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Tab. 1

Summary of selective breeding research results in oyster
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HL IR 4 % (Dermo)
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¥t QX(Marteilia sydneyi)
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Pt d Ay 5 AP MSX 32 M 4L WG BT & &R e 4F F A RER AR
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Wad 4 QS B E R BTk B A AR IR A3 ) MSX
Al Dermo ¥ 9% AY BUHL & ZR . 55 3 40 HL X BB 43 T R ek >
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MSX #1 Dermo #1541 , 16 5 5 Fi 5 4736 2 W] 2 0w T % 1R
41, Hoh EC 41 VHY 414716 2845 51 Lo % BR 4L 5 5296 ~82 % il
4096 5 AP PE 4% B Al R P 2 7 Al X B2 s 2996
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B, 25 ML R TE A7 06 R 07 K R AN B R T 22
A0 46 %6, [ B WA 7E K R 5 B 58 BAE &N 3 4R
S T4 W5 98 950 B2 (OsHV-1) (1948 %, 45 ¥ [ 4
W % B8l 3 B T 7™ E Y 48 2R, Dégremont A5 A
2009 4EFF B EF X AE TG Bt OsHV-1 JF B T K 4 g5 B
REPER RS T 2 MEPEE R R, F AT R
X B2 R R 22, 200 ERRE PP B A 4 AR, BERE T b
RAFTEIEL 69. 020, 0 X AL 7. 3% LA 4 FREFEFH
TR &)y v 09 AF 16 R X AL 4y Bl T 22.2%,
43.9%,50. 2% M 61. 8%, L OsHV-1 Bl it f& J1 15
0.34~0.63 Z[A] ;3 2L 4 R FEIRER T F, B
EHRE T WA X4t OsHV-1 fig
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GHAR AT IR BEE A, IE R A Y Wilde strain” i &
b RIEU IR AAE T 6 A H T Ik B A A%, B
TR 2T 2E IR R A 20 thad 70 4R TF
6, 95 [ [ R0 T Hal R (NMFS) i F R T 4 5 2 %
B AR, 8 03 6K 5 i Ik (Long Island Sound) A9 38
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WAL HE R 1995 AR T e A XM 37 K A A B I
TF R T 55 B A W 38 6 5 st 4% 00 R TR sl it —
R4 R ML 58 R A £ 8 Fl K ARG 7 A0 147 1
A 0 £ X B A /& 9. 5 0, () B 3l 2 #E A [] H o5 ST
R EA SIS 5% 5 B B AR s Evans %07 i
— PRI TR AW 5 R 5 B 0 HAERLN , 45 R WOR
KAEWG 24 A F WK A /N LS 60 7 5
HP I 2 KR B R H AL HAE R, P R &
B S8 HAE 43 i o e e AR T 25 14 %,
62 % F1 5%.

PR A WY A A% G 4 W5 77 5 R I, E BRI R e
W AT AT R 1990 4B R ELR BN R 3h T AR e
s P AR KON IR B E P B AR B9 B Fh it R, Nell
GUTOEST T AN BERE MRS 17T A H M IR H
2 fREEBE T A ROV A BT R B 5 P 4l 43 0 B
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A4 A EFEE AR 01 5T B X B 1800 (%%
WP M RTE 1450 ~23 % Z [0 K 41055 1 vi7 i fi] (O
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Ward 887 A 1996 472 IT g K 4415 356 £ 5 FpAIF 52, il
ITE e T AMFN 5 H A 7 Fp i a5t 4% 22 5 gl or 1
2 A7 B FE AL B K, I8 1 b Ak 2% $F (divergent se-
lection , KX ] 1€ $8 ) 43 ) A 7 A B s A= K i ok A
K& 147 F1 275 d J PR EA K RAEKE BV W& T
WA KRWERET T ENRR G2 AF A
KAGFr AT T EHF o0, R T 4 Fhrici i &
FhAIE 5. L A 3 P 22 2% AR WF 5% I (Cawthron Insti-
tute) ML TF & T 4105 & A 5% . Adams 670K
K F R RAAHR N A TR AW B F A LR H %

ARG TS T 20 A (D XD ), Hop 17 AN 3R48
TR LN D R, Bk 713 R AR A7 H R 1T LR
U 3N FH T R A A A

TEE PN, F PGS 318 56 M eRE R A
T A AR B B A MR A A S S R R K
L AR B BE 45 A K IR T 19 gt % 6 AR 3 A 1E A
O, 5t AR R HLA B 1 L J1, 4 ik 0. 35 £
0. 15 F1 0. 274 0. 13.FL 7 55 SR FH B8 30 & 7 i 00F
G2 T ARG By AR A K 0 R 5 R AROAS [R5 30 4%
AR B & B R I R 22 R A LA T R AR
W AERMERGE TS BR TR AERKRES
SFAE. 3K S0 0 ) 34 22 2 AR A0 K g S 32 BE AR
WF9E T AR 58 2 500 K 4 5 5 28 7 &l A3 A o
7= A S A RN S R BOR A B B, F AR F,
e Se KM 12 B I I i B8 5 #E DL By
BLLF, 4URN F, 4107 258 5 16 45 H i 2 36 30 3 52
AR LK BB AF 5T A K A G e B B Rl RS A B R AR S T
ARG 1) S Al A A IR 2 2% SR SR AT DAL AR FL L
VX [ AR SR B 75 B B4 K A 00 A R AR A L SR P R 3k
B w FhoR R L DL AR K R N S R Ok ok R AR AR AR
ZiEsE 6 [RIEREE Rl BT E MR 1SR AR W B
Fir, 2 S AN 15 %7 35 52 B 58 R 1 4 g g R
PR 16,200, BB T R R S 24.6%, th AR RS
18. 7% » H.7e A% 55 J B 0 0 38 3 7 R 45

B RE T AT I S A RV VR A VL R )
AR T A A T R XN TR 9 A R A A (C
angulata) 43 ) LA D58 B 68 F0 A 4 32 Oy 38 £2F Fh
EAR AR, PR R B ARl 2GS ® B F
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P R A A WE AR AT 130 ZAEM I
1, Bouchon-Brandely™* £ L ¥ & T 5 25 o 4 15 5 BX
DAL 0 [E) 2% 22 20 22 50 4R AT G Rl 2L T e 1
VI 22 45 o ] 2% 22 S 35 FF 9 AH f T ok R A7 a8 4% 4
S HAT AR A A BE . B A O 4 a8t 48 55 2 1 4
W A 5] 2 538 4B A 2 55 N A 5 XA T | 5 U A G
XA WG (CLrivadaris )57 K A5 > VT4 2T |
R W < 2 S T R X RE AR A W5 (C.
sthamea)" """ G VTAL WG X RE A AL G A5 s B AL G
(C. hongkongensis) X W5 |k B 4 W5 X T 7T
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Tab. 2 The fertilizion direction and compatibility among five Crassostrea oyster species
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¥ K 05 T %5 oF 05 RE 7R AL 15 s B4 T T4 W5
AR ] Vv v X X Vv
T % 2 Wi Vv Vv X X Vv
RE AR 4 15 Vv Vv Vv Vv Vv
s B4 5 Vv v v v v
SURAN AW ] vV Vv X X Vv

TE V73RN AT LASZRE X SRR AN R 32K (51 1 SRR ER AR

FHWEAF (3R 2) . R 2 B W A 18] 24 52 4y BURE TG 1K
AR ALAR D — 3R 73 1] LLAR 75 BAE DL

AR AL S A 23 7 HE B A 2 Bl O B M A AT
B R0 1Y EL 2R Bl O 35 0 7 AR AL B o 52 2% B S 0K
AS 8] f) 35 4% 22 S 5% [R] I ik 5 3 DA ) 3 0k T 44 L
DRSSO B89 R /N R[] 30 7 18] B8 AR ELAR % i Ak i) 26
AT R AW 2 A I S T, 1 W5 X R
AR A A < A T 2R 5 S AR A K
DL A S22, FRBL AR A 18 R s AR KA W
AT A5 4 b 8] 2 52 v DA o B A Y 2 S 2 B
A AR A B3 AL B T S A2 ) e B A R R A
T 4 300 S T 5 X R A AR A 22 J5 AT I I i 2
KB AFE AR AR S 5 T o A0 < 8 9 2 AL 5 2%
4y A K G (E AR 2 R HE DU L (e S ) B 88 2% 1F R
B R ROR A A GECELA 250F T, 2 3R B PR s
ARBRAE AM T AR EMAT . RRBAERS
B R WA KM G I BAE B A — A e
FAT A i 3E s B AR5 XOUE VLA W5 2% 228 I AR 3R
B A 2R R B 1 i 2 5 AU S e o L A
Y 1 AP RS VT W5 R 54 00 F 25 061,

Fila] 2 52 8 2 I B2 S A SR M R R AUE
PE2E RN RCEE” 3 8 S5 LA Al R AT B 2 Fh F
5 R ] Y FE (] 2% 52 ok Bl R % A AR op B — SRR
(1 PR 2 B R T 4B I R T U A O VA
W 24 o 55 005 14 [ 52 4 A s 15 5 45 0T VA 00 1Y
A S W 5 A U A 05 0T YT 5 R T LA R S T
{HLA [0 52 21 32 05 R W R AR T P 0 A S8 4L R & B
I 1T S AR B W A A X v B AR W R T A RE
FABITSE , LU 5 18] 2 Fh Gk F AL WG < I 41 W5
OO 7 s LR W A i 2R (F O M AR 32 3R A5 /Y
1] 52— R (BC, Fy ) oy ZE Ak A . 3 i % B IR 5 23 1
12 I [R] 07 2 » LA SR A S B B 08 1 A 2R R PR L R

J3E 3 O 0 R 1 T 7 0 0 %) A S A AR AR R 1
SUER 1 B AL R E A 96. 7 %0 s 7E M R FR A 4%
PFF, B R A B A 17, 1%, P
23. 1%, I A 7 ¢ 1y £k VR g 0T 11 K 35 3% 5 (58 9% 4
XIRERFE 2 5 /L) 30 M9 K T A F7 4 K 5.

K YE AR T D 2SR ] Y 4 38 B L 4 A A
) FH B AT REME L BB T b B AR B B REIR R A Ak 52
A ANEW i F ) 2% 52 1 28 [ P 78 4 0 S [ 4R 2% 58
17, LA B AR DL AP KA 5 R AR K 5 R bR
AT T 4 DULA I 24 38R A 38 5L 50 8 78 K AT H AR
FEMR S X b BEIR O 1 2% 28 F A0 A K Mtk O T 2
AR E AR E D EEDY Do E L H A R E
KAt W By A e 8T FhBER S A RE, 57 T 3 B R
R A S HEAAR, 45 R B, 25 22 BL 41 A £ 180,
360 Al 450 Hid A KL # 22 55 B ¥, 2858 FIUFE
A RAER AR — R R A 2 R O A

3 SFRIERAREHEGE MR HA

A F R R TR T AN K DNA KRS 5, 51550
MBS PRICH A B 2 M 5 A, AR R
TEL U S B Fh 5 0 C 2 B T %52 08 B i R .
Qg AR KRS RN T i A AR A W T Bl A DT A Y
A%, BE D2 AN [R] B 28 25 A0 1 B St 00 e 1) 5
Y, 2235 7 H b5 25 (expression sequence tag, EST) %X
i 0 R RS R Y 3k R A AR I B AH 4k T
S L0 SR AE A T AR 10 Y B R W Y 3L B R T AR
WAL G 7 Bt w4 i Bh B AR R . B A, 4 A
TCBOR T T 0 T4 W5 1 38t 4% 22 46 43 B L i A 1A
T B MR E A DA B IR 43 B A AU 5 AL A4
UL A ST A PR O B A O B R B A WAL R
m RA TRz —.
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3.1 EigaE

1997 4% 5 7 S& [ Al A 60 5 A Wi A2 N1 5 Bl
IR R AE g B DR 2H (6131 g B 58 0 4. A It 22 Fh 4t 5
an AP AR R T IR A 2 TAE . Lallias 551" & T AFLP
(amplified fragment length polymorphism) F1 SSR
(simple sequence repeats) Fric ¥4 &t T B Y £ H 41 W5
(Ostrea edulis) (W B P P3G 5 Yo S50 Fg T 3¢
AL WIS AFLP % 8P 5 R 5 4 O fi 8 52 10 28 9% 4
Wi it A R A SE 0 T R T A R A T
VB, BHTE AT T — &R 5 73 B iy 3 B Li A
Guo ™ FE T AFLP bric ¥4 4 fr) e 2 9 14 € 1 . Dennis
SR TR 3 B A, Hubert S ] 6 4~ =
FERK RZWE T 52 TR 8 0 58 -3 22 R BE 5
3% Guo 1% 3£ F AFLP 1 SSR £ il ) 4 5 ¥ 15
R (3% S 2% R F) 1.2 M), L & Zhong
SEOVH A SSR R SNP A M AR 0 i R A M 1O
Ve i Ry 1 B A W st A% B B T R AR Il
R ETR 6 AN AR B R ) g S T A A
ICAE Nl 8 i, 1 8 1 ARG 0 B G D DE T R
IS R VE BRI 5 2 3% SR b i b i 40 4L DR 4 — 3 (LR
O P A7 22 5 3% ) BE U AT K AL W B AR A rh A7
FE R ) Y (o 1A B HE I G 0 a5 A L 0 4 R S
S 1 28 B ER E AL L B T Rk DY v [ RN O 1 B A il
BB FAT T 7050 B Al A, % B R AR @ T AR Ak T
I B, T AFAE WA J5 T Y [B) . 1) DL AR g
AL SR AR D 2) B A B RN R KL A
it — 58 3.
3.2 HEMREMEXEKSH

QTL(quantitative trait locus) & 13 & LA — & 11 Fl
JEE 4 38t A2 3 0 L5 Oy R il 3 S 3 40 A A
ARAE L AW 0 o TAE FZEEPEAEK LT Bk,
P A AL B (0, 45 2 B IR L Yu A Guo' ™ fE
5 Y AT 0 P O e TP 8 A P B MR E R T 12
H. Dermo/Summer §EFEAH E B QT Ls. Guo &9 3
Fy 58 VR0 1 L 3 0 At i A A DG PR IR (Fe K
T I . G N T SNl N o AN S . A
P FN S5 48 8O A 3 R 4T QTL 5E iz o0 #r » 3 iz
T 3N S5AKMAKE QTLs, fif B R A A F KN
0. 6%~ 13.9%; [A] B, K I 2] — A~ 5 ¥ 50 A6 ¢ 1
QTL, A B A S5 07 5 PR figp 86 1 A ol 3 284 78 S 538 0 i) oy
39. 80% F1 0. 01 %.Zhong 27 2F SSR Fi SNP #ric
HPEENL T WA QTLs, Horpr—~ 558 J5AH OC L fift Bt
() 3 AR SOl 0. 27 % ~79. 05 %, 75 — A~ 5 5¢ 4

K ENTES 9 EBHE b, SRR A S5 A7 Jk PR il e 1Y
RUAS 523Ny 6. 75 % F117. 44 %. 55 Hb 450750 %6 A
MR GEvE Mo BO MR #F 4T T QTL & 4
Br IR E] 13 NHISCH) QTLs, 2 A 7E 3 4> i B A
I AR 0. 25 % ~47. 53 %.

R TS BT . T ) RE B TN 5 8 R R R A DG K
SIMTTERLIG 53 7 3848 B Fh b A 48 320G U AN TE ) 1
BERAE TR A Wi o R vh 52 R B, B AR K
SEAETR A A O B L R T X R 2 AR 2R
HPE Ry AT RE SR T T e A T R O by G DX AR 9D
PR AT 22 S 1, 3 W E R AR 0 TE AL W5 ik £ R
LSRR R ET Y B s Huvet 8817 3ilE— 25 46
WY 3E Ay il 6 PR 5 A 4 A B A b A UE B Wl ) R Gk
KPR QIR , 45 5 T B M OC IR 1 B 22 Ml 5 K A 5
PR P 238 T AS S I A A O 0] S 385 46 70 7 K e g il
Ji 5 il 1) A0 S G A DX 38 3 g 3 A - A S B A A
SNP FLAH AL, i 48 3] — 4> 7T BE S SR A1 W5 & % A i
PR BT Y 5 M R T A T DR R A I B 5 S AR R
PEAR 2 A OC B9 SNPs. R H 5 & 55 B & I )3 fn
mRNA KRBTk 76K 50 52 I 52 1l Al 1 1k il
2 AL R SRR I 3] 3 A 5500 I A DG 9 SNP AR
0 HLIX 2 A i i i TR 7 0 DL 2 2 o AR 194 2 A 1A
T SRR R 2 R U Cong S5 7E K4
W5 Je 55 2R A O 22 Tk A DR AR B 3R 52 A AR OC 32 R ik ]
rh, ARG B 5 AR DR RORE I R A O R Y
SNP 73 bR ic Fl B A% .

TE WG 1) 35845 B R b OWPE R e 6 RN A B TR
A S — > HE Y 2 B AR B — A Y
T RIIEFE 7 18] R A 36 00 B8 AR OE B9 4 4 WA 2R A 1
fELA I S £ NN S B o= S i DOl DR R AV O 4
DNA R4, 285 1 AFLP bric 4714 0 & 21 5% 4
BRI D52 B GO OCER Y 7 R 2850l Be, Hix st
FRic 4 AL T W) — A SR b, Al R 80V Y se (A k
RIS S, HH A —A> AFLP Aric i % 16 o0 36 8 4 1
SCAR (sequence characterized amplified regions) #x
ic I8 G B W 3% B PR 1T T bR e
FEA T R BT Pk, Ge SVl 8 4 #HE A 4 A
SEHRARR Fy o3 B R R R G0t 23 85 20 dr 12, )
M AFLP fRic i 2] 7 2 2 850 R Be, Hob 4 A Fefl
IR AR, H 7 AR BTk HREAS, A TR
— R L.

3.3 AESHEN

Appleyard Al Ward™ & H] [/ T i A1 i T & 4

i A A AN S e W B E S PR A A 4 AR
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WA 5 e 5 B AR BRI Aok B OH AR Y
MIREIR I, TR 2 A R F M B A D, TR 5%
AL BRI A B b A5 B2 B TR . N TR E
GRS S Q5 8 R N R P S 0 e hE P g
N TR EGR IR E T X RN LT, FF
T TR N SR AR B

A W HL A5 1 R 1 5 ) AR AR (9 BE T2 %% Taris
AT 10 ANACA N 3 AN B A By K W5 R 3% B
A L 38 3 PR AR PP R /NG 50 90 IR L TR T A AR K
FO T # AR5 O T A &) S0 B[] SRR L 4 3R )
VEXF T4y PR A — AN A X K A e B RN L e R
Bt 2 18] 5 R AL R ik 0 2 8 PCR B R #E4T TR
FERERE F A T T R A BRI R 25 A
RCREAR TN BE R 3545 25 4 L 2 0 3% 4 2o 2 o 1Y) 32 6 5 30
BER I 5t 1 ZREME R R B AR T B SRR/
AH & B 16 8 — B AR P RE ST R 77 A T A
AN

Li ORA 7 A DR ST 5 A EK
S W o B AR AR T a8t A AR S RN R HE 254 . Fse R0 Rst {H
TE 5 ARERZ MR I 3 iy sl 22 5, B T RE AR ]
AL HE A8 1 NJ (neighbor-joining) 14 #i 1 45 ¥4 7]
DATE M #of 5 S HEAR 53 r JL 2.

2 [ VG A6 3B 1Y KA WA 2 20 148 20— 70 AR R 22
MH A5 3R R R Camara ™ R ] AFLP ¥Ri2 2047 T
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Abstract : This paper gives a detailed statement of current status of and progress on oysters breeding at home and abroad,including

traditional selective breeding,cross breeding and modern biological technologies,such as polyploid, transgenic and molecular markers.

We are aiming to provide references for research and applications of oysters and other shellfish breeding.
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