W64 W2 E® K= K% E#H Vol. 6, No.2

199746 A JOURNAL OF SHANGHALI FISHERIES UNIVERSITY June, 1997

AREERFFTEE () XBFALESIFE (L)
FEERRERTR

2X5 FRu 2RRK

(RAUBAANMES EBRATFHERE, EMASKE, 200090

't I R

J"RPEQBFFH, "M 511453)

MR AEARFFHEARRAR—MHAMETEAERT ZARZAE HRNMR
HEAKE RERZRUARRAROLRRREH ORER Y RE"($)XRFMIECL)>
“HE(P)XRFAIECL)>“88”($)IXAFIE(L)(P<0.01);QBIHUMEI“HE”($)IX R
FIECSHOAM“BEE"($IOXRFE(S)>“88" ()X RFITE () (P<0.01), RAHHNEE N “HK”
($IOXAFE(CLHF“B"(FI)XAFMIECLIS>“BE"($)XBAIE(S)(P<0.01);@RIEXY
HE)XBAIECL)H)M“8”(SIXMAT(LI>“BE”($) X BFMIE(S)(P<0.01); @R
HENERYHE(POXRAECHSEE"(FI)XRAIE(L)H)>“88"(FIXRMI(L (P
<O0.O0D.BRREFMABUAHE" () XAFECOHRF,“RR”"($OXAME(IOKZ,
“88”($IXMAE(L OBE,

XN RPFFEARHOXBRATETEMCEL), MM

FEAXRUT EHUAR ZHEXZ - BRFEAXAVHRERRZ BT ES
ERBE, KN FHE, T A KA —W Y ANFXRE. B — W, T Ea B
FEHEKR BRNETH, —HYBERFFEAEKREBILBER T FIEAR20—48%
(ERE®,199%.) . FMMmtALETES —HRENRSRE.

RFFEEA(P)OXRAETEE(ORXHEENRR, —BHFEICRARRE &, B
B W, 773580 —90% [Chervinski, 1967; Pruginin %,1975; Mires, 1977], RBE A/ F I
ERNEAKE . EEEPRZAEERG MBS, XABRFRR— . —RAD WX
RN EERRRERAMAE M EH, 19951 KR, EiX 7@ MR- LRBEE, T
FAR 5 RAE 2 EEAE R B R MG R N AR K

EHREARN A RAETEAREILE EARFFEARRIETE, FELE=F
HXAAHBHEERRAKEFFTEANER, TREFFEAREREFFANERNERE, ik
R MR S I AR A R BLIKIE.

WFEBES, 1996.. ¥ KRR FIEMAR HRTR.
1997-03-04U B,



23 EZXER: AAAGRFFEAM(PHOXAMEFTEA(FMUBBRTR 97

1 BRI

RRETREBRN AP EARMGHHETT.
1.1 X . BFamst
1.1.1 #X

ORFFEAFTERRN994F7A LB K=RKENERKEEYFERER PO GER
R)5i#, RESARE REF ARG . UTRKETE",

(ORFFIEA“CE”H K 18EMHEKERNRF W TH5I#H, T AEFEARMG
F19955E M NHTT H MM F AR BiHFES| LU T RHR“s8”,

QRFPFEARE"RR. AFEARMHI9FERENREERMAS 3. UTRHK
“BE",
1.1.2 &&

RAEFEA, " RFEARMHIFERENREEXRAS U TRHREFIL.,
1.2 RIXHES

D“BFE"(P)XRAL(CL),UTRKEFR”.

(2)“88” ()X MAT( 3 ), AT RIFRT" 2",

B“RE"(POXBATL(L), U TRHFRA”,
1.3 RRKG

RABVXHRR A, FHKERAO. GMHEGR=AEX . KIBRK X T X #Y5m
X 1. 4m X 1m . X5 A 7K A\ 38 54 AT 42 B . iR IR 34 (B G 3 — ¢ R # 1 /3L A Y K , R F# 1E % /K (i 0.
7—0.8m,

19964E7 A P YER B “H B (IS B RAIL( L )6, “88”(F)HIISERMAAL( S )5
B, “RE"(PH14BMAFL(L)6BAFBMA=AEHR N 20m?89 FK b hia2%, A KN A
H.IABARE, AR AXXAHHAZRYLER. FPMES =10, G1b2008 . AR
BRI MR 25 M T IR AR (B ILE R A=), EE RS’ N30% —40% . KRR F19965F12 8
12H4 K.

R B R K pH {H K7.5—8. 6, B H3. 7—9. 4mg/1, & W B X 24— 46cm, K 18—
36°C,BRHEE X56. 5—162. 3mg/l.

RBRAR,BEORYALTME 185K, AGORBEVLE100R &N K&K ik
B, EEHE, REER. aMEIIMERARSAHERAES N —AKRE.
1.4 HigasE

FEEANERSHBRTHE(ZBK,1990]

S EE AGRy (g/F) = N2 Vs

t,—t,
e E X IGRw(%/XR)=

InW,—InW,
——tz“_—t"—— X100
BHRXHAEGZHH 2R M H N 2047 Duncan ZE LB #7407 (45 % ,1987].



98 E®K®KZEZEHR 6%

2 R
2.1 HBME %1 SAMASRARTANBERE(Y)
EAHARBRRRTANBERIEL, Tab.1 Male rate(%) of three hybrids of
EASHBENERERENBE(F= Oreochromis niloticus (%)X 0. aureus( )
100. 84>F; g),0.s = 10. 92) , A “FR R "M 7, ¢ 1 “Hrm” “rm” “%n”
“ITRVBE,CRRVSFIHH R R 1 86.7 73.8 95.0
B11. 0%M28. 2%, “HR"H“T"A"H 2 85.7 77.7 98.8
15.4%, 3 88.3 74.5 95.8
2.2 HRE T 86. ob 75.3¢ 96. 5°
EMAERRARZAMBIT N ERNR H ERFRERAMNSNZEERIRE R R NE
RHYERmME?2, *, FH.
»2 SAMSRART NS URE (g/X) RN HBE(Y%/X)
Tab. 2 Absolute growth rate(g/day) and instantaneous growth rate(;/day)
of three hybrids of Oreochromis niloticus( %) XO. aureus( ?)
> “H R “ “En”
AxPEE RN AxHEE R RX AN RE  RETMER
1 0. 164 4.93 0.128 4.82 0.161 47
2 0.171 4.96 0.134 4.92 0.157 4.76
3 0.170 4.96 0.123 4.87 0.168 4.74
1 0.168* 4.95* 0.128" 4.87* 0.162* 4. 74>

BHERRRZANBIINERERIEN BF (F=55. 00>F0..,=10.92), A“FHR”
BT BB “‘HFR AL FR T B R3. 7% M31.3%,
BHARRRTANBINERERIEN BF (F=30.45>F0...,=10.92), U“HHR”

B, BB “HFRSFILT RMFER"RL. 6% 4. 4%,
2.3 RiEE
EAMEEARAHT AN RIERMES.

BHERARTANRIERZRIEN BF (F=25. 25>Fo0.s=10.92) L “HR” B&,
“RRBAG“HR AT RHM“FR7ES. 0% M13.7%.
2.4 BAEERS=R

EAMEGRARTANRMES = RINERL,

BHERARXANRMERS = EEREN BEF=62.07>F0.,=10.92), LA“FH
RBRE, T RBE“HFR A FI LR RE17. 7%M37.5%.
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%3 =SNMMSRARXANRTR(Y) B4 =SANEERARAXANRGERS R
(kg/m?)
Tab.3 Survial rate(%) of three hybrids of Tab.4 Net yield per area(kg/m?) of three hybrids
Oreochromis niloticus (%)X 0. aureus(} ) of Oreochromis niloticus (%) XO. aureus(})
By “Ha “rra” “xa” BN “Ha” “rra” “En”
1 100.0 93.0 86.5 1 0. 657 0.476 0. 557
2 98.5 92.0 85.0 2 0.671 0.493 0. 536
3 97.5 97.0 89.0 3 0. 664 0.479 0. 600
5 98. 7* 94.0° 86. 8® iy 0. 664* 0. 483¢ 0. 564°
3 itk
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BVH88”RmRRF FE AR N ERE3. 4%, BN ERE28. 4% . FRFREAEE”
S5RALH AL “88” 5 RA L F X ABRAHNERTL. 6%, 433 MR E31. 3%, iEMH
HEARRALARNERHARER N BE.
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L EXEWBFEARMGERN78"RRERALZRXAS HEHREOKESR  EMR
EXERENRFFEART"HEMC" AR, HENMAFLRXEHEERRKAKE
BXMFEAEFHEARLERY ERIMERORETER:OX -1 G RRFFIE
AABE,QUMATEHRMNEABA BN AN “RE"R RS RA LR HEE
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CULTURE PERFORMANCE OF HYBRIDS FROM DIFFERENT
STRAIN COMBINATIONS
OF OREOCHROMIS NILOTICUS X O. AUREUS

Li Jia-le, Li Chen-hong and Li Si-fa
(Key Laboratory of Ecology and Physiology in Aquaculture, Ministry of Agriculture, SFU, 200090)
Ye Wei and Liang De-jin
(Tilapia Seed Farm of Guangdong, Guangzhou 511453)

ABSTRACT Results from comparative experiment of male rate, growth rate, and yield of
hybrids from different strains “Thai”, GIFT, “88” of Nile tilapia and the same one strain of
Blue tilapia were: (1) The male rate was “Thai”( %) X Blue tilapia( § )>GIFT (%) X Blue
tilapia ( § )>“88” (% ) XBlue tilapia( § )(P<<0. 01). (2)The absolute growth rate was GIFT
(%) XBlue tilapia( 4 ) and “Thai”( £ ) XBlue tilapia( § )>“88”( %) X Blue tilapia( § ) (P<
0. 01) sthe instantaneous growth rate was GIFT ( %) X Blue tilapia ( § ) and “88” (%) XBlue
tilapia( § )>“Thai” (%) XBlue tilapia ( § ) (P<<0.01). (3). The survival rate is GIFT($)
X Blue tilapia ( § )>“88”($%) X Blue tilapia( § )>“Thai” () X Blue tilapia( § ) (P<C0. 01).
(4)The yield per area is GIFT (% ) X Blue tilapia ( § )>“Thai” (%) XBlue tilapia( § )>“88”
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(%) XBlue tilapia( 3 ) (P<0.01). Generally, the best culture performance is GIFT ($) X
Blue tilapia (3 ), “Thai”($) XBlue tilapia( 3 ) is next,“88” (%) XBlue tilapia ( 4 ) is the

worse.
KEYWORDS Oreochromis niloticus( %) XO. aureus( 3 ), culture performance



