i
1287 30 Aufinag 4 w1l 30 Ju19 lagaAn
lysozyme #ildassienunaluniasaes Units mU’

g

1 Unit lysozyme activity = n15anas93A1 OD
0.001 Turian 1 udl

- Antiprotease activity

NM3ANYI antiprotease activity AALUAS
FWues Christybapita wavamy [24] laerdsu
10 pl Uuivansazaty v3UTUATEIU (trypsin
porcine pancreas Tu 01 M Tri-HCL pH 8.2,
Sigma) 20 pl Wuan 10 Wit figamgiivies
Pt 2 mM sodium-benzoyl-DL-arginine-
p-nitroanilide hydrochloride (BAPNA, Sigma)
500 pl wag 0.1 M Tris-HCL pH 470 pl il
gaungl 25 °C Junar 25 wiil iy
30% acetic acid 150 pl JnFin1sganduuasdl
ANLENMAAY 415 nm  flBiA3es microplate
reader (EZ Read 2000) lagiA1 trypsin inhibition
(%) Fuansai)

Trypsin inhibition (%) = [(A1— A2)/ A)] x 100
ilo A1 = A1 OD vesn1MIRResitioulsiviudy

=
(laifizsu)
A= A1 OD v84n1snAasandieuleyy

- Peroxidase activity

faLUaslsn19Any1ve9 Lazado Lag
Az [25] way Gullt wazmme [26] thfogedsy
10 pl wauAy HBSS (Ca?*, Mg®* Free) 90 pl L@
d@13WaN 20 mM 3,355 -tetramethylbenzidine
hydrochloride (TMB, Sigma) wag 5 mM H,O,
35 pl Yufiqungfivedluifiaidunat 2 uid
MERNTAFAY 4M Hz50q 35 pl watludneinng
@mﬂﬁuuaqﬁmmmaﬂﬁu 450 nm #381A3 09
microplate reader (EZ Read 2000) lag @A
peroxidase activity S189MUNAAILAINITAANGY
wesTina1enIAEY 450 nm

5. myaszidayanisddn

aa v

mﬁmiwzﬁmqaamawa;ﬂaﬁwmmm
n1snaaesarldlusunsudnsagy SPSS version
16.0 (SPSS Inc.) 1AT13%AULUTUTIU (ANOVA)
Aadeveimsimesidoafiieadetuszuy
giAquiu lngld ANOVA waziUSeuliiey
ANLANAIITENI19AaAelag Tukey’s HSD
multiple comparison test ﬁizﬁUﬂ’mm%aﬁu

95%

Nan1538wazIansal

o

MIANYINTNBUALDIVDITLUULNANTY

SEEPN

wuulddinizvesandadildsululenasaiings
nundenrsveuiiunnsiafuia 3 3Uuuy
lauanafauszansnmveslulenasnalunisnsesu
piidufuresania tneAedeesidudidaden
LAISaLtunaeANIINAaeITesUadafinu
lulenaen BFC (55-63%) BFC+M (55-62%) Uaz
BFM (55-61%) df1gandtyaniuns (47-48%)
o8ailfuddnynead@ (P<0.05) sniiuluiud 1
na991nUamnaodbasu BFC+M wag BFM dlfn
WeadenunsdauuulduanasegredidedAgynia
aid (P>0.05) 9nymmIuAN (Figure 2)
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1o

3 Days 7 Days

Sampling days

Figure 2 Adindenunsdnuiu (hematocrit) Tuiideavarladlasululovasadeiondunal 7 Ju

wazlilasululevlasn (ynatuAw)

3NN15ANYINITRBUANBI)IANAY
wuvlisunizvesansinlugunananluvaiia
#U31A1 total immunoglobulin Tuufi 1 uay 2
voaanfiafildsululevasasidiganiiyaniugy
pgaiitfodAyneadi (P<0.05) FananisAns
Tufuil 1 (@61 total immunoglobulin Qd‘ﬁ'qm)
wandliiiiuinardaluganisnaass BFC BFC+M
war BFM f1 total immunoglobulin 7i5¢ &y
865.74 837.96 way 787.04 mg dl* muddu &9
gendnyanIuAx (495.37 mg di') agralitudnAny
n9add (P<0.05) Wlowdgiuil 2 ndsannasle
lulenasmduian 7 Ju gan1smaass BFC+M
(775.46 mg d) § 1 total Immunoglobulin
g9n31YARIUAN (418.73 mg dU!) egredldeddny
(P>0.05) luvaiefifudl 3 waz 7 ndsan

nslilulenasauiaian 7 Yunudn
A1 total immunoglobulin 489 YNYANITNAALS
fanlnaresnazluiamnuuansiamiadfnu
yaruAw (Figure 3A)

A1 plasma bactericidal activity 2 ® 3
Uandlaiildsululenasaluynnismaaes BFC+M
(adelugae 55%-70%) uaz BFM (55%-70%)
fauuandanadfnuynniunu (43%-47%)
(P<0.05) napasroznafiviin1sdne vagi
gANsMAaBY BFC (1delugas 50%-70%) fiaa
uANANMNSERATUYARIUAY (P<0.05) LAz Tudl
12uaz 3 Wy wean plasma bactericidal
activity 79UanTa 3 ﬁgmmimaaaﬁﬁﬂulamaﬂ
laiflauuanansiumsads (P>0.05) (Figure 3B)
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1400 T1 Control

1 Day 2 Days

i T2 BFC

T3 BFC+M I TABFM (n)

3 Days 7 Days

Sampling days

80

Plasma bactericidal activity (%)

1Day 2 Days

(2)

3 Days 7 Days

Sampling days

Figure 3 nsmovauaifuiuLuuasiy (wanawn) luvandadldsululenasasaileadum 7 fu
wazliilasululeviasn (yamuAL): Total immunoglobulin (n) wagPlasma bactericidal activity (¥)

NsAnYIN1IsAoUANBI)IAuiuLUY
lisumzvesansiluguuuudsuvesadanudy
AmnsfinesvessruuniiduiunnAifnuilu
Uandafilszululevasaiiingeiniigamuau Tag
55 HU lysozyme activity vosUanfladilésu
Tulewaenfindnainundsnnsveuisiuaziina
waneariu 1ae lysozyme activity Tugan1svnaes
BFC (1,175-1,300 Units ml™) g4nd1ganluAy
(872-895 Units ml™!) ag1qiidadrdagni19aia
(P<0.05) 9@ 0AYIINITNABDL YANITNAAD
BFC+M (1,104-1,158 Units ml") §A1g9n31%n
AruAu (P<0.05) Tufud 12 uay 3 iy
Tuwazfign BFM (1,070-1,254 Units ml") i1
aaningaAIuaY (P<0.05) Tuiudl 2 uas 3 iy
agglsfiny lysozyme activity “U’aﬂﬁg& 3 4ANIs
naaeafililulevasadsfuldfianuuandieiu
N9add (P>0.05) (Figure 4A)

A1 antiprotease lu@Suvesvaidai
lasululanasa yan1svaase BFC IA1g9n31
yanruaulufuil 1(60.78%) uaz 3 (54.429%)
Tuwnzfin1snaass BFC+M (56.54%) fiA1ganin
yamuauluuil 1 Wiy uagwanismaaesly
39 BFM fiAnganitgaatunuluiudl 1 (56.69%)
wag 2 (53.60%) (Figure 4B)

9nA1 peroxidase activity vesUafladl
§5ululewasanudn lufud 1 flanizyanis
yaans BFM whilufiunndnennaadd (P<0.05) fu
YAAIUAY YaEATUT 2 Lag 3 A1 peroxidase
activity luvandafidululeviaeaynyanisnaass
fdrgeaninyanivauegrelded1Ayniada
(P<0.05) wazFuil 7 flan1zgan1IMaaes BFM
LﬂwﬁuﬁﬁﬂawuLw}ﬂﬁi'mﬁu"qmmwjuasmﬁﬁsﬁﬁm
(P<0.05) (Figure 4C)
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G

nani1sanyinansliiiuinlulevasn
nnwuuindaldaunsanseiugiauiululanda
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