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PRMe o e R o R A 3 L S0 ok B 5 sk 7 L A
TP, 56 52 1] R 2R 360 o o f M 90 2% it A% 3F e 2%
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SRAL YRR . AR SCERIR T RPURA R HUPE L e e
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AN FE S AE HEAT T ZRGE 03 M+ A 45 T Be4F e
SR 14 25 DR AL % » (] 4263 A2 0L o0 A S5 o 45 21 » LIS
DRGHE L R BOR ] RFEE X IR T S i 2%

1 g S PG ik

L1 &EFFTE
L11 #Mkaedd BERGEHE SOR MR =R 45 2 T
306> PR B 22 2R PR ) — ol 56 SR A AR

PRI o NP2 N B P FLANEE X R A% O B R R AT 11
AR RS 7 SN T 7404, g1 THHNV (In-
fectious hypodermal and hematopoietic necrosis virus)
SER L R EAL T 9620 . AR RV, BT K
FREN R B ) s AR B rp DB AR T RE X A E
FER TR 1 50 22 9 5 A s S 08 3 2 B0 % L AR
TAKSEEREMRENGESN . KRR E
SR A F RS R D AT DL ek R e R A5 . B
B AR D BERE 50 XFEA, BEXTEAS B 5 AR
HEFRAILE 30~50, A 4 3 58 F ] LA il 76 1A i
1%F7T 5

A X BT i ol 8 85 o BRI PR — b
HEWEREE O . RIAZHESRS T EE A
WK FREE ST R b E G R 1S, BLE S BE
PRIERE Bl T el 5 HA I FE 0 I B EJ I T LN
TEXFHR AR 157 % 1 57 [ X R 3 5T

B eIk shi B AR 228 R I MR BET XN R 1 57 G2 AR A LR D).
%1 hEABEEEHTIRT RS TR
Table 1 The good traits of the new varieties bred in China
HH I e HEH AT g RS
jﬁﬂl Va '%%‘\b d Selection ﬁf H:t/{k Number of Variety Variety
Ppecies aneties bre method ra generations performance registration No,
g 157 , AR LA GT Ry BRI T e K B L B A3
“Kehai No. 1” RREE o 7 N GS-01-006-2010
“al 1 o s oy BRI AT 5 5 T A EL A K TR
u;f;;kj\b T ?g}%ﬁ‘% A 2R OK B 7 21. 8% 1 IR K B WG A 8 (FFIFIR GS-01-007-2010
o R R % LRGSR 30.2%6) S REAT
Gy 1 B b TSR e 3 R e WSSV, 1738 % 3k
;ilx:i No. 17 ii}%ﬁﬁ 1L WSSV 5 T0% LA L. T [F 3 69 38 1R IF S GS-01-008-2010
£xing o i 18 PP SR PE T 34T 100%,
‘R 1S s HK T AR TR T8 A KRS XTI SR R
“Guihai No, 1” RRESE o 6 192 4 % 28 12 ko 115 3k 20 R /g, GSO1-001-2012
L TEMARIFER 4 R 160 H IS FHIIRTE L
X\‘J‘EF “y 1 222 k452 . v RE FEAH 7] R ’ s
L. “Rjt“fhiijio 17 i;ﬁh - %?ﬁgﬁi 4 3 H—(R R E 21. 0%, PG RIER  GS-02-007-2014
vannamei o 13.0% L) |,
LW FHREBRT 3 TR/AD . SAH
g1 B K AR R A KO B R 370, S
“Gumgia No. 17 KRB 2T 7 TG RARS 20205 ER L AT (8 GS01-003-2016
gl o JIRE/T) 45 SIS M b A K ik 48
1 1670 FRE G Z4R 55 30,
ﬁ#iz LS e ERIE IR 5 WAk T 341 109. 56% (G:S01-004-2016
aixingnong No. 2 6%
G L 5 LR IR AR 157 SIS [ X
“E4MH15” REREE M, ‘1;:‘{”: o ' AR R ARG I D AR E A L R o0
“Zhengjinyang No. 17 RiE# Ji’; ﬁE?ﬂ‘%L AP APTIIERE 16 %0 A0 24 %05 AR K I 4y
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MRy 2L =) e =) =
. o election . Number of Variety Variety
Species Varieties bred Trait . . .
method generations performance registration No,
FEMFRFEAMET . SR EIF YR RS
AIRARI—R AL, 100 H & B R
Wity 187 e REE L I 15.0% KER B EESR: 5EE
“Ninghei No. 17 FAEHE YRR ARA A Ri s 0T
BE B 1L 1Y T 5 1 B
12.6%.
“iy 187 " i BRI 25,865 iR 1) o
“Huanghai No,1” HHE AR 6 BRERR 10, GS-01-001-2003
— WSSV Hift, M B WSSV 0 7
b No. g7 FRIEFEEREE 1 15. 850, H K B T4 5 35.85%, % GS-01-002-2008
g e G BT 5.35%.
FE] X - o
Fl,:P('hinje‘nfiy “E““{ﬁ: 3 %” mﬁﬁ\ﬁiﬁ 1%&1: l /ﬂéﬁ)ﬁ‘{ﬁ$}%% 21. Z%MZﬁXﬂFBrZ
“Huanghai No. 3 HEfRESE T TR 5 AT T PR TS 10 8%, MR GS-01-002-2013
o 6% 5%+ B TR R S AR R 15. 2%,
. WSSV Hi 1. . " .
“iy 5 5 o SV I PRI WSSV B 30 10% K
“Huanghai No. 5” A Ekﬁg%‘ 6 ST 26. 520 R IR GS-01-008-2017
RS
- G 1 G o b AR HIR AR B R AR
JEIE RIS s SRR ey i v AR RS GS 010052010
. monodon  “Nanhai No, 1 TR -
BT 15.49%.
HAKHE Wi 157 SREE R ' R IIER A EAMER T 22.0%~ oo 01 0049014

M. japonicus “Minhai No. 17

28. 000 FRALHA I T 16. 3%,

L1.2 AR Rk dF Bl 3 R T LA
BLUP mMZ.OHZHRE S B EHR. SRR
PRBRICT] A R AR B | 8] M L 40 5 UG R 5% R 3
FT 5 A5 B 18 1 2 M K ALK 1 (Restricted maxi-
mum likelihood, REML) fil BLUP #1751 & »
IR 256 1B B 8 B 5% 28 AN PR K P b 3 b A Fol
FISEIRE AR I 52 R F M D3 25 5 I B i it
R FR A )

PAFR R RS e By %, B =R R RNk
B R RBIEBEMIEAEPE, (DR FRNEREZREX R
ANERAERMERE. ZH BT 2R AZRE TG
o H R RERERE AR i mT Itk AR K B
MR R R A . (O KR BEFEIR
XTEFEARM L R R R, KPR R T,
SERE R R AL IRV TR . 38 ) Bl i 2
—SESE PR QNPT L PO PR R AR MR ER L
TERER FH 2R 45 5 AN 7 B2 MR Q0 A7 16 28 1 A i
SEUT, WAL S BRI PEIR R R Ve R LR IR BE R
FASY . (DGR EFEFTEFRERLERZND
PRI B RE . AT BLUP J7 ik, BRAMAAS 5 | [R] A
FRVBARIL, 45 At S RS 105 R G B AR E

R AR PR LTS A B 25 S
WK TR, K S SR A T RIA”
By fEHOAERR A SR TR A

AR BN AT T80 o 2 PR 0 )y
e ARSI AR S P B 8 T 3R 5 A
SHIT VL E I AETIE 15 AR HRT o AT 12
AR T 51 v LR ELER JLASA IR FHE 1
B, CRRL LB, 15T, S 1S, i 1
SRR, R 2T AN 18 %
HE 15 IR B 2 57, I 5 B AR
W1 BEOLR D,
1.2 BRI SR 7
20 AR KPR B RS 1022
VR AR B FBRHER. X
PRI . 32 LUK TR L F K PR 5
7 A PR R AT

BRCR WL R R K R Ii47 )
BRI MR AT 30 F2) » HOA S HOFR it
AT 25 R T DG TR SR I
TRCINEZE T S SR DS €2 ¢
TR K HEAR 15 5 MO A SR TR BB, H



84 FoOE W

20204

HIE s SR YR 1E 32250 ATk AP SEOEHRIE (Visi-
ble implant elastomer, VIE) ¥ VIE fric 1 5 3 XHiR
B L ST AN [R]ER AL 5 45 G VE S AN [R] 306 FAS [+]
FRAL AT LATE S [R] 3R A8 FR BE S50 S8 R HUBE K 3Rl
IRE PRI . W5 R0 AR 4 em By Hp E R4
IFCRHER 1.8 @ VST VIE FRic , A2 FE 0t iR A9 1F # A=
KA, B VIE FRic AR FERAR F L 38 9926 A 117,
VIE bricB)) 32 b F xR A K ERE il

AT X T TR T BRI #EA T AR X
S RXTUR RS B IR AN A Sl 3 B 2 A AT AL O
AT . T8 5 R TR [R] — > 5 56 N B3
6 AT A DRAIE SR FE R L B 4K S A ) —
et AT RETH B AR A I 1P 5 1) 22 5, AR DR a4
PE et . PhET IR e K Ut b B AR/
AR A AR T Jie T B 6 IR AR, 2 A T 13 A5
TXUF R R BREE A KR W F I TAERY T et 1
1.2.2 #gakek G EILAS EZE AR R IR I SR
A4 H BT HR L FLAN TSR HR L H AR X BF B 55 X6 R 4
ARG PR T 3 AT R T A 7 Ml A T E R 2R DA
1990 AR L I sE M IR AT R i Je Ry Tz e
BELEA1E B (White spot syndrome virus, WSSV) 2
JIE A s B PR s i P AL R T ) BB D SR R A

AT R I R R0 R B SR X
JEEPANEE TRz —, RS EE IR TR
PO AR RAIT ST, e v 5 ] 55 g 3R v 1 F 5T e COD) B
B BPiPk I ZE 515 5 (Taura syndrome virus, TSV)
(4 PLARTEERTIR R s B PR T & 5T B (IFREM-
ER) §ii € H 5t THHNV 5 X5 5 =00, v [ K =Rl
WFFE e B it 7K WF 58 B B 5 HhHt WSSV Ry i [ ) oF
“HEIG 2 SR 5 S AR BTG vk
TET S Xof T2 TR 0 5 S DR AT PR D — R TN AR
BT E MR K R AR B P T Rg. DA T g
WSSV il FZE 71 =, 20 50l 2 V0 B T
N LG5 T AR S DA S A i . R R 05 55 R
R gs WSSV 1) FLAATE XS SRIBUE AR AL A 28 50 J ok B i
7 WSSV AR, 38 1 A T3S OT e 7 WSSV
Xt LR IR A B MRS . 255 551 3 g e 57 52
FH WSSV g g 45 77 32 1 J& 174 B F U (Exopalae-
mon carinicauda) 5 # A2 Y A 55 . Meng 457
AL T — PR WSSV e ) i S & L =R Tk
fifuke 1T H A R0 P e I R O B AR i
fRYe AN R D6 IR 2 LA BRI 43 BEXT IR 2 5 5%
T REVH A O VA R G I [R) R, £ 5 1 6 R T WSSV
PEREIN A TR P

L2.3 fag bk Pl PRRIE R IR & Rl i G 6 H brd

WRZ—o FRILFRIE AN RK 5 R 40 5 4 ) B2 L 4
JE VR RS i pH B LA R A R £k A5 1 38 PR %) X JF
it L LR D T L R sl A 0 04 S50 0 5 i 3%
o BUOHT A R 55 R S X B R AR 2
figp PR T

FURIT » B9 4038 1 5 7K 5 IR 4 S A 030 PR
LA 52 pH BRSO AHIRER 8 2, K J5 ik £ 2
R 3o 15 AN [ A B T B o MM R
R T AF T AR B AE O RN I AR AT o 1R AN
I FEE A 2 T RN s 73 531 Xk v [ A L AR ST LA
BN IR AR AT IR S BF A K B HEA T TIPS, R4
T BEXA AR AR e T T A D i B A ARG
SR A AR P RE R RN O IR B R T R AL T R =
FRAE . TR T RIS B R
WS T g L AR A T JR 00 UARAG X M e
R AR DU RIAE T 1 DURCE . UL e xS iR
AR Z NP G el SR AT 7 d WEBOERE
FUSEAE IR F AR R AR BRI R - 1E2F 20
R AL TR A 7 5 e B E T R 5 5
500 B 2 K RATTE R BPE T2 E B0 0.5 8] 1 h 5
B R SEAF , GEit 43 R R A7 35 I 1] » 48 e A bt A5 D
il PEICPTIE VAL R A5 F SRS
L24 Bk KPS BA TR RE D E K A AR
PR IR I E H AR bR, HET 7R R O
FEEMA R TRAEMIRA R AR TR EZ . R
TR OB . BRETT R SR IR BE A0 IR A 1k B T 5T
A A W BT R A g AR ) R D o AR A%
JIEEL AT A o R T 5 2R R A e LR A
SR A e % . BRI U T oAb A BRI 15
HeAit» FEAS K T RIS IR ] L N T3 0 A
PIMTAEAR Z2 7K 7™ ) Rl Fp AR ME T R B T AT . X R %55
PRI AT 5 28 X R 15 7 3 R A £ I 3T B i
XA EST SR FHRAN B AR C A A5 B JF 0 HE R 44
B AR B i I O R AR LS e AL
s LUSCBEFE Y] A B UC B AR [R] L 7 B U 7 B i
(A [ B 0 3 A B S5 R . Tan 55 LA LAY XS 0F
WFFERT G T I T FLAE AT MR B 5 3 A IR e I 3
Xt 115 ANGEARILTT 1 428 FE 2 MR S5 ) i 9558 g A
KHERESEAT RIS 4 A iR, Ge it 7™ O Al 0™ B0 )5
FOPREE L7 B R B U™ B H i ™ B AR ] 15 5l 25 41
R BE R BRI B e A E 3 % 320500 0. 58+
0. 08 F1 0. 5240. 08, = B Kug 44 1124 0. 07 40. 02,
BN H S AL F1 3k 0. 9240, 08, 7 B [1] [a]
1A% J3 0 0. 100, 03 IESE T AR K B2 5 B0 ) ) A
TE 525 WU G A D SR IR SRR Pk R R A 4R 0 T B
IDPLTo8 S RN
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L2.5 mptaee g S5EMSHH L AR IBOK 3 )
AR 5 12 B S R ) A 7 E BRI T K = sh
TR R TE ER AT e o e R4k A FH 23
WFFEARIE Y, T Y B AS I LURE 2H B0, S5 Tl 1) 1)
REAR R A2 5 A0« FLANEE X HRE 200 BT PR
TR 2R, X R ERE G N Ehrid X A7
EIFANE FI T AT IR AR I . EX RGO T
Dai % BFE A B e R G K 750 R 5 sl T
IRHAREIN 7 Xof B AR A el 255 38 418 T 1, R P By ] 5
189 75 20 o R R AT T AR I U Tk
E IR B 2 S F AR A 51 AR RSkt
400 £ XS HR AT ARDR SR I 3 25 2R O S X4k 1]
HIARELRE R . (Feed efficiency ratio, FER) ZE{EAR & AY
FAIAE 5 (0. 055~0. 593 g/d) . [a] i, ¢ F ]t R 30 i
KA FER RAIARF (0. 115~0. 388 g/d) . Dai &1
W J5 S LA XT IR A SR R ITRE T 34 D gk
T 519 FEXTHRAE 3% 22 7 A~ B B ) A 803 R 3
2R BRMART Y FER R 4 3% & 1 (Residual feed
intake, RED#RAF7EEL ) 1948 5 (FER: 0. 193 ~1. 283
/d; RFT; —0. 068~0. 092 g) .

L2.6 i AFMR  REPSEShYI A RAATEROR
2558 B ICTRAR /N R R R 46 b 58 28 )
P R0 5k 3720 ~ 4500150 ~45%, [il—4)
FPLEAS [R) I 52 4R 8 Hp 1)t A SR A A — 0 25 57, AN o
e S T FLANE X IR 1 1 R 3R, A AR T o
53.03% ~ 53.81%. 5 Kim %) 37 18 #9 4% fk 38 [l
(52. 1%6~53. 0/ M EAK T Briggs %1 4R 8 1938
(6620 ~68%0) . Ry T HERH I E 2l 9 A~ 1 1 s PR 3
R FT RPN I R B2 iR T AL
XA IR TCE LR RN LR, HREHE TR R
[AIEPES . i — SRS ikt e A2 1A
B TR NG B PR AL R IR . BB
ARXHA BT B 22050 M 2 )12 W T & F K 3
W7 A R o B VA 1A 2 B DL R AR O
I3 M s A SR T P IR AR IR S ORI
JULPA R A TR AR 1 ] S5 TR 5 i PR Rk

1.3 BEMAFITMHA %

1.3.1 7 2aatEit i R 24Tk
T Mk (Analysis of variance, ANOVA), J5 3k
KK BT Henderson 7k LILL 1T, i /MNEE kT
fifli it (Minimum norm quadratic unbiased estima-
tion, MINQUE) | /)N /7 2% = ¥k & fhi 4 11 ¥ (Mini-
quadratic estimation,

mum  variance unbiased

MIVQUE) . & KB4 3 (Maximum likelihood, ML) .
REML LK DU M-$ e 48 . 3X 88 7 B & i o, Horp
ANOVA. Henderson (I, II. III). MINQUE #i

MIVQUE #4775 J5 2241 53 0 Ak TH(H W] 68 A 67 1) [ A
FHE T IR E G UEIE, T X AR E e 25 8
EATHEXS EMAAR 4 J7 22 o3 At vb g AR 552 fip
FHEE W R R G AL 7 22 50 i S b DG
IR AR S 2R KR 7 224141 BE T e R4
AHSR A TR X Le IR (135245 ) Ry 0. 16~0. 43, 15
R T EEC [l 9 28 R G800 4L 8 7 25 5 B ik
FTE T P XTI R 9 AR AR B 5 224 43 A
133038045 1 J8 T K7 (0. 251~0. 460)

ML 1 REML #R3& H] 318 G A8 L il o % WL 5¢{H
TN AT R B RIS o BIOR A I T SR AT Ty 22 4 oA 1
{E. ML 80 A 7B voRHE B A S e SOH
SIS B THE  RAEATF HARE 73 A i HA To 1
Iy 2 /NG . REML B EA ML B S 58, i
FIE T H A BRI BB R T — > 3 f R
WA I 22 2T ML, REML £ )5 T 7
PRI BE B K AR (Expectation maximization, EM) , -
#|4EsR § 87k (Derivative-free, DF), — B 2 I E & &
JF 415 BB (Average information, AD, T
A B 13X e ft #, REML 76X U8 81 82 268 B Rk 1 22
AT N B iZ . BRAED 3 v [E X IR
BRFME ESTIRG SR AR SK S 2 g R
2l 8k 5 (Derivative-free restricted maximum likeli-
hood, DF-REML) 7767087 1 8 AN AE K AR 1 75 22
53, Forh A PR AR B v T 22 i o e R A N RN
AFXTI 3 H XTI b i3 5 22 0 07 22 Ak 1 5 s F
PIE B AR K AR (Average information restrict-
ed maximum likelihood, AI-REML), 254k 200 3k
PERAR SRR, B AIREML 975 245 1 FLg i vt
WA (1) 7 2240 58 B T SCERMETR 5 B8 i 1 R B
Probit) 454 A1k B (B A AU, Afi 11 FLAN 5 X R A7 16 1
AR TT Z2 535 K BN J7 22 78 A MR 08 5 22 44 i
HT 5 EE AR R . Sui ZEPH BT 5 AR E X
R RS R 25 A AT-REML 407 el T ook
PR MR B T 22 4150 s & BAS TRl A % Jin 4 T 22 At
(AR RUN 7 25 AR 3T S 07 25 b e o LU B AR AR 2
o

DU 7 AL B R s ) b — Ry i AT
T =M T BE S T AR R MERER, K
Jo 9 2 P A TR R T S AR s B e AR, DLt iy
PAE R IR A AR Ry AR 4L N EL B fRT 0y AR R v
T SRR R ] AR AN (S S A 2 R BB PR IE
HASTHE S IS 8, HJ7 2280/, B DUM-3 07 A7 1
WS 18 1) [0 R JE HAE SRS 5 BB AR i, T2
A MR » A RE TR 3k 1 e 10 A1 ki
X SER B A B S b ds R BOHR & k. —MRAE
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REML 877164k i1 J7 22 40 43 H 30 TC 25 e Sy 1 0 B
AT LA Bl DU 38 9k S B 22 4143 1Ak 3. Dai 4502
K SRR 25 4 5T Gibbs JHEE 9 D37 07 B A 1
T LG R A B R AR RCR B P H M S
PRI T 2240 53, Horbon e Ty 25 8 R 807 22 i
R . — M 5 - 77 25 4 434k v 0% o f R B ke 1
ARG ATHFAE R A 25 40 L 30 7% 0 58 B 1 L 8 T R A
T 55 T LA R 2 AR 408 S B ) B30 W ek R i 2 I 1
FE A S A T

1.3.2 FA{ER4E 7 ik H AT B30 & e 7
it BLUP AU B— MR A 1R 5 B2l BE R Al T
RE B IRBE T 358 A% R0, SCRE Ak B30 H B AL 1 35 A% R8N .
e B YA FL ), BLUP 77 32 0] DL 5643 #1356 & {5
S TH R [ PRI KB RN, 1 I 22 , 158 1 B T3 e or
T A 22  RERS XK A R TRAE 0  HEAR B AR i
S B RIEAT B AT . BLUP Jy (e 4h 38
ANTHRAR B 45 A B R BOR AN R IE A 1Y
Do FFH L PEAR R R TR A5 T R 2 ] I 45 2] [# 2 2400
PR R DA 2 P T Al A 3 60 I8 BTL 3550 107 7 e O 8 P G A 3
W T HAR K HB R AL 7 R R as 5 P T . ML
PO TR AR B, 5L T BLUP J7 ik 19 258 45 22 5 Jin o
#5. f5Bh BLUP J5ik, o [ H FT 2 A 20X 1R 37 dh
R alH:, AN PG YA R R R 2 57 R E X IR 2
ORI HE 5 57, DL WSSV Hi A K R R 55 B A
THREEN B B bR, R 2 MR F A
ZZREEE ML JUANEXTER AR 2 57 R LR
JFLANTEERT B A= K 3 3 IR 8 A7 15 RS R o i F H
brs 28 5 IR R R H KA.

S FAMCHOR I & it HOZ & i SNP FRic iy
PR 5 4 TR 41T B A 43 R AC A B T AT
AR5 T R G AN B W HE A TR 4 06 R A
(G 5EFE) . UACE LT R A S FEE1T GBLUP (ge-
nomic BLUP) P-4, iff — 2 8 Sk B p MERf 5. 18 m]
LUK A FhRic S BAER) G HilE 5 R g (S B Em A
WER A M H A, 847 — 2 1 GBLUP Csingle-
step genomic BLUP, ssGBLUP)"* | Dai 2 F1] F#K
NREFFEANEFAG RS G 2R IGEEWET H
FEE X0 TR B3 2 5 # AR U - 24 P
FVRDERLR F R AT 1 00 7 (L S0 T 0 4 A 23 il
R 0..36 F1 0. 27, A b H 3T R 155 B A0 F 0 25 5 -1
AREES,

AN B i e E W &S % il 5
QTL b FHEBA AR A, o] Rt A 12 B 8500
{8 HE T RAF AR SE LA T B R AT SE R 4
VERE. HOH A9 SEL AL R 08 ] I R A £ P TG R A i

(Ride regression best linear unbiased prediction,

RRBLUP) | Il - 37 %53 A (BayesA) . I i 47 3 B
(BayesB) 1 Dl - 551k C(BayesC) f2 DU Hiplic 4 557k
(Bayesian least absolute shrinkage and selection oper-
ator, Bayeisan LASSO)%E, ix 677 i) F E Z 5 T
KTARICRN J7 22 S5 5 70 A A A [ i fise . (HEH
Hii A 1k s % B v SO /b i PR A B8 R B F 9 4 .
Wang 255 F1] ] RR-BLUP, BayesA Hl Bayesian LAS-
SO = FEEARI I 7 FLAH 5T SR A AR F 1 AR )
PRIZH BRI, PP AL 1 2 00 E R 52 53 0 0. 296
10,411,

1.3.3 MR R F % ELMEHR L
WEFEH s i T T AT R SR B A BT EOR TR %
PEAL H AN % R H 45 AL %W (Direct genetic effect,
DGE) , oL AL 38 4 L DMESFE MK [B] (4L 2 2 HAT H
XFEF EPREIRAI I, 2005 4, Muir S84 & T £ 45¢
MRAPETR AR, PEAL T H AR 2 AR A 355 447
R IRAEB AL VAL I AN 25 1 o 5 4 7 AR Y 38 3500 25 5
B AT 0GR e A RA R S R ™ A 1 1] ik 4
Bt FEBRECR B AL 2 b R R B B AT X A —
ZH PN Al [ P PR AR 7 A 19388 45 RN, Bk Ay ] 4 38t 1%
% v (Indirect genetic effect, IGE)Y™ 5 T #Eff Hb 1)
srl IGE, fEMF KM Z R Z X R Z 0 dH B ik
T ST X ¢ AR RLRE ¢ AL
W B —DRRZIB R m A GRS 2 BA
T sm A3 EH 53 5 FCE B o AT 5 DT
i m DPAFRRZA N ALBEWAD R RAGLER—
D P R B R B R Z 0 1 G — DR R m A
WA 5 m X Gn — DAARIR RAG WL, XK
7 S B0 R T B it /b, AR R VG T £, ML
AR IR A IR A A O B AEER IGE 238 o i
Gn=3) . M A 100 AL P B Ah—Fhik
TR ¢ DHERMHL N b A XA ; A X
N m DREPHAATE—RA — DD,
B FRENINIR AR 2, CES O B
RSCRAR T IGE 43 HrHe Rz Gm = 2) 5 I8 b 1) 550 4
1490 A BB R T WAL T IGE (95
ZEH 43 A A B0 ZE R 250 A~

1.3.4 50k AV R A HI 2
PAFH B A TR S » FAE 1940 FEAAHEA ¥ & 1R T 45
G IEIRAS B 35t 4% 7 L PR Z 18] 358 4% A DG SR X 28
B S I LS T o BRI 255 B A DR
HACE R E AR BOR R 2B L Sk —
R Je Ry g ST AR B AR 7 R R L B K R A
il LR E R EAR . BT PG ELE B R
HRbOTSTL K B S 5 e A A O L i
Xof PGP i 11 A K 03 R M AR YL A & GIFT
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ARAEA TR 18 DX I 8] A 7 i 1) 25 PR TR 15 B 85 AR 2800
SFIO TR AR R, SO TR AR TR
Tl RO 3 D 25 75 AP B A LU ZMRE B F Rl EoR
(18— 25 R SR F AR R 119 T A 2 i 2 Bt o A
IS 5 X DR E T AR HE AN T MR E AR IR 2R
PRt A Jo 7 A I 2 0 A B 43 T

2 HEZTHRIRASEESEAETAR

2.1 B=EH

I EEAPRRAE TR AR P A S AR S T
FHRK R RBOTE R B E 2R U0 R s Rl
Femt . 2 20T CHRE Y S B R SR A b 2 AR KR
FE WSSV #l TSV $i 1 U A& 52 1% AR 52 7 L
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Table 2 Genetic parameters of important economic traits in nucleus breeding populations of Penaeid shrimp

RS R L

Y Fp PSR Trait AR /59 Sl Common 27 3Lk
Species Model/Method Heritability ) Reference
environmental effect
(ENGEg AR S P 0.340.09 0.0840.03 [78]
. (0.1740.04) ~
A 4 —~
T (MENTILY/ES il (0.1440.05) 0.07~0.09 [79]
R A B PR 0.17+0.06 — [80]
; . | (0.0140.01) ~ (0.004-0.00) ~
SV @& Y V3% % =3
WSSV RS {718 5 P B (0.3140.05) (0.0340.01) [75]
WSSV &L J5 1715 % I R A 0.064-0.03 — [81]
WSSV ISR g e (0.012£0.00) ~
Pt {2 By A TR o (A TR €0.04-£0.02) (8z]
FLYh X AT TSV AR TFIG R R a2 A S 0.28+0.14 — [83]
L. vannamei
WSSV &L 5 170 Bt 7] AR S 0.1540.07 0.0240.03 [84]
N . (0.1540.05) ~
At A A e N £ I o
i S A7 T s ] AR PR (0.7840.07) [31]
[[ERIRITYEREES EifiER el 0.03220.02 — [85]
TR SRR/ R
®EA R/ (Y 0~0.18 - [36]
» 0.13+0.04 F1
vy (INE =N V=2 ﬂ:J o
FEON A AR 0.17-0.24 [33, 35]
GHAES MRS PRy 0.10-0.03 — [77]
TR MDY R 0.6440.24 — [42]
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gk 2
i Pk T PR ik it )y HRIRSEER sy
Species Model/Method Heritability environmental effect Reference
VNG MNENHILY %l 0.1840.04 0.0840.01 [52]
— Je WSSV 5 4715 i ] AR R 0.0124-0.022 0.0440.01 [86]
e climensts PRI S 0.15~0.28 - [87]
2 tkspgn D008 ot (88
R AR 0.24=0.01 — [89]
I kst O —~ [74]
T kst b= 73]
R AR 0.2740.07 — [90]
BT
P momodon CEE AR B 0.11%0.04 — [91]
R DA AR 0.292£0.08 — [91]
(ERCES I {4 0.36~0.71 — [73]
I kb I —~ 92
e st T —~ 93]
e T Y 0.130.06 - [93]
(RN N STILY L 0.0440.08 — [94]
i 5 2R IR 0.03 — [94]

X AREE A A R R s AL ) A e e 0. 17~

0. 56 Z [, ZBL N gt % 1 7KF » IR R i A 1k
JESFPAR A SR EFE T 7, HRTE 2855 7 i i
CPRIR” il 28 B BTN I PR T8 TR AR
JEFT W S g DL . RJC i ) o A [ R B8 2500 74
S BE YT WF R bR A A S g5 A% 7 Al 3 (E AT fE
#T Dai SR IS ARSI AL AR AT T LA X AR
TRDREA PSR AR PR 282 1% 2 550 b DR AL - R
ARBERRR A 54 T 2052 0. 58 0. 23 Hl 0. 64+
0. 24 IR T 43 JL R PRGN . %W T 8 IR AE
AR EAGE T HRE T AR DR AR PR
SR,

XoF TRERPINE , Q&Y WSSV 5 771 I 8] 3% 77 7%
R, ZFRINREAL S K (<20, 15) . P Ak
(358 0 AR N 4508, T B S 20T R A A —
FEMEEIE 45 . Trang SFRF5R R I, WSSV {2445 3 d
YIRAETE ZE 845 J1 2 0. 31420. 05, Bl % 9k 7 1R YL i)
(] (R B IIT » HE AAF 15 2R W 30 5000 » 18 15 1 AN BT [
iKY 15 d J5 4h R 236 R i 48 1 0.01 &=
0. 017, Xl UM 52 Pk At A% T Ak T 22 R 8 R Hp
a5 J1 K (<20, 15) , fHIE 5 £ 2 R ER B 38855
FLYNESTURTR (0. 50 g/ &) i & BAT 1% B 8] 9 38 4%
A58 0. 7840. 07 F1 0. 5810. 07, I FEI K E i N
IR ZFIT A R AR o IR BRSO Y . BT T
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BT S R A R R R PO . P
BAAIG SR R A F SR B A7 15 2R 5 b PR o
PO SRR 3 S R ROK A SRR
X T ZHE AR R 7™ B it L JC 57 S AR5 B AR
FEHRARURRZ S 7 O R 28 IREA% TR 7E 0~
0. 18 Z[E]W, BRIk, 7 e B4 1 1) b R 1 3 A A
XS , i 2 2 AR T DR A s L 3 25
Arcos*Fl1 Caballero™ FI| F 8 52 Jy ARt 1) 7= O k15
151535020 0. 13£0. 04 F1 0. 17£0. 24, [GFE K im
TR BETTDOERZ A PR G DR B 7 IR 4 L e
SARECERD 13845 7176 (0. 18 +0. 16) ~ (0. 4740.15) 2
(] Ay v R A% o AR A o ) BR AR R 7
X R REPEAR BT 16 4> SSR 43 RFRICAE B
FIEET 75 MRFR 1 244 BAKBEI 50 F B S A0
FIRAMAR S AR RS 1 R Wt f% 3o 0. 10+

0. 03", Ay fifist A% 117K -

EAR IR Y S - 03 8L oAl T A2 BR T HE AR st
1R R FRE AR AR B SRR S A s S
RS AGTHE P RE S AP AE W 22 . JCHRIK ™ 3 5%
B AR 1) S [ R B 0007 1) [0 82, 7T RE 2 52 il 21 35t 4%
IR o
2.2 BEEHEXFMEEE5IREE(E(Genotype by envi-
ronment interaction, GXE )

X R R 22 0 it R P AR SR oA B 22
ARTE) A S A AR DR B AR I B, RIS A O RR 2R,
T PLAN T SR 58 D)™ | R 50 0 PR 5 A IR B
AR I B 2 e BRI B 5 3R BRI A
SEEA. 2 3ILA T AP SCHR b GE Y 32 X R SR AR
TP Rl PR A9 38 A5 AH OG- LA BAEAS R SR B BRI AR5
AL R Y 5 R HAE RN o

®3 MR OEMHEZZSFERIEEEX

Table 3 Genetic correlations of important economic traits in nucleus breeding populations of Penaeid shrimp

B I 5 R LA

" . 5 \
YA Species IR Trait . 1%{9%?[9& _ GXE Genotype and BHR
Genetic correlation ) ) ) Reference
environment mteraction

1T XL WSSV —0.55 — [95]

AR 5P TSV YL 5 BT % —(0.4640.18) — [83]

TR X AR E 0.34 — [33]

A RN g —(0.2140.19) — [99]

AR T 5 7 B [ o R 0.934:0.10 — [37]

RIFMER R Z A ST IRE MR 0.7140.11 — [59]

TEH# (30%0) FMIR (5%0) h B S AU 32 1 0.394-0.097 GXE §.% [31]

FLgyestip 30200 500k BE AT AR 14 B 0.524-0.06 GXE 2% [39]

L. vannamei  NFRREE 18 C vs 28 “C) MIWHfAA 0.48%0.21 GXE B3 [85]

FAR AR A K SR A A RSO s 0.624-0.11 GXE 3% [96]

FEFH A (10,30,80 BB /m” ) AT & 0.79~0.99 GXEARGE [100]

ANFIFEFH AT T LA G AR 0.904-0.05 GXEANEFE [80]

NGB R d 2N 0.94~0.98 GXEREE [97]

ANV R B T AR bk 0.7740.09 GXEANEFH [97]

TR~ % 0 i ) AR R B 0.94=+ 0.07 GXE AR [78]

ERERFE (30%0 1 15%0) FIAE 0.81~0.90 GXERG% [101]

RTINS 0.96970.018 — [98]

LRIESPOL

F. chinensis R N RS SRR SR EOER AAEIRA 0.517420.205 H1 0.538420.203 — [98]

SRR INIE R S Ly ARSI Ee Stik 3 A —(0.4954-0.184) — [61]

b WE SR 0.54~0.93 [76]

P. monodon  {KES1EIHHR 0.05 — [90]

AT H e A AR 0.73~0.99 — [92]

HAXS IR REE S e 2 A R —0.07~0.17 — [93]

M. japonicus s i ik 0.1~0.16 — [94]

HE R B R —0.02~0.17 [94]
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A ST 2 B, o R A K R 5 s AR ) 3 2k
FAEGAE KR . FLANERTERATE 5 WSSV ik ] 5%
kAN —0. 555 R E HHT TSV YL E B K 22 8]
5B A 6 — (0. 4640, 18) 187 | 7 A K iF 15 B
WALIY PSR T L S S = R N NS D T | PR
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SER I FRFE A R A ] 22 5 K S PR R B I
HAERON B, LG X AR A AR AR TE (30200 AR
(SU0) R BE 25 1F T &R 32 1 14 38 % #1256 R B0 H
0. 39470. 097 , REIAEAERLIR Y GXE RN 5 30901 5%
AR O R A F A IR 38 4% TEAH G (0. 520. 06)
GXERNLBE . NAREXFIRA R (18,28 “C) )i
AR 35 1L A S B AIR (r = 0. 48 £0. 21, K >>0. 50)
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AR B T AETE PR I 38 A5 AH OGS 0. 77 £0. 09, 1% (8
51 %A BEMEEF(P=>0.05)  BHITEER /MY GX
E 7,

B o) T DI AR R AR TR AR 22 ) 15 A A O
435K 0. 96920, 018, Sy i B 1EAH G IR B R A
1 55 2 BOBU R () A7 35 IR A A 38 4% AH DG 4301 o 0. 517 &=
0.205 FlI 0. 538+0. 203, 4y Ff B TE A S0, Ao
X 68 A~ HASKTERZ R 45 HIRHI 75 H AR EH AR KM
AR 388 1% AH Al THE A F (0.505 2 4 0.028 0) ~
(0.989 60.003 4), FHHIZE AT T H AT IR Al
BRI PR I A5 5 e 2 2 MR 1 3 A% A
MK B AR R ST A R R AR S
AL M 9 BB B — 0,082 ~ 0. 08 Fll — 0. 067 ~
0. 17 AGIG 45 TR B 3. R & AREESY DL & JURNR 7K
U3 SCHERT (8] Sy 7 8 B A T T BRE T X R T 22 20
TRIK L PR 11 388 15 2 50, B4 %o M i 0 20 A TR 7K
BRI R R FRREAHC RECH 0. 15, R MK L
PEIEAHDG . BE 556 BRI 28 A AR K MR K R T
FREAIC R EOCH 0. 57, FIN H LM IEA .,
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0. 18) 32 B 30 FHE A% P 4 44% [ 7 A 50 B8R 11 5 4 58 BLAT
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Xof BN 1) A P 3 4 38 47 by ko vl o AT R R
[ 7= A 1 AT 3g A% RN D/ T AT R R ) R e AR
SO, RIREEE IR AR 2R B R A L et R
BT H X A AR T Ak 23 58 177 A A T 32 38 A 3000 %
BT BRORC AR B 18t 5 A8 S, Ol P RORS vE B R B e T B E
AT .

3 i

TERE T B AT Y E %) A8 A FR S 328 45 S ( Se-
lection response) , J& H11E R AS (19 J5 48 55 e R 11T 2 A
RZIBIE YR AUEZ 25 . S8R BR LA SE AR 1)
R B BAE, BT AR A % O 8L 1 £ (Genetic
gain)DOZ’m] .

3.1 B kR E

& AR T AP SCSCHE iR G X R R R H
T AV RIR 1R AL 1 25
31 AKMAR 7E 14 T ER AL 3 A T A 5T
R 9 WUR R TR E m L s bR . R E s
Rzt 2.3~21. 0%, -4 8. 10% ., Hiv 5 THFST (1
it g ST R R E T H . 4 W R T
ZYERIFRNEFTTH. ZSMHRET T4 45 2
8. 300 5T A AR MR I 38 A 1 25 Al T HEL Y B AT 3
HAEFHEE . SEEXE T RML, X &1
BER SRR . XN E AR, AR AR 2R
Ej A LU AR XS RS AR, #E 23 PP H 228 F A5 v, o7
WIRRIB AL 25 9. 700, M 7E 44 FhfaZeh P44
WAL RN 14, 3060100, ARYEXTURE R 1L 1 25, 4
it 7R AE R R AR K U T DA — T . 16 TR
R VY 3 i A LA R A T B ) LAt K ™= A
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UG PEAR 1 = 38 A5 108 35 W 7B F R s JRL 8 1
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RYEAR AR 52 3 2 Fh 3R 5T T 92 A7 Al LIk F)
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Table 4 Genetic gain per generation of important economic traits in nucleus breeding populations of Penaeid shrimp

‘ i A 1 A ,
Pk BT PERR H G NS
. . . Number of Genetic gain per
Species and trait Phenotypic mean . T Reference
generations generation/ %
— 1 4.4" [106]
24.2 g 1 21.0" [83]
FLAVESTER L. vannamei 4 4.2% [107]
1.5 ¢ 1 10.7 [108]
(ZNGiN
Body weight 14.1 ¢ 1 2.3 [78]
FEXTER F. chinensis 7.3~18.8 g 5 3.72” [52]
15 1 10.7 109
HAXFUR M. japonicus V8 [109]
14.5 g 1 11.7 [110]
WEXHER P, stylirostris 30.3 g 5 4.2 [111]
ﬁﬁ% JLNTERTER L. vannamei — 4 o1 [107]
Survival rate
ISV #/ — 4 1.7 107
W;VS?]SV *)L e JNLNEERTER L. vannamei [107]
resistance o 4 6.3 [112]
T\;I‘SVS *ﬁ“lﬁ FLARESTER L. vannamei o ! 124 [106]
resistance 46.4% 1 18.4" [83]

1 ZPERE . * Multi-trait breading.
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Abstract :

shrimp production exceeded 5. 2 million tons in 2017, Shrimp industry with relatively mature chain is

The penaeid shrimp is a delicious food with fast growth and high fillet yield. The total world

typical representation of aquatic seed industry, with the urgent need for quality seed. Since shrimp are
fertility and fast-maturing, whose indoor artificial culture and breeding are mature, the genetic improve-
ment of shrimp is very promising. In practical work, genetic evaluation and optimal mating scheme has
great influence on genetic gain and sustainability of selection. Multi-trait selection based on large-scale
families is the key technology to support the development of shrimp seed industry. This paper summa-
rized methods of measurement and genetic evaluation of important economic traits of the penaeid shrimp
including growth, disease resistance, feed conversion rate, fertility, etc., and the results on genetic pa-
rameters, genotype by environment interaction and selective response, including genomic selection and
indirect genetic effect reported in recent years, so as to provide reference for accurate, efficient and sus-
tainable shrimp breeding programs.

Key words: penaeid shrimp; family; selective breeding; genetic evaluation; genetic parameter
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