16° NaveAArvio Zuvedplo IxBuoAdywv Y&atokaAAiépyeleg Kat A€lomoinon AAEUTIKWV Mpolovtwv

Awepevivnon TG SpacTiKOTNTAC TOU EVIUHOU TNG XLTvAong o€ txOeic petd ano
xopniynon tpodn¢ He LEPLKN uTtoKataotach LYOuaAsupou and eviopodAsupo

Apalio Mnva, EuBupia AvtwvonouAou, ABavaotog I. ManadonouvAog
Epyaotriplo Quaotoloyiag Zwwv, Tuapa Bloloyiag, Aptototéhelo Navemiotripulo Oecoalovikng, Oecoalovikn —
thanpap@bio.auth.gr

ABSTRACT

Amalia Mina, Efthimia Antonopoulou, Athanasios |. Papadopoulos: A study on the enzyme
activity of chitinase in farmed fish supplied with food where fishmeal was partially
substituted with insect meal

The use of insect meal, rich in protein, is considered as a new alternative source of protein to the diet of
farmed fish. However serious problems have been reported in fish growth rate when fish meal was
substituted by insect meal at a percentage higher than 25%. The presence of insect’s body chitin was
suggested as a reason for the observed lower growth rate. In our present work we investigated the
effect of partially substituted fish meal by insect meal on the enzyme of chitinase in cultured gilthead
seabream and rainbow trout. We also investigated the possibility of chitin from various sources being a
limiting factor for food availability in alternatively fed cultured fish. For this reason we studied the effect
of various chitins deriving from different organisms upon the activity of chitinase. Significant differences
were noticed in both, the effect of the diet and the chitin source upon the kinetics of the enzyme
activity.

Keywords: chitinase enzyme activity, chitin, fishmeal, insect meal, digestive tube, gilthead seabream,
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EIZAIQrH

OL yBuokaM\iépyeleg avtipetwni{ouv mpoPfAnpata sfattiag tng dSuoHeEVOUC KATAOTAONG OTNV omola
Bplokovtat ta amoBépata tou Balacciou meplBalloviog kal TNG aAlENONG TOU KOOTOUG TWV
OuaAelpwv (Sancez-Muros et al. 2014). H avdykn gUpecong eVAANOKTIKWY TINYWV MPWTELVNG, ylveTal
oloéva kalt mo emttaktiky (Manzano-Agugliaro et al. 2012).

H xpnon Twv eVvtopoAAsUpwv OmOTEAEL plo véa eVOAAOKTIK AUon mou mapéxel uPnAng
TIOLOTNTAC TPWTEIVN. IXETIKEG MEAETEG Selyvouv OTL Ta TEPLOCOTEPA €L6N evtopwv £xouv udnin
ToLOTNTA KAl TIOCOTNTA TPWTEIVNG, avTaywvi{OUeEVa auTd Twv LXOUAAEUPWY Kol TwV COYLAAEUPWY
(Sancez-Muros et al. 2014). & MepAPATA TIOU €YLVAV KOTA TNV EKTpodr TG ToUtoupac, Sparus aurata
(Linnaeus 1758), 1e pePLKA uTOKATAOCTAGCN LXOUAAEUPWY ATIO EVIOUOAAEUPA, SLATILOTWONKE OTATIOTIKA
ONUAVTIKA HELWMEVOG puBuog avénong kat vPnAdtepa moocootd Bvnolpdtntag, dlaitepa otav n
umokatdotoon Atav ota enineda tou 50% (Gasco et al. 2016).

Qg mBavn autia petaty aAAwv Bswpnbnke n Mapoucia oTa eVTOUOAAEUpa, UPNAWY TTOCOOTWV
XLTLVNG TIOU TIPOEPXETAL QMO TA EVIOMA. XTNV Mapolod Epyacia MApoUCLA{OUE TO ATOTEAECUATA ATIO
NV npoomnabeta mou kataBalape va eAéyEoupe TNV TOAVOTNTA QUTH. MO TOV OKOTIO QUTO UEAETHCAE
TOo €V{UMO TNG XLTWVAONG OTOV TEMTIKO OwArva SU0 ektpedopevwy eldwv xBlwv, Toutolpag Kot
péilovoag méotpodag, Oncorhynchus mykiss (Walbaum 1792), ota omola xopnynbnke tpodn e
HEPLKA UTOKATAOTACN Tou LYBudAeupou amd eviopodAeupo (o mooootd 25% kat 50% yLa Tn Toutoupa
kat 60% yw tv pwdilovoca méotpoda). Mo TNV UNMOKATAOTACN XPNOLUOTOONKE AAgupo amod
npovUudn Tou evtopou Tenebrio molitor (Linnaeus 1758) (Gasco et al. 2016).

Eniong, AapBavovrtag umodn to yeyovog mMwe UTIAPXOUV SOULKEG SLadopéG PeTall TG XLTivng
TIoU TIPOEPXETaL amd SladopeTikolG opyaviopouc (Beier et al. 2013), AMOUOVWOAWE XTIV COUTILAG,
Sepia officinalis (Linnaeus 1758), yapidag, Parapenaeus longirostris (Lucas 1846), kalL amd avamtuilokd
otadla tou evtopou T. molitor, kol eAéyEape tnv enibpacn Tou €ixe n mapousia Twv SLHPOoPETIKWY
QUTWV XLTWVWV 0TNV €Kkdpaocn TG SpacTkoTNTAG Tou eVIUOU TNG XLTLvdonG. MeAetricape tnv enidpaon
outr og £€v{uho OO TOV TMEMTIKO oWARva Twv XBUwV Wote va avixveLCOUUE TUBAVA CNUAVTIKEG
SOULKEG SLopopEC oL omoieg pumopel va avixvevovtal amno to idLo to éviupo.
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YNAIKA KAl MEOGOAOI
O 1poodloplopdc TNG eVIUULKAC SpAOTIKOTNTAG TG XLTVAONC £ywve e xitivn azure (Sigma) (Shen et al.
2010), WG UTOOTPWHA Kol pUBULOTIKO SLdAupa dwadopikol kakiou 0,2M, pH 5,4.

Mo TNV OMOYEVOMOLNON TWV MEMTIKWYV CWAAVWY amo TolmoUpeg (oTIC omoieg xopnyndnke yia
TpLavta eBSonadeg Tpodn e HePLKN uTtoKaTdoTacn OudAsupwy amod evtopodleupa o mocoaotod 0, 25
kal 50% cuudwva pe Gasco et al. 2016), kat pLdilouoeg MEoTpodeS (0TI omoieg xopnynOnke ywa 75
NUEPEG TPodn UE HeEPLKN UToKatdotaon LxBudAeupwv amd evtopodheupa o€ 1oocootd 0 kot 60%
ouudwva pe Gasco et al. 2016), xpnouomnoliBnke pubpLOTIKO SLaAupa dwadopikou kaAiou 0,01M, pH
5,4. M tnv opoyevormoinon n avaloyia Lotol e pubuLotiko Stahvpa Atav 1/3 (w/v).

MpOoKELUEVOU va SLATILOTWOOUUE TNV TIPOEAEUON TNG EVIUMLIKAG SpaoTIKOTNTAC (EGV TTpoEpXETaL
aro tov 610 Tov LoTO 1) anmd PIKPOOPYAVIoUOUG TToU amoteAolV T dpuctooyik xAwplda tou cwAnvay),
QTOUOKPUVALE, TPV TNV OMOYEVOToinan, TNV UikpofLakn xAwpida tou mentikol cwAnva pe amnofeon
TOU LOTOU Kat TAUGON Le 9%o0 HUGLOAOYLKO 0pO.

Xwtivn amopovwOnke and kEAUPOG oouTildg, €EWOKEAETO yopldag, €§WOKEAETO eVAALKWV Ko
efwbepua mpovupdwy tou evidpou T. molitor cuubwva e tov Jeuniaux (1966) wote va eAeyOxel n
Suvatdtnta avaoTtoAng, Aoyw €eldikeuong, Tou eVIULOU TNG XLTLVAONG TIOU LETPIOALLE.

ANOTEAEZMATA KAI 2YZHTHZH

Ao TNV PEAETN TIpoadloplopol TG eVIUUIKAG SpAOTIKOTNTAG TNG XLTVAGNG OTOV MEMTIKO owARva Twv
ekTpedOpevwy  Poplwy SLOTILOTWVETAL OTATIOTIKA onuavtiky avénon (P<0,001) otnv  eldikA
SpaoTkOTNTA TOou €VIUPOU OTNV TouToUpa HETA TN XYoprynon tpodng pe 50% umokatdotoon
xOudAeupou amd eVIOHOAAEUPO, EVW OTN Mepimtwon tng pLdifovoag néotpodag dev mapatnpnOnke
OTATLOTIKA onuavtikn dtadopd (Ek. 1). TNUAVTIKA ATOV KoL N LETABOAN OTLG KLVNTIKEG MAPAUETPOUG Km
Kall Vmax Tou ev{UMOoU armd Tov MEMTIKG owAnva tng toumoupag (Miv. 1).
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Ewdva 1. Emidpoon tng HEPLKAG umoKaTaoTaong Tou LxBudleupou amd eviopodAeupo tng tpodrg, otnv lbikn
SpaotikoTNTa TOU €VIUOU TNG XLTVAONG altd TEMTLKO oWANva toutoupag (A) kat pdifovcag néotpodag (B).

Figure 1. Effect of partial substitution of dietary fish meal with various percentages of the insect meal on the

specific activity of chitinase enzyme from digestive track of gilthead seabream (A) and rainbow trout (B).

Nivakag 1. KwnTkEG MapEUETPOL TOU eVIUUOU TNG XLTVAONG OO TIEMTLIKO CWANVA TomoUpag HETA TV Xopriynon
TPOdNG UE HEPLKN UTIOKATAOTACN LXOUAAEUPWY ATt EVTOUOGAEUPA.

Table 1. Kinetic parameters of the enzyme chitinase from digestive tube from gilthead seabream supplied by food
with partial substitution of fish meal with insect meal.

Sparus aurata Ynokatdotaon 0% Ynokatdaotaon 25% Ynokataotacn 50%
Vmax U/mg/h 1,1+0,08 1,4 +0,09 3,1+0,3
Km mg/ml 0,34+ 0,09 0,45 £ 0,08 0,27 £ 0,02

H mapoucia kol n avamtuén xtvolutikwy Baktnpldiwv otnv xAwpida Tou MEMTIKOU CwARva
BV wv mou Slatpadnkav pe tpodn mMAouaola os xitivn BewpnBnke wg mMBavr attia yLa Thv auvénuévn
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eVIUMLIKA SpaoTLKOTNTA TNG XLTvaong otoug txBeig autoug (Goodrich & Morita 1977). Npokelpévou va
eAéyéoupe tnv mBavotnTa n SpaoTIKOTNTO Tou eVIUMOU TIOU QVIXVEUCOUE OTOV TEMTIKO CWANVA TWV
wOVwWv va odeiletal OxL otov (6l0 TOV Opyaviopd aM\d OE WLKPOOPYAVIOUOUC TOU CWARva Tou
anotelolv TN ducloloyikn xAwpida kot avantiooovtal Katd tnv ektpodr, mpooblopioape tnv l8LKA
evlupLKA 6paoTIKOTNTA O€ TUAUOTA TOU (810U MEMTIKOU cWAARVA TIPLY Kal HeTd amod andfeon (BA. YAA
kal MéBobdol). Zupudwva pe Ta amoteAéopata mou mapouctdalovral, dgv SLAMIOTWONKE OTATLOTIKA
onpavtikn Stadopd mpLv kat HeTd tnv andfeon twv Lotwv (Ek. 2). Ta anoteAéopatd eivat cupdwva e
TIG avaKkowwoelg Twv Danulat & Kaush (1984) kat Fines & Holt (2010).
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Ewkova 2. ElSLkn eVIUULKN SpaoTikOTnTO O TEMTLKO cWARva tolmolpag (A), kat pLdifovoag néatpodag (B) mpv kat
UETA TV amnodéeon.

Figure 2. Enzyme activity of digestive tube from gilthead seabream (A), and rainbow trout (B), before and after
removal of microflora bacteria by scraping.

Katad tov €Aeyxo tng enidpaong Tng xttivng ladopetikng mpoéleuang otnv bk SpaotikdTnTa
NG XLTLVACNG TOU MEMTIKOU owAnva tg tomoupag Stamotwbnke onuavtiky enidpacn tg dtatpodng
otnv ékdpaon kat tnv e€eldikevon tou eviupou. Mépa amd TRV ONUOVTIKA UETABOAN OTIG KLVNTIKEC
MAPAPETPOUG TOU eviUpOU, mapatnpiBnKe €mMionNg OTATIOTIKA GNUAVTLKI OVAOTOAN OTNV UETPOUUEVN
eldikn evlupiky Spoaotikdtnta mou mponABs amo xBeic otoug omoioug xopnynbnke tpodn pe
UTIOKOTAOTOON Tou LYBUAAEUPOU QMO EVIOUOAGAEUPO O TOCOOTO 50% WETA TNV MPocOnkn xitivng
OOUTILAG Kal Tipovupdwv tou eviopou (Ewk. 3). H mpooBnkn TMpokAAECE ovaoToAr TNG ELOLKAG
6paoTkOTNTAG Tou eviUpou Tou €dtace oto emimedo tou 44%. H mapatnpoUPEVN avaoToAn
UTIOSELKVUEL OTL TO €VIUMO TNG XLITWVACNG TTOU MEAETAUE avayvwpllel wg UTIOOTPWHA EMIONG TNV XLTLVN
HOVO  OUYKEKPLUEVNC TIPOEAELONG TIOU TIPOOTIOETAL, LE OCUVETELA VA HPELWVETAL N TTOOOTNTO TOU
KQVOVLKOU UTIOOTPWOTOC TTOU OItolKoSoE(Tal otnv povasda tou xpovou.
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Ewova 3. Enidpaon SLadopEeTIKWY CUYKEVIPWOEWYV XLTiVNG amo couTid (A) kat amnod nmpovuudeg eviopou (B), otnv
€161k 6pAOTLKOTNTA TNG XLTLVAONG TIEMTIKOU GWARva Toutoupac.

Figure 3. Effect of various concentrations of cuttlefish (A) and T. molitor larvae (B) chitin, upon the specific activity
of chitinase in the digestive tube of gilthead seabreamfed diets with partial substitution of fish meal by insect meal.

Mapouola melpdpata emavoAdBape e TRV XITWVACN TEMTIKOU cwAnva pLdiloucag méatpodag
LETA TNV Xopnynon tpodng Ue umokatdotacn yBudleupou amd evtopodleupo (oe mooootd 0% Kot
60%), £6woav amoteAéopata cUUPWVA HE TO OMOL0 GNUAVTLK OVOOTOAN OTNV UETPOUUEVN ELSIKN
evlupikn dpaocTtikoTnTa £€altiag TG mMPooBrKNg XLTivng coumLag, mapatnpnbnke Lovo otnv mepintwon
NG uoKaTdoTtaong Tou LYBudAeupou katd 60% e eviopodAeupo (Ew. 4). H avaotoAn mou onpetwbnke
eédrtaoe ota enineda tou 87%.
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Ewoéva 4. Emidpoon S1adopeTKWV CUYKEVIPWOEWY XLTIVNG GOUTILAG OTRV EL8IKN SpAOCTIKOTNTO TNG XLTLVAONC
Tentkol cwAnva pLdifovcag néotpodag.

Figure 4. Effect of various concentrations of cuttlefish chitin upon the specific activity of digestive tube chitinase
from rainbow trout fed diets with partial substitution of fish meal by insect meal.

JOudpwva pe to anoteAéoparta tng mapoloag HeAETnG, dev daivetal va euBlvetal n mapouvaia
NG XLtivng O0TO EVIOMOAAEUPO YLa TNV MAPATNPOUKEVN KABUCTEPNON oTnV avénon Twv OV WV PETA TNV
xopnynon tpodng He umokatdotacn OudAeupou amd eVIOUOAAEUpOo. ETUTAEOV, O OPYQAVLOMOG
daivetal va ouvBETeL MepLoooTePO €VviUpo Ue e€elbikeuon €vavtl TNG XLTVNG TTOU TPOEPXETAL QO TO
£VTOMO, KATL TTou XpHleL Tepattépw Slepelivnong.
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