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Fig.1 Diploid and triploid chromosome metaphase plates from gill cells
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Fig.1 Comparison of growth of mean shell length  Fig. 2 Comparison of growth of mean shell height
between diploid and triploid (the difference between diploid and triploid (the difference was
was significant: * P<<0.05, * * P<<0.01) significant: * P<<0.05, * % P<0.01)
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COMPARISON OF GROWTH BETWEEN DIPLOIDS
AND TRIPLOIDS OYSTER CRASSOSTREA GIGAS

ZENG Zhi-Nan, LIN Qi, WU Jian-Shao, CHEN Pu-Xian, CHEN Mu
(Fujian Fisheries Research Institute, Xiamen 361012)

ABSTRACT Comparison of growth between diploid and triploid for crassostrea gigas cul-
tured in Fujian was reported in this paper. The result shows that shell length, shell height,
body weight and wet meat weight of triploid were larger 14. 41%, 7.66%, 35.27%, and 73.
25% than those of diploid after 17 months culture. During the reproductive period from May
to August, growth of body weight and wet meat weight for triploid obviously exceeded those
for diploid. In addition, the growth between diploid and triploid cultured in temperate and
sub-tropical zone sea were discussed.
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