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1. Genetic differentiation among Batak fish populations (Neolissochilus sumatranus, Tor douronensis, and Tor soro) 
in North Sumatra, Indonesia revealed by RAPD markers 
TERNALA ALEXANDER BARUS, HESTI WAHYUNINGSIH, BERTUA NOVITA SIMANJUNTAK, RISSA HERAWATI 
GINTING, AGUNG SETIA BATUBARA, ADRIAN HARTANTO [PDF] 

2. The effect of land management and organic matter inputs on bacterial population and soil nutrients across 
different types of agroforestry system 
MAYDELLA VISTA PUTRI RINADY, YULIA NURAINI, CAHYO PRAYOGO, NOVI ARFARITA [PDF] 

3. Potential of prospective medicinal plants of Rhizophoraceae from North Kalimantan, Indonesia 
SAAT EGRA, HARLINDA KUSPRADINI, IRAWAN WIJAYA KUSUMA, IRMANIDA BATUBARA, IMRA, NURJANNAH, 
ETTY WAHYUNI, KOSEI YAMAUCHI, TOHRU MITSUNAGA [PDF] 

4. Vertical profile of culturable bacteria from the Makassar Strait, Indonesia 
ZEN LADESTAM SIALLAGAN, TATI KRISTIANTI, FENNY MARTHA DWIVANY, HUSNA NUGRAHAPRAJA, CHARLIE 
ESTER DE FRETES, MUHAMMAD FADLI, JOKO PEBRIANTO TRINUGROHO, OCKY KARNA RADJASA, R. DWI 
SUSANTO [PDF] 

5. Morphology and morphometric diversity of three local goats in Gorontalo, Indonesia 
FAHRUL ILHAM, GATOT CIPTADI, TRI EKO SUSILORINI, WIDYA PINTAKA BAYU PUTRA, SUYADI [PDF] 

6. Diversity of Penaeidae at the Mengkudu Bay Waters, North Sumatra, Indonesia 
EDI AZWAR, SULARNO, FRANSISKUS PERIODE WARUWU, MHD. RAFIâ€™I MAâ€™ARIF TARIGAN, SYARIFAH 
WIDYA ULFA, AULIA JUANDA DJAINGSASTRO [PDF] 

7. Short Communication: Differences in phytochemical compounds and antioxidant activity of Portulaca oleracea and 
Portulaca grandiflora 
SYARIFAH IIS AISYAH, ALDILA WIDYA PUTRI OKTAVIA, AULIA ARDHIAN AYUNINGTYAS, RAIHAN PERMANA 
PUTRA, SELNIS PRASSISKA, SITI JAMILAH, WARAS NURCHOLIS [PDF] 

8. Analysis of performance and gene OsFER1 expression of six rice varieties with FeSO4 stress treatment 
FAUZIAH KHAIRATUNNISA, ANDI SALAMAH, ANDI EKO MARYANTO [PDF] 

9. The occupancy of Great Indian Bustard (Ardeotis nigriceps) using local peopleâ€™s knowledge in the Deccan 
Plateau, Karnataka, India 
P. RAMESH KUMAR, D. DEEPAK, HONNAVALLI N. KUMARA, S. BABU [PDF] 

10. Effect of colchicine mutagen on phenotype and genotype of Vigna unguiculata var. sesquipedalis the 7th 
generation 
F. FATHURRAHMAN, MARDALENI, AGUNG KRISIANTO [PDF] 

11. Evaluation of the growth and tolerance of maize lines under aluminum stress 
HERAWATI, MUHAMMAD RIADI, YUNUS MUSA, ROY EFENDI, MUHAMMAD AZRAI [PDF] 

12. Diversity of marine tunicate from waters of Pannikiang Island and Badi Island of South Sulawesi, Indonesia 
MAGDALENA LITAAY, RENSI PIRI, NASPIRA BINTI JABIR, DODY PRIOSAMBODO, AYUB WIRABUANA PUTRA [PDF] 

13. The last stand of a watershed forest in Southern Philippines: a case study of land cover and biodiversity 
JOHN ARIES G. TABORA, RICO C. ANCOG, PATRICIA ANN J. SANCHEZ, MARK DONDI M. ARBOLEDA, IRENEO L. 
LIT JR., CRISTINO L. TIBURAN JR. [PDF] 

14. Utilizations and policy formulations of home garden (pekarangan) as agritourism area in East Java, Indonesia 
ATANG TRISNANTO, RINEKSO SOEKMADI, HADI SUSILO ARIFIN, BAMBANG PRAMUDYA [PDF] 

15. Exploring the potency of Streptomyces koyangensis strain SHP 9-3 isolated from the soil of Enggano Island 
(Indonesia) as an antibacterial source 
DELVI SARA JIHAN PAHIRA, EMA DAMAYANTI, PUSPITA LISDIYANTI, MUSTOFA, TRIANA HERTIANI [PDF] 

16. Species diversity of medically important necrophagous flies in Southwest Iran 
MORTEZA AKBARI, JAVAD RAFINEJAD, MAHMOUD FAZELI-DINAN, ALI-ASHRAF AIVAZI, ALI JALILIAN, SORAYA 
SHEIKHI, KAMRAN AKBARZADEH [PDF] 

17. Flowering type and morphological diversity of Bido coconut from Morotai Island District, Indonesia 
SUKMAWATI MAWARDI, MUHAMMAD ROIYAN ROMADHON, RAHMA, ISMAIL MASKROMO, DINY DINARTI, 
SUDARSONO [PDF] 
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18. The allometric equations for estimating above-ground biomass in a 50 years-old secondary forest in East 
Kalimantan, Indonesia 
KARYATI, KARMINI, KUSNO YULI WIDIATI [PDF] 

19. Population structure and distribution of the endangered Vatica diospyroides in Southern Thailand to inform its 
conservation strategies 
THEERA SRISAWAT, KATESARIN MANEENOON, PATTANA WUTTIPONG, SURAPHON THITITHANAKUL, JARASLAK 
PECHWANG, KHANCHAI WONGCHANA, PARINUCH CHUMKAEW, WARANYU RATCHAREON [PDF] 

20. Temporal variation of freshwater as control of mangrove in Banyuasin Estuary, South Sumatra, Indonesia 
HERON SURBAKTI, I WAYAN NURJAYA, DIETRIECH G BENGEN, TRI PRARTONO [PDF] 

21. Selection index and agronomic characters of doubled haploid rice lines from anther culture 
WIRA HADIANTO, BAMBANG SAPTA PURWOKO, ISWARI SARASWATI DEWI, WILLY BAYUARDI SUWARNO, 
PURNAMA HIDAYAT [PDF] 

22. Short Communication: Polymorphism of collagen type X (COLX) gene and their association with egg production 
traits and egg weight in Alabio and Mojosari ducks 
DEWI SARI KUMALAWATI, DYAH MAHARANI, APRILIANA P. Z. N. L. SARI, GANJAR H. PRATOMO, HERU 
SASONGKO, AKHMAD FATHON, TRIANA SUSANTI [PDF] 

23. Molecular identification of mother trees of four matoa cultivars (Pometia pinnata Forst & Forst) from Pekanbaru 
City, Indonesia using RAPD markers 
ZULFAHMI, SUCI AMALIA PERTIWI, ROSMAINA, RITA ELFIANIS, ZIYAYEVA GULNAR, TULEUBAYEV ZHAXYBAY, 
MOMBAYEVA BEKZAT, GULSHAT ZHAPARKULOVA [PDF] 

24. Potential of sodium dichromate and sodium silicate to control in vitro growth of Bacillus cereus, a metal corrosion-
causing bacterium 
YENNI CIAWI, FAINMARINAT SELVIANI INABUY, NI MADE TERIYANI, YAN RAMONA [PDF] 

25. Multiplex PCR detection of mackerel-based food adulteration with pleco and chicken in selected areas around 
Ciliwung River, Indonesia 
RINI WIDAYANTI, HERJUNO ARI NUGROHO, DOROTHEA VERA MEGARANI, DYAH AYU WIDIASIH, SUHENDRA 
PAKPAHAN [PDF] 

26. Diversity of medicinal plants sold in the traditional markets in Jambi, Indonesia 
REVIS ASRA, MAHYA IHSAN, FITRIA ANDRIANI, MARINA SILALAHI, IZU ANDRY FIJRIDIYANTO, ANIS TATIK 
MARYANI [PDF] 

27. Evolutionary tracks of chromosomal diversification in Trichopsis (Anabantiformes, Osphronemidae) fishes: New 
insights from a molecular cytogenetic perspective 
BOONYADA MINGKWAN, FRANCISCO DE MENEZES CAVALCANTE SASSI, NAWARAT MUANGLENM, SITTHISAK 
PINMONGKHONKUL, KRIT PINTHONG, SAMPAN TONGNUNUI, PUN YEESIN, ALONGKLOD TANOMTONG, THOMAS 
LIEHR, MARCELO DE BELLO CIOFFI, WEERAYUTH SUPIWONG [PDF] 

28. Anisakid nematodes from the largehead hairtail fish (Trichiurus lepturus) from the northern coast of Java, 
Indonesia 
EKO SETYOBUDI, MURWANTOKO, ALUSIA MELANITA RIA UTAMI, RIZKA FAUZIANA SYARIFAH [PDF] 

29. Water physicochemical characterization and phytoplankton diversity of arid region in Meggarine Lake, Ouargla, 
Algeria 
RADIA MANAMANI, MOURAD BENSOUILAH [PDF] 

30. Isolation and characterization of endophytic bacteria from sterile leaf of Acrostichum aureum from Bengkalis Island 
(Riau, Indonesia) and its potency for antidiabetic 
TETTY MARTA LINDA, BERNADETA LENI FEBRIARTI, DELITA ZUL, NERY SOFYANTI, AZIZUL BERLIANSYAH, 
NOVIZA DELFIRA, SILVERA DEVI [PDF] 

31. Mangrove ecosystem provisioning services for the sustainability and diversity of bird species in the coastal region 
of Lombok Island, Indonesia 
ABDUL SYUKUR, LALU ZULKIFLI, H. MAHRUS [PDF] 

32. Variability of kernel morphological and flour physicochemical properties in tropical dent corn hybrids 
BARIZA KHOIRUL HUMAM, WILLY BAYUARDI SUWARNO, MUHAMMAD AZRAI, ANDI TAKDIR MAKKULAWU, ROY 
EFENDI [PDF] 
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33. Spontaneously growing plants on revegetation sites of former coal mine in South Kalimantan Province, Indonesia 
MOCHAMAD ARIEF SOENDJOTO, MAULANA KHALID RIEFANI, DIDIK TRIWIBOWO, FAZLUL WAHYUDI, DODIK 
CHOIRUN, YUDHA PAHING PERDANA [PDF] 

34. Structure of local populations and phytocoenotic confinement of Elwendia persica in Turkestan Ridge, Uzbekistan 
O.S. ABDURAIMOV, I.E. MAMATKULOVA, A.V. MAHMUDOV [PDF] 

35. Parasitoid of cassava mealybug, Anagyrus lopezi (Hymenoptera: Encyrtidae): Mummy size, adult emergence, sex 
ratio, and parasitization level 
FATAYATUN NAIMAH, DEWI SARTIAMI, NINA MARYANA, RULY ANWAR, PUDJIANTO [PDF] 

36. Morphological characters, phenolic and flavonoid contents of Vitex trifolia accessions from Lamongan District, 
Indonesia 
AFIFATUN NISA, ANI KURNIAWATI, DIDAH NUR FARIDAH [PDF] 

37. Diversity and abundance of plankton community in Tawang and Prigi Bays, natural settlement habitats of Spiny 
Lobster larvae in East Java, Indonesia 
ENDANG DEWI MASITHAH, MUHAMMAD GIANO FADHILAH, MUHAMAD AMIN, KURNIATI UMRAH NUR, LAILA 
MUSDALIFAH, SHIFANIA HANIFA SAMARA, YUDI CAHYOKO, ALIMUDDIN, SAHRUL ALIM, BAGUS DWI HARI 
SETYONO [PDF] 

38. Assessment of turf quality in Paspalum vaginatum Sw. accessions of Sumatra, Java, and Bali (Indonesia) with clay 
and amended sand growing media 
RAHAYU, DWI PRIYO ARIYANTO, AVIDA HANA USROTIN, FAISAL REZA HATAMI, YANG GEUN MO [PDF] 

39. Macroalgae diversity in the Pari Island Cluster, Seribu Islands District, Jakarta, Indonesia 
SRI HANDAYANI, IMAM WIDHIONO, DWI SUNU WIDYARTINI [PDF] 

40. Floristic diversity and economic importance of wild relatives of cultivated plants in Uzbekistan (Central Asia) 
OZODBEK S. ABDURAIMOV, AZIZBEK V. MAXMUDOV, IGOR KOVALENKO, AKMAL L. ALLAMUROTOV, BEKZOD J. 
MAVLANOV, SARIBAEVA U. SHAKHNOZA, ODILBEK T. MAMATKASIMOV [PDF] 

41. Checklist of mangrove snails (Gastropoda: Mollusca) on the coast of Lamongan District, East Java, Indonesia 
WAHYU ISRONI, PUTRI D. W. SARI, LUTHFIANA A. SARI, KIKI DANIEL, JOSIE SOUTH, R. ADHARYAN ISLAMY, 
PANDU. Y. A. P. WIRABUANA, VERYL HASAN [PDF] 

42. Assessing soil conservation techniques on sloping lands in the humid tropics area of Indonesia in the context of 
maize cultivation 
RISMA NESWATI, SOFYAN ABDULLAH, YUNUS MUSA, NASARUDDIN [PDF] 

43. Diversity of bat ectoparasites from the caves of selected Key Biodiversity Areas in Central Visayas, Philippines 
GILBERT A. BEJEC, LILIBETH A. BUCOL, AGUSTIN B. ANCOG, ALBERT C. PAGENTE, JAZZEL JANE M. PANERIO, 
ANNA LEE N. BEJEC, JACINTO D. BELANIZO, DENNY JANE S. TUASTOMBAN, REIZL P. JOSE [PDF] 

44. Leaf morphological traits of nine major tropical trees of Shorea species (Dipterocarpaceae) 
NUR MUFARHATUN, ARIDA SUSILOWATI, IWAN HILWAN, NAWWALL ARROFAHA, KUSUMADEWI SRI YULITA, FIFI 
GUS DWIYANTI, ASEP HIDAYAT, KOICHI KAMIYA, HENTI HENDALASTUTI RACHMAT [PDF] 

45. Assessing the suitability of tree species for urban green space in a tropical university campus in Surakarta, 
Indonesia 
INGGRID TRIFENA YULIA, DINDA PUTRI PERMATASARI, IGUSTITA, GAVRIEL ENOS BERLIN, RAISA NOOR 
SAFIRA, SUGIYARTO, IRFAN ABU NAZAR, WIDHI HIMAWAN, SUNARTO, PRAKASH PRADHAN, AHMAD DWI 
SETYAWAN [PDF] 

46. Habitat use of proboscis monkey (Nasalis larvatus) in production forests of West Kalimantan, Indonesia 
WARDATUTTHOYYIBAH, SATYAWAN PUDYATMOKO, MUHAMMAD ALI IMRON, SENA ADI SUBRATA [PDF] 

47. Genetic variation within the coat color gene of Melanocortin 1 Receptor (MC1R) in Mong Cai pigs of Vietnam 
CAO THI THU THUY, CHU DUC HA, TRAN DUC LONG, TONG VAN HAI, TRAN THI CHI, TA THI HONG QUYEN, VU 
HAI YEN, NGO THI MINH KHANH, NGUYEN QUOC TRUNG, NGO THANH TRUNG [PDF] 

48. Characterization of silver nanoparticles (AgNPs) synthesized from Piper ornatum leaf extract and its activity against 
food borne pathogen Staphylococcus aureus 
FIRLI RAHMAH PRIMULA DEWI, VUANGHAO LIM, Aâ€™LIYATUR ROSYIDAH, FATIMAH, SRI PUJI ASTUTI 
WAHYUNINGSIH, UMMI ZUBAIDAH [PDF] 

49. Morpho-physiological and molecular characteristics of bacteria causing stalk rot disease on corn in Gorontalo, 
Indonesia 
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SURIANI, BAHARUDDIN PATANDJENGI, AMRAN MUIS, MUHAMMAD JUNAID, HISHAR MIRSAM, MUHAMMAD 
AZRAI [PDF] 

50. The diversity of butterflies (Lepidoptera: Rhopalocera) at Tanahbala Island, North Sumatra, Indonesia 
MAIRAWITA, STUDY DUHA, HENNY HERWINA [PDF] 

51. Mangrove vegetation and fish diversity in Kaledupa Island, Wakatobi National Park, Southeast Sulawesi, Indonesia 
YUNI TRI HEWINDATI, ERNIK YULIANA, HASAN ELDIN ADIMU, WIBOWO A. DJATMIKO [PDF] 

52. Benthic macroinvertebrates functional feeding group community distribution in rivers connected to reservoirs in 
the midstream of Citarum River, West Java, Indonesia 
FIKRI ILMI, BARTI S. MUNTALIF, NURUL CHAZANAH, NAVISYA E. SARI, SATRIA W. BAGASKARA [PDF] 

53. Biosurfactant production of entomopathogenic Bacillus subtilis BK7.1, as potential biocontrol bacteria, isolated 
from Baluran National Park, East Java, Indonesia 
SALAMUN, RIZKY DANANG SUSETYO, NIâ€™MATUZAHROH, FATIMAH, ALMANDO GERALDI, AGUS SUPRIYANTO, 
TRI NURHARIYATI, FARAH AISYAH NAFIDIASTRI, NABILATUN NISAâ€™, ENDARTO [PDF] 

54. Short Communication: Diversity, biomass, and carbon stock of seagrass community in three coastal waters of 
Minahasa Peninsula, North Sulawesi, Indonesia 
BILLY T. WAGEY, CAROLUS PARUNTU, RIDWAN LASABUDA, ALEX KAMBEY [PDF] 

55. Soil arthropod diversity in three different land management intensities of Wanagama Forest, Yogyakarta, 
Indonesia 
ARINA DAMAYANTI, ANANTO TRIYOGO, MUSYAFA [PDF] 

56. Detection of biofilm-related genes and antibiotic resistance in Acinetobacter baumannii isolated from clinical 
specimens 
SHNA OTHMAN KAKA SAADULLA, SIRWAN MUHSIN MUHAMMED [PDF] 

57. Tempeh flour as an excellent source of paraprobiotics 
WILFADRI PUTRA JONESTI, CAHYA PRIHATNA, GRISELDA HERMAN NATADIPUTRI, ANTONIUS SUWANTO, ANJA 
MERYANDINI [PDF] 

58. Small carnivore diversity in forest patches around oil palm plantation in West Sumatra, Indonesia 
INDA DWI SOLINA, ERIZAL MUKHTAR, WILSON NOVARINO, DAHELMI [PDF] 

59. Temporal and spatial distribution of plankton community in three Indonesian salt pond environments 
RINI SUSILOWATI, DIETRIECH G. BENGEN, MAJARIANA KRISANTI; HEDI INDRA JANUAR; IMAN RUSMANA [PDF] 

60. Population and autecology of the endangered Rafflesia meijeri in Batang Gadis National Park, Indonesia 
RIDAHATI RAMBEY, NIRWAN SAPUTRA, IFHAM FUADI RAMBE, BOBBY NOPANDRY, SYAHDIN ZUNAIDI, EVO 
LORIVA CHRISTY, TEGUH SETIAWAN, YUNUS AFIFUDDIN, ADRIAN HARTANTO [PDF] 

61. Flavonoid compound of Cucurbita moschata at three different altitudes 
SURANTO, NUR RAHMAH HIDAYATI, MUHAMMAD FURQAN, EDWI MAHADJOENO, SAJIDAN [PDF] 

62. Composition, diversity and association of pioneer plants on post-landslide areas in Palopo, South Sulawesi, 
Indonesia 
DEWI MARWATI NURYANTI, LIANA, WITNO, ANDANG SURYANA SOMA, ASRIANNY, SRIDA MITRA AYU, INDAH 
MIN AWALIA [PDF] 

63. Chemical composition and antimicrobial effect of Melissa officinalis and Angelica sylvestris on selected microbial 
pathogens 
RASHA HADI SALEH, ASEEL MOHAMMAD OMRAN, HALA SAAD BASH [PDF] 

64. Yield quality of Setaria italica accessions originated from Numfor Island, Papua, Indonesia 
SYUKUR KARAMANG , ARIFFIN, EKO WIDARYANTO, NURUL AINI [PDF] 

65. A new strain of bacteria isolated from chemically saturated corn rhizosphere under the dominance of the mineral 
kaolinite 
SUKMAWATI, IRADHATULLAH RAHIM, HARSANI, ASWAR SYAFNUR, YADI ARODHISKARA, AHMAD SELAO, LUKI 
FATHIA NURUL ANISA [PDF] 

66. Short Communication: The potential of soil microbes in the three kerangas forest ecosystems on Belitung Island, 
Indonesia 
DINA OKTAVIA, SANTI DWI PRATIWI, DESTY PRATIWI, NADIA NURANIYA KAMALUDIN [PDF] 

https://smujo.id/biodiv/article/view/13321/6683
https://smujo.id/biodiv/article/view/9212/6675
https://smujo.id/biodiv/article/view/12103/6708
https://smujo.id/biodiv/article/view/13109/6680
https://smujo.id/biodiv/article/view/13658/6676
https://smujo.id/biodiv/article/view/13666/6677
https://smujo.id/biodiv/article/view/12910/6682
https://smujo.id/biodiv/article/view/13297/6688
https://smujo.id/biodiv/article/view/13813/6689
https://smujo.id/biodiv/article/view/12622/6692
https://smujo.id/biodiv/article/view/13640/6693
https://smujo.id/biodiv/article/view/13698/6707
https://smujo.id/biodiv/article/view/9971/6685
https://smujo.id/biodiv/article/view/13079/6718
https://smujo.id/biodiv/article/view/13284/6681
https://smujo.id/biodiv/article/view/12646/6700
https://smujo.id/biodiv/article/view/13380/6705
https://smujo.id/biodiv/article/view/13399/6702


67. Potential hazards of multidrug resistance Escherichia coli collected from wastewater on dairy farms in East Java, 
Indonesia 
AGUS WIDODO, MIRNI LAMID, MUSTOFA HELMI EFFENDI, WIWIEK TYASNINGSIH, WURLINA, MOHAMMAD 
ANAM AL-ARIF, DADIK RAHARJO, SOEHARSONO, ASWIN RAFIF KHAIRULLAH, KATTY HENDRIANA PRISCILIA 
RIWU; LITA RAKHMA YUSTINASARI, SHENDY CANADYA KURNIAWAN, OTTO SAHAT MARTUA SILAEN, MOSES 
IKECHUKWU BENJAMIN; DANIAH ASHRI AFNANI [PDF] 

68. Estimation of the aboveground biomass and carbon sequestration in an urban forest remnant using aerial 
photogrammetry from a low-cost Unmanned Aerial Vehicle 
CHATCHARIN PENBOON, SORAVIS SUPAVETCH, KAMPANART SIRIRUEANG, SASIWIMOL RINNAMANG, 
PHANUMARD LADPALA, THARNRAT KAEWGRAJANG, PONTHEP MEUNPONG [PDF] 

69. Anthropogenic introduction of the Spotted Barb, Barbodes binotatus, across the Wallace Line in western Sulawesi, 
Indonesia 
SEPTIANA SRI ASTUTI, ANIK MARTINAH HARIATI, WAHYU ENDRA KUSUMA, ATING YUNIARTI, NIA KURNIAWAN, 
DEWA GEDE RAKA WIADNYA [PDF] 

70. Bacterial selection and characterization of chitinase enzyme from bacteria controlling Fusarium proliferatum 
MIFTAHUL KHAIRAH, NISA RACHMANIA MUBARIK, LISDAR A. MANAF [PDF] 

 

https://smujo.id/biodiv/article/view/13611/6704
https://smujo.id/biodiv/article/view/13772/6701
https://smujo.id/biodiv/article/view/10623/6709
https://smujo.id/biodiv/article/view/14120/6703


BIODIVERSITAS  ISSN: 1412-033X 
Volume 24, Number 3, March 2023 E-ISSN: 2085-4722  
Pages: 1642-1649 DOI: 10.13057/biodiv/d240337 

Diversity and abundance of plankton community in Prigi and Tawang 

Bays, natural settlement habitats of Spiny Lobster larvae in East Java, 

Indonesia 

ENDANG DEWI MASITHAH1,, MUHAMMAD GIANO FADHILAH2, MUHAMAD AMIN3,  

KURNIATI UMRAH NUR4, LAILA MUSDALIFAH5, SHIFANIA HANIFA SAMARA2, YUDI CAHYOKO3, 

ALIMUDDIN6, SAHRUL ALIM7, BAGUS DWI HARI SETYONO7 

1Department of Marine, Faculty of Fisheries and Marine, Universitas Airlangga. Jl. Dr. Ir. H. Soekarno, Mulyorejo, Surabaya 60115, East Java, 

Indonesia. email: endang_dm@fpk.unair.ac.id 
2Aquaculture Study Program, Department of Aquaculture, Faculty of Fisheries and Marine, Universitas Airlangga. Jl. Dr. Ir. H. Soekarno, Mulyorejo, 

Surabaya 60115, East Java, Indonesia 
3Department of Aquaculture, Faculty of Fisheries and Marine, Universitas Airlangga. Jl. Dr. Ir. H. Soekarno, Mulyorejo, Surabaya 60115, East Java, 

Indonesia 
4Aquaculture Study Program, Fisheries Department, Faculty of Marine Science and Fisheries, Universitas Hasanudin. Jl. Perintis Kemerdekaan Km. 10, 

Tamalanrea, Makassar 90245, South Sulawesi, Indonesia 
5Research Center for Fishery, National Research and Innovation Agency. Jl. Pasir Putih II No. 3, Ancol, Jakarta Utara 14430, Jakarta, Indonesia 

6Microbiology and Biotechnology Laboratory, Faculty of Animal Sciences, Universitas Mataram. Jl. Majapahit No. 62, Mataram 83115, West Nusa 

Tenggara, Indonesia 

7Program of Aquaculture, Faculty of Agriculture, Universitas Mataram. Jl. Majapahit No. 62, Mataram 83115, West Nusa Tenggara, Indonesia 

Manuscript received: 1 February 2023. Revision accepted: 15 March 2023.  

Abstract. Masithah ED, Fadhilah MG, Amin M, Nur KU, Musdalifah L, Samara SH, Cahyoko Y, Alimuddin, Alim S, Setyono BDH. 
2023. Diversity and abundance of plankton community in Prigi and Tawang Bays, natural settlement habitats of Spiny Lobster larvae in 
East Java, Indonesia. Biodiversitas 24: 1642-1649. Prigi and Tawang Bays have been well-known as settlement areas for spiny lobster 

larvae, Panulirus spp., in East Java, Indonesia. These locations may suggest suitable environments including diet availability for lobster 
larvae. Therefore, the present study aimed to investigate the type and abundance of plankton in both locations to discover potential live 
diets for lobster larvae. This study also explored plankton’s diversity, uniformity, and dominance indices in both locations. Plankton 
samples in each location were collected using a plankton net at four depths: 0.3 m, 2.5 m, 5 m, and 20 m with three replicates. The 
results revealed that 17 plankton species were identified from 0.30 m depth, 13 at 2.5 m, 11 at 5 m, and 13 at 20 m depth at Prigi Bay. In 
addition, 17 plankton species were discovered at 0.3 m depth, 11 at 2.5 m, 12 at 5 m, and 12 at 20 m at Tawang Bay. Among the most 
abundant species were Acartia sp., Calanus sp., Paracyclopina sp., and Oithona sp. The diversity indices observed in Karanggongso of 
Prigi Bay and Tawang Bay ranged from 2.02-2.49 and 2.17-2.65, respectively, within the moderate range. Similarly, the uniformity 
indices observed at both locations were moderate, ranging from 0.38-0.45 at Prigi Bay and 0.41-0.46 at Tawang Bay. There were no 

dominant species at both locations, as the dominance index values ranged from 0.13-0.30. Among the identified plankton species, 
Oithona sp., Calanus sp., Paracyclopina sp., and Acartia sp. are considered potential live feed for lobster larvae, and thus should be 
further studied. 

Keywords: Diets, diversity, dominance, lobster, plankton, uniformity 

INTRODUCTION 

Lobster is an important fishery commodity in Indonesia 

due to its high price, high nutritional contents, and high 

market demands. According to the Indonesian Central 

Bureau of Statistics, the total export value of lobsters in 

2020 reached USD 8.1 million (BPS 2020). The high 
export value and continuously increasing marketing 

demands at national or global markets indicate that lobster 

is a high-potential fisheries commodity. However, the 

lobster supply has depended highly on the wild catch 

because lobster aquaculture has not yet been well 

developed. One of the main issues faced in lobster 

aquaculture is larval production, which currently relies on 

the availability of natural seeds. Many studies have been 

conducted to study various factors relating to larval 

production, including spawning-inducing technology and 

rearing condition, yet the success rates are very low. 

Several authors have succeeded in breeding and producing 

larvae. Yet, the larvae can live only 7-14 days after 

hatching. Therefore, it is hypothesized that the main 

challenge is diet availability and suitability. According to 
Amin et al. (2022b), first, one way to start domesticating 

wild species is by collecting information on their natural 

habitat as much as possible. Similarly, Kashinskaya et al. 

(2018) suggest profiling certain animals' natural habitats 

may reveal their diets. 

Environmental conditions, including physical, 

chemical, and biological factors in natural habitats, highly 

determine the recruitment rates of lobster larvae (Keulder 

2005). Several authors have previously reported the 

physical and chemical characteristics of the natural 
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settlement areas of lobster larvae (Amin et al. 2022b; 

Boudreau et al. 1992; Lillis and Snelgrove 2010). 

However, studies investigating biological aspects of 

settlement habitat in the natural environment of lobster 

larvae are very limited. Meanwhile, many studies conclude 

that biological factors have important information for the 

lobster larvae, especially for diets (O’Rorke et al. 2014). 

Accordingly, biological aspects such as natural dietary 

aspects and lobster predation processes that occur in nature 

during larval and post-larval stages could be critical 
information that must be considered for hatchery 

production. For example, plankton might be a natural diet 

source for various aquatic species (Amin et al. 2022d), 

including lobster seeds, in their natural settlement habitat. 

Raza'i et al. (2018) added that the availability of plankton 

as a natural diet source significantly impacts the 

dependence and growth of marine organisms such as fish, 

crabs, shrimp, and lobsters. 

Profiling plankton diversity and abundance might 

reveal potential diets for lobster larvae. A similar approach 

has been done in some studies. For instance, Ihsan et al. 
(2019) conducted research on plankton as a natural feed for 

lobster larvae and post-larvae in natural habitats in Teluk 

Awang, Central Lombok. Trijoko and Pasaribu (2003) 

conducted another study in Wedi Ombo Bay, Gunungkidul, 

Yogyakarta. Generally, this study's results suggest that 

each location has a different structure and abundance, 

although some species were the same between the area. All 

these results raised questions about whether lobster larvae 

are opportunistic or specific feeders. Therefore, to answer 

these questions, more studies are required by collecting 

more information in more settlement areas of lobster.  
Prigi Bay and Tawang Bay have been well-known as 

the top two settlement areas for lobster larvae in East Java 

Indonesia (Amin et al. 2022a); therefore, it is assumed to 

have important suitable diet availability for lobster larvae. 

However, studies on the biological aspects of both 

locations areas are still very limited. Thus, this research 

aims to investigate the plankton diversity, abundance, 

uniformity, and dominance indices in the natural settlement 

habitat of lobster larvae at Prigi Bay and Tawang Bay. The 

study results are expected to enrich the information on 

potential diets for lobster larvae for hatchery development. 

MATERIALS AND METHODS 

Study area 
Plankton samples were collected in two common 

settlement areas of lobster larvae in East Java, Indonesia 

(Prigi Bay and Tawang Bay), with a protocol as previously 

described by Amin et al. (2022b). At Karanggongso of 

Prigi Bay, sampling was performed at three different 

ordinate points as repetitions: 8°18'13.8"S 111°44'28.4"E 

(R1), 8°18'16.3"S 111°44'21.6"E (R2), and 8°18'23.0"S 

111°44'26.8"E (R3). While at Tawang Bay, the sampling 

points were 8°15'57.4"S 111°17'46.0" E (R1), 8°15'54.3"S 

111°17'48.2"E (R2), and 8°15'51.5"S 111°17'46.2"E (R3) 

(Figure 1). Plankton sampling in each sampling point was 
collected at four different depths: 0-0.3 m, 2.5 m, 5 m, and 

20 m. First, the water samples collected from three 

sampling points with the same depth were mixed and 

filtered using a plankton net and placed in sterile bottles. 

The filtered sample was then immediately given Lugol 

which acts as a plankton preservative, up to 1% of the total 

filtering, and wrapped in Styrofoam. The samples were 

then examined in the Microbiology Laboratory, Faculty of 

Fisheries and Marine Science at Airlangga University. 

 
 

 
 
Figure 1. Two sampling locations in Prigi Bay, Trenggalek District, and Tawang Bay, Pacitan District, East Java, Indonesia       
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Prigi Bay water had temperatures ranging from 27-

28oC, a DO content of 7.48 mg/L, a salinity of 26 ppt, a pH 

of 7-8, a nitrate (NO3) content of 0.01 mg/L, and a muddy 

substrate. On the other hand, Tawang Bay water 

temperatures were slightly warmer than Prigi Bay, with 

water temperature ranging from 28.2-28.3oC, with a lower 

DO concentration (3.35 mg/L). Moreover, Tawang Bay has 

a higher salinity (35 ppt), a pH of 8, a NO3 concentration of 

0.01 mg/L, a depth of 20 m, and a sandy substrate. 

Abundance and identification of plankton 
Firstly, plankton identity and abundance were analyzed 

using a protocol of LeGresley and McDermott (2010). In 

brief, plankton samples were placed on a Sedgewick Rafter 

Counting (SRC) Cell and observed under a binocular 

microscope with a magnification of 1,000x. Afterward, 

plankton found in each sample was counted, photographed, 

and identified according to an identification book guide by 

Mazzocchi et al. (2012). Then, the abundance index was 

calculated according to the following formula (Fachrul 

2012): 
 

 
 

Where: "N" represents the abundance of plankton 

(plankter/L), "a" represents the number of SRC boxes, "b" 

is the area of one field of view (mm2), "c" denotes the 
number of individuals observed, and "d" indicates the 

number of boxes observed. "Vb" is the volume of water in 

the sample bottle (ml), "Vsrc" is the volume of water in the 

SRC (ml), and "Vs" represents the volume of water filtered 

in the Field (L). 

Diversity, uniformity, and dominant indices 

The diversity index value (H') was calculated using the 

following formula (Fachrul 2012): 
 

 
 

Where: H' is Shannon Wiener Diversity Index, pi is the 

number of individuals of the i-th species, ni is the number 
of species, and N is the total individual number. The 

uniformity index (E') was calculated using the "Evennes 

Index" formula (Ulfah et al. 2019): 
 

 
 

Where: E' is the uniformity index, H' is the Shannon-

Wiener diversity index, S is the total number of species The 
dominance index (d) was calculated using the following 

equation (Berger and Parker 1970): 
 

 
 

Where: "d": Simpson Dominance Index, Nmax: The 
most abundant number of individual species, dan N = Total 

individual number. 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

Plankton abundance in Prigi Bay 

Water samples were collected from Prigi Bay and 

Tawang Bay at four depths (0.3 m, 2.5 m, 5 m, and 20 m). 

The two bays were located in the Southern part of East 

Java Province, and both areas face the Indian Ocean, 

Figure 1. The results showed that 17 plankton species were 

identified from the surface water (0.0-0.3 m). The top six 

most abundant species were Paracyclopina sp. with 

21.21%, followed by Acartia sp. (18.18%), Pteropods sp. 
(9.09%,) Prorocentrum sp. (6.06%), Dinophysis sp. 

(6.06%), and Saggita sp. (2.13%). Other species and their 

percentage are presented in Table 1. In addition, at a 2.5 m 

depth, 13 plankton species were identified. Again, the top 6 

most abundant species were Acartia sp. (26.47%), followed 

by Paracyclopina sp. (23.53%), Ceratium sp. (8.82%), 

Microstella sp. (8.82%), Dinophysis sp. (5.8%), and 

Oncaea sp. (5.88%). The rest species with their abundance 

were presented in Table 1.  

Furthermore, at 5 m depth, the bay is home to 11 

plankton species. The top 4 most abundant species were 
Acartia sp. (30.77%), followed by Paracyclopina sp. 

(23.08%), Sagitta sp. (11.54%), and Oithona sp. (7.69%). 

While the other 7 species included Synedra sp., Oikopleura 

sp., Coscinodiscus sp., Ceratirum sp., Pteropods sp., 

Microstella sp., and unclassified Lucifer, which were 

counted for 3.85% each (Table 1). Meanwhile, 13 plankton 

species were found at a depth of 20 m. Again, the top 6 

most abundant species were Acartia sp. accounted for 

24.14%), followed by Paracyclopina sp. with 13.79%, 

Pteropods sp. (10.34%), Dinophysis sp. (10.34%), 

Ceratium sp. with 6.90%, and Sagitta sp. with 6.90%. The 
rest species are presented in table 1. 

Plankton abundance in Tawang Bay 

A total of 17 plankton species were identified from the 

water sample at a depth of 0.0-0.3m (surface water) of 

Tawang Bay. The top 9 most abundant species were 

Acartia sp., with an abundance of 12.82%, followed by 

Ceratium sp. (10.26%), Prorocentrum sp. (10.26%), 

Microstella sp. (10.26%), Oncaea sp. (10.26%) Pteropods 

sp. (7.69%), Calanus sp., (7.69%), Synedra sp. (5.13%), 

and Oithona sp. (5.13%). At the same time, the rest of the 

species were counted for 2.56% each and presented in 

Table 2. In addition, 11 species of plankton were found in a 
water sample at a depth of 2.5 m in Tawang Bay. 

The top 6 most abundant species were Calanus sp. 

(28.00%), followed by Prorocentrum sp. (12.00%), 

Paracyclopina sp. (12.00%), Microstella sp. (12.00%), 

Oncaea sp. (8.00%), and Oithona sp. with an abundance of 

8.00%. While the rest plankton species, including Synedra 

sp., Ceratium sp., Pteropods sp., Macropthalmus sp., and 

Sagita sp., were counted at 4.00% each, Table 2.  
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Table 1. Plankton species identified from Prigi Bay at four depths 
of water column 

 

Depth Species 
Density  

(ind./L) 

0.3 m 
(surface) 

Cyclotella sp. 8 
Penilia sp 8 
Noctiluca sp. 8 

Prorocentrum sp. 16 
Dinophysis sp. 16 
Ceratium sp. 8 
Ceratium sp. 8 
Pteropods sp. 24 
Paracyclopina sp. 56 
Acartia sp. 48 
Microstella sp. 8 
Euphausia sp. 8 

Lucifer sp. 8 
Oipheureidea sp. 8 
Sagitta sp. 16 
Nermatea sp. 8 
Actinulla larvae 8 

   

2.5 m Rizosolenia sp. 8 
Penilia sp. 8 
Ceratium sp. 24 
Dinophysis sp. 16 
Paracyclopina sp. 64 
Acartia sp. 72 
Microstella sp. 24 

Oncaea sp. 16 
Codonelopsis sp. 8 
Oipheureidea sp. 8 
Sagitta sp. 8 
Actinula sp. 8 
Polychaete 8 

   

5.0 m Oikopleura sp. 8 
Synedra sp. 8 
Coscinodiscus sp. 8 
Ceratium sp. 8 
Pteropods sp. 8 
Paracyclopina sp. 48 

Acartia sp. 64 
Microstella sp. 8 
Oithona sp. 16 
Lucifer sp. 8 
Sagita sp. 24 

   

20.0 m  
(Bottom) 

Synedra sp. 8 
Penilia sp. 8 
Noctiluca sp. 8 
Dinophysis sp. 24 
Ceratium sp. 16 
Pteropods sp. 24 
Acartia sp. 56 

Paracyclopina sp. 32 
Oithona sp. 8 
Microstella sp. 16 
Euphausia sp. 8 
Protoperidinium sp. 8 
Sagitta sp. 16 

Table 2. Plankton species identified from Tawang Bay at four 
depths of water column 

 

Depth Species 
Density 

(ind./L) 

0.3 m 
(surface) 

Synedra sp. 16 
Oscillatoria sp. 8 
Spirulina sp. 8 

Ceratium sp. 32 
Prorocentrum sp. 32 
Pteropods sp. 24 
Acartia sp. 40 
Microstella sp. 32 
Calanus sp. 24 
Oithona sp 16 
Oncaea sp. 32 
Euphausia sp. 8 

Macrophthalamus sp. 8 
Clytemnestra sp. 8 
Cypris sp. 8 
Unclassified Fish larvae 8 
Unclassified flatworms 8 

   
2.5 m Synedra sp. 8 

Prorocentrum sp. 24 

Ceratium sp. 8 
Pteropods sp. 8 
Paracyclopina sp 24 
Calanus sp. 56 
Oithona sp. 16 
Microstella sp. 24 
Oncaea sp. 16 
Macrophthalamus sp. 8 

Sagitta sp. 8 
   
5 m Melosira sp. 8 

Synedra sp. 8 
Bivalve larvae 8 
Prorocentrum sp. 16 
Dinophysis sp. 8 
Microstella sp. 8 

Calanus sp. 48 
Oithona sp. 24 
Naupli Copepoda 16 
Temora sp. 8 
Oncaea sp. 8 
Sagitta sp. 8 

   
20 m 
(bottom) 

Rhizoselenia sp. 8 
Pleurosigma sp. 8 

Prorocentrum sp. 24 
Ceratium sp. 8 
Dinophysis sp. 8 

Microsetella sp. 4 
Calanus sp. 6 
Acartia sp. 24 
Oithona sp. 24 
Oncaea sp. 16 
Caridean sp. 8 

Unclassified flatworm 8 
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Furthermore, 12 plankton species were identified from 

the water sample at 5 m depth. The top 4 most common 

species were Calanus sp. with an abundance of 28.57%, 

Oithona sp. with an abundance of 14.29%, Copepoda 

nauplii with an abundance of 9.52%, Prorocentrum sp. 

with an abundance of 9.52%. While the rest of the species, 

including Melosira sp., Synedra sp., Dinophysis sp., 

Microstella sp., Temora sp., Oncaea sp., and Sagita sp., 

with an abundance of 5.00%, respectively. While in the 

bottom waters of Tawang Bay (20 m depth), 12 plankton 
species were identified. The top 9 most abundant species 

were Prorocentrum sp. with an abundance of 16.44%, 

Acartia sp. with an abundance of 16.44%, Oithona sp. with 

an abundance of 16.44%, Oncaea sp. with an abundance of 

10.96%, Dinophysis sp. with an abundance of 5.48%, 

Rhizoselenia sp. with an abundance of 5.48%, Pleurosigma 

sp. with an abundance of the abundance of 5.48%, 

Ceratium sp. with 5.48%, Caridean sp. (5.48%). At the 

same time, the rest species are presented in table 2. 

Diversity indices 

The diversity index values obtained in the waters of 
Prigi Bay, Trenggalek District, were 2.49 ± 0.07 at a depth 

of 0.0-0.3 m depth of water column, 2.18 ± 0.16 at a depth 

of 2.5 m, 2.02 ± 0.08 at a depth of 5 m, and 2.34 ± 0.10 at 

the 20 m water column. Those indicate that the Prigi Bay 

waters have moderate diversity. While the diversity index 

values obtained in the waters of Tawang Bay, Pacitan 

District were 2.65 ± 0.03 at 0.0 - 0.3 m depth, 2.17 ± 0.15 

at the 2.5 m depth, 2.15 ± 0.22 at a 5 m depth, and 2.32 ± 

0.19 at a depth of 20 m which indicates that the waters of 

Tawang Bay also have moderate diversity, Figure 2. 

Uniformity indices 
The uniformity index values obtained in the water 

column of Prigi Bay were 0.45 ± 0.01 at 0.0-0.3 m depth 

(surface water column), 0.39 ± 0.06 at a depth of 2.5 m, 

0.38 ± 0.01at a depth of 5 m and 0.43 ± 0.04 at the 25m 

depth or bottom of the water column. These index values 

indicated that the uniformity of plankton in Prigi Bay was 

moderate. At the same time, the uniformity values obtained 

in Tawang Bay were 0.46 ± 0.01 at 0.0-0.3 m depth, 0.41 ± 

0.05 at a depth of 2.5 m, 0.42 ± 0.07 at a depth of 5 m, and 

0.46 ± 0.05 at 25 m depth or bottom of the water column. 

Similarly, uniformity indices of plankton in Tawang Bay 

were also considered at a moderate level, Figure 3. 

Domination index 

Dominance index values obtained from the waters of 

Prigi Bay were 0.21 ± 0.03 at the 0.0-0.3 m depth, 0.26 ± 

0.05 at a depth of 2.5 m, 0.31± 0.02 at a depth of 5 m and 

0.24 ± 0.05 at the 20 m water depth. These values mean no 

plankton species were dominant in the natural habitat of 

spiny lobster larvae (Prigi Bay). While the dominance 

index values obtained from Tawang Bay waters were 0.13 

± 0.03 at the 0.0-0.3 m depth, 0.28 ± 0.05 at a depth of 2.5 

m, 0.30 ± 0.03 at a depth of 5 m, and 0.16 ± 0.05 at the 20 

m depth. Similarly, the values obtained from the surface to 
the bottom of the waters show that no species dominate in 

Tawang Bay (Figure 4). 

 
 
 
Figure 2. Diversity indices of plankton identified at the water 
column of Prigi Bay and Tawang Bay, East Java, Indonesia. Bars 
are the average values with a standard deviation of three replicates 
 
 

 

 
 
 
Figure 3. Uniformity indices of plankton identified in Prigi Bay 
and Tawang Bay, East Java, Indonesia. Bars are the average 
values with a standard deviation of three replicates 
 
 
 

 
 

 
Figure 4. Domination indices of plankton identified at Prigi Bay 
and Tawang Bay, East Java, Indonesia. Bars are the average 
values with a standard deviation of three replicates 
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Discussion 

Environmental conditions, including physical, 

chemical, and biological factors in natural habitats, highly 

determine the recruitment rates of lobster larvae (Keulder 

2005). Several studies have previously reported the 

physical and chemical characteristics of the settlement area 

of lobster (Amin et al. 2022b; Boudreau et al. 1992; Lillis 

and Snelgrove 2010). However, studies viewing biological 

aspects of settlement habitat in natural environment lobster 

larvae are still very limited. Meanwhile, many studies 
conclude that biological factors such as plankton 

availability would be important information on the natural 

diets of lobster larvae (O’Rorke et al. 2014). Thus, the 

present study investigated the diversity, uniformity, and 

dominance of plankton in two common settlement areas of 

lobster larvae in East Java (Karangongso of Prigi Bay and 

Tawang Bay) in Indonesia. The sampling was performed in 

4 different depths, which were 0.3 m, 2.5 m, 5 m, and 20 m 

depth, as lobster larvae vertically migrated from the bottom 

during the daytime to the surface of the water during the 

nighttime. It was also discovered that the diversity indices 
of plankton at both locations were 2.02-2.49 at 

Karanggongso of Prigi Bay, and 2.15-2.65 at Tawang Bay. 

The diversity index values found at these two locations 

were all less than 3, which means at a moderate level. The 

high or low value of plankton diversity can be caused by 

the evenly distributed abundance of each individual. In 

another sense, no species have relatively more diversity 

than other species (Awwaluddin et al. 2017). Therefore, the 

diversity indices of plankton at Prigi Bay and Tawang Bay, 

which are at a moderate level may suggest that plankton 

communities are in relatively equal distribution of different 
species, with no species being significantly more prevalent 

than others (Awwaluddin et al. 2017).  

Similarly, the uniformity indices of plankton in both 

settlement areas were classified at a moderate level (0.38-

0.45 at Prigi Bay and 0.41-0.46 at Tawang Bay). The 

uniformity values found at each location, Karanggongso of 

Prigi Bay water and Tawang Bay water, are categorized as 

moderate uniformity. The uniformity value is categorized 

as moderate if the value ranges from 0.4-0.6 (Ulfah et al. 

2019). The availability of nutrients, food, and predation 

processes can affect the high value of uniformity because it 

affects the type and amount of plankton. Besides that, 
physical and chemical factors also affect the value of 

uniformity because it will affect the growth of plankton 

(Nugroho et al. 2020). In addition, since the distribution of 

plankton in both water samples is uniform, a high degree of 

uniformity can be asserted. While the dominance indices 

ranged from 0.21-0.31 at Prigi Bay and 0.13-0.30 in 

Tawang Bay. The result indicates no dominant species at 

both locations since all values < 0.05. Dominance index 

values obtained in both waters indicate the absence of 

plankton which dominates in Prigi Bay and Tawang Bay. 

The dominance index value indicates whether organisms 
are dominant in a water environment. A value between 0.5 

to 1 on the dominance index shows the presence of 

dominant organisms in the water. On the other hand, a 

value less than 0.5 indicates no dominant organisms are 

present in the water (Berger and Parker 1970). 

Potential diet for lobster seeds 

The result also revealed that 17 plankton species were 

identified from the surface water, 13 species at a depth of 

2.5 m, 11 at a depth of 5 m, and 13 at 20 m (bottom) of 

Prigi Bay. At the same time, 17 plankton species were 

discovered on the surface of Tawang Bay waters: 11 

species at a depth of 2.5 m, 12 species at a depth of 5 m, 

and 12 species at the seafloor. In general, the number of 

plankton species identified in the present study is higher 

than in previous studies reported from other lobster larvae 
settlement habitats in Awang Bay, West Nusa Tenggara 

(Amin et al. 2022b) and Wedi Ombo Bay, Yogyakarta 

(Trijoko and Pasaribu 2004). The most abundant species 

identified from Prigi Bay are mainly from Phylum 

Arthropoda, including Paracyclopina sp, Oithona sp, 

Acartia sp, and Calanus sp. Other prominent species 

included Prorocentrum sp., Dinophysis sp., and Ceratium 

sp., which belonged to the phylum Dinoflagellata. While 

phylum Arthropoda, including Acartia sp., Oithona sp., 

Oncaea sp., Calanus sp., Paracyclopina, and 

Macropthalmus sp., also dominated the most abundant 
species found in Tawang Bay. Plankton species in this area 

are also dominated by phylum Dinoflagellata such as 

Ceratium sp., Prorocentrum sp., and Dinophysis sp. Of 

these identified plankton species, 11 species were found in 

both locations, including Acartia sp., Ceratium sp., 

Dynophysis sp., Euphausia sp., Microstella sp., Oithona 

sp., Paracyclopina sp., Pteropods sp., Rizosolenia sp., 

Sagita sp., Synedra sp. These findings suggest that the 

planktonic community in both bays is dominated by species 

belonging to the phylum Arthropoda and Dinoflagellata, 

which are known to be important components of the marine 
food web. 

Among the identified plankton species, few species 

have been documented as potential live diets in 

aquaculture, including Oithona sp., for a live diet of 

European seabass (Dicentrarchus labrax) postlarvae 

(Magouz et al. 2021a) and shrimp larvae (Dinesh Kumar et 

al. 2017). Therefore, Acartia sp. could possess a live diet 

for seabass larvae, Lates calcarifer (Rajkumar 2006), fat 

snook, Centropomus parallelus (Barroso et al. 2013), and 

many other aquatic larvae (Sarkisian et al. 2019). Some 

studies also confirmed that these plankton species were 

identified in the content stomach of lobster larvae. For 
instance, Oithona sp. has been reported from the stomach 

content of spiny lobsters at the early life stage (Amin et al. 

2022c; Khvorov et al. 2012). Furthermore, Oithona sp. has 

been described as a marine calanoid copepod with high 

protein content, ∼59.33% (Santanumurti et al. 2021), 

therefore frequently used as a live diet for fish or shrimp 

larvae. Another study has documented that Oithona sp. had 

a high content of fatty acid profiles including 

polyunsaturated fatty acids (26.47%) and omega-3 fatty 

acids (36.30), which are higher than a commercial live diet 

such as Artemia sp. (Magouz et al. 2021b). Furthermore, 
Acartia sp. has also been documented to be a good live diet 

for aquatic larvae such as seabass larvae, Lates calcarifer 

(Rajkumar 2006), and fat snook, Centropomus parallelus 

(Barroso et al. 2013). Acartia clausi has been described to 

have higher contents of proteins (63.12%) and lipids 
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(16.65%) and is also richer in n - 3 fatty acids (33.94%) 

than Artemia nauplii and rotifers (Rajkumar 2006). The 

plankton species have also been identified in spiny lobster 

larvae's stomach content (Amin et al. 2022b; Amin et al. 

2022c). In addition, a member of Acartia (Acartia tonsa) 

had been documented to provide an important nutritional 

benefit to fat snook larvae undergoing metamorphosis 

(Vanacor-Barroso et al. 2017). 

Other potential food sources for lobster larvae identified 

in the present study are zooplankton and phytoplankton. 
The plankton results found at each station consist of 

Bachillariophiceae (e.g., Rizosolenia sp., Synedra sp., 

Cyclotella sp.) and Copepoda (e.g., Oithona sp., Acartia 

sp., Calanus sp.). These plankton groups were identified at 

each station, highlighting their potential as a food source 

for lobster larvae. Diatoms, which belong to the 

phytoplankton group Bachillariophiceae, contain essential 

nutrients required for the growth of lobster larvae, such as 

PUFA (Polyunsaturated Fatty Acid). The PUFA is the 

major fatty acid in Bachillariopiceae diatoms (Pahl et al. 

2010), including EPA (eicosapentaenoic acid, 20:5 n-3) 
and DHA (docosahexaenoic acid 22:6 n-3). Therefore, 

PUFA is the major fatty acid in Bachillariopiceae diatoms 

(Pahl et al. 2010). PUFA content of these diatoms is 

relatively high, with levels ranging between 23.4 and 

60.7% (Valera and Saavedra, 2016). High PUFA content 

was identified in several plankton species as potential prey 

for spiny lobster larvae Jasus edwardsii, and these long-

chain fatty acids are an essential nutrient for spiny lobster 

(Koshio and Kanazawa 1994; Liddy et al. 2004; Wang 

2013). 

Copepoda (Hexanauplia) is a rich source of protein, 
particularly in gastropods; it is also high in calcium content 

which is important for lobster during molting (Kirno et al. 

2012). Several studies, such as those by Alka (2016), Chow 

(2011), and Connel (2007), have reported the presence of 

copepods in the digestive tracts of lobster larvae. That 

suggests copepods are a preferred food for lobster larvae. 

Protein is the predominant organic nutrient in the spiny 

lobster larvae and their preferred prey (Wang 2013). This is 

consistent with prior examinations of digestive enzymes of 

phyllosoma of J.edwardsii and Panulirus ornatus, which 

reveal that they necessitate a high-protein diet and will 

utilize protein to generate energy during food deprivation 
(Johnston et al. 2004a, 2004b, 2006). Copepods contain 

high protein content, ranging from 28.9-84.9 % of dry 

weight, indicating that lobster larvae consume prey with 

high protein content (Wang and Jeffs 2014). The protein 

content of the copepods follows the amount of protein 

incorporated into artificial feeds for some of the 

crustacean’s larvae, including crab, shrimp, and clawed 

lobster species, which ranges between 30% to 60% protein 

(Conklin et al. 1980; Guillaume 1997; Holme et al. 2009). 

Moreover, copepods are also high in lipids, ranging from 

11.3-12.4% (Wang and Jeffs 2014). Rich-lipid diets can be 
properly digested by the spiny lobster larvae and utilized to 

supply energy, especially during a food scarcity (Johnston 

et al. 2004; Liddy et al. 2003; Liddy et al. 2004; Ritar et al. 

2003). Furthermore, late-phase phyllosoma of spiny lobster 

probably targets high lipid prey as they prepare to 

accumulate an enormous amount of lipid to fuel their non-

feeding post-larval stage (Jeffs et al. 2001a, 2001b). The 

presence of copepods, especially Oithona sp., Acartia sp., 

and Calanus sp., in a high abundance value at the 

Karanggongso of Prigi Bay and Tawang Bay could provide 

a significant source of high lipid natural diets for spiny 

lobster larvae. These results suggest that these plankton 

species are a potential diet for spiny lobster larvae. 

Therefore, in vivo trials using aquatic animals especially 

for developing ornate lobster hatcheries, should be further 
studied. 

In conclusion, the number of plankton species found in 

both locations was more abundant in the surface water (0-

0.3 m) compared to the deeper water column. A total of 17 

plankton species were identified from the surface water, 13 

species at a depth of 2.5 m, 11 species at a depth of 5 m, 

and 13 species at 20 m (bottom) of Prigi Bay. Similarly, 17 

plankton species were discovered from the water surface of 

Tawang Bay: 11 species at a depth of 2.5 m, 12 species at a 

depth of 5 m, and 12 species at the seafloor. Based on the 

diversity, uniformity, and dominance indices, both 
locations had moderate plankton diversity, and no specific 

species was dominant over the others. Among the 

identified plankton species, several members of 

Bachillariophiceae, Copepoda, and Hexanauplia, such as 

Oithona sp., Calanus sp., Paracyclopina sp., and Acartia 

sp., are considered potential live feed for lobster larvae, and 

thus should be further studied. 
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5. Field Activities  

5.1 Habitat and Population Considerations 
Whether fishes are being collected live for investigations, preserved for study in a museum, or 
processed to obtain data needed for fisheries management, investigators should observe and pass 
on to students and employees a strict ethic of habitat conservation, and respectful and humane 
treatment of the animals in sampling, handling, and euthanasia (ASIH et al. 1987, 1988; AVMA 
2013).  Collecting should be conducted in a way that minimizes habitat disturbance and 
“excessive” mortality.  The UFR Committee recognizes that currently no field collection 
techniques exist that will cause zero mortality events in the population being sampled.  Research 
goals will generally dictate appropriate sampling methods.  Given a set of alternative sampling 
methods and collecting gears, investigators can select the ones which cause the minimum levels 
of habitat disturbance and mortality in target and non-target fish populations.  Gathering large 
series of animals from breeding aggregations should be avoided unless required to meet study 
objectives.  Use of collecting techniques that damage habitat unnecessarily should also be 
avoided or performed to the minimum extent necessary to achieve study or sampling objectives.  
For example, trawling or other forms of  dragged or towed gears is essential for documenting 
fish diversity or monitoring the health of fish populations; however, such gears can cause 
extensive disturbance to substrates, macrophytes, or other important structural elements of fish 
habitat.  Sampling equipment and strategies can be designed to minimize incidental capture of 
non-target species.  Collecting gears, such as gill nets deployed for nonlethal sampling, should be 
checked frequently to avoid unnecessary mortality.  Regardless of the purpose of the 
experiment—whether to manipulate abundance or to study behavior, reproductive potential, or 
survivability—mortalities within the population and disturbance to habitat should be kept to the 
minimum amount that the investigator (along with the IACUC) determines to be acceptable. 
 
The reader should note that some content in section 5 is not restricted to field activities but can 
extend to laboratory situations as well. 

5.2 Field Collections  

5.2.1 Permits 
Research with fishes frequently requires capturing wild specimens from the field, whether for 
field-based studies—such as data recording, marking, and relocation—or for laboratory studies 
of live or preserved specimens.  Except when collecting in the open ocean (waters not under the 
jurisdiction of any particular country), the collection of fishes for all research purposes requires a 
scientific collector’s permit.  Permits are issued by natural resource agencies of state, provincial, 
federal, and tribal entities in the United States and Canada (see section 3.4 Permits and 
Certificates).  Permit applications generally request information about the research to be 
conducted, sampling methods, the areas to be sampled, and number and disposition of fish 
specimens to be collected.  For a listing of state permitting agencies in the United States, as well 

mymac
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as other useful information about collection of fishes, see Walsh and Meador (1998).  Collection 
of fishes on federal lands often requires a separate special use permit obtainable from the agency 
responsible for managing the land.  The local, state, federal, and tribal authorities that issue 
collecting permits generally require collectors to notify them of the specific locations, dates, and 
proposed methods of sampling.  Collection of fishes by federal personnel on private lands 
requires a permit approving access from the landowner. 
 

5.2.2 Natural History Collections 
Systematists and taxonomists interested in conducting studies on preserved fishes should be 
aware of the wealth of specimens archived in natural history collections (see section 5.2.5 
Museum Specimens and Other Preserved Specimens) before considering the removal of 
additional animals from the field.  Repeated collections, however, are often warranted to provide 
information on temporal changes in the study population.  The holdings of many ichthyological 
collections are accessible through database network portals such as Fishnet2 (http://fishnet2.net/) 
and the Global Biodiversity Information Facility (http://www.gbif.org/).  Many state agencies and 
universities have accessible natural history collections.  For listings of fish collections in the 
United States and Canada, see Leviton et al. (1985), Poss and Collette (1995), and Walsh and 
Meador (1998).  A listing of institutional resource collections available internationally in 
herpetology and ichthyology, along with symbolic codes and citations, is made possible through 
ASIH (Sabaj Perez 2013, http://www.asih.org/resources/standard-symbolic-codes-institutional-resource-
collections-herpetology-ichthyology).  
 

5.2.3 Representative Samples 
Generally, the questions being explored and the study design itself dictate the number of 
specimens required for an investigation.  Acquiring fishes for study generally involves the taking 
of a very small portion of the population or community present at a location.  The general 
principle applied when sampling fishes is to take the fewest animals necessary to reliably address 
the hypothesis (see section 2.3 Statistical Design).  The minimum number of fishes necessary to 
provide robust statistical results should inform the sampling protocol.  Depending on the gear 
and methods, and the amount of handling required, high mortality rates may result.  This is 
especially true in investigations involving fish eggs and early life stages.  However, high levels 
of juvenile mortalities and rapid recoveries from population reductions are both characteristic 
events in the life histories of many fish species. 
 
Sampling by using visual surveys alone is not always sufficient.  This is the case in habitats that 
are structurally and biologically complex, where fish biodiversity data is necessary for their 
conservation and management.  Small, cryptic fishes in coral-reef habitats, for example, are best 
collected by using small-scale sampling with ichthyocides; increased collection percentages of 
visually detected fish occurred with ichthyocide application (Smith-Vaniz et al. 2006; Ackerman 
and Bellwod (2000).  The most commonly used ichthyocide is rotenone (see section 8.1 

http://fishnet2.net/
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Euthanasia), a naturally occurring ketone from leguminous plants native to Southeast Asia and 
South America.  The use of this chemical option has been diverse (McClay 2000); its use had 
been indicated with the threat of exotics (Rayner and Creese 2006).  Robertson and Smith-Vaniz 
(2008) reviewed rotenone used by indigenous subsistence fishers and by fishery managers, as 
well as its toxicity and effects on other organisms.  Rotenone anesthetizes and dispatches fishes 
by blocking the cellular uptake of oxygen (Singer and Ramsay 1994).  A manual and SOP 
(http://fisheries.org/shop/55061p.) detail the proper use of rotenone (Finlayson et al. 2000; 
Finlayson et al. 2010), and numerous training courses are offered for fishery biologists and 
public agencies.  Finlayson et al. (2010) recommended cautionary use of rotenone as a last resort 
due to potential harm to unintended targets.  Investigation into alternative methods (Marking 
2011) is prudent, as is the availability of taxonomic expertise (Walsh and Meador 1998) so to 
confirm the species present (see section 8.1 Euthanasia). 
 
Sampling fish in contaminants studies is often inherent in biomonitoring of aquatic ecosystems 
because of capabilities of fish to accumulate environmental contaminants and to respond 
physiologically.  Field procedures for sampling fish for chemical contaminants (Hughes et al. 
2006; Schmitt et al. 1999) are useful, with protocols chosen according to study endpoints.  A 
suite of documents and databases are available from USGS Biomonitoring of Environmental 
Status and Trends (BEST) program (http://pubs.er.usgs.gov/publication/itr19990007) and 
National Contaminant Biomonitoring Program (http://www.cerc.usgs.gov/data/ncbp/ncbp.html.   
 

5.2.4 Collection of Imperiled Species 
The term “imperiled species” applies not only to species officially listed as threatened or 
endangered by state or federal agencies but also to species that have been identified as candidates 
for such listings.  The number of endangered, threatened, and vulnerable fish species in the 
southern United States has increased 125% between 1969 and 1989 (Warren et al. 2000).  
Investigators need to be aware of whether an aquatic habitat to be sampled supports imperiled 
species, as well as how to identify those species in the field (Warren and Burr 1994).  
Investigators can also determine if the habitats that support imperiled and nonimperiled species 
are considered areas of conservation concern and if species could be a focus of conservation 
concern (Jenkins et al. 2011).  State wildlife action plans (Association of Fish and Wildlife 
Agencies 2007, http://www.teaming.com/state-wildlife-action-plans-swaps) and the network of 
U.S. Natural Heritage Programs (http://www.natureserve.org/natureserve-network) maintain 
listings of fishes (and other animal and plant species) of conservation concern.  Lists of state-
protected species may be obtained from offices that issue collection permits and from the Web 
sites of NatureServe (originally known as the Association of Biodiversity Information, 
http://www.natureserve.org/visitLocal/index.jsp) and the USFWS.  The USFWS Endangered 
Species Program (http://www.fws.gov/endangered/) maintains lists of federally protected 
species.  The list of federally threatened and endangered fishes may be also be searched on Web 
sites of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA, http://www.noaa.gov/) 

http://fisheries.org/shop/55061p
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Fisheries Service (http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/) Office of Protected Resources 
(http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/) Web site or NatureServe (http://www.natureserve.org/).  A 
bulletin highlighting protected marine or anadromous fishes 
(http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/species/fish/) is also available from NOAA Fisheries Service.  
Lists of protected fishes in Canada, Mexico, and other foreign countries can be viewed online on 
the respective national Web sites (such as the Species at Risk Act Public Registry, 
http://www.sararegistry.gc.ca/default_e.cfm of the Canadian Wildlife Service), as well as via the 
“Foreign Species” report on the USFWS Endangered Species Program Web site 
(http://ecos.fws.gov/tess_public/SpeciesReport.do?lead=10&listingType=L).  The International 
Union for Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources (IUCN) maintains The IUCN Red List 
of Threatened SpeciesTM, version 2013.1 (http://www.iucnredlist.org/), providing global 
coverage of the conservation status of freshwater and marine fishes, as well as other plants and 
animals. 
 
The collection of imperiled species is allowed only under special circumstances (e.g., 
conservation status surveys) and requires special permits.  Only noninvasive handling techniques 
(handling that results in no harm whatsoever to the animal) are to be used.  Examples can include 
blood and milt collection, and certain fin clipping and tagging methods.  If the goal of the 
research is to collect an imperiled species for live study, or if incidental capture is anticipated as 
bycatch, then any collection methods that may be injurious (e.g., gill net catch without close 
monitoring) or lethal (e.g., ichthyocides) should be avoided. 
 
Conservation efforts for imperiled fish species frequently involve translocations, either among 
natural localities or from nature to propagation facilities and then back to nature.  The 
environmental laws governing translocations of imperiled fishes are complex and based on such 
matters as resource use, suitability and security of transplant sites, and the appropriateness of 
transplanted individuals among sites (i.e., sufficient numbers or freedom from disease; Minckley 
1995).  All translocation efforts must be conducted by the agency with authority and 
responsibility for the species and area in question and should not be attempted by unauthorized 
individuals. 
 

5.2.5 Museum Specimens and Other Preserved Specimens 
The collection of fishes from natural populations for museum preservation is critical for (1) 
understanding basic biology and life history, (2) documenting and recording biodiversity, and (3) 
establishing reference collections essential for understanding evolutionary relationships and 
environmental effects (ASIH et al. 1987, 1988).  Studies of ecosystem variation or delineation of 
new species frequently require collection of relatively large series (sufficient for computing 
statistics on counts and measurements) from multiple populations across geographic ranges 
(Hughes and McCormick 2006).  Sampling natural fish populations for these purposes typically 
involves broad surveys and collection of specimens in proportion to their occurrence in natural 

http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/
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populations; moreover, such sampling may not be hypothesis-driven.  Studies of molecular 
systematics typically involve very small numbers of specimens, or small amounts of tissue 
removed from study fishes.  However, it is just as important in these studies as in general 
ecological surveys to deposit voucher specimens in natural history museums, where samples are 
maintained frozen or preserved in a fixative such as 95% alcohol (isopropanol) or 70% ethanol, 
for future reference (Wheeler 2003).  Museum collections of fishes are also available for use in 
other types of research.  Two important principles that should be followed in collecting fishes for 
museum preservation are (1) the numbers of specimens collected should be the minimum 
necessary to accomplish study goals, and (2) animals collected should serve a variety of studies.  
Precise notations containing specific field data (such as date, exact location, habitat type, etc.) 
should accompany each collection. 
 
Specimens collected for museum deposition should be preserved in a manner that maximizes 
their utility for study and minimizes the need for additional collecting.  Formalin fixation is the 
standard practice used to ensure long-term preservation quality of fish specimens.  The preferred 
method for archival storage is direct immersion in a 10% formalin (3.7% formaldehyde) 
solution, followed by transfer to alcohol (70% ethanol, un-denatured preferred) for long-term 
preservation and storage, as with voucher specimens.  Chemicals are often added to formalin to 
buffer the solution or to preserve color (e.g., Ionol) (Fink et al. 1979).  Although formalin is the 
fixative of choice for vertebrate tissues, other fixatives are sometimes used for specialized study 
purposes such as histology (Bouin’s or Gilson’s fluid) and electron microscopy (glutaraldehyde) 
(Luna 1992, 1992; Presnell et al. 1997; Clark 1981).  Fixation by these methods typically 
involves small pieces of tissue dissected from specimens that may be sacrificed by means other 
than immersion in formalin.  Carcasses for long-term archiving as voucher specimens should be 
fixed in formalin and later transferred to alcohol.  Euthanizing fish prior to immersion in 
formalin should be practiced, provided that the sedative does not cause effects detrimental to the 
objectives of the research.  A variety of chemicals, such as tricaine methanesulfonate (MS-222), 
may be used to anesthetize or euthanize fishes (see section 7.11 Restraint of Fishes: Sedatives 
and Related Chemicals).  When study interests demand that specimens be fixed without prior 
treatment with sedatives, the specimens can be numbed in ice water, or for small fishes, 
immersed directly in liquid nitrogen (see section 8.1 Euthanasia). 
 
Portions of animal specimens, including sperm, ova, embryos, tissues, and serum, are sometimes 
tissue banked.  For example, the National Animal Germplasm Program 
(http://nrrc.ars.usda.gov/A-GRIN/main_webpage/ars?record_source=US) acquires and preserves 
genetic resources to secure biological diversity for population reconstitution or genomic studies.  
The San Diego Zoo Institute for Conservation Research 
(http://www.sandiegozooglobal.org/ICR/purpose) uses stored genetic resources in multiple 
technologies.  Various iterations of specimen banking for retrospective analyses occur globally 

http://nrrc.ars.usda.gov/A-GRIN/main_webpage/ars?record_source=US
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for a multitude of investigations, including environmental monitoring, genetics research, and 
systematics.  Fish tissue (liver and muscle) has been collected for the long-term storage of a 
variety of environmental specimens by the National Institute of Standards and Technology 
(NIST, http://www.nist.gov/index.html) through the National Biomonitoring Specimen Bank 
(Wise and Koster 1995; Becker and Wise 2006). 

5.3 Live Capture Techniques and Equipment 
The choice of a sampling method should be dictated by worker safety, research objectives, 
seasonal considerations, and the habitat type to be sampled.  Capture techniques should prevent 
or minimize injury and stress (see section 4.2 Stress) (McMichael et al. 1998; Henry and Grizzle 
2003; Henry et al. 2003).  Live wells or tanks should be provided if fishes are to be kept for more 
than the time needed to collect essential metrics.  Care should be taken to avoid accidental 
capture of nontarget species and to ensure release of incidentally collected individuals with 
minimal or no injury (ASIH et al. 1987, 1988).  Species that may be dangerous to workers due to 
size or species-characteristic behavior or capabilities require additional precautions (see sections 
5.5 Dangerous Species and Specimens and 7.10 Dangerous Species and Specimens in Captivity). 
 
Several studies have shown electrofishing to be among the most effective techniques for 
obtaining fish assemblage data in freshwater habitats (Yoder and Smith 1998).  Electrofishing 
can be performed by wading methods or boat-mounted methods.  Appropriate electrofishing 
protocols should consider the sampling purpose and physical constraints of the environment 
(e.g., conductivity, water depth, and presence of obstructions), as well as use of gear and 
techniques that minimize potential for electrofishing injury to fishes (Snyder 2003; Dean and 
Temple 2011).  Alternative sampling methods, such as seining, gill or trammel nets, trawls, cast 
nets, lift or push nets, rigid traps (e.g., minnow traps, slat traps), hoop nets, fyke nets, weirs, or 
angling, can be just as injurious to fishes if not conducted properly.  The sampling methods 
chosen should allow for efficient capture of the species and sizes of fish needed to address 
research objectives while minimizing injury and mortality of collected fishes and non-target 
organisms.  Multiple sampling gears may be required for the collection of a broad range of fish 
sizes or species or if diverse habitats are covered.  Passive capture methods, such as set nets and 
traps, should be checked frequently enough to prevent unnecessary mortality of both target and 
non-target species.  Nets and traps should be carefully positioned, anchored, and flagged and 
then removed at the cessation of sampling to avoid “ghost fishing” (lost or abandoned fishing 
gear that continues to kill fish and other sea life).  Bonar et al. (2009) and Zale et al. (2013) 
provide additional information concerning standard sampling methods for fishes in freshwater 
environments, as well as the efficiency and specificity of various collecting gears. 

5.4 Field Restraint of Fishes: Sedatives 
Prolonged restraint that causes physiological stress should be avoided.  In some cases, use of a 
sedative or anesthetic agent to minimize stress may be advisable.  Although the terms 

http://www.nist.gov/index.html


Canadian Council on Animal Care

guidelines on:

the care and use of
fish in research,

teaching and
testing



This document, the CCAC guidelines on: the care and use of fish in research, teaching and testing, has been
developed by the ad hoc subcommittee on fish of the Canadian Council on Animal Care (CCAC)
Guidelines Committee.

Mr John Batt, Dalhousie University
Dr Kristina Bennett-Steward, Bioniche
Mr Cyr Couturier, Memorial University
Dr Larry Hammell, University of Prince Edward Island
Dr Chris Harvey-Clark, University of British Columbia (Chair)
Mr Henrik Kreiberg, Fisheries and Oceans Canada
Dr George Iwama, Acadia University
Dr Santosh Lall, National Research Council
Dr Matt Litvak, University of New Brunswick at St John
Dr Don Rainnie, University of Prince Edward Island
Dr Don Stevens, University of Guelph
Dr Jim Wright, University of Calgary
Dr Gilly Griffin, Canadian Council on Animal Care

In addition, the CCAC is grateful to former members of CCAC Council: Ms Susan Waddy, Fisheries
and Oceans Canada; Dr Jack Miller, University of Western Ontario; and Dr Choong Foong, Dalhousie
University; and to Dr David Noakes, University of Guelph who provided considerable assistance in
preliminary phases of this project. CCAC thanks the many individuals, organizations and associations
that provided comments on earlier drafts of this guidelines document. In particular, thanks are extend-
ed to representatives of Fisheries and Oceans Canada, Environment Canada, the Canadian
Aquaculture Institute, the Canadian Food Inspection Agency and the Canadian Society of Zoologists.

© Canadian Council on Animal Care, 2005

ISBN: 0–919087–43–4

Canadian Council on Animal Care
1510–130 Albert Street
Ottawa ON  CANADA

K1P 5G4

http://www.ccac.ca



CCAC guidelines on: the care and use of fish in research, teaching and testing, 2005

TABLE OF CONTENTS

A. PREFACE . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .1

SUMMARY OF THE GUIDELINES
LISTED IN THIS DOCUMENT  . . . . . . . .3

B. INTRODUCTION  . . . . . . . . . . . . . .13

1. Definition of Fish  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .13

2. Rationale for Guidelines on the
Care and Use of Fish  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .13

3. Ethical Overview  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .14

3.1 Principles of the Three Rs . . . . . . . .14

4. Responsibilities  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .15

4.1 Responsibilities of investigators  . .15

4.2 Responsibilities of the animal
care committee  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .16

4.3 Role of the veterinarian  . . . . . . . . .17

5. Government Regulations and
Policies on the Use of Fish . . . . . . . . . . . .17

5.1 International  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .17

5.2 Federal  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .18

5.3 First Nations  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .20

5.4 Provincial/territorial  . . . . . . . . . . . .20

5.5 Municipal  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .20

C. AQUATIC FACILITIES  . . . . . . . . . .21

1. Water Supply  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .21

2. Water Quality  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .21

3. Engineering and Design  . . . . . . . . . . . . .22

3.1 Structural materials  . . . . . . . . . . . . .23

3.2 Room ventilation and airflow
in aquatic areas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .24

3.3 Mechanical and electrical
requirements . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .25

3.4 Lighting  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .25

3.5 Redundancy in aquatic life
support systems  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .26

4. Types of Systems . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .26

4.1 Flow-through systems . . . . . . . . . . .27

4.2 Recirculation systems  . . . . . . . . . . .27

4.3 Static systems  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .27

4.4 Mesocosms  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .28

5. Fish Housing  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .28

5.1 Fish well-being  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .28

5.2 Tank/enclosure design  . . . . . . . . . .28

D. FACILITY MANAGEMENT,
OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .31

1. Security and Access  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .31

2. General Maintenance of the Facility  . . .31

3. Environmental Monitoring
and Control  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .32

3.1 Management of water quality  . . . .33

3.2 Temperature  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .33

3.3 Oxygen  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .34

3.4 Supersaturation  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .34

3.5 pH . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .35

3.6 Nitrogen compounds  . . . . . . . . . . .35

3.7 Carbon dioxide . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .36

3.8 Salinity . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .36

3.9 Toxic agents  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .37

E. CAPTURE, ACQUISITION,
TRANSPORTATION AND
QUARANTINE  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .38

1. Capture of Wild Stock  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .38

2. Killed Specimens . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .38

3. Piscicidal Compounds  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .38



4. Acquisition of Hatchery Fish  . . . . . . . . .39

5. Transportation  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .39

6. Quarantine and Acclimation . . . . . . . . . .40

6.1 Quarantine  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .40

6.2 Acclimation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .41

F. HUSBANDRY  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .42

1. Record-keeping and Documentation . . .42

1.1 Standard Operating Procedures  . .42

1.2 General checklists  . . . . . . . . . . . . . .42

1.3 Assessment of fish well-being  . . . .42

2. Density and Carrying Capacity  . . . . . . .42

3. Food, Feeding and Nutrition  . . . . . . . . .43

3.1 Nutrition  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .43

3.2 Food and feeding . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .43

3.3 Feed quality and storage  . . . . . . . .43

3.4 Larval weaning  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .45

3.5 Use of medicated feeds . . . . . . . . . .45

4. Broodstock and Breeding  . . . . . . . . . . . .46

4.1 Induction of spawning  . . . . . . . . . .46

G. HEALTH AND DISEASE
CONTROL  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .47

1. Fish Health Program  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .47

1.1 Disease prevention  . . . . . . . . . . . . .47

1.2 Disease diagnosis and
identification of pathogens . . . . . . .47

1.3 Injuries and other disorders . . . . . .48

H. EXPERIMENTAL PROCEDURES . .50

1. Handling and Restraint  . . . . . . . . . . . . . .50

1.1 Restraint of dangerous species  . . .51

2. Restricted Environments  . . . . . . . . . . . . .51

3. Surgery  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .51

3.1 Surgical preparation and
skin disinfection  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .52

3.2 Water quality during surgery  . . . .53

3.3 Anesthesia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .53

3.4 Surgical equipment  . . . . . . . . . . . . .54

3.5 Incisions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .54

3.6 Suture materials and techniques  . .54

3.7 Pathophysiology of surgery
and wound healing in fishes  . . . . .55

3.8 Postoperative care  . . . . . . . . . . . . . .55

4. Administration of Compounds
and Devices by Various Routes  . . . . . . .56

4.1 Branchial diffusion
("inhalation") . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .56

4.2 Oral  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .56

4.3 Injection  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .57

4.4 Implants, windows
and bioreactors . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .57

5. Tagging and Marking . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .57

5.1 Tissue marking  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .58

5.2 Tagging  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .58

6. Collection of Body Fluids  . . . . . . . . . . . .58

7. Use of Infectious Disease Agents,
Tumorigenic or Mutagenic Agents,
and Toxic and Noxious Compounds  . . .59

8. Endpoints and Criteria for Early
Euthanasia  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .59

8.1 Recognition of "pain", "distress"
and "stress"  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .59

8.2 Choosing an appropriate
endpoint  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .60

9. Monitoring  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .62

10. Negative Reinforcement Modalities  . . .62

11. Exercise to Exhaustion  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .62

12. Environmental Extremes  . . . . . . . . . . . . .62

13. Genetically Modified Fish  . . . . . . . . . . . .62

I. EUTHANASIA  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .64

J. DISPOSITION OF FISH
AFTER STUDY . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .65

ii



iii

1. Consumption of Fish  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .65
2. Release of Fish to Wild . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .65
3. Fish as Pets . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .65
4. Transfer of Fish Between Facilities . . . . .65
5. Disposal of Dead Fish  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .65

K. REFERENCES  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .66

L. GLOSSARY  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .73

M. ABBREVIATIONS  . . . . . . . . . . . . .75

APPENDIX A
RELEVANT GUIDELINES
AND ORGANIZATIONS . . . . . . . . .76

APPENDIX B
ZOONOTIC DISEASE-
TRANSMISSION OF FISH
DISEASES TO MAN . . . . . . . . . . . .77

APPENDIX C
GUIDELINES FOR CONTAINMENT
FACILITIES (FOR PATHOGEN
STUDIES)  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .79

APPENDIX D
WATER QUALITY CRITERIA FOR
OPTIMUM FISH HEALTH – FOR
COLDWATER, WARMWATER AND
MARINE SPECIES OF FISH  . . . . .84



The Canadian Council on Animal Care (CCAC)
is the national peer review agency responsible
for setting and maintaining standards for the
care and use of animals used in research, teach-
ing and testing throughout Canada. In addition
to the Guide to the Care and Use of Experimental
Animals, vol. 1, 2nd ed., 1993 and vol. 2, 1984,
which provide the general principles for the
care and use of animals, the CCAC also publish-
es detailed guidelines on issues of current and
emerging concerns. The CCAC guidelines on: the
care and use of fish in research, teaching and testing
is the seventh of this series. This document
supersedes Chapter I - Fish, Guide to the Care and
Use of Experimental Animals, vol. 2 (CCAC,
1984).

These guidelines aim to provide information for
investigators, animal care committees, facility
managers and animal care staff that will assist
in improving both the care given to fishes and
the manner in which experimental procedures
are carried out.

The present document has drawn substantially
from the work of organizations listed in
Appendix A. Their contributions to the devel-
opment of these guidelines are gratefully
acknowledged.

The guidelines have been developed by the
CCAC subcommittee on fish and were
reviewed by a total of 69 experts. A preliminary
first draft was agreed on by the subcommittee
and circulated to experts in June 2002 (including
representatives of the organizations listed in
Appendix A), and a second draft was circulated
for widespread comment in June 2003. A final
review was carried out in August 2004 involv-
ing all individuals who had previously provid-
ed significant input to the development process.
The development of these guidelines also
involved consultation with the Canadian
Association for Laboratory Animal Science
(CALAS) and the Canadian Society of
Zoologists (CSZ) through workshops held at
annual meetings in Québec City (June 2003),
Acadia University (May 2004), and Hamilton
(June 2004). Consultations were also held at the
Aquaculture Association of Canada and
AquaNet annual meetings in Québec City
(October 2004), and at the CCAC Workshop on
the Fish Guidelines in Vancouver (April 2005).

The guidelines have been organized in a format
that should facilitate easy access to relevant sec-
tions. Early sections provide an ethical
overview relevant to the use of fishes in
research, teaching and testing. This is followed

the care and use of
fish in research,

teaching and
testing

A. PREFACE
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by a brief overview of regulations and responsi-
bilities relevant to the care and use of fishes in
science in Canada. The remainder of the docu-
ment provides guidelines to assist in caring for
fishes in laboratory facilities, followed by
guidelines to help in the development and
review of experimental protocols. An overview
of the CCAC guidelines on: the care and use of fish
in research, teaching and testing is provided
through a summary of the guidelines listed in

this document prior to the beginning of the
main text.

The refinement of animal care and use guide-
lines is a continuous process. These guidelines
are intended to provide assistance in the imple-
mentation of best practices, and should not be
viewed as regulations. Where regulatory
requirements are involved or where it is
absolutely imperative to adhere to a particular
guideline, the term must has been used.
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The greatest challenge in providing guidelines on:
the care and use of fish is the wide variety of fishes
used in Canada and the diversity of their habits,
behavior, life history, and environmental and
husbandry requirements. In addition, the scien-
tific information required to define the preferred
conditions for fish well-being is limited. While
considerable research has been conducted on
culture strategies and environmental and water
quality requirements, such studies have general-
ly been aimed at determining conditions that
optimize production in aquaculture systems,
rather than improving the welfare of fishes, and
have not usually addressed the difference
between tolerance and preference (Fisher, 2000).

An important consideration in these guidelines
is the naturally high mortality rates of juveniles
in species whose ecological strategies include the
generation of large numbers of progeny to
ensure adequate survival in the wild. In 
addition, many experimental populations of
species with usually high survival contain indi-
viduals that will not thrive to adulthood even
under the best environmental conditions. In
some situations, a population-based (or a group
of study fish) approach to well-being may be
appropriate, but individuals that are not likely to
thrive should be euthanized as soon as they are
identified.

Another consideration for these guidelines is the
general acceptance by the public of the current
killing methods used in harvesting wild fishes or
in recreational angling. In general, the public
appears to be willing to accept these killing
methods for food production but not when fish-
es are used for research. These guidelines accept
that for research, teaching, and testing use of any
animal, including fishes, more emphasis will be
placed on individual well-being than is general-
ly accepted for the commercial harvesting or pro-
duction of animals for food. It is recognized,
however, that in some instances investigators
may obtain fishes from people involved in com-
mercial or recreational harvesting and have little
influence over the capture methods.

These guidelines apply to fishes held in facilities
for research, teaching and testing, as well as to
fishes that are studied in their natural habitats.

1. Definition of Fish

For the purpose of these guidelines, fishes are
defined as all bony and cartilaginous fish genera
(classes Chondrichthyes [cartilaginous fishes],
Agnatha, and Osteichthyes [bony fishes]). Fish
eggs, embryos or larvae that have not developed
beyond exclusive reliance on their own yolk
nutrients are not covered by these guidelines.
Similarly, invertebrates (except cephalopods) are
not covered under the CCAC system of surveil-
lance, but institutions are encouraged to foster
respect for these animals by ensuring that hold-
ing facilities and levels of husbandry meet stan-
dards equivalent to those used for fishes.

2. Rationale for Guidelines on the
Care and Use of Fish

The use of fishes as experimental subjects has
increased substantially over the past two
decades. This increase in use is a result of the
rapid development of the aquaculture industry,
requirements for testing involving fishes as indi-
cators of environmental change, and the use of
fishes as a replacement for mammals in biomed-
ical, pharmacological and genetic research
(DeTolla et al., 1995; Fabacher & Little, 2000). The
trend toward the use of fishes as a replacement
for studies that would previously have used
mammals as experimental subjects is not dis-
couraged. However, it must also be recognized
that fishes have the capacity to perceive noxious
stimuli. Noxious stimuli are those stimuli that
are damaging or potentially damaging to normal
tissue (e.g., mechanical pressure, extremes of
temperature and corrosive chemicals). Whether
or not fishes have the capacity to experience any
of the adverse states usually associated with pain
in mammals is subject to a great deal of debate in
the scientific literature (FAWC, 1996; FSBI, 2002;
Rose, 2002; Braithwaite & Huntingford, 2004).
Nonetheless, fishes are capable of behavioral,

B. INTRODUCTION
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physiological and hormonal responses to stres-
sors (including noxious stimuli) which can be
detrimental to their well-being. These CCAC
guidelines both support the leadership role that
Canadians play in fish research, and ensure that
the welfare of fishes is carefully considered dur-
ing the use of fishes for research, teaching and
testing, recognizing that better welfare will result
in better science.

3. Ethical Overview
Guideline 1:

Fishes used in research, teaching and testing
must be treated with the respect accorded to
other vertebrate species.

The CCAC's surveillance system for animals
used in research, teaching and testing is based on
the principles of humane science, i.e. the Three
Rs of Russell and Burch (Russell & Burch, 1959) -
Reduction, Replacement and Refinement. For the
CCAC, these principles are laid out in its policy
statement on: ethics of animal investigation (CCAC,
1989). The ethics of animal investigation applies to
all species covered by the CCAC system, i.e. all
vertebrates and cephalopods.

In addition, the CCAC system takes a "moral
stewardship" approach to the use of animals 
in science as explained in the CCAC Experi-
mental Animal User Training Core Topics -
Module 2, Ethics in Animal Experimentation
(http://www.ccac.ca/en/CCAC_Programs/
ETCC/Module02/toc.html).
The first guideline statement in the CCAC guide-
lines on: institutional animal user training (CCAC,
1999a) states, "Institutions must strive through
their training programs to sustain an institution-
al culture of respect for animal life".

3.1 Principles of the Three Rs
According to the CCAC policy statement on: ethics
of animal investigation (CCAC, 1989), it is the
responsibility of the local animal care committee
(ACC) to ensure that fishes are used only if the
investigator's best efforts to find a non-animal
model have failed.

As for any other species covered by the CCAC
system, investigators using fishes are required to
use the most humane methods on the smallest

number of animals necessary to obtain valid
information. This requires the use of a sound
research strategy, including: identification of key
experiments that determine whether a particular
line of enquiry is worth pursuing; use of pilot
studies; staging of in vitro to in vivo experiments
where possible; and implementation of staged
increase in test stimuli where possible (Balls et al.,
1995). The numbers and species of animals
required depend on the questions to be explored.
Field studies, aquaculture studies and laboratory
studies require different statistical designs; field
studies and aquaculture production typically
require the use of larger numbers of animals. The
life stage of the fishes used in each study will
also affect the numbers of animals needed.
Studies of early life stages typically require large
numbers of individuals. In all cases, studies
should be designed to use the fewest animals
necessary. Heffner et al. (1996) and Festing et al.
(2002) provide discussions on the appropriate
treatment of samples and experimental units.
Investigators are encouraged to consult with a
statistician to develop study designs that have
the appropriate statistical power to accomplish
the research objectives (Nickum et al., 2004).

The CCAC policy statement on: ethics of animal
investigation (CCAC, 1989) also requires adher-
ence to the following principles:

• animals must be maintained in a manner that
provides for their optimal health and well-
being, consistent with the demands imposed
by the experimental protocol;

• animals must not be subjected to pain and/
or distress that is avoidable and that is 
not required by the nature of the relevent 
protocol;

• expert opinion must attest to the potential
value of studies with all animals, including
fishes (e.g., scientific merit for research, see
CCAC policy statement on: the importance of
independent scientific merit of animal based
research projects [CCAC, 2000a]; pedagogical
value for teaching; and the appropriateness of
the method to provide data for testing accord-
ing to current regulatory requirements);

• if pain or distress is a justified component of

mymac
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the study, the intensity and duration of
pain/distress must be minimized; and

• an animal observed to be experiencing severe,
intractable pain and/or distress should
immediately be killed using an approved
method of euthanasia.

Meeting the principles outlined above requires
that fishes be accorded the same degree of care as
other animals under the CCAC system. There are
two main ethical drivers for CCAC guidelines: to
maximize animal well-being, and to minimize
pain and/or distress. Any factor that disturbs the
normal physiological balance of an animal has an
effect on the studies being conducted, and there-
fore should be avoided or minimized for scientif-
ic as well as ethical reasons, unless the factor
itself is the subject of investigation.

Fishes comprise a great number of species, each
with specific anatomical, physiological and
behavioral characteristics. Investigators and ani-
mal care staff should therefore acquaint them-
selves with the characteristics of the species pro-
posed to ensure that appropriate facilities and
husbandry procedures are in place prior to
obtaining the animals.

4. Responsibilities

Descriptions of the responsibilities of investiga-
tors, animal care committees (ACCs) and veteri-
narians are provided here; however, more
detailed information is given throughout these
guidelines to assist both investigators and mem-
bers of ACCs to meet their responsibilities.

4.1 Responsibilities of investigators

4.1.1 Protocols involving the use
of fish

Guideline 2:

Projects involving the use of fishes for
research, teaching or testing should be
described within a protocol. Protocols should
be approved by an animal care committee
prior to the commencement of the work.

Investigators are responsible for obtaining ACC
approval before beginning any animal-based
work. For further details concerning the informa-

tion that should be included in a protocol form to
be submitted to an ACC, see CCAC guidelines on:
animal use protocol review (CCAC, 1997a); and
CCAC policy statement on: terms of reference for ani-
mal care committees (CCAC, 2000b) or most recent
revisions. Investigators obtaining fishes from the
wild or carrying out field studies should also
consult the CCAC guidelines on: the care and use of
wildlife, Section B 3.1.1.1 Protocols involving the
use of wildlife (CCAC, 2003a).

When working outside of Canada, Canadian
investigators are subject to the same guidelines
that apply to work within Canada, as well as to
the relevant legislation, regulations and guide-
lines pertaining to animal care in the country
where the work is conducted. This also applies to
collaborative research projects, whether the work
is conducted in Canada or elsewhere (see CCAC
policy statement on: animal-based projects involving
two or more institutions [CCAC, 2003b]).

4.1.2 Studies and activities requiring
protocols

4.1.2.1 Work requiring protocols and 
inclusion in animal use inventories

These guidelines provide recommendations for
fishes when they are being used by investigators.
Fishes should be treated humanely whether or
not they are to be included in animal use proto-
cols or inventories.

The following require protocols and inclusion in
animal use inventories (i.e. CCAC Animal Use
Data Form, see Reporting of Animal Use Data at
www.ccac.ca/en/CCAC_Programs/Assessment/
AUDFen.htm):

• fishes held live in confinement for any period
of time (even hours) for research, display,
teaching or testing;

• fishes lethally sampled in the field for
research, teaching or non-routine testing
purposes;

• fishes caught, sampled or otherwise manipu-
lated and released in the field for research,
teaching and testing purposes; and

• genetically modified fishes.
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4.1.2.2 Work not requiring protocols or
inclusion in animal use inventories

The following will not require protocols or inclu-
sion in animal use inventories:

• fish eggs, embryos or larvae that have not
developed beyond exclusive reliance on their
own yolk nutrients;

• wild source or hatchery fishes that have not
been assigned to research studies, and whose
propagation is sufficiently understood to be
considered routine;

• fishes being observed in the field that are not
being handled or interfered with in any way;

• fishes being counted at installations such as
counting fences and traps;

• fishes being lethally sampled under govern-
ment or other regulatory mandate for estab-
lished fish inspection procedures, abundance
estimates, and other population parameters
required for assessing stocks and for routine
monitoring of contamination/toxin levels
and disease; and

• fishes already killed in the course of estab-
lished aquaculture industry or commercial
fishing purposes.

Guideline 3:

Before working with fishes, investigators,
technical staff and post-graduate students
must be properly trained and have their com-
petency evaluated.

According to CCAC guidelines on: institutional
animal user training (CCAC, 1999a), investigators
and students should complete the Core
Components of the Recommended Syllabus for an
Institutional Animal User Training Program
(CCAC, 1999b) and should have completed the
relevant hands-on training to meet the Syllabus
requirements on the use of fish as a research 
animal. "Students" refers to post-graduate stu-
dents; undergraduate students are expected to be
supervised by a properly qualified individual.
See the CCAC website (www.ccac.ca/en/
CCAC_Programs/CCAC_Programs-ETC.htm)
for further information on relevant courses for

investigators using fish as a research animal.
Animal users should receive refresher training
on a five-year basis, and additional training
should be given as needed in order to be able to
carry out procedures competently.

Guideline 4:

Investigators are responsible for, and must
comply with, occupational health and safety
regulations regarding the protection of per-
sonnel from known or suspected physical
and biological hazards.

As with any other laboratory, animal care facili-
ties (including aquatic facilities) should have an
occupational health and safety program. All per-
sonnel using the facility should be familiar with
the requirements of relevant federal, provincial/
territorial and municipal legislation. Chapter
VIII of the CCAC Guide to the Care of Experimental
Animals (CCAC, 1993a) provides additional
details on occupational health and safety.

Guideline 5:

Investigators should be aware of the potential
risks associated with zoonotic agents pres-
ent in fishes.

A brief review of fish zoonotic agents is provid-
ed in Appendix B of this document.

4.2 Responsibilities of the animal
care committee

The CCAC Terms of Reference for Animal Care
Committees (CCAC, 2000b, or most recent version)
should be consulted for detailed information on
the roles and responsibilities of institutional
ACCs. In particular, ACCs are responsible for
reviewing all studies conducted by investigators
belonging to their institution, whether the work is
conducted in-house or elsewhere. ACCs should
ensure that appropriate care will be provided for
all animals at all stages of their life and under all
experimental situations. ACCs are responsible for
ensuring that there is appropriate management of
the facilities housing the animals. In particular,
ACCs should verify that there is a person clearly
designated to be in charge of animal care and
management of the facilities who should also be a
member of the ACC. Additionally, members of
the ACC should visit the animal facilities and
areas in which animals are used on a regular
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