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Abstract
theoretical basis for estimating the feed amount for P.clarkia and the yield in the paddy field.[ Method ] According to the body length and body
weight data of P.clarkia measured in August of 2018, and linear regression analysis was conducted on the body weight and body length of P.
clarkia.| Result] The straight line regression equation between the body length and body weight relationship of P.clarkia was W=11.157L-
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[ Objective ] To study the growth status of Procambarus clarkia cultured in paddy field in Guangdong Province and provide some
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(P<0.01).[ Conclusion] The growth of P.clarkia was allometric.
Procambarus clarkia ; Body length ; Body weight; Culture in paddy field
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Fig.2 Body weight distribution of P.clarkia
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Fig.3 The relationship analysis between the body length and
body weight of P. clarkia with straight line regression

function
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Fig.4 The relationship analysis between the body length and
body weight of P.clarkia with curve regression function
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