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Markers in European Seabass (Dicentrarchus labrax)
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Relative expression of il-18, tnf-a, cox2, casp9, cat, sod, and gpx. Values are presented as means (n=6) and standard error (SE); Orthogonal contrasts were made to compare each
macroalgae treatment with the control within the pre-challenge or challenge, and between pre-challenge and challenge values within each treatment: * denotes differences to the Control

before the challenge; + denotes differences to the Control after the challenge; a and b denote differences between the pre-challenge and challenge within the same treatment.
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