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P 2014 445 2 8 77 4 K 4 35 (Crassostrea gigas) 2 Bl ML R F K AR, @it It ik & x4
Wk, ARTAXM R e KHEFRAZAY M ERNHAEKEFNYH EREN, EENZR Y
B, #4Fl XAN%AG, nKRFEERYNTHEL., m2FI X220 EaREENAE T B, 190
#5342 57 B EP>0.05), 7EXRMNAE 20 BB 5 HA2R L EP<0.05), 4=, %4
Fl ZZ 7B WHERERRTEA 0.85%—13.70%, #KWAXFERREEN 0.75%—10.83%, 7%
FWARFREE N 4.24%—27.44% B NH, %4 FIXF RGN FRERE N 6.16%—9.90%,
TEKWMARFRELEN 1.76%—1421%, FEFHAXFREE N 1.92%—4.18%.

KHY, me Fl XA, 1K, £K;, #F; 4k, BN

S968.3

1T 52 (inbreeding) & 5 41 3 4% ¢ & WY A A 13 A1
HASHC, (H— AN P 4l G 5 DR R8I ) PE 42 (Keeller
et al, 2002), B NATXS K7 bl ) 7 5K 0 2 3G K,
Al BN A 5 B B ARG 0, AR EE N AR Ak &
PR A N AR5 LA f 35 K i i #a 5 . 7K 77 4
TR PP B AR R Z R IR F R, T K™ 5)
Yireepa ok, B AT R 0 SR A SR A R,
AT T 5% B R AR P 0 28 1) R A SR AN AT RE S 1) o 3 38 6
ST B A R 5 AR 3 A ASON; B PR R I AC
%R (inbreeding depression). A FIEE AR, 5
TN PEAE DG ER G AR T A5 2 R B IR S IR (R
FAE, 2005), NAfEReT) . BHHAE S ISR ie 155
H AT K™ sl Wy i A8 3 1R M pE oY 3 24T XA,
A 3k fifj (Megalobrama amblycephala)(Li et al, 2003),
R Th W 481 (Oncorhynchus kisutch)(Myers et al, 2001;
Gallardo et al, 2004), KV (Salom salar)(Rye et al,

VIR T SR MR A I 52 TR b X D
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%, EWAMFE RS ey d . MR SIA AR
AEIE S5y T R T 3 38 3 1R 1Y 52 W BfF 58 (Beattie et al,
1987; §KifFIE, 2005; Zheng et al, 2012; Z2{@%5, 2013,
55, 2015),

K45 (Crassostrea gigas), X FRKFEEE4EEG, H
AR ERNER PN RRE 5E EE SE,
SR A IR . B 20 thad 80 AE LIk,
P AW 0 N SR AH H R4S B PR &k g, 285 K it
[) R 8 2% R 52 38 Ji L ARG B2, K 4 g 1 77 4
WA AEEETE, 2014 AEFRE AL SR8 S Sl ik 435
Jrmd, A E DU FRAE SR 33, 1% (A Ml
M HE R, 2015) BAR B AT RN AT X4 775
g ) ELRRN S, (A T 0 4 SR A 7
M 173 A (T RS, 2008), IT4Ek, BEE K4
W FRTH AR, PR AR &, K AR AL
BT R BGER LIS . N T G IR SR A 1)
AIRRER R R, BN e e KA R I T e &
R AR, BEXS5EIE, Se6, A RKAFE SRy
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i 47 %

A

T A 545 o R AR E U — i e (F R, 2011; £
PEai%E, 2013; MNHE, 2014), IFEF HeE e 6
() 7¢ & K AW B R (A H IS5, 2014; 5 8 8 %5,
2015),

SR AT B8 X 56 A K A W A K FAETE R Y B
M, AHIESE L5 & K AW o 2R AR, A A i 5
K F, W T 58 %58 & K AT W5 5 2R 4 U S5 HE D
WA R FNAEIE 52, DUIA SR 76 4 K o Wi 1 ik — 25
B A TAE UMK fis2%

1

1.1

SIS SR VIR BT 2014 4E LSS DUARTE 4 K4 W5
MR M 2T SR E R GIoGERL R
F=0.25). M5t RKAWIRR G19 —i& I, Phikie
RO R . FERUELIN | b3 TG A% ) B A i D1 4%
10 A, ik JE1 7 B LIRSS B ARAS 10 A4x[El i F1
K Z o A AR FL LA A s B A B rp R B 5E 78
U AR TCE AR MEHE DL 45 10 A4S, B—H
XIACHEARAT 10 M2 R RIE X A, L5 AEl
A SN T I 25 A BR A W B B i S e 7
1.2

2015 4 5 JK AAFLILSR AR B 25 DLis 13 3 M i g
i AT BR S J 0 SR T = N R . R )
P VR BR S5 i 4> 82 (Isochrysis  galbana) /N H 228 i
(Nitzschia closterium)#t 13 N TE L, PEEtER LT R
GFRE DL, ST N TR o IR, PR
PERRH 2 T 4085 i b BE e, SRS RO e, &2
SURIR B DU A MM o BfERREASHE R 10 A4S, 25l A
FH 250 HA 300 H i 45 4R I F F0kE o % 10 4>
PESE DU BP0 5] & TS K 10 4> 150 A, K
PR ER A 25°C, BFZ40d 15min 2L, ¥ 10 A1
PR DR 700l 5 28— IR G o &AWL %
REETE 50—70 N8, SEAEBARIME R . SEKREW
S LA A, RIS Y. BRERMEIITE 1
KMNTER
1.3

283d 22h WAk, SZKE 0N & E AL D JE 4 AT,
& 1R 15mine 1 350 H TG4 T BE4L, # ik
WL E T 100L R OGRS, HY
FiE %N Sind/mL. BHRERN 24—26°C, 72k
FR, BEHRIK 2 K, BRRIROK N EARFRE 1/3, &
HEAHE 4 ), HEar IRk EM a5, FHh ek
W J 9 (Platymonas sp.). 703 . KB E—FR )

BRVEORFE—20, IF B ARl 92 56 45 HLJs F R K
bk, Bk R REEIE G
1.4

kT 20 Kim, HPUIR S IR AL gk B
1/3 B, $EROATFLE DLAe e . S MBEE 10 K
Ji, K B e A B A S AN SR 5 30 KU,
BERS 3 o AT B A X A TR DL TR AR IR FR E AR
Vi X JC B A A 5 9 i 4 B, B 22 L 0 i B R AL I
DX EA 758 TR A HE DL 3R A o S B0 2H 55 ) B 1 SR A 2%
FE K2R SRR
1.5

I BIMHRTE 4 F1 % 2 A KA 1.5, 10,
15,20, 85, 130, 190 H M52 | se K AMAATE R, 4
A REALIN L 30 A~MA . A D T4 U BT T
W, A DL RN R RO &l B RO B AR
4l HUBCS 0 e & OB A Sy L, R DLUAE T RO N [
H 7 16 HE DA B W A HE DA B0 H A L

o4 F1 ZELSHIBHFERE . K MAERERL
TR RPIE AU F (Crnokrak et al, 1999; Zheng
et al, 2008):

ID%=1—(S./P,)*100%

K, S h7e4 FI ZREMR R . R RKEBEERE, Py
PR e . R EATE R,

S B ] SPSS 19.0 B EHEAT BN &y 22430 bt
(ANVOA), FFiEfT T K (T—test) B E MK, W
PR E N 0=0.05,

2

2.1 F1
o4 F1 R R UG B2 4 o 0 7 5 1 28 Ak Rk 52
FIRRWRE 1 Pron, Jr 250 TR ISR KW, 5%
4 Fl FRFCEAEL) B A K BE (9.5 7Tpm/d) IR T
XFHEZH (11.04pm/d), ELP & 2Z (8] 1) 25 5ALAE 1 H R
ANEBEP>0.05), 7 1 HIRZE 10 HidE], 764 F1 K
Rt IR RER R RIS, 75 10 HRE A
K, R 13.70%, ZJEFETE N1%ES .

4 F1 KRN HRZHE DL H Y52 = AR AL T 58
FIRAANER 2 PR EMEDII, 764 F1 ZARMTEA)
ANTXTHRZE, (R 22 RAE B W8N, 7E 85 Hi A
130 H #4125 0 2 (P<0.05), 78 190 Himf 22 %A 0
F(P>0.05), 7c4x F1 K R0 B ILAC IR FAEHE DU
S, 7E 190 HIEHF R FRAR, N 6.16%.
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1 F1
Tab.1 Comparison in average height, growth rate, and inbreeding depression rate of larval shell between golden shell F1 and the
control families

(LRl

SEIR A A
1 5 10 15 20
Fl RECH 65.06%2.67" 81.62+4.68 102.80+12.18° 163.99+17.52° 246.84+49.78 9.57
X B 20 7 65.61+£4.23* 87.06+5.19" 119.1248.91° 185.94+21.19° 275.32423.76° 11.04
I8 IR & 0.85% 6.25% 13.70% 11.81% 10.34%

FE: Semi B um, AR wnvd, [Fl—F B AR AH R T RN A 22 5 (P>0.05)

2 F1
Tab.2 Comparison in average length, growth rate, and inbreeding depression rate of spat shell between golden shell F1 and the control
families
HEDLH %
SR 85 130 190
il Rk R K i K
FI XA 13.19£2.40° 9.69+2.02° 31.16+6.88° 18.61+4.71° 32.08+9.60° 21.33+7.36"
it B 41 14.64+4.13° 11.30+3.56° 33.89+6.43° 20.7545.21° 34.19+5.93° 21.72+4.42°
AL RER % 9.90% 14.21% 8.04% 10.31% 6.16% 1.76%

TE: STRANFEFE AN mm, [7]— 5 EAR AR 7 BEoR B 35 122 5:(P>0.05)

2.2 F1 K, 7 10.83%, ZIERETE 6%
Fer FI 5% 3 MG BRALE DL 197 K A5 (LRI 5
Fodr FI RN BAL M52 KB (R ¢ RERRINGR 2 . 7EfE DU, 72 FI KR M7EK
FORRMNFE 3 Pk, ELU, SEEERmL,  PYNT R, PR A 2R AR, 1E 85 H
Fod Fl R RS KIE KB (7.67um/d) WA T g R 130 HES IR 225 2.3 (P<0.05), 7E 190 H #¥IH 22
H(8.32um/d), FIHFEKIZESALA | HigzESAR  FAREP>0.05) 504 FI RRTRINILGR KA
H(P>0.05). fE 1 HERE 10 HIR, 54 FI Zgs  MOUNSBBES, £ 190 H R SRAT, O
KT SRR R S IR, 10 H st ks 1.76%.
3 F1

Tab.3 Comparison in average length, growth rate, and inbreeding depression rate of larval shell between golden shell F1 and the
control families

s A1 A i A
1 5 10 15 20
Fl &K 73.67£2.51% 86.10+4.16 97.09+9.24* 146.04+£15.99° 219.49+35.45° 7.67
R K 74.22+4.17° 89.54+3.83" 108.89+6.31° 158.44+18.22° 232.22+18.65° 8.32
AR FEIR & 0.75% 3.84% 10.83% 7.83% 5.48%
e SER AL pm, A KRN pm/d, [R]85 AR AR R AR RN B B 2 5 (P>0.05)
2.3 F1 o4 F1 ZRMAEIERBIT X A, BM#EZ

2 SAVAE 20 HIBET 3 (P<0.05). 74 F1 F &Ik
54 F1 28 2 MR BE 41 78 4 B 0 A DL A 4730 A T R R AL B[R] A3 I g A, AE 20 H HSA A E]
KRR FERRUNE 4, £ 5 iR, 7GR H ik, WK, N 27.44%.

4 F1 % %
Tab.4 Comparison in survival rate(%), inbreeding depression rate(%) oflarv(al getween golden s(hell)Fl and the control families
B8 51 H
1 5 10 15 20
F1 ZRLFTH R 88.71+3.27" 77.2743.76" 60.74+6.91° 40.88+6.64° 27.09+5.96"
Xof BE LA T 2R 92.63+3.35" 81.57+3.65° 67.07+5.45" 48.03+7.61° 37.3346.18"
VA iR A 4.24 527 9.43 14.89 27.44

T [F =50 ERR R R PN BoA B 122 57(P>0.05)
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TEMEDLI, 5248 F1 ZE R MAEIE R IPAR T X B8
4. (B Z A 22 57 0F A B35 (P>0.05) . HAFIE Y
AL EIR R B WL A S, TRETE 3% .

5 F1 (%)
(%)

Tab.5 Comparison in survival rate (%) and inbreeding
depression rate (%) of spat between golden shell F1 and the

control families

SC el FETL
85 130 190
Fl ZREFWEHE  36.1624.14°  27.62£4.01° 19.63+3.76°
SPHRAHAFIG R 36.87+2.80°  30.77+4.18° 20.93+2.53¢
WA E IR A 1.92 4.18 2.53

T [R—80 i _EAn AR R R R B 5 22 57 (P>0.05)

WHAFOLT, IS H YR T MR R,
EAS [) bR 52 30 300 28 T 38 A3 R I A8 58 A TR) o —
s, AT A8 T ) T — 2 5 A A 2 A 5%
A PR H B0 B (Charlesworth et al, 2009), 7EABFFT
H, See KW TSR . e RIS AL dU S HE
D kAT —E R IR R . 54 KA A5
AT R AE KBS T S5X I 22 5 W &, A7
RSN IR 2R HA L E (P>0.05), X5 Beattie
SER A G 4 R I 5K R R A 58 R B 5E R/ RINA
SEHAT 5.2 75 1B (Beattie e al, 1987), &% Lannan %%
KA A 4 R R R A TG R R 1 45
AH{l(Lannan, 1980). X d BHAHXT FAA06, SAERKAMHEK
5T . oK AETE AR 25 5 2 BN 8 TR (W 52 1)
KR Z W) F B R AR L IR kR
(Cheptou et al, 2000; Zheng et al, 2008), B[ 32 i 7¢
HERESTARBWEEA EEMIERAE, XFh
Btk A A0 3 [ 3R GA 5 455 2 s Ik, i 3 50M
K RRIVEIR B 1R o A5 72 = M e K S5 4716 M
Fb B 25 5 2 RS2, AT RE S BT 4R 5 AN ST K )
FHEAENE FI REAPHBESMREE, FILER
I B il B A S N Al G, 8 A A X
BN AR

g, 524 F1 RRCm MK mERKERE T
SPREA], (B Z M2 FNE 1 HIRE AR %
(P>0.05), FJ K W] 8 5 RN A ¢, Cruz FEXT B
D1 28 22 B9 rh L IS BRI 4L (Cruz et al, 1997).
G, 554 F1 KRN RGBT X IR, |
IXAE 20 H B A7 22 5 X0 B4 22 57 1 35 (P<0.05),

X 0] B PR 8 X A AR S R B A . 20
HEZE A7, 4P AR o, TE AR 35 78 A5 1) o6
AT, X EREE A A AL AR R, PR IR Y I Bl el g
2 P EGR AL IERE S NIRRT . UL AT DAHED, %
il e A 5 B A8 2 1 L PR 7R 8 4 K A5 i R B B4R
H R FE RN s, A I 25 5 fi Rt A 3 S5 o
At M i & A S m AR T %

AT, N4 FI ZRTE MK R
e FXREAL, (B B2 REZRE S/, £ 190 HiE
B, 524 Fl KRFLEMTK G4 RE 2R
(P>0.05). X W] RE S IR BT A A &, HEDIWIN, 4hdig
HEER, NERNANTEEBEEEIEFE, FR5
() S ) B 55 R T 66 23 %) 58 4 K 4 W5 &k A= e
Armbruster 55(2005)TA Jhy PRI Hlp a8 23 i il 22 TR )
FREE, DT 3 EOHE DRI A 56 4 K 4k W5 7 = Mo K
A3, HEDURFE 4 F1 K R BIFETS 2 5% I 41 A1
FL G B 35 22 57(P>0.05), X ULBHITsE 0 7E 4 F1 K R HE
DU IS R R K, 5k 5 R 55 (2014) K& 415 30t
FEIERE =Y

4

il 2R T R R R A M R P E B AR
(TR FEYES, 2006) TEBE F R, ANCE % & o ik
A KA ARAS B alifk, IR 58 ] 3k G 3 58
e R R TR N . AR, BARTEEK
PRI R FR 3 A8 T 7 A I AR e MR AR B T AR ER R
dlifk, ATESTE . Se R S AR A &L T — 2 e
JEM AR . B, e F R AR, RRE—
A 3 Ak 3 I sS AR BOR FRAT Al R, R IR 4G A vk B
R LB R o FHEBE R AE 2R F BOR Ak ik
HHERE, XAEARERE B AL R AR AT B R

T, 25 3, FEMMES, 2008, FkE I KEPEHY B
KARFHIAR. BlefAEfa, (6): 3—S5

T, HILR, LA, 2005, U538 K H K PR FRAE Y 5 .
IR, 29(6): 849—856

F KR, 2011, KRG SRR R F 5 AR KR AL S5 T
T P EEEREE AR 113—119.

FERRE, 25 B, fLASRSE, 2013, KAHWiSE SRR E B A
KPR B BERLN . K244, 37(10): 1487—1494

DANHME, 2014, KARWPEA K G R E K EEDRESE 54
KA I A G Y . W S o BN A 2
w3, 6777

IANH¥E, 2= B EEEsE 2014, KA 4 ASEARKR TR
PR BIER LA, R R, 21(3): 494—502

Ay FB el e B R, 2015, R EL G AEL. ke
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EFFECTS OF INBREEDING ON GROWTH AND SURVIVAL OF LARVAL AND
JUVENILE GOLDEN-SHELL PACIFIC OYSTER (CRASSOSTREA GIGAS)

XU Cheng-Xun, LI Qi,

ZHANG Jing-Xiao,

KONG Ling-Feng

(The Key Laboratory of Mariculture, Ministry of Education, Ocean University of China, Qingdao 266003, China)

Abstract

We established 10 inbreeding families by first generation full-sib mated with golden-shell Pacific

oysters (F1) as test group, and 10 full-sib families mated with wild Pacific oysters as the control. In growth
traits and survival rate, the golden shell F1 had smaller shell height, shell length and survival rate than those of
the control during the larval and juvenile stages. The shell height and length were significantly different among
the two groups (P<0.05), except for those on day 1 and day 190 as revealed in one-way ANOVA, while the
survival rates were significantly smaller than the control group (P<0.05). In the larval stage, the inbreeding
depression of shell height, shell length, and survival rate of golden-shell F1 families ranged 0.85%—13.70%,
0.75%—10.83%, and 4.24%—27.44%, respectively. In the juvenile stage, the inbreeding depression of the shell
height, shell length, and survival rate of golden-shell F1 families varied from 6.16% to 9.90%, 1.76% to 14.21%,
and 1.92% to 4.18%, respectively.

Key words Pacific oyster; golden shell F1 families; inbreeding; growth;

survival; larval; spat



