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B NIRRT TR EAJE %0 84k 11 (Nibea albiflora) FFF A 7E 4 22 5500 . LA AL B J1 M i RE
s, SEIG DA G AR A B, W EAFERENEEZRHAQS. 50175 mg/kg) A JE 24 (25, 5051100 mg/
kg), ASEREARDRL At B, S TR], 20 51T 5dJE RT10d J5 347 FE SRS, R8I AT AN i L 22 4540 . P db
RS E . AR e R 3R . WU BUAE BRIk AR S 1E R A R b . 45 R ()RR B A ik B2 1) 75
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10dJ5 LA R PiAE KRR IIHEH T fcRIR B IR 2 () TE AR FESdEk10d, &k B 175 55 2 o A 8 25 25 15 34 0
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T 0 7R WL A8 W R K =B ST R J8 ) TR A
R B35 o BRI AR . RS A 1T 1)
Wkt 416302 (18.15+2.15) g, 4 T 7K P it (4 mx
6 mx1.5 m; KPR 1.2 m)H & 777d, &K 9:00115:00
R LR, B R AR AR M AL A, T
PR K 50%. 132 B BT AR 2 A B AR G
20, LR 4 2 8 IR s, I n s ek,
BAKRTT V5 S AN IR0 BE R B A 2350 50 I G 0
il iRE 2T, SR 5 02— R R AN(3.15 ¢/500 g
TRPRL) MR R (4.2 mL/500 gy, of B8 25 ity L 7l
Tkl B — R RN (3.15 g/500 gl ksl FIAR
HEIHT (4.2 mL/500 g, S8 J5 K i) £ 1 iRl kL B 1
FHEAL T, 67 T4 CUKAh DL Je S . 97
B ST 56w A R ) DAL R A RO E T TE LR 1, b

W GEAR N, FE) . BRI GRBR LR B, 3£
)R 3 AR R I (GRRE R il e AR, R
E). EmChRER, PE). KRGIWBEGEA
A, M E) E BRI . SRR IR A TSR
WEALTE, 1360 H 7 (FL42250 pm), Bf J5 #4555 B R RN
Hdt— DR A, TR PR FE R, 22102 0 N i 4 SRk
BAY, FININE 87K 43 (25%-30%); 2R 5 f# I F-
267 UM AT 57 25 WL (R BE T R 2R sElk &,
J= PR SR B, U0 EG4.0 mm )0k, B F90°C
TERBEAE BT, 2 )5 T 20 CUKFE R & H -
1.2 SIS LHAMFRIESLL

R FREE G, K630 B FENL /A 3217400 L
FEFEAR (B TEAN, FLA20.97 m, =150.73 m, 7Ki%0.60 m)
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Tab. 1 Feed ingredients and formulation

J5 K} Ingredients Compf)%i}?i‘i) n (%)
£ ¥7Fish meal 50.34
7% 5 [ Casein 15.50
THI ¥ Wheat flour 7.00
£t i Fish oil 3.87
=l Soybean oil 1.00
K 5P i Soybean lecithin 0.92
#57K £ 7iE kel Premix for marine fish 1.85
S AAETH Choline chloride 0.28
TR — A #5Monocalcium phosphate 0.46
L-# & FRL-Lysine 1.50
PR 4T 4E 2 B¥Sodium carboxymethyl 103
cellulose
214 & Cellulose 15.35
# 1t Total 100.00
B IR (TY 5 £E i)
Nutrient level (dry matter basis)
#H 2 H Crude protein 46.45
FHL 8 Wi Crude lipid 11.37

K TR R AL A 4 AR R SR M A E AL #h R
). dEAE R TR Y (mg/kg) L F5: VB, 25; VB,, 36.7; VA, 32;
VE, 120; VD, 35; VK;, 5.1; VC, 142; VBg, 20; VBy,, 0.1; VH,
1.2; VBs, 60; VBy, 20; VB5, 200; AL R Y (mg/kg) L I5: %
BREE, 1826; Bl BRIL Bk, 119; BRIREE, 76; TR, 44; SALH, 2;
ML, 0.8; BRERHN, 1; SUALAN, 100; BEER 4, 233.2; BifR —
S, 137

Note: * The premix for marine fish includes vitamin premix
and mineral premix. Vitamin premix (mg/kg): VB,, 25; VB,, 36.7;
VA, 32; VE, 120; VD, 35; VK3, 5.1; VC, 142; VBy, 20; VB, 0.1;
VH, 1.2; VBs, 60; VB,, 20; VB;, 200. Mineral premix (mg/kg):
magnesium sulfate, 1826; ferrous sulfate, 119; zinc sulfate, 76;
manganese sulfate, 44; cobalt chloride, 2; potassium iodide, 0.8;
copper sulfate, 1; sodium chloride, 100; monopotassium phos-
phate, 233.2; monosodium phosphate, 137
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B 22 SR AR A, ARk AR
TR J8 % IR B2 43 ) 925, 5041100 mg/kg; ¥
N & 2 IR EE 25, 50175 mg/kg; X HE 2H #5 i
Bkl k7 AN, BAHIANEE . RIE RO
Je 2 R 8 2 78 S B A= 7= vp A A R, e e
FIRMESASE 105 AU £l CON-5HICON-
1043 5 4% 2 %6} 18 20 5d 5 AT 10d i 1 BURE 6y 44 ; FL-
5. FM-5HMIFH-573 Al ARE 2 ME25. 5041100 mg/kg
W E 10 /AR B % SdJE B BURE iy 445 FL-10. FM-
10F1FH-104> 54 R # M2 25, 501100 mg/kgik &
(132K J6 % 10d 5 I U 445 AL-5. AM-5HI1AH-
570 BIAR RIS, 50175 me/kelk ¥ H H &
5dJE I EURE iy 44 AL-10. AM-10A1AH-1043 548
RHME25. 50175 mg/kgik FE /I H 55 2 10d )5 L
M4 . SEIRIA), BRI RTHOK &N 1/3, R
9:00F115:007% 1 B HE MR 1, $E MR AT H B 1 A0 3
fi . SO0 B R R 261 B AR R IR, KGR 26—
28°C, #hEE N27—29%0, VA fiH4E>6.0mg/L.
1.3 HmRE

TERAE R BURER, 43 73 RS S 56 A Bl L 3E
B2 (AT FE R4 . FEBURE R, 6 F MS-
22247 BRI AL BE, SR J5 TC B T R JJRIBY I % 556
F AT AT, B R RD PR B L, R, S 4 B
T HUA AL B RS MW 5 5 2 BT 56 T Bouin’s & 22,
SR JE T H D G 5L, B8 0 I S T 72
O, SR E TP RRRMNE . P RarE s —5
FIBouin’s[& 52, 4R J5 H T H R F L5 W 5L, —
FHRNA LRI VRARAT, FH T HH 5 &5 R4 R 9 0 25 (R 3Rk
(ARSI ; i N BSR4 e b i e 78 B I B
FRMLA, SR 5 I JC B BY D@5, 7 FH O B AR B 2R oK
e g, K A A YUCEE T2 mLIE & R R
EHAP3REMAM T I iE N BT IREEEN
IANFE S, e FIRE AR, SR TR T-80°C Uk A,
FA T 38 o B 29 BT

RSO B AL R AR 9 B A A S LR o,
3R AIRAE— I — MR, B TRAS A
5, SRIETRAET-80°CUkAH, F T HiAE R AR TN E .
14 HEMNESE

FFRAEFNRAIE LR LA A FFERE SR
Ji7 3 K i 7E Bouin’ s ¥R HH ] 7€ 24h 5, Je A8 F 4 )
CBEE AT LK, SR 5 AT A S 6038 K U (B
FES um)o R IRAKE — HLL(HE) Jeta kit 47 ge th,
S R IR . RIS BB AT HE R )5
() BEAT WL EE A I

FrAEF A E M S EEMNE Wik
Al iy 18 HE 4R 10 B 1R B (SOD). it A 1k A B

(CAT). A bk H ko 4 A6 4 B (GSH-PX)¥ 14 A& T
ZE(MDA) &, BT K 1R &30 B e Rt K
A TRERI FURIT, AR 1 100 B A T R PR U 2

FFAE AL A IERERME H S 4y 11
JHFRIEAE AR B 75 S LR RE A EAT AR R AR A 5,
HINER . FRI2.5 ghFEFEAEL2.5 gILIAFE &
AN TR LBEHEI, BRI IR G /R . B0 JFEL
R, P O AR A L, B BE TR A
W B0 BEJE, SRR B NS g A SR A
R I R VA AT P A RR AR . i 1
Tt B0 FH e B FE R S 5 B 2% F WL T GB31656.16-
2022F5#E S GB31656.12-2021 5. &1t E 515 H
FE i R ROR JE 5 M B R R B &, SR L R
T (ug/kg).

% 18 5 RNARR Bl K& X ¢ E EPCR I H
RNA# H K 771 £ (Solarbio, H [E )it 17 H I 5L RNA
2 HL, 4R J5 F NanoDrop2000 (Thermo Fisher Scien-
tific, 3& [E)I 52 B RNAF) K EF T & . F| F Prime
Script® RT reagent Kit with gDNA Eraser (TaKaRa,
H A )i 571 & 300 3 5 & cDNA, I 47 T -20°C ¥k
. KArp2/3. ClaudindfZO-1553E K 7E
Ji7y 1 40 23 [ 3 4G g 3 2 A OG 3 (R NF-
kB. TLR4. MyD88. IL-6. TNF-a. IL-10. TGF-
BHIB-actinffImRNAZR I, FHICHE K 7% 0 2 2= 514
W, 2% 2. F| A Trans Start Tip Green gPCR Super
Mix(TransGen Biotech, ' [ )i 4T qPCRAL M, /2 B
R Z 20 pL; QPCRIMAZFUWIR: 95°C 30s, 454
#EIR95°C. 5s,60°C. 30s, IEEHIZEISC. 5s,607C
Imin, 95°C. 10s, F&IR60°C. 30s. S-actinfE NANZ
B, 2 R S R A

FEEESBENFREEST  BFXRE
(1) 18 PN 22 W0RE & T UK BR A7 1% 22 _BIERR 5 A=)
2 22 B AT IR 7] 3647 16S rDNAR B &N 7. K
FiMag Pure Soil DNA LQ Kit (Magen, 7 [E)iR5 &
HEATFE A S DNAR)$2 B, F1) H NanoDrop2000£H B
JIEE W A P2 L A T S DNA R R B D o . T
Illumina NovaSeq 6000l J3>~F &, F| FH Barcode’F 57+
5| ¥ 343F (5'-TACGGRAGGCAGCAG-3 )1 798R
(5'-AGGGTATCTAATCCT-3")¥/" 1 16S rDNAZE
fIV3-V4[X

AT B IR GE B 56 FH Cutadapt 844 25 i B
51 %0 7 51, 4R )5 A I DADA2ER 14 33k 47 i 2 i
Ve PHERMZERRIR AR . FTSilva (v.138) %35 1,
F| H q2-feature-classifier X 244 3 17 /7 471 LU X6F Ry R,
RAFASVsE LR . F H QUME2K 14 2 47 ol
BZ FE M 43 M7 T Bray-CurtisfE 55, F) FH REAF
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1T % JG 77 2 43 ¥ (Permutational Multivariate Analy-
sis of Variance, PERMANOV A)FIAHLIPE 53 HT(Analy-
sis of Similarity, ANOSIM); & J Weighted Unifrac
PR, R QUIME2H A 4T 3R i 8 %2 4 RUEE 73 #r
(Non-metric multidimensional scaling, NMDS).
15 BURZIT SR

JTA SEE B A R P AR R R s . SR
SPSS25. 0% A'F Xt 470 4 o Il 7 124 K 48 A AH O 2k R R
ISEHE AT B K 25 7 %2 43 HT(One-way ANOVA), Fifi
JE {# i Duncan 73 #2472 S LLAL, ¥ B P<0.059 5
EFE St T8 A K ] Kruskal Walliste: 362
1T ECE T, B A BB P B AR R ROR, B
FHIKFN0.05.

2 4R

21 BSEZEFMERRENREEMEMATIER
cEpal: Al

U0 & TART7I, X HE2H SR £ 1) i o A 2
B, LB ENE, 56, BE SR,
i . mRENTEERAAESR, F 0 piE
IR B AR R B BRAR AL Ty A B 10d ), AR E

&2 BirEEMqPCRSIHIFS
Tab. 2 qPCR primer sequence of target genes

ERNE-SES] F55—3' Fet
Target gene Rsquences Source

Arp2/3  TACCCGGTGCTGTTTGTGTA Ma et al'"®
TGCACTGGTTTCTTCCTCCT

Claudindg GCCAACATTGTCACAGCTCA "
AGCCACTACACCAACGATGA

Z0-1 TCACTCACCATGTTCCTCCC Ma et al'"”
CAGAAACACAGTTGGCTCCC

TLR4 ACTCCGTGGTTCTGGTCTTCCTG Xu et al™

GCTTCTGACGAAAGGCCGGTATC

MyD88  GGCAGTTGGAACAGACGGAGTA Xuetal™”
TGAAAGTCGCAGGCATCG

NF-xB CAGCAGCTGTTTCAGATCGC Xu et al™”
CCAGGTGCAAAGGAGTGTCT

IL-10 CACTTTGTGGGCTACATCCA Ma et al™”
GTTGAGGTATGCTGTGGTAGTC

IL-6 TGAAGGCTCCGACGAAATG Ma et al"”
GTCCAGTAGGCTAAACTGCTATC

TNF-q. TGAAGAAGATGGTGCCCTTAC  Maetal'
GCCTGGAATCGAGCTCTAAAT

TGFf  CGTCGCAGAACGCATCTATAA  Maetal'”

CACGGCTATGATGTCCTGTATT

B-actin  CCAACTCATTGGCATGGCTT o ZE

GATGCAACTGCAGAACCCTG

HlE R E R AN R 2 IR B R
A R IR L Bz 4 B AR A% 5 R R A B TE AR
RN R R JZ S B E A . AR A
R B RS B 5 A B S d S, Ol a1 i T 2 4
SERAR DU AR AL T e B A R Atk b R
BUIRTEIX ; AbHE10d S5, AR 5 4 i A obR b Bz 4 i
HILIRFE X ; ok i 20 i i 28 B 50 W B d 2 =
TR 5 20 iy 1 K B B0 R R 3 B BRI, T LA IR
b R A AR R R R A L

W IBRT 7R, X R 2H B 4 £ ) B IR HE A R
BT, TR, 4 S PR TE . 5 xR
ZH A Bb, AR BE A IR B ) T B R AL B S, R A
I 0 X4 H B s 90, (HEAE B R R 05 ik
J5£ 2H T AT B0 2 9 R T I 3 30 i B 42 ; it Ak
F10df5, K. H . Wik BT & 2% 4T 35 R
B 25 YAk S BT I SR LB G o ARG R B AN ik
()RR JE 5 A B S, 28 Q0 JEF Uk LR S0 BT Il 52 4%
7o 1ML 7R AR ZEL P A S 200 A i 25 R 40 i ) i
KIBLE; MAEEE10d )5, IR B 4L RN rp A B 28 1
SERYH A BRI AL K . ik, B
JF AR 25 AL AR
22 BEEENEXRENEFAEMBZERS
1L BEE MRS T

AN TRV B 11 75 85 2R RN R0 2 25 o 4 2 £ 1
PUAEALBE IS MR W B 2AFT R . T B R AL EE
SdJa, AR AN rh A B 4 vp 3 4k £ BT P SODYE
PEFNCATIE M5 X R ZHAH b 22 3 AN .35 (P>0.05),
T 75 A< P2 ZEL B Fh SODYS 4 . CATE 14 34 2 %
TR ZH (P<0.05); 8 R LB 10d)5, R E 240 AN
R FE ZH BT I R SODE P 5 36 IR A A Lk 22 e AN
#(P>0.05), T = 94 & 2H B 1k SODiE 14 AT C AT
P B E LT X R 40 (P<0.05). KW HEZ XA
SAIL S 10d, A BE A . H oA B 40 R v A B2 4
H GSH-PXiE PR3 i I T X0 B ZH (P<0.05); T =ik
& 20 JIE MDA & & 2 3% = T % B 4H (P<0.05)
T8 7K JE % Ab B SAIE A2 10d, 1= R LR IE R
SODVEM: . CATIH M AIGSH-PXIF M 15 i K T %
HEZH(P<0.05), TIMDA & 535 w5 T4 IR 4H(P<0.05) 0
g b, B m IR E T 8 R AR OR e 5 A Sdik 2
10d38) AT 3 25 40 3% 4k £ B JJE HR SODYE 1 . CATY
T A GSH-PXE M, 2 5 2 3 IIMDA & & ; 1K
J5E R R R B 1) T 85 2 RN 3R JE 25 %) o A £ A
SODiFE P WA i 3 52, {H X CATIE 14 1 GSH-PX
o5 P 4D S5 ) e Ak AR () F 3 m i n oK

AN TR) R B 1 75 85 2 AR 2 5 50 B A £ i 3
A BV PRS2 a0 & 2BRTR . R R AL



B1 GRD b RN A (R 52 ) 75 B 22 MRS JE 25 0] B #0 J7 TE (A) R FF I (B) ZEL 4R 2 5 R ) R i)
Fig. 1 The effects of dietary penicillin and florfenicol at different concentrations on the histological structure of intestinal (A) and liver (B)

in yellow drum
SM. il T J2; VH LB mi B GC. ARANAL; NA. IRBEIX; HC. R4 VC. il
SM. submucosa; VH. villus height; GC. goblet cells; NA. necrotic area; HC. hepatocyte; VC. vacuolation
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5dJa, W 4 3 b SODIE 1 B 25 Ik T 5 R 41
(P<0.05), 1M GSH-PX3Jif 4 FIMDA % & & & & T %
HRZH.(P<0.05); Kb BE10d )5, A ik B 4 AN ik B 28 i
T8 1 SODYE 14: 35 {2 251K T 5% i 2H.(P<0.05); T i
J& 1 1 CATE P 5 % BRZH A T 22 e AN 2 38 (P>
0.05); 1B FE AT ik B 21 i i R CATS 1 B 2 v
X HEZH (P<0.05); IR BE AL o B 2H RN v ik i
41 738 T GSH-PXO 1 AIMDA & 35 & 3% & T X
HR2H (P<0.05). # oK e % Wb 5dfE, ik 2 iy i
HH SODE M & K T X 41 (P<0.05), 1M GSH-PX3E
PEFIMDA R & & 3% 5 T X6 R 41 (P<0.05); 4b# 10d
J& , AR B A RN Ak B 21 Tl i CATVE M B 3 = T

>

SODEME:

SODactivity (U/mgprot)

GSH-PX{
GSH-PXactivity (U/mgprot)

X} HE 2 (P<0.05); =3k J& 21 iz 1 A SODE 4 I3 25 {1
T %} 18 2H (P<0.05), 1 GSH-PXJE P AIMDA & & &
FE T EYL(P<0.05). % b, TWEIKENHH
FEU R B Ab T 5dIE S 10d) 2 40 g
SODFICATIE M, T &M ITMDA & & .
23 BFEZNEREREERGETBEFALEAFH
BRI

T 87 2 AN 3R JE 25 75 3 1k £ JHF A A0 UL PR AR ()
BREA RN 3. GREW, BIRlk. . mkE
()75 55 2 B B % AL B S I 2 10d7E B Uk T
FAUPLP R R I 30 7 4, Horb s iR B I 7 8 K B
KIeFE LI 10d)5, Bk AR R RET T &K

CAT{EE
CATactivity (U/mgprot)

A
MDA contents (nmol/mgprot)

s}

SODi
SODactivity (U/mgprot)

100

GSH-PX{E 1k
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Fig. 2 Effects of penicillin and florfenicol at different concentrations on the antioxidant capacity of liver (A) and intestine (B) in yellow

drum

[N} 161 55 AN [ 7 BE 2 4 4 B 22 37 2 (P<0.05); Al

Different letters at the same time point indicate statistically significant differences in groups (P<0.05); the same applies below
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TR PR R [m IR E S B R A (AH-1041): 54.48 pg/kg;
R R K JE % 4L (FH-1040): 1039.47 pg/kgl. #
4ty 0 AR AT ULIA AR e AR R IR R B S P AR R A
TR BRI 1] 2 1R AH O, BT BE & PUAE 2R BE AT 1] 1
S8, FF R A A B R 2 3
24 BEEENAREENEFGRELEWERERE
pry:ap Al

i 3FTR, BEREMEREE LSS, Fik
J55 2 R v AR B 2H B 1 £ 3 Arp 2/3F0 Claudin4 %%
DA] 1) AR 2 04 8 35 J 21K T 0 BRUAHL(P<0.05), T IR
W JE A g3l T Arp2/3R ZO- 1R AR X R iA B
Xof HBZHAH b 22 R B3 (P>0.05). HEEMEER
b FR10d)5, U B 2R R A g iE v Zo- 1
Claudin4 PR [ #H % 36 128 5 12 25K T % 8 245 (P<
0.05), TR 5 20 1738 Hh Arp2/3 K0 ZO- 13 IR () H %6F
Tk w50 A L2 7 A B (P>0.05). %R 1,
To e H R P R VR B 1 7 2 R RN UK JE B b B S dik

*3 BERNREXREARGEEMINANZELSR

Tab. 3 Residual results of penicillin and florfenicol in yellow
drum liver and muscle

H5) AFHFLiver WlAMuscle #ZH%]  AFAFLiver JLAMuscle

Group (ughkg)  (ughkg) Group (pghkg)  (ng/kg)
CON-5 0 0 CON-10 0 0
AL-5 1075 1546  AL-10  12.79 22.75

AM-5  16.83 27.82
AH-5 2849 31.93

AM-10  29.53 37.13
AH-10  44.62 54.48

FL-5 103.78 127.67 FL-10 41535 467.08
FM-5 232.63 264.87  FM-10  562.69 727.64
FH-5 323.62 369.29 FH-10  726.57 1039.47

—_ —_
(=) W

Arp2/3 % F bk T
Relative expression of 4rp2/3
©
W

0.5

0

Claudin4#%+ Fe8 k> F
Relative expression of Claudin4

J2 10d 5] I35 0 1) 3 2 £ gl R O 45 M R PRI () 3R
25 BEEENEFRENREGFERXEEE
E R R EREERIEHR M

WK 4AFTR, %5 = MER B H LS5,
TR P 2H R v AR R 2 B At 6 7 T R TLR4ZE R . NF-
kB[R [P AH %) 2 08 B 1 35 38 N (P<0.05), 1 =1 ik B
20 i3 T My DSSFE IR I #H % 3% 1A 1 5 35 48 n(P<
0.05). T 5 R MBI e H A F10d/5, (KK 4.
HH A 2H R I P A B i P TLRAZE TR AR S Rk
52 T X HRAL(P>0.05); i B 40 i Fh My D S8
DR () FEOO Rk B W 25 v o0 R 4H.(P<0.05); TRk
i 2H 0 v UK 2 i oh NF -k BIE R AR N 2 B (R
ZE T B4 (P<0.05). %L, EWHERAHE
J& 75 Qb HRSAIE 2 10d, H A B 2H RN e ok B 4 I i A
TLR4E R FINF-xBIE R 5 32 3 O, 1 e v 41 g
T8 W MyD8SH: R 2 3 .

WK 4BFR, B8 = AR e BB Sd)E,
TR S RN i R B A Bt £ i T HP L -6 DR RN TN -
o5 D] R AR N 20 B 34 ik 3 e T R 2H (P<0.05), T
TGF-B3: R (1) A %) 2 1k & 3 T K T X i 2 (P<
0.05). H & RAF10d)5, Hk B 4RI iR FE 4 )1
T8 HH IL-6F1 TNF-o 2 [R (R AR 0 6 08 48 W0l 38 v 1 X6
JE 2 (P<0.05), 1 IL- 1081 TGF-B3E X i A ot ik &
Y5 BT HHIEL(P<0.05). K4 10d)5, 1%
WEEL ., A B 2H AN = vk B 4H W 1 IL-6F1 TNF-a.
FE DR AR 3R 08 T34 I8 35 | T 0 R 4H.(P<0.05), T
Hh R A RN R R B L W T R IL- 103 RV R TGF-p%
DAL P FH X 3R 08 B 35 0 35K T 5 B 4H.(P<0.05) . &5

ZO- Xk 7k
Relative expression of ZO-1

REE SRS ST Y

3 GRS AN (R FEE 1A 75 B 3R RIS B 25 0 B ks £ i 0 45 A R TR R 02K 1 5

Fig. 3 Effects of penicillin and florfenicol at different concentrations on the expression of structural genes in intestine of yellow drum



8 KRR Y R

2025, 49(6): XXXXXX

b, T E R R MRS H A SDE £ 10d, AR
YH RN T VA P 4 B 3 PP IL-6 RN TNF-o 5 R ) R 1A &0 1Y)
B EREIN, T IL-10F0 TGF-pHE R [ 2% 1 5 15 25 A
26 EEENEEREXNERGGEGERERENZN
T 57 2 AR JE 25 0 2 0 £ I 3 B A 22 R 1
(R I 45 B SR, 42 M REARS LT 314 U5 41
29240322 (T 341H: 69619, i /IME: 51393, i KAH:
76341); LS G T 45 R BoR, Bra A 1E
A BUT HIRAS VS B 3% 22 5(P>0.05)
WK SAFTR, H8RAHESd)E, [RIREA. FkE
S R v A P A B O £ i i B A R A ASVSEUER N
14N (FERE TR FE AT E ), %4
TH TR B P A 0T B T AR 43 900 34.95% - 20.50%

TLRAFAFFRIRAE >
Relative expression of TLR4

22.25%K1114.57%; T AL ¥ 10d)5, g i @ b 3t
ASVsEU & N 224N (F EH S T JE AL 1A AR T
1), 5 % 20 i 18 B B A T 50 B g3 i o
33.47%- 35.67%- 28.75%F123.16%. 7 JE % kb
PRSAJ5E, R BEA . A A B 2H A v ok i 2 17 e T
HFHLHASVSEE N6 (FERETEEE), A
& 21 1 18 W RE A RO B EE A 43 ) N 7.04%.
11.64%- 17.12%H0113.96%; T 4L ¥ 10d )5, H7 &
BRI ASVSEE 20N (E B R g T ERE B 1A
BT T, o & 4 3 B A 207 51 L) o
H°430.32%. 10.97%-. 14.17%F14.27%.

H & SBRZ0, it 5 R A K B % b B
SAIR A 10d, AR EA . Fh ik 8 2H RN vy 9k B 4 1 o

MyDS8SHAR ek k-
Relative expression of MyD88

B
~
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%2
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ok
]
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SRS SRS SRR SR

IL-10FAX B IR

Relative expression of /L-10
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Fig. 4 Effects of penicillin and florfenicol at different concentrations on the expression of intestinal immune-related (A) and inflammatory

(B) genes in yellow drum
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TE I S8 P A 0T SRt £ JE A 7 T 21 23

G LR RE 7 K i T A P R 9

ki 4. 117 78 B A P Chao 1 45 2. Shannon?s £ 5 X} i
HAH L 2 R A B (P>0.05). HE—LHIMHAE D
TR 445 REoR, 585 R B0 OK B % 0 3 4k iy
T8 B 7 1*) Chao 1 45 Al Shannontg G 2 35 52 ) .
K JE % 4b T 5d)5 1 Chaol 3k %1 5 AL 10d)5 1
Chaol {6 BUMH L 22 3 B35 .t & SCHl A, & 2HREA

ML AN W B R, HE—5 0
ANOSIM 7 #T(GR 5)#7R, T H F RXEHE K EH
Ab PR SAER 10d, 5 4 £ Jig 0 b B 45 M 3 R R AR B
AL(P>0.05). HH UL, TR RIS IR B ik
R VR B T 7 R R B R JE S5 0T B £ i 1 A TR
TEVR 0 G5 280 T 5

A B
- 'h
AMI-5 175 TR
CM1-5 150 - |
a
125 - T T * Group
R a = CON-5
56 100 T S = AL-5
a a ﬁ
s Hawm 2 SAMS
= -
" = FMS
= -
2 7 6 R & FH-5
5 8 CON-10
) Size of each list ) Size of each list ala aa, ; a T al3d :?k/f-lloo
139.0 139 184 184 _".‘_II--F* a , * :?II:I-I]OO
oo5| o] |12 " I o H L
CMI-5  AMI-S  AM2-5  AM3-5 CON-10  AL-10  AM-10  AH-10 2 A & FH-10
Number of elements: Specific (1) or shared by 2, 3, ... lists Number of elements: Specific (1) or shared by 2, 3, ... lists :
Bl 46 | MSSIESST  osc | IR S e
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o104 107 . o 1109 [128 .
CMI-5  FFI-5  FF2-5  FF3-5 CON-10  FL-10  FM-10  FH-10 .
Number of elements: Specific (1) or shared by 2, 3, ... lists Number of elements: Specific (1) or shared by 2, 3, ... lists —1.5E . K N
FRERY 2 = " - 5 :
4(16) 2 1 4(20) 2 1 NMDSI1 Stress =0.12
3(17) 3(25)

K s

T F MR8 2 0] 2 It £ P U T T 2 A P B S

Fig. 5 Effects of penicillin and florfenicol on the diversity of intestinal microbiota of yellow drum

A. BRI RS A ASVSHIIE A ASVs; B. AN R FE 75 8 21 R J8 5 A0 B 5 35 1k 0 0 W BF o- 2 B PR A0 T, C. - AL A B B

AR R 2 Y R b

A. Venn plots display the unique and shared amplicon sequence variants (ASVs) in groups; B. Analysis of gut microbiota a-diversity in
yellow drum following treatment with different concentrations of penicillin and florfenicol; C. Non-metric multidimensional scaling analy-

sis (NMDS) of bacterial communities in each group

F4 ETVERAFESTHLBRAEIREMXENe- SRR

Tab. 4 Comparison of a-diversity indexes in concentrations and days based on two-way ANOVA test

HER WA Je%
Two-way ANOVA test Chaol Shannon Chaol Shannon
F P F P F P F P
WREE (K, o, =) 0.313 0.737 0.692 0.520 2.403 0.132 1.963 0.183
RHL (5, 10) 2275 0.157 0.792 0.391 14.577 0.002* 1.908 0.192
IR R AL 4375 0.037 0.177 0.840 3.467 0.065 0.065 0.937

R EREE

Note: *indicate statistically significant differences
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5 2= MUK JE 25 %) 3 o £ I 38 B THE 4H 1)
SN AN [R) IR T T B 2 RN R R JE 25 56 3 Ik 0 i i
FEAA R n B 6FfT R . fETTKF b, FE R
R e H RS, i E R A TR
AT 1R EE B T T AR ER 10d)5, Ml B R R AR
AN ERE] BB IR .
WG W iEoR, 55 R AROR B 5 LB Sd)E,
TR BEZH . A R 5 A R v 94 B 2E AR TR TR 1D T AR G
2 15 38 3 i T X IR AL (P<0.05), T J5EBE B | 1A
Sof = B ) AR T 4L (P<0.05). HE R AR

SdJ5, Ak R 2N A B LA B T TR X SR R
EHEIN(P<0.05); 11 = A< E 28 B8 1) A S = B
BEE T HALH(P<0.05). WIERHZLAIEI0E, 1K
WREAH . w4 RA R IR B 2R TR B 1] (A 3=
5 34 382 v T 6 FRZEL(P<0.05), T JE BE B 1] AR AR X
F B ZEMT X B P<0.05). 25 E, K. d. &
WP B R B R B 25 2T S R B 4 £ )l
T8 B RE A 1KLL R AR 2 B

ERIKF B (E 6), it T % % AL 5dB 10d,
Tk £ i T BR R O B TR RS 0] R ZELAE (R 3500R S

*5 REERGEBHERRIENESSHR

Tab. 5 Analysis of differences in intestinal bacterial communities of yellow drum between groups

NN . ANOSIM NN . ANOSIM
&t B S Paired-sample &R H Paired-sample
R P R P
AL-5 vs CON-5 0.88 0.20 AL-10 vs CON-10 0.81 0.10
AM-5 vs CON-5 0.62 0.10 AM-10 vs CON-10 0.44 0.10
AH-5 vs CON-5 0.18 0.10 AH-10 vs CON-10 0.29 0.30
FL-5 vs CON-5 1.00 0.10 FL-10 vs CON-10 1.00 0.10
FM-5 vs CON-5 1.00 0.10 FM-10 vs CON-10 1.00 0.10
FH-5 vs CON-5 1.00 0.10 FH-10 vs CON-10 0.59 0.10
100 - ["JPhylum : ["JPhylum
E P | mstieothers 100 = #{Others
& ) & AT
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H— 25 A -i%:gt%n%)lajcteriota -I-H- 25 1 ﬁ:ﬁ%ﬂ%}l;teﬁota
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% = %éﬁe%)li}ma E géﬁe%])ligota
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Fig. 6 The composition of intestinal microbiota at phylum and family levels in all groups of the yellow drum
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TWO ANTIBIOTICS ON THE LIVER AND INTESTINAL TISSUE STRUCTURE,
ANTIOXIDANT ACTIVITY, AND INTESTINAL MICROBIOTA OF YELLOW
DRUM (NIBEA ALBIFLORA)

XIANG Li-Jun"? SONG Ji-Hong’, ZHANG Yu-Rong’, XU Dong-Dong’, GU Zhi-Qiang" >, HU Wei-Hua’,
CHEN Rui-Yi’ and LI Hai-Dong'
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4. College of Biological and Environmental Sciences, Zhejiang Wanli University, Ningbo 315100, China)

Abstract: This study investigated the effects of penicillin and florfenicol on the histological structure, antioxidant activ-

ity, and intestinal microbiota of yellow drum. Different concentration groups were set for penicillin (25, 50, and 75

mg/kg) and florfenicol (25, 50, and 100 mg/kg), with a basic feed group as the control. Samples were collected on the
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5th and 10th days to assess changes in intestinal and liver histology, antioxidant enzyme activity, immune gene expres-
sion, antibiotic residues in muscle, and alterations in intestinal microbiota composition. The results showed that: (1)
Low and medium concentrations of penicillin or florfenicol did not significantly affect the intestinal and liver histology,
but high concentrations caused clear damage to both tissues. (2) High concentrations of both antibiotics, regardless of
treatment duration, significantly reduced liver SOD, CAT, and GSH-PX activities, while increasing MDA content. In
the intestine, SOD activity decreased, while GSH-PX activity and MDA content increased. (3) Antibiotic residues were
detected in both liver and muscle tissues. After 10 days of high-concentration treatment, the residual levels of penicillin
(54.48 ng/kg) and florfenicol (1039.47 ng/kg) in muscle tissue exceeded the maximum residue limits. (4) High concen-
trations of penicillin or florfenicol significantly inhibited the expression of Arp2/3, ZO-1, and Claudin4 in the intestine,
while pro-inflammatory /L-6 and TNF-o increased, and anti-inflammatory /L-/0 and TGF-f decreased. 5) Neither peni-
cillin nor florfenicol significantly affected the alpha diversity of intestinal microbiota, but Proteobacteria increased
significantly, while Firmicutes decreased. In conclusion, low concentrations of penicillin or florfenicol had no signifi-
cant effects on liver and intestinal structure, antioxidant enzyme activity, or expression of intestinal structural and
immune genes, or microbiota composition. However, high concentrations caused liver and intestinal damage, oxidative
stress, mucosal immune responses, and altered microbiota diversity and composition.

Key words: Florfenicol; Penicillin; Antioxidant activity; Intestinal microbiota; Nibea albiflora
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