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72.18 £7.55 105.27 £ 3.02" Fig. 3. Changes in wet weight of giant tiger prawn under
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Values are shown as mean =+ standard deviation. Superscript labels within the same row indicate difference between treatments (Mann-Whitney U-test, p < 0.05, adjusted via the
significant difference (n = 3, t-test, p < 0.05). Bonferroni correction for multiplicity)
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