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EFFECTS OF MAIN ANTINUTRITIONAL FACTORS IN SOYBEAN ON FISH

Wu Lifang Qin Guixin

Zhu Dan

Sun Ling

(College of Animal Science and Technology,Jilin Agricultural University, Changchun 130118)

Abstract The soybean sources are abundant, its nutritional value is high, Tt is one of fish main protein

source. But there are many anti-nutritional factors in the soybean. It not only can reduce the use rate of

fish to the feed, even cause fish large quantities of death. So this article discuss the main anti-nutritional

factor protease inhibitor. Soybean agglutinin, phytic acid, antigenic protein action mechanism and the

effects on fish and propose the next research key point and the significance. The purpose was to provid the

theory basis for the reasonable development and use the albumen feed.
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