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1< 4t 5 (Crassostrea gigas) 5= 52 1R 1% 4 K1k B B
BESHMERBELEHUNMIEREON

KR O ETE? Dy’
(1. EHRHEA K= S i
WARHIRE ST TS RE A

WAE T EEES wEF
2013065 2. IR H BT IR S IR 5 B

2640065 3. [EZKIMEFEJRIAGEHEARE I PO S 264006)

E 7 KA Y5 (Crassostrea gigas)E ¥t H L2 P i E R . TSR E N H R E SN Y
W, ARHT S DA E AR ON 7S B A K R KA b S5 A RE, AR I E (Simple Sequence Repeats)
TIBE AR, K48 Lo B AR POk £ R B AR o F2) S AT % ST, SR A,
FrAm I EMEAE3 MHETHRIAE TREW LSS, PO, F1 A1 F2 RAER P F M EE H 5
A 16.5, 122 F1 12.8; PO, F1 fn F2 RER £ A M5 B4 E(Pic) iy T34 B E 2% 7 0.9068 ., 0.8982
#10.8836, AT H LR 10 MR B 22 A FEAE(Ho) 4 /N T HI 2 46 B (He), WL 284 -
K/NTEE  0.5775-0.6484, H1H 2o & JE S5 E O 0.8594-0.9279. b iti—i 8 T (HWE) % R £ 77,
3ANERRAE 10 MLE BA 24 MR AL E A4 B F s % HWE(P<0.05), U8 A T3 & 36 & AR
Wyt th M — E e, 3 MBI 10 MLE LB R B3 W B, T E ¥ 0.1541-0.2341,
RUBRNECL S E o2 & F G B T e &R Fe {50 B 4 0.0093-0.0245, 3% & oL A2
By, WHRXYW, URHhELKNVATEN, KEGESRTHEANEARGEELHE, A

THASRPRF—CEFES, MAERKETNG R ERKERFE RS

KHEiA

thESERE S917.4 SCHEAERIDED A

K41 W7 (Crassostrea gigas) W Fk & T 24175, J& 3
2N, BERILA | AR, A TYRACRE R
B, R A — KRR DS, TR E PO K SR A D
RZ— WEFWFRRA Y, T E A 5555
T TR S B SR, (R e B 5k B A (L
T, REIEEERTREFREER, LHTFE,
FREE AT B BT R R R R AL AE IS, R
AL, TR . TR RRAE, R 4
Wi PR 5E 4 7 o A AT R K R | IR 4
WiRP B, T RAE R BHAM L E TAEC MU A4 .

VIR EERCR Y= ¥ R I e 2N

KAEYE; TR, s, Rk SRS
XEHE  2095-9869(2016)04-0090-07

A S KPR R AGAR , AR RIS TR F T AE (Newkirk,
1983), AHFFERM], g K Rk H SR E T e
PG A P A 4G, AR I AT, 42
F A e RE S (Hershberger et al, 1984; Dégremont et al,
2007; Beattie et al, 1980; Ward et al, 2000; Langdon et al,
2003). Li 55(2006) 5 3, T 05 (4 RS REAA AT £
R A5 0t Z e, X O SO KA G ) e PR F
Pt R HE T AR SR

A I 1% 45 1 1 T 5% 2 35 4% B¢ R R o £
AL (2 BV AR, 2002), AT N TIEE R, —EW
N L3 T g a0 P 058 2 (7 AR 110 35t 4% 4 g 7
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KR R4 K ALWE(Crassostrea gigas)oe v P A KL & AR 81T ZHE 1 Bast 5 451 1O B LR AR 4 i 91

AR, 3RS JLEIE N DL SR SR AR B D, 2B
PR FHARR L ZAEVE T R, 52 W R B m )
Ko BIR—BEWPITRIE T DI FRAE 1A 10 52 4% 22 HE
55 B A R RORH L R A= B I AR B (Li et al, 2006;
English et al, 2000; Durand et al, 1993; Zhao et al,
2009), HIENER MG EMBHALR T LR D, W
RERAR R /D | SEARTTIROARNY | BEAE A Y | T
TR N TIREACRCSE R R, 5 EA SRR £
SRR, DT RREARIE B HEAR Y 1515 24 M (Hedgecock
et al, 1990; Boudry et al, 2002; Taris et al, 2006;
Appleyard et al, 2006). L, ¥5rFFricte AN HFK
WAL ERAOTIT, XTFRAERE A Y 5 AL A e A T
I, XREA R ) 2SS SR TP , AR LR,

% T & (Simple Sequence Repeats)$ RIFNFR A fiif
FEL P, Bl 1-6 TR ) E A 41 R T
W, HTEAZEMAZ . [FRREK. BMIANE
SRR EBE . 55 PCR ARG G 280K
DU PREESEDE A, B2 B T oK™ sh s A% Z 061
Hr s A% [RS8 (SIS o o ASBIFSE LA 7e et 2F K
HIEE BARR AW TR AR, AT TR
(SSR)ZFFHRicH AR, X FE Al A 1A (PO) AT AR 2k 7 R 1
(F1 1 F2)Ryst A% A AT L I, A N T
] T R FRAE A B AL 5 AR A 52 , Sy TR EH AW 98
(R PR AP R R 2 Je b B A RO JR ok S (IS A Bk

1 #wREFE
11 HRRE

ARG R A (AR AR R A A 1 40 5 s i 15 3% 7 3
AR (POYFIIE L AL B HEIR(FL R F2), 3k 3 4NHF
TR(FE 1) FEREBEA R 2012 4F2R 11 0 4 168 55 30 76 Y
e N TR A HEIA, 2013-2014 4F % SE AR N5 5
PR A R B BESE A A TRERIE T, ORUIEME I
EABEEARLT 50, EAAR ERER, L2908
FARRBTBE , N TRER RN+, Iffliz e —&
FEBITR A, Frs2 R UL J5 i A 2h T 35 & 237 o
Bt, BAKJTH:Z L Li %:(2011)F1 Wang %5(2012) 93k

18, AR HEACAGARE i 23590 DA I 2308 7 ARG A1
HRBEHLLESE . FEARREESEZ R, BURAEIGIY I 5E HLER
17T 95%MTAR A7 LT 20 CARIR vKAR R AT

1.2 DNA ZE

DNA MFEIBCR H# B /A5, BAREES |
Li Z5(2006)f 751, DNA ¥ B R  i i 22 023
Y61t Ultrospec 2100 pro UV/visible spectrophotom-
eter(Amersham Inc.) K 5¢ . K BE/KHBERL 100 pg/ml
it DNA, —20C %M.

1.3 WIESR

AWFFEILZE ] T 10 ARG 2 MR E R R
B EFT 0T s ucdCg-149 . ucdCg-138, ucdCg-194 .,
ucdCg-157. ucdCg-160., ucdCg-162 ., ucdCg-109 . ucdCg-
177 ucdCg-175 il ucdCg-140 (Li et al, 2003)(5& 2).

PCR AR Z A 10 pl, f17 100 ng #4 DNA |
1xPCR buffer. 0.2 mmol/L dNTP B4 . 1 pmol/L
1%, 1 mmol/L MgCl, fl 0.25 U Taq DNA E& M
(TaKaRa Inc.),

PCR [N %4 : 94 CHIAEPE 3 min; 35 NMEH N
94°C 1 min,iB Kk 1 min,72°C 1 min;72°C ZE{H 5 min,
PCR S i/ T GeneAmp ® RCR System 9700 17,

PCR J*WITE 6% 38 1 3R VR s e e 58 e T L vk, i
PR gLt Syl o AN [ BE R 22 TR) 25T O B R 158 22
FH A —A~Z B S E B — U A7 FL DK AR SR % BE
F1 10 bp DNA ladder (Invitrogen)/f & Marker i Il %5
PR

14 SEitaHr

g %k POPGENE Version 1.32 I8 M T &
PLTE 3 AR ISR L BN, 28 EE T2
(Pic)(Botstein et al, 1980), HIHEZE R (H), MMAE
FE(Ho), MAHIRAAHE-F A5 (HWE) A i 2517 I (Raymond et
al, 1995) L Kt f& 43 1b(Fe), [EE R EU(Fig)(Levene et al,
1949), H Genepop 1.4 #1155 Nei(1987) A ] I AH
Rl R ) AR5 Z 1 B (Da) o

R 1 KHGEHEOEERE., Mo, BEEMERY

Tab.l The sampling location, population, time and size of C. gigas

BEIR Population SRAEM & Sampling location

SKAERTIA] Sampling time  #EAZEA! Type of population FEASEL Sample size

PO HE4H A Yantai, China 20130525 FAFE{K Basic population 40
F1 HEH A Yantai, China 20140529 F1 & & #K F1 population 40
F2 HEH A Yantai, China 20151226 F2 &5 #& F2 population 40
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R 2 10 XREIRR T E AL RAFIE
Tab.2 Characteristics of the ten microsatellite loci of C. gigas
37 15, Locus GenBank é%% S E Repeat array SI¥F %] Primer sequence (5-3") 1B KIRE Tm(C)
GenBank accession No.

ucd-Cg149 AF468551  (GA), (GACA)y B A 60
ucd-Cgl38 AF468542  (GA)x A N et 57
ucd-Cg194 AF468592  (GAT), (GAG)x T L AAGAACA 52
wod-CelST  AF4GISSS (GAW (TAGAN AACAGAGAAAGGTGGATTTTAGGA
ucd-Cgl160 AF468560 (GA), (GACA), ”(l"} g?&%%%gg%%%éé?é%gﬁCA 57
ucd-Cgl62 AF468562 (TTCA)N(AT-CT),(GTCT)n igﬁéﬁé&%&%ﬁg&rg gfg g,}? T 52
ucd-Cg109 AF468525 (CAT), gggé;?gggggg?ggggggﬁA 53
wdCelTT  ARGESTS  (GA) TCAAGAAAAAGTCGACGOGTA 57
ucd-Cg175 AF468573  (CAT), e S A ey 55
wdCgld0  ARdGESH (T TCTGACTGCTGAACAGCAAAAT 60

) m SR B THAAN(GE 4). 151 Genepopl.4 HAFHHE K

21 BERMEESENE

i 10 TR Y, XA G RE R A DL K
TS H WACHER I A RAEREA, 1T 2
B, 10 ML FERTA BRI R B s i 2 A,
PO 447 FE BN 16.5, F1AUHI F2 AU REIA
HSER S RE B 12,2, 12.8. 3 DEHARIZ E(E
B (Pic)y FHEMKIK N 0.9068, 0.8982, 0.8836,
FITABERTE 10 015 B VLI 4= & B Y /N T 0 &
BE, W2 A B HEVE R 0.5775-0.6484, HHEAR
BEVEEN 0.8594-0.9279, %43 Bonferroni (Rice,
1989 IEJ5 , HWE VA4S R, 3 MHIKRTE 10 4
PLEANAE 24 DEHARRINL A B E B HWE -,
[ REL Fs B IEE, FEREEN 0.1541-0.2341, 3
B 3 MEHATERT A AL b, BRI T — e RN AA T
(PRI 3),

22 BEEMEETRON

TEAFERABOT LR FefE, ¥I/MF 0.05,
L AT B FRAR R 35 43K, B 10 AN

BT R R B R AL b R BCH 0.0487, £
HA 4.87%M LA 570k A RERE], 95.2% 8L A8

FEWE 3 AN R] A 35t 4% AR RIPE FR (D) s AR B R
(Da), ASRHACHEAR ] B AHRIPE 22 4R 0.8814-0.9132,
WAL R 0.27121-0.5203, FEAA a5 4% B0 B K st
TEARRIPEIRGR 5)-

3 itie

WAL ZRETE A ZREE IR, S AT AT
DAL IR o AN T REARGE T 00 B R e e 5
WH B R —Ent e 2R 5eah b, SR EA H
bR B4 35 B o 7E R SRR BE B AR T AR
Fr RS AL AR KO B — 2 BB AL IR N, X e 7 22
TIN5 X} 16 B TR A 38t 1 45 4 B I 5 5 WU AR I 5T 4
Jerh, Ve RE R B A SRR A, R RO 245
HE AR TR, (0 E IR R S K
[FIRE, 7EZ% 5 BE T, Ve 3 BRI A H BT e T R
MG, SRIRARRI T m e 2. ARZE
SHINN, EE BRI AE R A S BB E 2T
BRI . RS Q012X LI A K ik E H
PR % 2 — AR B RS TR R, S H
T 5 B AR R R SE AR A L, A5 B P R R
T 14.5%F1 8.7%. B ZRAE(2010)FEXT K 1%Lk 4 8
B R L Z R S BT S5 TR A BT &
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Tab.3 Genetic diversity of the wild population and successive selection stocks of C. gigas

{37 &5, Locus FALEEA PO (n=40) PEF R F1 (n=40) PEH BER F2 (n=40)
ucdcg-157 N 16 11 15
Pic 0.9088 0.8169 0.9093
Ho 0.7188 0.7273 0.6563
He 0.9276 0.8462 0.9301
Fis 0.2145 0.1321 0.2832
P 0" 0.0711 0
ucdcg-160 N 15 11 12
Pic 0.9027 0.8807 0.8705
Ho 0.8438 0.6667 0.7005
He 0.9241 0.9044 0.8942
Fis 0.0725 0.2611 0.5421
P 0.1670 0.0030" 0.0020"
ucdcg-162 N 16 11 17
Pic 0.8912 0.8651 0.9220
Ho 0.3871 0.6970 0.6563
He 0.9173 0.8909 0.9415
Fis 0.5697 0.4197 0.2919
P 0" 0 0
Ucdcg-194 N 18 12 8
Pic 0.9206 0.8772 0.8344
Ho 0.2000 0.3939 0.4063
He 0.9412 0.9012 0.8651
Fis 0.7839 0.5759 0.5229
P 0" 0 0
ucdcg-177 N 20 11 13
Pic 0.9161 0.8651 0.8945
Ho 0.7188 0.6970 0.8438
He 0.9360 0.8907 0.9167
Fis 0.2199 0.2134 0.0649
P 0" 0 0.2724
ucdeg-138 N 19 10 12
Pic 0.9161 0.8526 0.8681
Ho 0.4688 0.5758 0.8750
He 0.9360 0.8802 0.8938
Fis 0.4913 0.3477 0.0055
P 0" 0 0.1095
ucdcg-140 N 16 11 11
Pic 0.9004 0.8461 0.8732
Ho 0.5000 0.3939 0.3438
He 0.9221 0.8727 0.8983
Fis 0.4492 0.5626 0.6113
P 0" 0 0
ucdcg-109 N 16 12 14
Pic 0.9176 0.8715 0.8903
Ho 0.7813 0.8788 0.7188
He 0.9375 0.8965 0.9132
Fis 0.1534 0.0050 0.2004

P 0 0.5421 0.0015"
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ZE R 3 Continued Tab. 3
3 &5 Locus HALFEA PO (n=40) PEH R F1 (n=40) PEF A F2 (n=40)
ucdcg-149 N 12 14 15
Pic 0.8762 0.9067 0.9157
Ho 0.7188 0.6970 0.8438
He 0.8998 0.9273 0.9360
Fis 0.1885 0.2446 0.0843
P 0.0070" 0.0025" 0.0204
ucdcg-175 N 17 15 11
Pic 0.9181 0.9108 0.8448
Ho 0.4375 0.7273 0.4688
He 0.9380 0.9310 0.8735
Fis 0.5262 0.2145 0.4549
P 0" 0.0040" 0
MEAN N 16.5 12.2 12.8
Pic 0.9068 0.8982 0.8836
Ho 0.5775 0.6188 0.6484
He 0.9279 0.8954 0.9066
Fis 0.1547 0.2078 0.2341

T IR AV P O 25 KPP < 0.05 /10

Note: Degree of deviation of Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium: * P < 0.05 /10

R4 FEBEEX LM FeE
Tab.4 Fg4 values of pairwise comparison among
all populations

Pop ID PO Fl F2
PO
Fl 0.0245
F2 0.0149 0.0093

x5 KHEE 3/NEEM Ne' s HEREMEEES
Tab.5 Nei’s genetic identity and genetic distance in
three populations of C. gigas

Pop ID PO Fl F2
PO 0.5944 0.6599
F1 0.5203 0.7625
F2 0.4175 0.2712

TE: XALU L ARIERE, DT e e

Note: Nei’s genetic identity was shown above the
diagonal, and genetic distances were shown below the
diagonal

B, 4 AR L ZREHEFR PR IEITR N %, F1-F4
13 MR B ENM SR EHZRE R RN 0.638 TR
) 0.524, “FIEAHEPRIEN 5.462 TREF] 4.308, 21U
HRIBEALE AR D1 (Pinctada margarififera)(Durand et al,
1993) . K Ek+} I (Pinctada maxima)(Lind et al, 2009) 1K
#1053 (English et al, 2000; Hedgecock et al, 1990)%Fhi2k
o BT o AR5 b 25 AR 1) 8t 4% 2R M P

A B TR, BT R T R B EA N H
B2, mHEE WIS IR D R 2. 1t
Hb, AT A XL B R [ 4 Z R DL SR R A B B
A B85 /N AN AR HEAT N TR IR 5 A 2 R
AP PR FEA R AR E I A

AT, TEXTEALE AT Fis (A Hrid & 3L,
SRR T —EBRENRETIERE, IFREJL
TG LA R B HWE A, A D R o] RE R 7E
brirk= U e RNt E B N BGvivE 2 30D 5 SO B U 5 e N ERA S S 0 N
A 5k SE MR SC I FE AR B T ok, — 2L T0 6 3
HWERT, SEILHE LA = A 22 A T8k 1
ML, Hoh, SLE B H T s B AR St ]
b5 2 A R, BLAh, TSR 5L K (W A7 7E (Ball et al,
1987; 5k FEARESE, 2006)H T BEXT 45 5 =4 Tk .

WL AR Fo S AR Z [H] 1 SR % G R 1Y
HESE, AR P I Fo (357N T 0.05,
3ANHARTE AR )AL A3 s, BEIR R 18t % 71k
ZH0H 0.0487, M4 Wright(1978) %} 3845 43 k48 %511
FE, FefENT 0-0.05 20, FRFHEBREI LR
55, RGN TIET , BRI 5% 454 22 5
AN, BEARDRRE T R F S . sEHERH,
ARE S AN TR F LR SRR, MEME L 517 i 5
TR AERIBEMRTRRA S, 1Ak, EF
AR A R MR R & (Li et al, 2011; Wang et al, 2012).
i Nei(1987) 7 1A 3 DNEHAR AL AL R BN
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ko A% K41 (Crassostrea gigas)ss i i Af K ik

T HEAIR AL Z R4 s AL S5 M B T T AR 7 95

0.8814-0.9132, HHARMIAIELIEE] 0.2712-0.5203, #H
SR IR AL BE B B A5, B AR R R
WL 4y, VLGS e & A A HEE , 1E R A A%
Wt T—58, sz L. Mg
BERY, EEBARMN RS MAEREE N ALt
—EFRE LA, s B AR R — B0 g mAE Ak,
Iz RaE , XA e B R I R B Y
4k

AR ARG A A 7 53 A SR R LU AR R £ s O 5
BP0 F AR B A A, B R i Ae 2R, 2T
' R e B AR R, FEGRIE T IR, 1R
o M — A% P 3k e T A K e AR R fdeH: i £ R
AMREF R, ek E B S E A K MR T B
PR PRI AVFREE B, KR N TR X
KA W7 T8 28 B RER B L 450 7= A T W 2 e, 4k
SRR FF— B IR R TR SRR = AE AN g, B
SR TR T 47 R A SR 45 AL ZRE MR T IE, (1
DU BE AL F AR, K4 W5k B BRI A R 1 it
B AR MEE TR, 4 WE TN
[, 38R 7850 2% FE3 A iR B, ARk =2
JURMHE R, DRI A5 R Fp s B TAERINR T T

& % X M
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Assessment of Genetic Variability and Microsatellite Analysis of Pacific Oyster
(Crassostrea gigas) After Artificial Selection of the Shell Width

ZHANG Rongliang"?, WANG Weijun’, FENG Yanwei’, YANG Jianmin®*", TANG Haitian®, JI Renping'?

(1. College of Fisheries and Life Sciences, Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai  201306; 2. Shandong Provincial Key
Laboratory of Restoration for Marine Ecology, Shandong Marine Resource and Environment Research Ingtitute, Yantai  264006;
3. Yantai Marine Environment Monitoring Central Sation, Sate Oceanic Administration, Yantai  264006)

Abstract In this study we investigated how mass selection would affect the genetic properties of the
successive strains such as the fast growth in the shell width. Ten polymorphic microsatellite loci were
analyzed to examine the genetic variation within a population, in one base stock, and in two successive
mass selection lines of Pacific oyster (Crassostrea gigas). All microsatellite loci in the three groups showed
high polymorphism, demonstrated by a large number of alleles per locus (Ng=16.5; Np;=12.2; N, =12.8)
and high polymorphism information contents (Pic ro= 0.9068, Pic r; = 0.8982, Pic r, = 0.8836). In all
population-locus cases (3 populations X 10 loci), the observed heterozygosity values (Ho) of the 10 loci
were lower than the expected values (He) (He=0.8954—-0.9297, H0=0.5775-0.6484). Twenty-four cases
deviated from the Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium (P<0.05). The values of Fis ranged from 0.152 to 0.233,
resulting in heterozygote deficiencies at the 10 loci in each population. Fg ranged from 0.0093 to 0.0245,
indicating a weak genetic differentiation among the populations. The results suggested that the successive
selection for rapid growing shell width might not reduce the genetic diversity. Therefore, the growth traits
of C. gigas could be improved over generations under successive selection strains.

Key words Crassostrea gigas; Microsatellite; Genetic structure; Genetic diversity
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