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HE DLA SZ B F 7 STt = FE 4R F# (Portunus trituberculatus) 4 B X A W HF it %, B E s
MM E6RZARTFEAXZXANHEINE., 42, B, BUKEHENE. BUKREHSYERY
BERBEEMBNEAE 6 MIMKRIFN TG Z AR FELEEBENY . FEZMETR, EER
FRENASKDAMNEREL D MAFET, AR AKEH 0 10%, ELLREFAXR FinEE
R EHNE S LA EHL BN ZFF B E(P>0.05), X 2 MEAR IR FR R Ko 5] H-2.789% ~
—6.620%71—1.188% ~ —5.938%; it . &t 2= ¢ i B % (P>0.05), iR # % 4-1.859% ~ —7.222%,
FAEAHD NI RFR; ERGEQM & KEGERM)N LR TG EN BN T SFE L
P, MELRREEE I, ENBENTAEETRAES,

KA R; ZHRRTFE;, RF; &8
hESEE S917.4 SCEAFRIRAD A

=YeH 7% (Portunus trituberculatus)2E K &,
AR, RBREESE, EHNMER, 1981 4Lkl
1) Ay B U K R SR A A R — (PVE R A
1984), A R K = SR B A T B, RO 2 YRR el
NTEFRGEARFRIEHE, AR E =i Fe v, ik
() EABCE AT B, i R AT 3k B 2 s BB 4K PN 1) 300
2, Iz SRARFRGE I R R TR AR, s AE 2R
IR AT BEPE RN, 33 B RE A5 5 | e A 38 52
IR H 25 O AT OGTE A9 £ 0 (kT £ 55, 2009) .

TE H ARSI TSR FE A5 TR e ™ AR iE 22, i
B3l ) B 1) — 2 3 AL MR B IS (Frankham et al,
2001), FRMITASHER . HHAFNE . BIE M6
G5B N EM LR AR, AR RS 2 B
B B 7 A T A R (R B 4%, 2005), I AC IR
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(AR B B IR AR L SRR Y 25 5 L SR o
TR AP 25 1107 A 22 5 (Lannan, 1981; Keller et al,
2002; Affre et al, 1999), [FIRT, SEIGHFBIAS R AL 3E
3 52 UL K AR ) 1) 388 A% 7 7 AL B 168 A [R) 400 b % [
ARV B S0 X0 A I 3SR IR AR B 7 A 25 S (D K A
45 2005),

AT A2 X} S ) B A A RE BT 9E 22 4 v e IG AE T EL
Y AIE 20 AR 4, 2010; Cassinello et al, 2005;
Frommen et al, 2008; Ninaet al, 1994)., W58k, i
SERE K 7= Bl PR iR R R 2 (Gallardo et al, 2004)
FEHP%(Su et al, 1996) . UIAFIL 3 | 4l 50T (Gjerde
et al, 1983). #jfl Wil R K A7 % (Gjerde et al, 1983;
Nakadate et al, 2003)4 i & 52 . HIfAE A i 58
HH G B BIF 5% R UE BH O 22 i i T AR, aniE E R AR
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(2011) W5 R WY, HL SR I A8 fff JE A 52 03 £ (Ruditapes
philippinarum) f 77 15 PR BT R [R R BE A iR, 20
Al ok BT 3 A AR B A KMtk . Moss 45 (2007) 5 58
T, (EBCA AR FRIESRAE T, A PG XS iR
(Litopenaeus vannamei ) ¥ A7 1 T A7 7= A= e 2 B 521 .

Crnokrak % (1999) Kt I ACHH O R R B, HA Y
54%I I R T i E I AC R .

KT =R T ZRER LR ST
RIS R W ARE, BT, RFRRGE R T
26 IR TR RO R . HESha . b
AR TR TR SR, DU PR 38 % = 9etR T
ZHEMERERI SN

1 #REFE
1.1 SRy

ARSI T 2011 4 3-6 H 7 R EUK P RE 5T B
VK PR ST T L0 S b 1L AR HE DT T B & R KR
TR PR BTN Al HEAT o AR SIZ 06 2 0 WS 1 S M V8 Vi
X, WSLRIT IR IX | VN V5V DR R I X 4 AN AN TR
MR ARVE D SRR, RN T2 mcRBH A, 8
A EERER, RFEREMEGM, 2005 4F
WA IE R R E 2011 1% 2 6 1R (Fe), AF—fR Bkt
TEBEIRIR LB 3 A ON R N 526 1 )
SRR, L6 I8ANTLBER.

1.2 L5 H*E

121 %%k T 2010 4F 9 A= NIt
FEMAE G, TR N 30-40 m?, k{7 k 0.8-1.2m
B KT AL, A 10-15 ecm 4ivb, SRE
AT HTH R R TR R R, AR I I 7R
8-10C, MiAIbII], M R ElfE 5-8 Him?, %
AAMET 5mg/L, pH i) 7.8-8.6, £hE Ny 28-32,
ot i B 5 7 500 Ix LATF .

SEEEHES T A 8 m? x 1.5 m ()28 P BA I B i T

W, 4R LLRE 458 2 4 dt (Brachinonus plicatilis) .
Hi(Brine shrimp) M 1AL, RERIEHK 10%, #LE 73S
K.
122 ZHFEGIRAFNZ I 2 S 55 2% 8 1) B
AFAEbR, FWeAR R RO & BT i 2 SR 1 2 W 9, kS
i E] 0.1 mm; AR SCHER (VIR S5, 1984) ULER k444l
DI R O R B RO, SR WA A R A iR i
OB B (WL T4, 2005), WM ERE R BEIE, 4
B B PN Gy AR A A A D R R B, 0 SR T A BBl
B AR, IR A R HELh ]

123 #RXAHKLHER FR R0 HE A F
#(Inbreeding coefficient) f& i & # 2 PE 9 Fh L 58 1R
(AR HEFE A, TR RS2 X6 30T A8 A 7 B o o FH A 45
B, AR T SR A TE 1 AR, o R I A Sl e R
A AECERR, WARASK B T3 2811 3 B 5 o &
Pk i, [ B4l B R E b, R
R B AR () S P R 4l TSR vy
UEAE R EN(F)il i LR ATl (S K 5 4%, 2005):

F, = Z[(%j(nl +n, +1)(1+ FA)}

Ao, ng 23 R 5E 52 AR A AR ] AR ] B
B, np 2SRRI S AR BEA T B AR ] R A, Fa
SR [FAL A B 1 I A8 R

BANRBERG Fim A AR 58 R R4
(Inbreeding depression coefficient, IDC)®] DL i LI T
A AT A T
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(F - Flnbred)

XA, W inred FIW 3BT R R Fro (0K
REAN AR R EFHIME, Finbrea 1 F 20 MUK
FH P RERMIE3E R EL
124 HHhegm g
1241 #HZ3waz b/ Wl Y e
KT HESh 2-5 ¥k, WEGR R, 2 2 IRHESh S i i) ot it
W L6 EE 1 R HESh 4 iR T i 25 (Wu et al, 2010), 4T
ZEURRLRS « FRIE AR AL, AWFIE HAES 1K
HEL 00 By A 4T R G S 36 B WS B SR FH S TR A
A R OB N Al AR O B, AECHESTT 10 h 22
i, BRI E TN 8 m?x 1.5 m () B B it
WEHELD I E], HELHIS 6 h, 7EH& Wiy 211 6 4
B, A BIE 400 ml KA, GEit RN E Y Z, Gk
B, T 6 AN E RIE, FARYE T K AR ) R TR
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125 HKEALHELE HH KA GEsrrf SPSS
17.0 XF & AR B IME . brifE ST ST Hr, HA
% 7 22 7 BT (Oneway ANOVA) 1 i 3 1 7K - i%
P<0.05, HEAIRIFHHSCEGAH M2 5, Xl 2257
2 A AT 2 8 LA (LSD) . LA SSRECH 3
HAE, DOoRBER ST, (RE PR R, XTI
HopiE . HERh . AR ASRERIR I TN T 2250 o
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ACFSELA 2008 4 FISEMEIFIC . W4T i
I M A DRI 15 4/ B0

HPAE AR N BERERER A SRR AR ST A “ AL AC AR i
CHHERA TEMB PR BTSSR AT AR, R RUR A G
RIS R HON 0. ARG I 52 R B3 A Ui A — AR
I A2 RN 1 s, al DL 4z R M 58 2R O AL 7R
JL A PN AT Lk B AR A9 1 5 R A

22 ZEHEASH

X EFE T FR AR B T s SRk 2 iR, BEE
LS ARECRE 2 RE N, AR EHION & | B
REHES) i BARAE SVR A TR, A7 2R
HAZ I Y 22 AR I TR 1 25 (P>0.05) ;41 51 2 FHES))
R NG, AR T2 SR
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H AR SEBRIF AL 28 22 S MR il 25 (P>0.05)

23 WhAESH

R S 65 S A RIS R/ N X il S, DA
SEARBCA 73 AR, 53531 LA 14 42 Y 58 AN A E 4 B
ARAE, R ETINARROALER G | HEA R | BRI R SR
REFEAT I IT 2007, S5 RN 3 Fizs . 3k 34521 A]
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Tab.1 Information of P. trituberculatus broodstock

foH RR%E 2HA PRI R B3 R
Generation Category Fu!l carapace Body W_elght before Body vv_elght after =
width (mm) hatching my (9) hatching m, (Q)

Fim HJ9-210 137.75 202.6 169.8 0.0000
GD1-210 128.24 191.5 143.0
HJ6-110 140.16 204.2 162.3

Fom HJ1821 144.71 257.0 213.2 0.0000
HJ928 133.06 194.7 151.7
HJ839 140.84 204.9 178.3

Fam Z21 136.83 173.6 139.4 0.2500
L28 142.69 189.0 157.5
HJ1822 140.96 212.6 164.8

Fam LH1 148.53 233.7 195.4 0.3750
DZz3-207-3 142.12 205.1 170.8
HJ1703 143.15 196.5 164.1

Fsm P4-306-4 153.16 273.7 247.8 0.5000
Q21-106-4 152.06 250.7 208.8
Q17-206-4 165.72 338.5 269.5

Fem G10 130.22 164.3 137.8 0.5938
HJ1210 150.07 295.3 246.3
Q21 144.07 218.2 180.9
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Tab.2 The reproductive performance of every generation of P. trituberculatus (Mean+SD)
R BV T A B S AR HES) L op & 4 & Ik %
Generation Fecund_ity per unit _Egg prodqction per Fec:mdity Egg pzoduction Hatching
body weight (eggs/g) unit body weight (eggs/g) (10" eggs) (10" eggs) rate (%)
Fim 5541.68+385.46 2718.27+523.24 86.37+1.65 42.60+4.22 49.98+1.93
Fom 4473.22+323.56 3179.41+325.89 79.49+2.04 55.74+2.05 68.73+3.32
Fam 5155.36+446.92 3005.13+354.33 79.57+1.83 47.00+1.64 59.01+1.32
Fam 4166.06+151.96 2597.17+268.45 73.61+6.33 46.77+2.04 62.51+3.03
Fsm 3934.38+362.01 2209.81+254.36 95.90+4.58 53.20+2.66 54.63+3.32
Fem 4188.33+£146.04 2353.93+330.21 79.08+2.36 46.47+2.59 56.25+2.89
*3 ZHEBRTFEESAMBMNE. HyE. BLENHFTESH(ANOVA)
Tab.3 Covariance analysis of fecundity, egg production, and hatching rate of P. trituberculatus (ANOVA)

i Source [X 254+ Dependent variable Gt F FHAEHEZE Sig.

R H25P 4t Fecundity 2.933 0.115

Body weight HE4h & Egg production 3.507 0.088

§ 4k % Hatching rate 1.052 0.327

B 7 PR EE L B Fecundity per unit body weight 0.192 0.670

& T HE4) & Egg production per unit body weight 0.076 0.787

4T G LB & Fecundity 3.485 0.089

Full carapace width HE4h 2 Egg production 3.345 0.095

1L % Hatching rate 0.990 0.341

BA 37 PR H I 5P £ Fecundity per unit body weight 0.128 0.727

Hfi ik B HE4h i Egg production per unit body weight 0.073 0.792

24 FIRERH

A 38 B 1 25 (2005) H iy 1 A ) R AR
BN 4, Lh Fon f0AE R AR T 08T, & 4
AR A T Fin A8, BR Fom A0SN, 558 R ER B3 i 10%,
PR A A D ) R RECN-2.789% ~ —6.620%,
B AR HEA) B0 R RECN-1.188% ~ —5.938%),
AR A R R

25 TEZRSFW

AT MR RSP B SAR, 4R NE 5
N, BIPHTRIRL, AR R BR R TR S

3 itig
31 BESHME., WRENESESSIR

WAL ZREVE B BRI N R A AR 1L, AR N
AN )RR 22 8] B[R] — FF 44 PN AS TR) A AR 1) 35 4% 28 S5 1)
ST, WFFERTG  BEAR P 8 AR ) AR S B[] AR
fl b a2 525 Reed 25(2003) & HR, Wbt A6
538 Rk 2 ) 2 A IR AR G IR sC M F R
B IRG R BRI SS BT, B0 T A S L R ) 4
HILE, RS RS E ZHEERERIL, SEUS R

AARIE 5 JBE (R PR I8 DR 28 A0 10 1) T e, T 5 B2
ARG, D) i 3 DAY 2 P ) e PR3 3R B A i
W, RIS IR A

32 EXRXEHEYEE MR

T A AR SRS A AR AR — b s e, 3 A A
VR, A FEIR AT DL 4 A B R A T
S, A AR B 1 R/ 2 A7 5 A8 AR R 32 R A
(52 ), AFL S [R] B 359 0 R 22 31K [R) B2 52
(Husband et al, 1996). i 3¢ iR 7] GE & A FEAE Y A 1<
A B, JEH A I SR AL R E H S A K
) A B 22 IR, AR I AR B R R AR
2E 3R W) 2 7 M 0 A= K B9 I 9 B (Fischer et al,
2003), (A3 HIIG & & Stk AR T A &R
73X 46 A B 20 M e A 5 A RS 7 . DA, 1Y
G/ D A 2L, BRI AR D, WRIE T4
AN A TR 2 T T R, et
WA A M SR 75 Gy FUR A | 1 ) st AL Tumg K, B
75 5% B A2 Y5 (Hammerli et al, 2003)., XF5h4)
EAE AR A ST TR, 38 RECRE N 10%, 4R K
T ¥y ff1 (Oncorhynchus  keta) i1 14: iz il 24 £ %% (Gallardo
et al, 2004) . I it (Oncorhynchus mykiss) i) 7= B i (Su et
al, 1996) 1 it 52 % 1R R 81 31 h—5.3%F1-6.1%.
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Tab.4 Inbreeding depression coefficient of every generation of P. trituberculatus (%)
%L AN A A O e ) IR R A AR T HES 1 2R R AL AL AR IR R
Generation IDC of fecundity per unit body weight 1DC of egg production per unit body weight IDC of hatching rate
Fom 0.000 0.000 0.000
Fam —2.789 4.221 7.222
Fam -6.620 -1.188 6.685
Fsm -5.801 -3.741 1.859
Fem -5.938 -5.938 2112

TE: AR RBOIE A R BN 10%, I ASHEAR FERERIEAA SR AR I S AR RUH R e 7 20 %
Notes: The estimated inbreeding depression coefficient in the table is the decrease percentage of the inbreeding population
compared with the base or non-inbreeding population when the inbreeding coefficient increases per 10%

=5

ZHERTFEZERRASIMEMTSERDH( + )

Tab.5 Metamorphosis rate at each stage from zoea | (Z,) to crab 1I(C,) of every generation of P. trituberculatus (Mean+SD)

2. &8 ZERR

Zy B AR SR

VAT R B URUL GRS

Geﬁﬁi on Metamorphosis rate from zoea M etamorphosis rate from zoea Metamorphosis rate from zoea
I to zoea 1V (%) IV tocrab II (%) I tocrab II(%)
Fim 58.87+5.12 18.83+2.03 10.32+1.46
Fom 45.17+3.37 16.47+1.46 5.52+0.95
Fam 61.10+6.41 15.27+1.24 9.31+£2.37
Fam 44.33+3.23 8.53+1.02 3.73+2.77
Fsm 47.40+2.93 7.48+0.89 3.34+£0.55
Fem 42.17+5.60 12.11+1.33 5.57+0.04

33 EXM=ZERFEEEMRENEI

AR ARG TR 6 0 =R T8 iy
i AR R | AR ARG J LA A S ROk
PR I A = PR 1 B EATERE RS, AHX T Fom
R, HE T ASACE R, PR EREE & ALk
EHEL Y RN B I 2 R, RBAE T AC R
EEFHE NN 10%, A7 1A T H ) s A A HE S o )
1B 25003 1 h—2.789%~ —6.620%F1—1.188%~ —5.938%,
83 22 J5 AR 5 R 3 22 AR B I Ak 32 40 EL O A R B
R . B B4 (2005) A | AR At H
X} IR (Penaeus japonicas) % /K = #p A5 H 4518, 10%
() 35 32 g 51 RS K 7= W R ) S R 3E L R AR
3%-50%M iR . AP, BAREHRIE . B4
REHL R 2 AN EPRAYITAC IR RS % FIHE 3
AR—3, AT AR, A EAEIE N, BARE
B T BE 0 £ TR A B T OR R AR i A iR, 1
HKRZMMEFIFAEE, XTEEH TX R REAR
TEEZERMIET , U2 A FEREZREK
F A BRI, A E SR R MR A K
Ak (Su et al, 1996), K5 % (2005) 05846 i, i
AL [R) 8 302 58 197 52 A T AN [ ) st £ 67 Aot B 365 A
ARV A S R FpAS [ B AAR ) 3 28 R iR R T AR 22 5%
FAk, kit EAE(2009) A5, IR IR HA A

FRErE, BIVIESSHERTEAS [ A R85 25 1 T R A —,
6] —$ e | [l — PR AE 6] —Fh BRBE 451 F 7 AR I A0 3
B, MTE S — AR AR A IR .

AR I AT A R RE T ACHR e 5 1R I 28 R
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TR 22 AR . B T 32 2R 19 ] fEPE (Bensten
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AT A BT AS, 15 W58 F A
FHH, BEHARNREEAE DAL ER
(Falconer et al, 1996)., [Hit, 3¢ Hilk B EFIHESE 4l
g Behm B AibIeR A, e A
R R SR T AC Y R A
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Effects of Different Inbreeding Degree on Reproductive Perfor mance of
Swimming Crab (Portunus trituberculatus)
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Abstract

This study investigated the effects of inbreeding on the reproductive performance of

swimming crab Portunus trituberculatus, by comparing reproductive traits, including fecundity, egg
production, fecundity per unit body weight, egg production per unit body weight, hatchability and
metamorphosis rate, in full-sib families of six generations (Fim to Fey). The results showed that the range of
inbreeding depression coefficients were —2.789% ~ —6.620%, —1.188% ~ —5.938% and —1.859% ~ —7.222%
for fecundity per unit body weight, egg production per unit body weight and hatching rate, respectively,
and there was no significant inbreeding depression in these three traits (P > 0.05). As inbreeding level
increased, metamorphosisrate from zoea 1 tojuvenilecrab II presented a downward trend.
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