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Stocking Density of Male Tilapia
(Oreochromis nilolticuas) in Rice

Fields
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ABSTRACT

The experiment was studied on stocking density of all male

tilapia (Oreochromis niloticus). The design was Completly Randomized
\
Block Design (CRBD). The experiment was divieded [into 4 treatments

(Lreatment, 1 control rice only treabments 2,3 and 4 stock fish 2, 3
and 4 per m~ in rice fields) with 3 replicates The hightes to
lowest fish weight gained (38.2, 33.6 and 25.8 gran) were obtained
from treatment 2, 3 and 4, respectively. Which increaed upto 171%
gain in weight and 48% of recovery rate. The averﬁge fish gained
in weight perday 0.8, 0.5 and 0.4 gram were obtainefl from treatments
2, 2, and 4, respectively. The statistic analysis of fish weight
gained showed significant differece (P<G.01). The average mean
of treatment by DMRT. were different between treatment 2,3 with
treatment 4. The average rice yields (4.53,4.5 and 2 kgs) of tre-
atments 2, 3 and 4 were 15-74% higher than treatmept 1 (2.5 kgs)




