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ME: AAAIERSEA, BLEXA LR MERARR K, AT MR ESTBEEEFRR
1304, 2 FMmEMAER, ARRBGAEEA) LLABEER, F64 KM AMNAEFIHT
] 5 B R R i & A A7 0F 1K B — AR B & 77 (general combining ability, GCA) #u 4F 7k L & 7
('special combining ability, SCA) , % & & 7, 3 T & i & %, UAS5 UA4 frn SIN 3 M EE{K
GCA & &, 7 %7 0.42.0.32 F1 0.19;17 2 X 41 & # ,UAS x SIN ,UAI x UA2 UA4 x
UAS \UA4 x SIN fu UAL x SIN 5 M4 & KR Ef 7 & ok oy SCA EE ML HBRA L, & £ 7
REFROCAERLAG RRENEEURR AT Z0NMERE T , FRFE TR E K
K GCA M SCAF ZARr kBl AR, EEKERTA ;MR ELNTE T, T RFETER

EURBESNZEAFEEA X, MGEEEREE AR,
KEW: LAEMT; 28 —HEAD; HHBRAN

hE4SES: Q321; S968.22

JL 4N 5 X5 M ( Litopenaeus vannamei) J& %f K
Bl ( Penaeidae) | i %} i J& ( Litopenaeus) , J& >4 {i
[ 27 AR AR AR 20 i
480 FMTF R fT BT A, LR T 24N H
FPRZ O RER XA A PO AT 0t S5 MR A7 38 %
BRI AR TR R [ LA X
AN S RV T T = I L |
2NN A S U= I ST W O N o
P PR B — R AR

BC & 3 2 VP Al R 38 5| A A 1) 8 A o
ZH, th Sprague 251 1 F KA B FBF T R
WHEH, 0 — BB & 71 ( general combining
ability, GCA ) F1 %5 5% Bic & 71 ( specific combining
ability ,SCA) . GCA 15t 1% KL Ak & 5 A %) 4 %4
W, T RLRE GE 8 A% s SCA BN AU 4% 45 7 1 A Y 1
PERONE b0 S A (] K TR T 4 4 A 45l
T L PN o 7 A e A A A ) EE A R,

%5 B #5:2012-09-17 &8 B #5:2013-01-11

XHRFRERD A

G 153 ATz b e T AR B O R AR Y F
Fot R AEK R B B R BE ST R, Mallet 251
BFEE T B A2 4 W5 ( Concha ostreae) 3 > Hiy PB4
TER I 5 B By BOiy A ORISR & 0, KB
FEWELE )y Hy R DUIDT A9 A 4 A S 8 B BER
RO AR s Deng 455 3 BB 2 A BT, S0
T 4 8 #5400 ( Haliotis discus hannai)3 PNEER ) 4
KRB A 7 A% 520 3, 45 R 878 ok 500 F
AEfin A 25 7 2 ) 52 e A PR 1 26 35 N ik
VTR MR B R M S A R R T g
( Oncorhynchus mykiss) i & 3647 17 3 /& 15 & 4
Br, T SHCG T A A A A, TN 45 i 2R TR] Y 2% A8
PR T DL TR T AR AR [1] 23 A 2 K A1)
ORI P R 51 R (£ b N 1Bl 3
NSRRI il UV ST 1

ARSI AN TR AR, il 2 XU 2% 52 Fil
PALB BT HE T D ILGE X IRRER A 7 K
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ZA, FESL T RIS A R A o R R A R A R A
SCERVERE R, 25 5 20 SR R AL R 2k Al T A TRl 51 2t
TEAR AR i B FAE 5 PEAR 9 GCA Hl SCA, SR 3 Al
G 6 P RE DAL B 014 5 2 AR A, D g et gt £ 7 e
110 LA 5 X 9 A 3 AR R 3t B R 2 8, LU
LA I R T AR AR

1 MRSk

1.1 SR

7 A~ PLEN B MR 512 R T 2011 4F 6 A 2
Lz HRA Ml F I K FF B 3 A% 7 A R0 (R R
BheA 5T Bt B K 7= O 78 BT 2 1L KL ), o i A
# 7 SIN,UAI1,UA2 UA3 UA4 UA5 Fil UA6,
SRR 23 7 A A I, X E SR A AL R AP DD BR
AR IFBL TR E 28 T, $ &5 70 & VK B
AT B PRI Kk T RE RN T RRT 5
A A BT (2 RHEARS 1 R MERF SR ;1 R
WENR 5 2 RMENRSCIC) )2 7 4 TR K &R 130
NRERFFRBEER 40 D LR FFRMEE R 26
MR DS

1.2 REBBEREEWESE

FER RN AL S, DA 58 A v Bl AL %k B
TCT 4R 3 000 B, B 170 L 55 54 P9 5l 55
Ho Mk kE ZAFIFE, N K R BEHLIR
400 LA 170 L i E ARk S i i & . 447
IFRE 25 8 R, DK R 300 B, V14
B2 Ay is A AL B SR A Y, — I Ak B A
BB E R0 170 LI EMNFRIE . 2K
ARKE3~4 em B EBNRR DKM 6 7Y
M5 T AL AT R B R AR POt ARl
(visible implant elastomer, VIE) y3: 5}, DL X 43 A [
MR FR IRE A KTt PR F% o T0 b i B F
5 % 111 3% 58 3 N BRI TR 3% TNt 114 55 5 9 B 1 458
il 7E 109 J&/m*  Hoth 7k B 5 ) L AR5 0 R H
AR, P M 34 e RS AR Y DR — B
MAFIE 2 5 H BB, W5 B 2 IR B IR BT i, 0 oR
AR VIE gita 4 ik 5 ki 5 0 &
HIISEEE . it DR R A E MRS A

F1 FLAMEMNTEANSIHBENRTEWNINER

Tab.1 Incomplete diallel cross of seven populations of L. vannamei

GIHERECQ)

2| K (6 ) introduced population

introduced population UAS UA4 SIN UA3 UAL UA6 UA2
UAS 7 3 3 - - 5
UA4 - 10 5 1 2 3
SIN 6 4 10 3 1 3 4
UA3 - 5 5 - 2 2
UAL - - - 3 - -
UA6 - - 4 - 1 1
UA2 - 4 4 4 2 5
41t total 130

1.3 Sito#h
FHI Excel A4 X 4 5 ek 7177 1% S04 25174
AP ] ASReml BPF SR TR 5 40 R4S Y 1 24
SRR IRAL IR 125 Al B3R o i PER I & g T
SCERAERBERLAG ARG MR BC G 7 o IR BT AR
FITC G 1 73 BT A 3L Ry 2 PR VR 5 A A
Yimi = U+ Env, + Pond,(Env,) + byw, +

g +tg +s; +fi + € hnijkl

K Vg R DA RER G F BT A
SEHS LA u BRI RL, Env, 955 h A4S 57
BE Y [ 52 BN, Pond,, (Env,) 55 h A~ FR 54
S5 n A I I (] AL, wy, S AR 0 IR B
(PhAEHE) b, N IENHRE, g, (8,) AEH i(j) M
PRI SA (BEA) — IS & 1 CBEALA ) 5, M5
P SCARTEIR 5 55 A BEA R 2 58 9 R BR TE 75
T3 CHEBLRENE ) f, 4 [7) I 2R 2 R % B ™ A 114 36
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() BRI B e, 17 FEAIL TR 22 50 o
PG PEAR A TC S 0 70 A B Y Ay ) SCER P S 7R
( probit i% H 40 ) -
0 if A, <0
nw={ . ’
I if Apy >0
Ay = u + Env, + Pond,(Env,) + Sy Chui
Ay 8 LRI A5 R (14715 ,0: 5
T2) s Ay M Y TR AL 1 (FF 5 RS HEIEZS
I3 su R AR E, Env, 5 b A 3R 5E 3 18 E
XL, Pond, (Env,) N4 h D3R5 NS n A
T P 5T 5 RN, 5, R B | DSOS 5 A BE
AT A S B R GRIC B 1 (BEALALNL) | e, 0 B
BLIR 225800
FEIE PR AR 5 0 0 A B 280w fin A — JBEIRE 5 0
RO, BB T B, PR &5 SR R e A |
REAAE TG AR A — R BC & 0o EAh X T 4705 1
NN I B a3 € I WY ER T Y (£ 7 S
BNERERA, 2R MY S SCA fFAE 7

LM IC AR BB o A 4 (] S 2H O S 2
Al 28 S 2 & IR SR IBC & 7, DR G A A2 80 o R
N e () 2 55 RE AR Sy B ) A B KR

2 4k

2.1 FREMFEFERPEITEFERE

Xof T BT ARG PR AE T L AT L
B R RO AR H R 8], EE T AR
RGBS AR RAERERT 1, XA
ARFEATHC G T 43 A I 3 26 58 3R B B, PRI A7 T
PERFE 2 AR B D o 3R IR it 6 3 L R
5.60 ~30.83 g, Horp W & B LAk BT Y (E Y
17.96 g, [t O 1A T £ (0 18. 41 g, W A8
FRBOMZEAR KR, &K R IR A R HE N
55.06% ~98.82% , Hth 5 B L F Y HE N
91.70% , K T 4t B e A7 15 2 (79. 17% ) 5 W Hh
S R 0.06.0.14(5£2)

R2 AMEMNGSIHBEEERGERERFEENHBESRITE

Tab.2 Descriptive statistics in harvest body weight and survival of L. vannamei

EE 4

A

PR i o, of o, of /e EB/ME/g BRI/ R BRRE
traits field o o mean min max SD CvV
families individuals
— == Ek
T % %11 QDAS 130 10 482 17.96 5.60 30. 80 3.09 0.17
harvest body weight vy %11t HBHH 106 8717 18.41 5.87 30.83 3.24 0.18
N = g ke
1E1E % 7 &% 10 QDAS 114 9324 91.70 70.79 98.82 5.50 0.06
survival 9] ]t ¥ 1% HBHH 101 8 270 79.17 55.06 96.15 11.00 0.14

2.2 SIHBEKEREMEETERN—BRESD

LR T I 2 1L AT b B PR Hb B, UAS
UA4 F1 SIN 3 45| #ERER 1 GCA fH fie i, HoAH 2
W 0.42.0.32 1 0.19; 7 UA3 UAL UA6
UA2 4 A5 JEHE R ISR 4 5 it 19 GCA {48/ HL
gt (26 3) ., UAS I SIN BEK 76 5 & % 11 Al
T7 b O b 1 A K SR B N R, R R R
I — WA 138 IEAE ; UA4 5] 353 i 0 ok
AR T 11— FRETRC A ) (LR 7 5% % 1 R b o e
WAETER R ZESR, 43518 0.27 F1 - 0. 21, Ui 1%
FEAR M AE KR BB Z AR R g mie K. Xt
1 A 5 R GCA SO (B HEF T AR G R B #T
S5 R AR IR B T MR R AR GCA A7 7E IE
A (0.31)

F3 AMENMRSIHBEEREN—RES NHEE
Tab.3 General combining ability in harvest body

weight of intorduced populations of L. vannamei

i R 44 i it harvest body weight

SRR - :

inwoduced gl wdcsye

populations QDAS HBHH EREAL

HBHH + QDAS

UAS 0.03 0.37 0.42
UA4 0.27 -0.21 0.32
SIN 0.01 0.26 0.19
UA3 0.04 0.19 -0.04
UAl 0.02 -0.03 -0.09
UA6 -0.16 -0.32 -0.27
UA2 -0.27 -0.27 -0.53
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2.3 SHBEERENETERNESHESH
AN )5 | E A A A A [R) PR 5% T 44 o it RAE 306
AR SCA EAFERE R 25 5. 7 & % 1L A 5T it PR
SCA {Hil[E K - 0.48 ~3.56, 17 1% Ptk SCA i H
—0.13 ~0.26; 7 4t 5 HE 4K it £ PR AR SCA fH 22 &
B/NR -0.30 ~0. 14, 775 M AR SCA {HE F 4
-0.23 ~0.29(F 4) o XF P M A B i AAE 36 MR
SCA RN AE #E 17 HH % R B4 B, 45 3 B R AS TR 3%

ZRAT T S 7 1L R T b B A b A T S RN A T
PER B S AR SCA (HRLN, 28 58 4145 UAS x SIN
UAI x UA2 UA3 x UA4 il UA4 x UAS {4 )5 & 1
AR SCA {f £ &, HAB 4 54 0. 30.,0. 29 .0. 24
F10.22;7ff UA2 x UA5 UA2 x SIN UA6 x SIN |
UAG6 x UA4 Fil UAI x SIN Z% 58 41 4 1 SCA %k 1
B, 2238414 UAL x SIN il UA1 x UA2
FEEPEAR 9 SCA fH fe i, 43511 0.29 F10. 21 57

BRI PEAR SCA (HAF7E IEA R (0.17) , 1735
PEAR SCA fEAFAE AR ( -0.30) ¢

F4 FLHEIEREFZ

UA6 x SIN

AEFERENFEERNERES IR NE

Tab.4 Specific combining ability in harvest body weight and survival of hybridized combinations of L. vannamei

N4 SCA {HEAK, N -0.19,

AL # &% 11 QDAS W] 4 # 4 HBHH 4L e + 75 £ % 1L HBHH + QDAS
hybridized W 1 17 W 1715 W e 1715
combinations harvest body weight survival harvest body weight survival harvest body weight survival
UAS x SIN -0.43 -0.01 0.14 -0.02 0.30 0.01
UAIL x UA2 0.39 0.16 0.09 0.13 0.29 0.21
UA4 x UA5 1.23 0.07 0.03 0.14 0.22 0.16
UA6 x UA2 -0.21 0.07 -0.01 0.06 0.04 0.09
UA3 x UAS 1.30 -0.05 0.04 0.21 0.17 0.03
UA3 x SIN 0.28 0.07 0.01 0.06 0.01 0.07
UA2 x UA3 0.37 -0.06 0.02 0.11 0.08 0.01
UA3 x UA4 -0.13 0.01 -0.03 -0.01 0.24 0.02
UA1 x UA4 3.56 0.09 0.00 -0.21 0.12 -0.07
UA6 x UA3 0.51 0.04 0.02 0.15 0.04 0.10
UA2 x UA4 0.19 0.05 0.02 0.09 0.08 0.07
UA4 x SIN 0.43 -0.11 0.05 0.29 0.08 0.14
UA1 x SIN 0.93 0.26 0.00 0.00 -0.04 0.29
UA6 x UA4 -0.20 -0.08 0.03 -0.06 -0.07 -0.01
UA2 x SIN -0.45 -0.13 0.01 0.29 -0.21 -0.03
UAG6 x SIN -0.04 -0.08 -0.08 -0.23 -0.11 -0.19
UA2 x UA5 -0.48 0.26 -0.30 -0.08 -0.35 0.05

2.4 S|HBEFEREFEEERBRENNAEES
IS R R R IR SCA T Z 4 K
(1.27) , =My 247589 14.77% , i GCA J7

ZR A T F T T 2219 0. 81 % 5 0] Il o B R ot o
PEAIR GCA 1 SCA J5 22 4l 7 358 /I, 43 1) 5 e Y
WA 1.34% F1 0.89% (F5) 2454 Wi th

o T 1

RS AMENGFSI#BGEERE . FEERESGANFTEAS

Tab.5 Variance component of combining ability in harvest body weight and survival of L. vannamei

J7 2 variances

MR traits

‘7?: ‘TZGCA ”i‘l'A U'% 0'?

NG T 5% 1 QDAS 8.60 0.07 1.27 - 7.26
harvest body A4t ¥ ¥ HBHH 8.94 0.12 0.08 1.11 7.63
weight L5455 Wi QDAS + HBHH 8.88 0.16 0.14 1.46 7.12
TEE #H %11 QDAS 1.04 - 0.04 - 1.00
survival il b ¥ e HBHH 1.08 - 0.08 - 1.00
Z: 4 Wit QDAS + HBHH 1.05 - 0.05 - 1.00

oy KT 0gcs —IRIEE H T, 05ca- BRI & 10525 0. BN 5 2% 0. B8 %

Notes;zr,z,. phenotypic variancc,a-zGCA. general combining ability variance,o-%m. specific combining ability Variances,(r;. full-sib variance,a—i.

residual variance.
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PR BTEER GCA Hl SCA J5 222413, 43 ) i 2R
JrFERY 1.80% F1 1.58% M HE TR FXER. H S
e 1L TR b B Ut Y M AT 5 PR SCA T5 22 A o 4y
#7004 F10.08, 44 H R T7 2211 3. 85% Al
7.41% 5 L5 45 P HUAE 5 PR AR SCA J7 Z 4 or A
0.05, 5FER B2 4.76% ,

3 dhie

] P A1 2 2 % FLAA i o IR AR PR R B8 A S 8K
il B, Ho A SR B AL o sl
FE R RS T 25 A0, JL SO A 0T o A7 05 %
BEAZ I R DR I 4 L AL g 3 B
BN PR, — T A At 2 3 RO o R
s GRS N SRR e B 12 N4 VRS K A )
B 434, FT LA A0 B 2k B0 0. LR AL i
RN 75 & % 1L b BRHE , ML T XTI UAS [ UA4
Fl SIN 3 Ao | B 44 14 BT 5 IR 9 GCA (¥ &
A TERIONE , B A 9 A7 AR 35 = & 1Y Pk st 1%
5, AT DTHRTE Z R AR 2 5 1 i RS R

WFFE 2R B, L9 B X MR A7 35 o R 3o 4% ) 3¢
5 p 5 8 AL ) R AT R AR iRl R OE M
S SR AL SR PR, 32 2 DR A v 2k 1 5
Wi P K, LA v B R R A 3 AR K 7 B
Yy, B A 4L W5 ( Concha ostreae) 4S5k VS
J#4 UL (Argopectens irradias ) Y5 475 55 3% A2 A< JE 0
Phogonz AT L A AR R B A 1 2 B s S
Wi R EEF 2 . ABFIE R, A T S L
AT b H B 7 A 0 S AR R SRR IR A T
UAS5 x SIN ,UAI x UA2 . UA4 x UA5 ,UA4 x SIN
M UATL x SIN 5 2452 4 A SCA R AH 1E [#] 4f
P W]t Ud W% 2 AT B 0 1Y) AR ORI T
FE IR , 225 R B, 1T 2 RAE N B A R R
I it — 2 Bk

LR Wb A T SIS O 2 AL 0y v T R,
— BB A 1 0y 22 AL oy FURR R LA 1 22 4 o M
AT, B T A5 R R i R 3 [ S 4R R o
PR A I 5 R B 2E 25 R b, K R 4 () B 4800 o
TRCR TR, A SR 2R % kL, Al 14 5T 25 1)
PEIRAG Iy 22410y, 2 H S E K M 5%
Ly RYRT b 8 e v b 4 5T ok R MR TC £ 00 A O
MR, P AR BT B MR GCA 55 SCA B A ¢
ZHOCRIEAG , T A7 16 MR SCA SR (B A1 56 5
B, 3 WA T o [R) 3 R AL 5 90 B8 B 22 S /N L AF

W ] 22 5 K, X 5 Gitterle %' fil Perez-
Rostro %7 B gy 45—,

K7 Bl ) H A B AR TC A T A BT AR R 2
B WK — R T Jr 2 4 i (ANOVA) [y
Griffing j#t & 5> Griffing ¥ 16 K {E ¥ & Fh
B A5 7153 AT o N A 22, e K = sh i O T, 3 8
IS FHAE DL 26 2 58 e &SI BF 9 ot 11020200 sk
Griffing % {5 4 7 18 43 B -5 5080 , 78 58 42 X5
T A NS DA E ES S DR PN G e n I K 7 = R 2
HhEy B S R DU e 2 1 38 % B0 XE S N G
Br'®', Wearden 2! £ Griffing 4 % 3L iy I 3%
Iy A (A BRI, AH 2 A5 9K 3k A el 28 L AE K™ 8l
Y E Fp b R R PE . & 3L F REML fl BLUP
TR A AR, IR A 2R MR op R B £ 45 77
B g | 3% B B LR S T E RN, B A4S
GCA [SCA Fi1 4 [F] Jitd 41 %5 17 % Wil AL %5 g, 5 HL AT
DA A 3 RSP i K0 RS A T B0 IS A 0 (8 O e
. ESMFF B e ) REML 35 JF & 44 58 %00
S M AR INPE J7 22 4o AT g I A
53 % i F§ MTDFREML #1 DFREML 43 %I WF 5% T
K R I P R ) 458 S BOROG A 7 P g LB AR
PEAR LA S M2 A3 0 o A K = 3
D AR A R M R A e
PAG S AN g AR ) A sl T, R
— LA TR R L S T R R R S MR
FRICAHIZE A, T G 2R 18] B 2 58 e #o AR 98 R
FHE B 2 M A2 2 R 249 SROAF R AR SR 5 Ak B30 A 5
AR A Ty, 38 5 ) SR A5 TR A A7 0 R 1
Bl 1, B By i ik LA O S5 AR 0 5 ) 3k B Ak
FEAF ML R R, 1 S B R A A
FiBR , AR5 BRI 2SS A R AR ERBR,
FLB R A 58 41 A, TR TG 5 i 117 308 PR
—RECA 1. N T ik BB AR S G BT
R € 3 LN R N TR RS Fe AR IR B MR
F AR [ B R UE R R A H e B R AL S
ALY

7S S ) TR A 48 M AR R T SR M AR AL
L5 DR R RUBRIEAN S T 24 JLAN I X HF 5] F
TE A 2% 58 1) AR 5 i AN AE T SR & T, I 0 3 s 2R
R MR 38 15 RN BB 0 3 AR, DL R e
AR 5 BRSO ik — 2 047 3 E L
75 SR8 0 IX A FLAN T X IR e TAREZE & 1 kAl
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Combining ability of hybrid generation from the introduced
populations of Litopenaeus vannamei

WANG Hao'?, LUO Kun’, LUAN Sheng’, KONG Jie’* , XU Shengyu’, CHEN Baolong’
(1. College of Fisheries and Life Science,Dalian Ocean University ,Dalian 116023, China;
2. Yellow Sea Fisheries Research Institute ,Chinese Academy of Fishery Sciences,Qingdao 266071, China;
3. Qingdao Higene Aquabreeding Technology Co. ,Lid,Qingdao 266071 ,China)

Abstract. Seven populations of Litopenaeus vannamei were collected to evaluate the general combining
ability and the specific combining ability in harvest body weight and survival with the mixed linear model
and generalized linear models, combined with constrained maximum likelihood method. Incomplete diallel
crosses and nest design were adopted and 130 full-sib families were obtained by artificial insemination. The
results showed that the populations of UAS5, UA4 and SIN were higher than others in general combining
ability of harvest body weight, the magnitude were 0.40,0.32 and 0. 19, respectively. The general combining
ability of harvest body weight and survival in the hybrid groups of UAS x SIN,UA1 x UA2,UA4 x UAS,
UA4 x SIN and UA1 x SIN, which were priority combinations in producing superior offspring, had positive
advantages. The analysis of variance of combining ability showed that in different environments, the
proportion of GCA and SCA variance component in body weight traits had little difference. Correlation
analysis showed that there is positive correlation between the GCA of harvest weight, but negative correlation
in survival. For the study of general combining ability and specific combining ability in different groups, the
experiment provided the basic data for further genetic breeding of L. vannamei.
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