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AR BRI 3R 3 B 3 T A iR AL , 38 DI SR
HORATYE Xy, B B2 IR IR MR B A A
AT, AR T KA BEEZREHRETFEAR, T E
T RAREE , B A A T EAME SRR IR
RS HEIFH MR ERBESHEEEDT
fRRZAL R, AHRETE RBIEGKE
B BEKER . NMMEE 3 RO RFE SR B R
ZECHEIFRAA, FIH 8 MY TR mBt g %
R, B7E N RAE T RAPHEIKE.

1 #HEE5F*E

L1 BERE

TIRAR R T V8 R B 55 38 BE AR AR M B IR
#F,200 BB, HERH (B T) F RIBIF R R4,
FRMGHFOERE 5 mX5 mX 1 8 mFHMF
FFEANA . EFEHE TR AR RE TR
BRI A I AR B e K AL NMR
A 3 PRI ARUARE2 | RIE S RIE 50 B, Sl
£ 150 B, B ER Ba g NMREK R
B9k (14, 48£1. 05) g, (10, 041, 15) g,
(5. 8610. 66) g,
1.2 DNA 5

% RIBAFEER AL S F 4 DNA B IR

Wizard £ F 44 DNA 454k 7] & (3£ H Promega 7
A BBRIB B, P 22504 06 O0 B I € R B 7E
260 nm FI 280 nm [ YEE (OD) , 432 ODuso yn/
ODss0 o EEFEWE DNA & BEFSEEE, FIBRBE R
1:40 5&E—20 CHHE.

1.3 PCR¥y#

PCR Vi ¥k Il 4, 3% 50 plL:10. 0 L 5XPCR
buffer,5. 0 pL. MgCl, (2. 5 mmol/L),1. 0 uL. INTP
(0. 2 mmol/L),2. 0 pL _EF#H#54(0. 4 pmol/L),
24.75 uL X ddH, 0, 0. 25 pL Taq BAH, 2. 0
pL DNA £k, K E B F K455, DNAMTEE
SIS BRI I (R D, PCR iR
FE:95 ‘CHAEM: 3 min; 518 95 CARME: 30 s #FFT 40
AMEFF, TS Y LR IR KRR 48~60 °C, )R
7 30 5,72 “CHEMH 30 s;5%J5 72 “CHEf# 40 5,4 CHR
E. PCR Y W= 2. 5 Yo BR AR IR EE e v KR 45
Wi A AR, 5B 6E. RERAREE
BERz g Uk PEAT PCR =40 BB MA&F 1X
Tris- TR (TBE) & ik I BEBEAR R L 7E 75 V &M
T k3l 8 min, R 5 BB AR R G (3 H Alphalnno-
tech 2+ T WL, B 20 bp ¥ DNA BRI (R H
Linza A7) A S % bR H W E W B F A £ F 435
RN

=1 FREW S MRIEM IR

=82 GenBank B RF5 & 193 (5'>3D K/N/bp
SUGbp8-109al#:] EF204181 F: GGCATTCCGTTGTTGTTG 169~323
R: CGCTCTTGTTGTTTCTTCTC
SUGbp8-109c125] EF204181 F: ATTTCATCCGGTTTTGTTCC 146~245
R: AGCTCGGATCCACTAGTAACG
SUGBP8-109d[#1 EF204181 F: TTGTTATCCGTCCACAATTCC 255~304
R: ATTACCGCCTTTGAGTGAGC
SUGocc28-17al21 EF204202 F: GGCTCTCTCCAGGAASGTC 181~258
R: AGTTCCACCTGCATTCATCC
SUGocc28-17cl2] EF204202 F: AGGATGAATGCAGGTGGAAC 226~258
R: CAAAACAAGACGTCCCCTTC
SUGocc28-17d1 EF204202 F: ATTTGCGGAAGGATGTGTTC 169~221
R: TATGCTTCCGGCTCGTATG
SUGbp3-5al#] EF396340 F: CCTCTTGTGTGTGTGTGTGG 309~449
R: CCTTAA AT GTGTGTGTGTGAC
SUGbp11-4al25] EF204194 F: TATCAGCAGCAGCAGAGAAG 251~377
R: GTCTGTTTGTGCAGGTGGAG
EE:F:IEE9R:}im-
L4 BES P DRALR 2R, e UBEERM F 4t

TR R O B S A3 2 R L S A 2 T R AR
BOMERAE HBRE R ETHAIRBEF
B E BB MZE, A H ARLEQUIN 3. 11 43

ST, AR A R S B R NE R R AL
Fis ERHAIESZ R B Fro AR E AL R B For) I
SIS 27 107 e B E R (N [N, = Fer X
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0.25(1—Fer) /For X Frs ], FAXTEER Nei REGEW
EFH BIEE, & T JF AT B X 5B $0OF 35 35 ) A
POPGEN 1. 32 8@ R G E

2 GRESW

2.1 MRRREZRNT
B 2 ATA, B/ MR SUGbp8-109a fif 4
S, Hottufr OB R B2 2 &, FRESR A+

ERRRIZN S . 3 RSB ARRR B B 5 st
feER , BaKER B KERNMRE RS
FHEEABIHN 2. 985.3. 782 Fi 2. 827, WEL 4w & BF
A¥HA 0.556.,0. 474 F1 0. 475, MAR—IBAAHE 47
TERRIRE B I 22 (8 (P) 2k i Markov 4% J7 15 A
R 5 #% Bonferroni ZHBRARKIE. B THEE
KERIF SUGbp8-109a, SUGbp8-109c¢, SUGocce28-
17d fL R RASh , Hopthir 5 B E R

R2 3 HRERGEMES KIFN S M DR BRES Y

s
M4 B¥  SUGbp SUGbp  SUGbp  SUGoecc  SUGoee  SUGoecc  SUGbp  SUGhp FIE
8-109a 8-109¢ 8-109d 28-17a 28-17¢ 28-17d 3-5a 11-4a
BakEgR G 54 60 60 60 54 54 60 57,7502, 924
A 3 2 3 4 3 5 2 2.98541. 041
H, 1. 000 1. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 1. 000 0. 445 1.000  0.55620. 450
H. 0. 598 0. 507 0. 652 0.184 0.588 0. 509 0. 687 0.507  0.53020.143
P <0.001  <0.001 <C0.001 <0.001 <C0.001 <C0.001 <C0.001  <C0.001 *%
BEaRBER G 60 60 60 60 60 60 60 60
A 3 2 4 4 3 6 2 3.78241. 308
H, 0, 401 0. 301 1. 000 0. 401 0. 000 0. 501 0.201 1.000  0.47440.321
H, 0, 342 0. 258 0. 667 0.635 0.711 0. 382 0. 784 0.507  0.537240.157
P 1. 000 1,000  <C0.001  <0.001 <C0.001  0.144  <0.001  <C0.001 ++
IMMERL G — 60 60 54 60 60 60 59, 25141, 930
A 1 2 3 2 3 4 2 2.82741.212
H, — 0. 000 1. 000 0.701 0. 000 1. 000 0.101 1.000  0.47540. 449
H, — 0.182 0.588 0.765 0. 353 0. 507 0. 606 0.507  0.438%40.213
P — <0.001  <C0.001 <C0.001  <C0.001 <C0.001  <C0.001  <0.001 *%

G BEE NBGA FRARER, H. WG K, He. WERGHL P B PHERMEME. — RE2E, »~. F¥EE. -+ A

B

2.2 BEARBEUFIRER
BEAFEAR R AE L RECEEIE A 0. 2877, Ui
HAEARSMCERBEEZRGE 3. BAEERFY
34 0. 7452, SUGbp8-109d 7 S & H & K, N
1.1074,SUGbp8-109a fif S ZE R FE /M, A 0. 2044,
SERA I BREAGE S RECR B R PLE S REUE
BEREERP<0.05), HFRLAH, ZFAEHEE
BATEREAKERA/NIEAR, K 1. 0369, B/
HEEBA TR AKERMEAKER, K 0. 7497,

3 3 HEEREED KRS MEIEMNR F4iHE

(A= K/Nbp  Fis Fir Fsr Np
SUGbp8-109a 174 —0.5195 0. 3165 0.5502 0. 2044
SUGbp8-109¢ 180 —0.3906 —0.0971 0.2111 0.9351
SUGBP8-109d 180 —0.0668 0.1297 0.1841 1.1074
SUGoce28-17a 180  0.2927  0.5266  0.3305 0.5061
SUGoce28-17¢ 174 1.0001  1.0001  0.3035 0.5729
SUGoce28-17d 174 —0.8183 —0.4635 0.1952 1.0313

SUGbp3-5a 174  0.6348 0, 7054 0.1931 1.0436
SUGbpl1-4a 180 —1.0001 —0.3845 0.3074 0.5624
FHHE 177 —0.0189 0. 2747 0.2877 0.7452

T4 IHHERENS KBNS MITERER

Nei 1509 E H a8
FhEEg BakEd BEKEH Vi g
BaKEH — — —
BaKEA 0. 7497 — —
NN ZE 1. 0369 0. 8676 —
3 it i

3.1 MERSESRMT

WIS TARC B ARIE I — R B E B R P
M FARIC TR Z R T K= FR G,
HET, ENAMEER MRS TARERAR N F K
TREFBE S REMEAT T BF T2, H R EHSR
[RIRRREEEAZ S, X B AR EUE A T R AL ik
BRI R R E L RR B . ABFFEH, UL 8
R RBEZEND REF TR SR
HEBERE 3 AR 451 . S5RER, R
T/MMERLE) SUGbp8-109a 43 5, , FF B fl T B AT 4%
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BErRmEZRE A EAKBR . BAKE
A MMERRI D B &R 24.28.22 MR SEALER,
R 3 AT P HEMNERNBERENEZHEM
FE. A6 METEA SRS B IRR
R, B ML KPS ERHE
B AR SR T, DGE B T E AR IE AL AR
S R BRI 2 R R R

HEREGENHREFRSHE, 25 ERER
MBS, ARG R A, FiE R d i
BREEFHERTHBERE EVHE, R
FRBIFHZREE TR, 3 ARESPRHNEREE
SFEXEA 0. 474~0. 556, 5 BB M B [RIBAFEF A4
Ry fp— e,
3.2 BABESAAR

TR DY SI 38 AR J R 7~ 2 TR ML e %) P ) 22 2
B, HENERTREAFTREAR  HEARRS
HFESBERGK, AFRPHENEZREHN
—0.0189, A HIH, HIFBPERD . B
SUGocc28-17a, SUGoce28-17c, SUGbp3-5a Hf j=
A, BB R B AR PO 38 REUE 35 R S50 TR
Xy AR S ENRE R, ATRER TS E
B R 5 B SR IR L R Z 5 B Wahlund 2% b 3&
A

RHAOMYURRGH ATFRREREN AL
BEMWE (P<0. 05) i R—IB A V& SR MH
B, AHRP, BRTRAKERN 3 NMEEMLS
Ab, TR E RS 5B & ERFER
B R T AN MNEFE WAL, Ed Xy
ST UF (Penaeus monodon)>* J Z2 B G I8 R Z 54
FREELS G SRR BT R, 2R 4y RUR 25 thw]
BB AR AR 5 R— IR E A P e W A
MRERTHREGEFSBRBBERR. MK
Ry SUGbp8-109a ZEF A1 55 R F AL , B
G BT M B 2 67 A LAKE B T A9 3T 3 32 T R ok
LERZHEEER. Fi5b,3 AR EEBEN
0. 7497~1. 0369, YifH 8 M L EIRCAE R EZE
S, ZR B PR X o 4 18] 38 15 28 5 P 5 T 2 ()
sk, BEKERS/NMEBEERK, R
EEAEEESBAKERNSBAKERERN
B/, RIIPIE 8% EAHI S R IR
3.3 AR RN KB E SR

AR , P A [F) B 28 B DX 3 ) B B V8 M 5 L e
FEANE A RRRE A N SR AT T BRI, R
PFSTET [F]— R R AT Fe AR |, IR 3 FA[A)
T 7 2L A MR T R 8 15 2 HE MR AT, 3F HOR B0 38 %

MBS RERNE AL SER, XFERTHEZ
HTRESFEFAER. SREMEFESBNERER
.U BREBEAERENE. BED RIBIF
B B35 25 R SR PR AE BE Ul B LBt E Wl BB B
B, BRI R B A LHRAE B2 . BFRSR
BR. 24 MAFEE, BAKBREYEREEN
(23.34=%1.26) g, BEKBFREHHAFE K (18. 39
+1.37) g, /NERBIEE PR &N (9. 0640, 53)
2,5 Bl PR REA BRI 21%0.62. 52,16, 5%,
Hik, HEARBDI X% . BHEMAHEE LN
%ﬁi[ﬂ,%] .

WIT RS FARMCAED RIBIFB R E 2R
BT A L R 2040, i Xof ST 6 3T BoME R BB AE 1R
BARNIRE, b Tl ® RBIFERER S LR
B, HRERESHEEREIXAEBTRERERF
B ERWMARE, d EiHe T, @3 Eae
FLH 3 RSN RIBIMAFERE 2R, X Fh
BEERAETRESMAR L, Hik, RPRER
AR RIBIFME R AL A B E R E MR LR R,
Fet Xt RS KRB RERBTEE &
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Abstract; Genetic diversity was estimated in 150 inbreeding individuals of three morphotypes [ blue claw
male (BCM), orange claw male (OCM), and small male (SM) ] of male giant freshwater prawn Macrobra-
chium rosenbergii sampled from National (Nanning) shrimp breeding farm, Nanning, Guangxi, using mic-
rosatellite markers. Significant differences in growth were observed among all groups, with total alleles of
24 per locus in BCM, 28 in OCM and 22 in SM. The average observed heterozygosities (H,) across all loci
was ranged from 0, 474 to 0. 556 in three groups, with mean Fis of —0. 0189, indicating that the heterozy-
gosities were excess. The pair-wise comparisons and the Fgr values revealed that there was significant ge-
netic differentiation in all groups. The maximal genetic distance was observed between BCM and SM
groups, and the minimal one between BCM and OCM groups. The findings provide basic genetic informa-

tion on selecting high quality giant freshwater prawn and regulating genetic development in male,
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