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ME F|H SSR (Simple Sequence Repeats)7 FArit & A, Xt & W «shiger”, & 732 m I
(Argopecten irradians concentricus) &% £ 2= &2 F X 3 MNEEREE 90 MANMK YR LM HAT N ER
B, 8/NSSRALEEY WM 67 MNEMER, EMEEMEEBCE N 4~14 4, FHEMIER I
K 85 Ao BI“EEAMEMEE BN FHAME S EH) % AR EPIC)RE, 47
7 23947, 0.504 A1 0.462; 3 /AR 3% o 38 B (Fg) o 3 B I (Nm) A7 B E 2 3(Fis) 2 1] 47 0.1398
1.5387 #1 0.3698., M F R G XX FRIEAWEE 2NN EA, 2XFRE B I H @b iE S
= /N0.1188), 3% & AH WL 5 K (0.888), Z2 ik TRy A5 2540 FoAw 1o s AR Wi, FRER
O DL E i e BV A R DB TR BT A A R AR AR EERSE,

iR BWHBRI; BRI wEar; 2, mELSHENE

FESES $966.9 XEAARIRE A XEHEES  2095-9869(2020)05-0014-09
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6 fCEREMM, T 2015 F@EdHmFid e, 51545 JT R 7§ BF 7 k3 D1 (Argopecten irradians
TREVE B DVAH LG, Bt DU 0 A K b 3R B A i 2 ) concentricus) X FR IS B3 U1 Rg 7 WP, JEFET 36 E K
LS, AT E RS LA (FERHSE, VIENE, HAERD . SRR E . SRz,
2012; 274, 2012; BARZT4E, 2012; Wang et al,  HEDLAE 32°C /K FPA7IE R A 76% (X & NIZE, 2007a),
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i A A SR VYRRV B DURIR DU iR R A AR AR AL AT 119

1991 45| [ 5 78 Jr LRV s T4, okt
A el S A P2l 2 — (Abbott, 1974; X1 3k K 4
2007b). {HH TP #FHAR/NH T 20 2450
IRZE, RVG RS B UL C B ™ G b R 1k R
MR ASE, 2014), EM = R AT RREE A R .

Fe A8 B R DU o R B2 ik, RRAE AT A
PR AR K BBt Mtk o Sy ik e S5 VG B B DU 5
RAE IR, [ N2 AT T AR S AL RS DL (Chalmys
nobilis)x =& P4 £F 74 B3 D1 (W 2835, 2016; ¥ 283K 5%,
2017) . 58 B D1 <5574 BRI B DL (R AR 2155, 2012)Ff ) 2%
255 AP RF VS B U1 < IV B DU 5L A (Zhang et al,
2007; Zheng et al, 201 1)ZEFh N 2438, H w32 F1C A
SRTEA K LRI — 5 W 29 R B, (R BB o0 4238 1
T = R AT, A R Ak ] AT R AR 20 AR
P 0 ARV BT R DU SR AR TR RN B DL i T
o Y AR () B, RS R AT T BB VG RV R DL S
DLW A B FESE , Ik 24 se 718
B FACHEAE K LRI B i A L, I 58 4xid
o7 K [ R O GRS R IR Y, B R HE IR
il 5% o

T IR 235 F 1) 728 S5 /N ] L ) o AR A A1 S 3R
B 1 Bt nE 1, B st A% 22 B P 3 e ) A X 3A
B AR 37 S, [ 2, W] 8 H B %2R (Cronquist,
1991; £iMESE, 1994), istfG ZFREME DAL X D5 (g Rk
IR T B IE N M SRRV R A R L
X E(2003) FTWang % (2011) & B, Tk [ 7625 B 01 35
B R 55 D5 | o b DX V5 DR AR L, S50 ik PR
RN T 20% , it (5 ZHEMEAE AR ST . RS (2018)
W& B, TS 5 UL L3R Fpe rp Bk Lr - 20d Z 4R 1 5
mEE , VIEAREWEE 2N, BB R ENZE
BW 1. AT, KTk DU ihifp 2 S S V9 R B DL &
e TR AL ZREMEVF ST R WARGE . SSRAF FHrid
BARNE N EZ A DNAS FARICH AR Z —, e S0
(Haliotis discus hannai) (54, 2013), FifLE I
(Chlamys farreri)( 5K 75 #¢ 4%, 2012) . #F 3 B3 DL
(Patinopecten yessoensis) (5 3 4%E, 2012; 5k B4,
2018). MivIBk(Atrina pectinata)(Z= 45 B4, 2017)F1 5
FCERFE DI (Pinctada martensii) (X BB 55, 2010)%5 £ F
I K DU L Z R AT AR 8z N 59k
PRic BN UK AR B A A ik . A Lr . =il
WA S, © 16K 4 W (Crassostrea gigas)(35 7 45,
2018) . KR4 15 (Ostrea edulis)(Wang et al, 2010)%5 &
FEOLZE R R A BN o AHIEZE R 8 X SSRE 47,
SR BANE UK F A, X5 DLifer> . S8 76 RS
DR Fe 22 F AR st AL Z R EAT 208, LA A B DL

TR 217 0 A PG R R DL A FE A IR A VA A 2 S
af Ff A 28 7 4R A — 2 I PR A T

1 #RE5FE
1.1 LI

£ DY BH B DURHE (A g AL 095 3 R I AR, phit
TLERIRAE I BORAT BRA WS4t o B DL il 0 R4 1h
A R ERBREER R 2252 D B DL ity
ZI7x 85 PY RS B DUIE RO FARGE 12y g e i
FER . BATEARBEHLIEE 30 DA, B SENLT 0
KZEES, A-20CLRA#

1.2 EE 4 DNA BB 5

KSR R Y IR 4 DNA #2500
% (Marine Animal Genomic DNA Kit)#2 B 45 BE AR S A
1 DNA. DA 1%Z5UIRHHEE I L DA T DNA i

1.3 HMIESY

ML T & 1) 25 PE B B D1 SSR 51491+,
PRt Z B SRR BEE 2 K 8 X5 W H Tisife
SR, SI1WE B UL 1, ¢ SSR 51#¥)H K —HEL /A
FlA
14 PCRUEEFENEMN

PCR R4 4/ 7] Super mix 57 &,
PCR R ARZ A 10 w1, Horp, Bl 0.5 pl, 514%F45
0.5 pl, 2xTaq PCR Master Mix 5 ul, JCH# 7K 3 pl, PCR
YR AR 95 CTAR M 5 min, 10 MEH, &1
PERFEAE 1°C (95°CZ5PE 30s, 62°C~52°CiE K 30s,
72°CHEMH 30's), 25 MEFROSCTAEM:, 52°CiR k. 72°C
FEA), 72°CHEMH 10 min, 4°C, PRAF. ¥ Wk ]
ABI3730XL PG4T Fr B BE 43 AT o

1.5 #HIEHH

FIFIPOPGENE 1.325 {4115 HE A f1h) 2547 356 PR 4K
(Na) . ARCENFEF (N . WA G HE (He) . WL A2
A B (Ho) o st A% AL &R B M s AL 0 3 25 . i )
PIC-CALCH TR ZBE B & &

2 HERE5HW

21 WMIBRAMSSESHE

8 A fii H. H# & J¥ F AR 1 (Simple Sequence Repeats,
SSR) i S RETE It DL ifg 21> | 22 VG BFVE Bd DL S H R
LFRAPE Y W R 2 0 8 AR 2R
o 8 MR SIS E] 68 MEMEEN, Hr,
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B M1 SRR IR 2 (12 1Y), Bl M7 S50 [
D@ A, F RS ER A B (He) Y [l R
0.2973~0.6265 , ML Z% & BE (Ho) 95 Bl 2 0.1556~
0.5385, VW AREEN 0.5491, R 4 A B

9 0.2960, ZEA5 B & EPION T 0.2657~0.6255 2
], FHEZEEESEN 049836, ULIANEHAE
iR BIBAE Z e Hod S 2 AL 5 N (PIC>0.5),
HEE Z A 3 15(0.25<PIC<0.5),

1 8/MELHSSRs5IIER
Tab.1 Primer information for eight pairs of polymorphic SSRs
ETRS) Gk higdl ECESIC €3] RN
Number Primers Sequence (5'~3") Repeat type (frequency) Size of product (bp)
1 MI1-F CAACATTCACACACTACCGTATGA TAw 125-156
MI1-R ACCAAAAATGATTGAACGTAACACT
M4-F TCAAACTGCCAATTCATAGAACA
2 AT 133~137
M4-R TGATTTATTCGTGGTAATTTGGAA
MS5-R CATATTGTAGGGGCGTGGTTTTC
3 AT, 119~156
MS5-F CAATAGCAGTAACGGCGAACAAA
M6-F GACATTTTCCTGTCGATAAGAGCC
4 TC 102~126
M6-R ATATAGGGGTTGGTGAATGCATTG
5 M7-F TGTTAAAGTTGTTCTCTGGCATGT ATg 119~121
M7-R GCTGCAAAATTTTGTCACCACTG
MS8-F GCTTGTAAATTGATTTTGGAGTGT
6 AT, 158~167
M8-R TGGCACTTCATCTCAGTTAATATGT
M100-F GCGAGATTCAATACGCATGTGTA
7 M100-R GTGCTGAAATTGATGCATGCATG Ao 99~110
g MI115-F GTTCCCAGATGACTAGTGAAGCA TA 101125
M115-R TGCAAAATGGATGTCTATTGAAGTG M
R2 3IMEHFAES MTRIENS LMEESHMEER
Tab.2 The polymorphism information of eight microsatellite loci in three populations
i &5 Locus SV IEREU N,  ARCEAIEREL N, WA He WL 245 BE H, Z 5 B & i PIC
M1 12 2.652 0.626 0.538 0.596
M4 7 2.199 0.548 0.195 0.508
M5 7 2.523 0.607 0.489 0.539
M6 6 2.161 0.540 0.250 0.488
M7 4 1.419 0.297 0.239 0.265
M8 10 3.001 0.670 0.155 0.625
M100 8 2.130 0.533 0.271 0.446
M115 14 2.304 0.569 0.228 0.514
1 Mean 8.500 2.299 0.549 0.296 0.498

22 EHMERRE

8 ML AE 3 AHEUR 1 14 55 6 S R 7 BER/
TWHE R 91~205 bp(K 3), 3 DRI FELEM A7 55 i 5k
(O<EE PR 2£<0.050) , 25 P4 FFS B3 DL By DL ihifg 21
R A2 AR BIFFAE 15, 29 1 13 A & i L4 .
B ERALETE 3 AT S5 AL e PR 53 A A
By, BRI —E it 22 5

23 RfEEEE

ESTERH ey IO B b5 A RN S S o AW 0 v
TR S st AE MM L3R 4. SRR, 3 A RFAKTH]

VIR B s e AR R, Horh, R Db a5
R TR 38 AL FE AL (0.888) 5 T 8 74 AF 5 i Ul 15
A TFAR(0.736), 25 P4 EFE B D155 be DL <3 i £ 5t
BRI /N 0.714) 0 2438 T 5 55 75 BF VS B3 DL 1Y)
AL B (0.279) 7 T R DL ¥ ifg 41 5 28 FAR G gt
fEREES(0.118) 0 238 TR 14388 % 25 440 W A0 ) 5% AR 3 D
“EhIELT,

24 3ANEEERESHEST

FAZFAR . ARV AR FR DL | B DL il A 2
BAEEAED 0.358, 0.4376. 0.462(3 5~£ 7), ¥
W] 3 MHEAER A A5G ZHE1(0.25<P<0.5) Hifr,



Wi A5 SR VYRR B DU DL

Wb R

FREBAL T 121

B DLy 20 S SR e G R | SR 24 & RIS
A R FE R g, 43 R 0.2971,0.5045 F12.394,

B FACE IR G 1 | SN R & 1 . S
BT LR B A, 4353 0.2458 , 0.4230 Fil 1.8316,

2.5 EEREEESL

TR [] 118 356 PRI () 5 A% 20 A 38 B0 (F o) 2 S0
RS AL AL ZHE PR (R 8). 24 0<Fg<0.05 i,
VLB B IR AL AL R FEAR 555 24 0.05<F¢<0.15 A,

FERAL T SRR EE 5% 34k Y4 0.15<F¢<0.25 B,
BARA B RIL 1l Y Fe>0.25 B, BEARI L
B K (Wright, 1951), 7EARDFZRH, 3 DHEAE 8 4>
T LR 8 Fg fHA T 0.0825~0.2755, SE¥{H N
0.1398, FRHH 13.98%1Y it & A8 5 th BEAAR Ak 28,
86.02% 135t 1% 48 S o UG T HEMR PO 3R, BB BE A TP A7 A

BARKF B BENLAZBE, 3 A FERE 25 B (Nm) A
1.5387, FH¥I[E RE(Fi) N 0.3698, 3 MREME] H

Brp AR BE A ia AL 4K

£3 3NEHESAMIIEMNS EREMERRE
Tab.3  Allele frequency of three populations in eight microsatellite loci
SEhLEE S PYAF Ji N1 AP AR i DL SRR ABPYHE FOL ARPE R DL
(A= K T2 1 D AR L1 I VA KN T2 1 D1 “uhigers < DL
Locus Allele size A.irradian ~ “Bohai  £I”Z4s¢7fU | Locus Allelesize A.irradian  “Bohai  ZLZ25¢ 1A
(bp) sconcentricus Red” Hybrid (bp) sconcentricus Red” Hybrid
Ml 145 0.241 0.016 0.166 M8 153 0.032 0.379 -
147 0.032 0.016 0.133 158 0.854 0.137 0.266
151 0.016 0.033 - 160 0.080 0.120 0.550
152 - 0.050 - 162 - 0.035 0.033
154 - 0.050 0.016 163 - 0.155 0.033
156 0.677 0.383 0.683 167 0.032 0.155
158 0.032 0.050 - 197 - 0.017 0.066
160 - 0.300 - 201 - - 0.033
162 - 0.033 - 205 - 0.016
161 - 0.016 - MI110 98 0.016
164 - 0.033 - 101 0.265 0.383 0.383
152 - 0.016 - 103 0.687 0.516 0.566
M4 135 0.500 - 0.016 106 - 0.016 -
136 0.046 0.116 - 109 - - 0.0333
137 0.015 0.033 0.016 110 0.015 0.066 0.016
139 0.375 0.666 0.90 96 0.015 - -
140 - 0.033 - 99 0.015 - -
142 0.062 0.133 0.066 MI115 91 - 0.033 -
146 - 0.016 - 92 - 0.016 -
M5 152 0.062 0.016 0.016 99 - 0.050 -
154 0.093 0.233 0.616 102 0.046 - -
156 0.578 0.666 0.366 108 - 0.033 -
158 - 0.033 - 113 - 0.033
160 - 0.016 - 115 0.203 0.783 0.850
162 - 0.016 - 119 - - 0.016
180 0.265 0.016 - 120 0.015 - -
M6 152 0.062 0.016 0.033 123 - - -
154 0.046 0.150 0.466 126 0.046 - -
156 0.609 0.800 0.500 128 0.609 0.017 0.133
158 - 0.016 - 121 0.078 - -
160 0.281 0.016 - 130 - 0.016 -
M7 116 0.031 0.050 - 131 - 0.016 -
118
120 0.687 0.933 0.866
122 0.281 0.016 0.133
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Tab.4 Genetic similarity coefficient (above the diagonal) and distance (below the diagonal) of three populations

AN EVGEE I 3 DLt TGRS B D < DL
Populations A.irradians concentricus ~ “Bohai Red” i 4132 F X Hybrid
BVGAEMES B DL A irradians concentricus *hk 0.715 0.756
3 DL ¥hifE 41 Bohai Red” 0.336 Bk 0.888
Z4 28718 Hybrid 0.279 0.119 ok

x5 RIXTFRESNMHIEMSMERSHESH
Tab.5 Genetic diversity index of hybrid (A. irradians concentricusx“Bohai Red”) in eight microsatellite loci
S8 {3 /5 Locus
Parameters M1 M4 M5 M6 M7 M8 M110 M115 {8 Mean
Na 4.000 4.000 3.000 3.000 2.000 7.000 4.000 3.000 3.750
Ne 1.950 1.227 1.941 2.132 1.300 2.620 2.130 1.350 1.831
He 0.600 0.066 0.233 0.066 0.266 0.133 0.400 0.200 0.245
Ho 0.495 0.188 0.493 0.540 0.235 0.628 0.539 0.263 0.423
PIC 0.443 0.176 0.382 0.421 0.204 0.569 0.434 0.233 0.358
*k6 EAFZTHENESNMIEMRMERSHFESE
Tab.6 Genetic diversity index of A. irradians concentricus in eight microsatellite loci
ZH {3 5 Locus
Parameters Ml M4 M5 M6 M7 M8 M110 M115 ¥J{H Mean
N, 5.000 5.00 4.000 4.000 3.000 4.000 5.000 6.000 4.500
Ne 1.923 2.511 2.395 2.190 1.809 1.352 1.838 2.362 2.048
He 0.645 0.250 0.625 0.343 0.375 0.032 0.125 0.343 0.342
Ho 0.488 0.612 0.591 0.552 0.454 0.264 0.463 0.585 0.501
PIC 0.424 0.527 0.52 0.479 0.371 0.248 0.388 0.53 0.437
x7 BRHBLESNMHIEMNANBEESHESY
Tab.7 Genetic diversity index of “Bohai Red” in eight microsatellite loci
ZH 37 55 Locus
Parameters M1 M4 M5 M6 M7 M8 M110 M115 YJ{H Mean
Na 12.00 6.000 7.000 5.000 3.000 7.000 5.000 9.000 6.750
Ne 4.017 2.090 1.995 1.507 1.144 4.403 2.387 1.611 2.394
He 0.366 0.266 0.600 0.333 0.066 0.310 0.300 0.133 0.297
Ho 0.763 0.530 0.507 0.342 0.128 0.786 0.591 0.385 0.504
PIC 0.718 0.490 0.448 0.306 0.1213 0.743 0.498 0.370 0.462
RS IMHASIMYIEMNS FRITERERRE
Tab.8 F-statistics and gene flow value of eight microsatellite loci in three populations
¥ 15 Locus B 1R B Fy DI Niy ¥ E R Fis
M1 0.0825 2.7818 0.0621
M4 0.1918 1.0533 0.5546
M5 0.1333 1.6254 0.0690
M6 0.1219 1.8001 0.4730
M7 0.0798 2.8810 0.1195
M8 0.1797 1.1414 0.7119
M110 0.0174 14.0963 0.4738
M115 0.2755 0.6576 0.4430
YJ{H Mean 0.1398 1.5387 0.3698
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Wi A5 SR VYRR B DU DL

YLD R H AR AR B s AL 4 T 123

3 Tt
3.0 EARBMEEE SN

ot A% ZHE 1 AT T IPAS — A A BE R AR A0 R 4R
JE 10 BE 1 S AL BT T o FEOKTE BB A, Ak
ZREETR B AR — IR A e R R TR
2 E AL RAE AR 2 — o ABFZE R, AR PR B D gL
ZHEMESE(PIC=0.358) B WA T 5 DL “i#hifE 41 (PIC=
0.462). WFFRFRM, SEAEE Mk &5 i — S
RO E I EROTRIFE, 2004a), 7828 A T 375814
TR T T 2 B | A VAR RO S A A A A A A A
FE DA T BB SR BRI B, 1 IR A A AR AR 2R
PR AL A8 5 BEREAIR (B AR 2258, 2008). 25 VG RF A B
DUSRFE AR ) 5 | B SE R A4 /N (222 1Y), H&ad 20
ZRM) BT RS, 1994), wie ZHRErE B
B T R o A AT 2% B FRFE S R b DLW ife 21 B
stk Z R S 80 & B st iR 2 FE 1 (PIC>0.5) , Ui
B B DL i 2 A SR BT 1.

32 RAMABERAEEGES

ZeM R B IRAR 2 FRAEA K A0 S 7 AR
FRCEMI G GK ETLZE, 2004), — Bk, Zefiil
PSR ES 5 EA H B atih 2 5 ¢, IIE—EriE
I, SEARM B EE 2 Rk, K FREERSA
T 2 P B (R ARG 55, 2016; IFEARSE, 2003).
M 53 AR (8] 19 35 % 25 57 /N n] DL 38t 4% I ok iy it
(REEAESE, 2018) AT, S5 VG BRI Bl DL 5 3 DL i)
LB AU N 0.7146, BAEFEEN 0.3361,
R4 Thorpe(1982) 4 H 114 [) Pt B 1A 35 4% AH DL 1 R 4K
N AT 0.80~0.97, st A& #E B3 M A T 0.03~0.20 AR
M, RRPREE R, EARRHAX 2 NS EIARTER B
FEARIEREI, ULEH 2 D REAR B AE7E A B L 22 5
PG b, SRR A A L A Y e 3
o WFFERM, B5P9EHE R DL D32 iy 4258
FRAERKEE S EARBVERIEHE ML, #BET
20%, HAWBNAERE, HE RO T AR5R
M GRS, 2018), {H DSk 44 B R0 A0 92 8 S B
WE A T 2% Bh A 34 R FH G 56 BN T 2R AR 18] 1 18 1%
Z5, B EAR R EA B & WELA T ok B A,
2004) . BXFEMFIE B I A AC K R G RRCBITAE,
2004) K K74 15 (Crassostrea. gigas)ilt 3¢ £ ] 24 58
(Hedgecock et al, 1995)1 2 Fi L L As 4k B 1
X—o L, 768 D <Ehifar 5 8P B b 0L 2 A4
SEATE R e B T O A T SR ARAS R AT R 2 R 4%
LT ARG

33 EXTFREGREAESEEER

TEDI I FHFIh, 2238 FANAE AL 254 I 1) 5%
AK—FTHRZLCLARLZWE, WA H KN
(Pinctada martensii)x 2 £} Il (Pinctada margaritifera)
() 2% A8 FACAEAZ B RN ] Tl L35 5 & W 2k b DL — 2
(FTLE%E, 1983; 2RI1%5, 1983); AiALER DU xHF 3% 5 D1
428 Fy A ) 45 B B EREAR (frak 55, 2007); #ifL
Ja3 DL <A BT B DL B 2% 28 F o ARHE i A% b A [a] A B
Pt o) BEAS KL DL T 2 9555, 2004b) . ABFFE T, 2%
RFREGHEAR R D gL e i, 0.1188, 5
FEASER VYRS e DL AR IR B 0.279, AA8 DUAE Bt
A2 b T g 1] T 2R A B DUihifg 217, FoR R, 2%
B AW (L BTSN P/ 5B i e SRS iR N2 I
AL TS 8 ST BRI X SSR AR i I o 25 SR 4R
(K E 1L, 2008), LIMFEMIG K& B o # gL AR )
PP T 4 254 € (Estoup et al, 2002; Fujiwara et al,
1997). (WA ZF N, FEABUE Y T 5 1L Tk
BN —FOE SR AR LR 2l A BRI, R 28 =
SRR FE PR RUAE J5 A gl A L3R i (54455, 2012),
FARSER A B sy i E A | AR 5 A R ] g
T I 2 28 T AR AE 1A% 5 4 1 TN 1] T 2R A B DL <3
(24

ZeACREME AR = 24 28 TR BB AL Z e, W H AR
IF(Macrobrachium nippo Nense) A 5 76 {4 F1 78 51 51 ¢
R ze G, HAese QB 2 & B AT B S A0 2 v
(M AE, 2011) 5 B [QERBE DL A8 R Rt Al Z R ik
FMTFRZRXRORFEWE, 2015), HAMR T, 42
LA RIBESEU(Ne. He Ho F PIC)IMIR T A A5
PURFVE Bt DRI 3 DL i 207 TRl ) B0 42 o s BT 5%
Jad DU TR VS Jad DL 1 2% 28 S 3 b (PMVORAEE, 2013), X T g
5Zesg S i R SR A R B (5 MR K. B
T, MEARBR T ARCEAL R, 258
R AL A8 5 /1 R F(Su et al, 1996); BKIFIEZE(2005)
S I, TRV B DL S AR A SR A B RS W 3 R e
RIAERK LA DRI HA 2, NIRRT
Flves sk A BORA R 2 0 7 2, X Fh 2% 58 7 AT g3
S Gy AW R N L e v 7S R (TR A e AW i B ¥ e
SRR, AR TR FRMRIEF . BLoh, A&
T 2 28 FACHEMRE F T #8 (A, X0 Pl e A
Ze A8 FARIBHUE ZAEEAL T XOE
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Genetic Analysis of Argopecten irradians concentricus,
“Bohai Red” and Their Hybrids

YAO Gaoyou'?, TAN Jie'?, WU Yuyuan', SU Xiaoying', LIUFU Shaomei®, ZHANG Yuan'”,
FANG Jiaxi', CHEN Nanshengs, WANG Chunde®, LIU Zhigangl’w

(1. Fisheries College of Guangdong Ocean University, Zhanjiang 524088; 2. Zhanjiang Slverwave Marine Biotechnology
Co.Ltd., Zhanjiang 524022; 3. Guangdong Province Nanhai Economic Invertebrates Healthy Breeding Engineering Research
Center, Zhanjiang 524088; 4. Department of Applied Biology and Chemical Technology of Hong Kong Polytechnic University,

Hong Kong 999077; 5. Department of Molecular Biology and Biochemistry of Smon Fraser University, British Columbia

V5A 1S6; 6. College of Marine Science and Engineering, Qingdao Agricultural University, Qingdao 266109)

Abstract Hybridization between the ‘Bohai Red’ and Argopecten irradians concentricus was
conducted. The hybrids exhibited heterosis in terms of survival rate, growth rate, and heat tolerance,
demonstrating substantial potential to replace A. irradians concentricus. To ensure the efficient use
of these hybrids, we need to understand the genetic structure of the hybrids and their parents.
Microsatellites are widely used to assess the genetic diversity of aquaculture species and to construct
a quantitative trait locus due to their characteristics such as abundant polymorphism, rich information,
and high codominance and conservation. In this research, the genetic diversity of 90 individuals in 3
populations of A. irradians concentricus, ‘Bohai Red’, and their hybrids was analyzed using 8 pairs
of microsatellite primers. A total of 67 alleles were amplified, and 4~14 alleles at each locus were
generated, with a mean allele number of 8.5. Effective allele number, expected heterozygosity, and
polymorphic content were the highest in ‘Bohai Red’ (2.3947, 0.504, and 0.462, respectively). The
genetic differentiation index, gene flow, and fixed coefficient were 0.1398, 1.5387, and 0.3698,
respectively. Between the hybrids and ‘Bohai Red’, the genetic distance was the smallest (0.1188) and
the genetic similarity was the highest (0.888), suggesting their similar genetic structures. These
findings provide a reference for the genetic analyses of ‘Bohai Red’ and A. irradians concentricus as
well as for the breeding of new varieties.

Key words Argopecten irradians concentricus; “Bohai Red”; Hybridization; Genetic diversity
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