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BOETOT 2Y A BERAPEICIE 1970 F40E TIERREZ R & UTHW W, FEEOHEK
WZED ATHICAESNZH (NTR) 235K Uis, APERANDSHNL SI-121E, TEROEEEH D729
WCFANCAET 5 L9 ICEFEED BTz,

1994 4E(ZT Y HA T4 CATF, R25%8) DNEALEL, (RO NTHBRKE~ET D L 912725 T
DOIE, REIFICIMMER 5 & SNDHERET Y WA EERO AAFET a4 223 L= H GHER)
0, FERICHHRIED &2 BOBREIED bz, ZhbIck- T, —EDWEEAH LI-EHRE 2 ERNT
HFECTED LI oTz, LML, BREOT-DIHREED D & AFREBSEFREORK T LT 2
X oITheotz, Fo, HEEIZOWTIE, PHEREEEIRORF HIAGBHIIREIZ L D FiilCKREISEAT 5
ZENEELL TeoT,

ZZTARIETCIE, KEL 3 DOMRBEICOWTERV T Z & & Lz, B—lc~vA 2784774 ~ DNA
~ A=K D T Y A EHAOBRAIZARNEORHM, 55 ISR L 2 RBUEE ~DRERHN, =12
FEREMMN S DT 2 A RGBT D,

AUEICR LT, HERET a Y A BT 25 2 e o T~ A 7 uY T 74 F DNA ~— 77—, HABE
T A A BN THATRTREN E I dREE B Z /o7 (B 2 B, RIZ, EHFTEETH D Z EAVHIH L
Te~e—h—% HWTC, BRI R 28 % S ENWEH L C. TNTNOEFR L OESRGE DR
AEZZleoTc (G 3 ®), F£7o, RREMNOEEEET 572010, BRAABIEZ®KT 2720 DFE
\ZOWT, IMIETF OB S & (CLT, & TR a5 OHERE L OSSR O AIREMEIZ DN T
MRtz 2otz (GF 4 ¥), £ LT, BB LI-FEZ AW TFIBEORIRANGER - 4577 H 458
LT, ZNENORREEH L TABORGEZ B 2 -7, FIFHC, EEAEMIIMEROBEAFRE & b
\CEERAEA B 20, BERVEORGEEA B o7 (0 5 B), BRic, EinSakris L ova gt
BRI ERIZER LoD, SHBOT aY A BRICOWTREEZ B Z 2 -7- (6 3),

o
ARG TIL, 7 2 A FENOE SO O 7= 012 L 0 HBE OE W~ o 7 135514 b DNA
ZHRIDBRZEEAT, [FHECE 5185 1A AW C EREOREREZ fRI T D 72 OO FEBIR kA d=, 372
b, FRWEE L& UTERIREET (KM) BXOERET (AD, @iEEn SK) BsXOots
Kkt (TS). BAMECOSAROIRTH L A)EE IS) ORIRT 2v HAEMT, FHETER I
~A 7 u$T 74 b DNA BMEF 77 A ~—7% VW CENIRT I & 28 n EOER 2T,
LTV UBEEED 0.2 LA FO~—A— (HNUPMO41 3 L OVHNUPM111) (2Xk 27 VI UBEEE, #Bigg7
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UV BT UV ~T adES RS Hardy-Weinberg (HW) B OMEERE T, Aot % Tablel
\RT,

Table 1 Allele frequencies and genetic variability for wild samples of Pinctada fucata martensii

IS IS IS ST KM Al Al SK TS
(2010) (2011) (2013) (2011) (2011) (2011) (2013) (2012) (2012)
n 32 32 35 23 24 33 33 31 33
HNUPMO041
217 0188 0109 0214 0109 0208 0106 0106 0016 0076
218 0281 0328 0243 0304 0333 0303 0288 0290 03%
219 0172 0078 0157 0087 0125 0045 0167 0210 0.167
220 0125 0328 0171 0283 0271 0364 0348 0323 0121
224 0109 0094 008 0043 0000 0030 0000 0000 0045
225 0016 0000 0014 0043 0021 0106 0015 0081 0.106
Minoralleles 0109 0063 0415 0131 0042 0046 0076 0080 0091
na 9 8 10 9 6 9 8 7 10
ar 8.4 7.4 8.8 9.0 6.0 8.0 7.1 6.5 9.2
ho 0656 0563 0857 0435 0458 0576 0636 0645 0727
he 0823 0756 0829 0798 0754 0750 0754 0757 0781
ho/he 0797 0745 1034 0545 0608 0768 0844 0852 0931
Fis 0203 0255 -0034 0455 0392 0232 0156 0148  0.069
HNUPM111
332 0000 0031 0029 0043 0021 0047 0015 0161 0045
336 0063 0016 0000 0022 0146 0078 0076 0048  0.030
340 0063 0094 0100 0022 0042 0047 0000 0016 0045
344 0172 0188 0143 0022 0063 0016 0030 0048 0045
348 0094 0063 0114 0087 0167 0141 0106 0081  0.091
352 0031 0094 0129 0152 0063 0063 0076 0032 0030
356 0063 0047 0071 0043 0021 0141 0030 0097 0030
360 0047 0047 0043 0087 0104 0078 0121 0145 0136
364 0031 0078 0100 0000 0083 0016 0061 0000  0.000
Minoralleles 0436 0342 0271 0522 0290 0373 0485 0372 0548
na 23 22 19 24 19 26 21 19 24
ar 198 191 162 240 186 215 190 175 209
ho 0750 0875 0743 0826 0875 0969 0697 0645 0576
he 0925 0918 0912 0932 0912 0927 0934 0915 0936
ho/he 0811 0953 0815 086 0959 1045 0746 0705 0.615
Fis 0189 0047 0185 0114 0041 -0045 0254 0295 0385

See Table 1 for abbrebiation of populations

n: number of individuals analyzed, na: number of different alleles, ar: allelic richness,
ho: heterozygosity observed, he: heterozygosity estimated, Fis: inbreeding coefficient,
Bold face in ho/he: departure from Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium; P<0.05.

FEALIINEI T AT e’ Hardy-Weinberg MAE > B O DAL, 2 OB Dt
Biid, 7 aYA ML DT 2 A EHTe, DNA SR X U0 aFa o4 aF g
U HA DL D RELRAFE DS < OZKEIZBWOTRBROBEDMG DAV TW DA, IR OW TRV
NWHAH L 25T D, AT H Hardy-Weinberg 2> 5 OB HALTZ 6 DD, o> “HH & [F]
C X MmN RSN Lt FERET 2 v A TS -~—h—Z2 AW BARET Y A O
~A 71774 ~ DNA SHTIEAOBZIZEIE A R CE 2 b D LB X b,



(#kL5) (Style5)

3

RECIL, BRHIZERNE L IMRERI OB IR B 2008 9 e 5 Z & &ilAd-,

FiEE, BAET avYHA 2 %6 ABIOB) oA H@EE LT 1% 1 BT, [FRLE (Al
~A4), FCRA (B1~B4) AR LTz, fEEEEZBZ 20, ESCARREFIE L, £, FEE
7 Y A OEFFENT OGOz~ A 7 a7 F 4§ DNA ~—7—% W CGRASE G ERNE A R
L. iE & OMERMGR S Lz, £72. EHLET a3 v A 2EE L THWTERREEAZB 220,
FUERAWEN S b I sRISRRE D BN 0 5 7 T LT,

FRBORE & SR % Figl (a~c) (T~

Whole wet weight (g)

wkiE (a) ORRIX. FoRBITIIER Al OFENRBIES . 558 A2 OEN R bE) T, HatiZs
BEFAL FRALICHLTA2, A3, A4, Bl, B3, B4, K% A2 1cx LT B2, B3 Bl THIERK
THE CHERENS | S XMl Sz (Tukey-Kramer p<0.01),

RER (b) ORIL. ZEAERICER Al OREDR BIR . 55/ A2 OREN R bR -7, fat
W72 BT, F5R ALICK L TA2, A3, A4, B4, 552 A2 2% LT B1, B2, B3 MIiZBWCHIER T
RFE CHERZENT St Sz (p<0.01),

AFER (o) 1T, HFRHN TR BIRY VEFERIIZR AL T, 4 ADS~WERL 5L 12 H121%68.5+10.7%
THY ., b VAERRIIFR B2 T, 7T ANBIETL 12 A2l 98.0+2.8% Tholz, #atilieA R~
(3R, RImEEO X ) IC5 ] SR IIHER TE Do T,

WIZ, 8 FRDIRIILARIE L IE LI TEE & OBRE A THLH & RBEHERHOIL, 20 AlORE
ORMRETEDOWE (Fig.2) &~7T A RROMIRHEDBIR T - T, Wi OFHEREA Peason’s correlation
coefficient test 2>53kH 5 & R2=0.78 TH VY, ~T A RROIHE (Heo) L 2mEE (g ORIZIED
RIS BH Y . HEHOICEE TH D Z LR Sz (p<0.01),
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Fig. 2



(#kL5) (Style5)

FERWEICOWTC, EERRECE, e, BXFHELHE Lo, FRMB IO ERICWT, FE
ERMERTHZ L INTE o7,

INBNG, BLOERNT L - TR O A CUDBARL OBEE DB D FTREE DS R STz, £z,
AFGE TR 4 JED~— 11— A3 2800 D F1 EMOBIGHIZARME AR N A Sz =
b, BEMO~A 7 09T T4 » DNA ~—h—IC LB EEHIC L > T, ARSI D 1oL
L CTEZ DNDHMIE DOFHL A AT X 5 ATREMED  RIE Xz,

4

AFETIL, BRI ZHERE L oD BRA KT D700, Hdes) b iRiED N TR /2T =
YA Z@ET D2 AE L, 7T a v A i oRKMeE (IETHRRAEE) 2, 7oA
7 AEA W CREIZHIE 2 FEORFR A T,

FEE, BAFET 2 A BLOWERET 2 1A OMiE T ORKMIEGEEB L OV ) a—F L EGa%
A CRH U7z, YRIC, Mk e & L Bain 7' ) a—47 G & OFBEBIR 25T L 7=,
BARICRIRA 2 FANT, GRS Bl K D1 A7 A T2,

JEAHFAZJE > CORERAE Figd (a. b) (TR7S

MR G & () ([ZBWTE, FEET YA NARET 24 L0 m<H#E L, #
FHAEEL, IS THBEAEIHER SN T2M, 6 AnD 8 HICBWTAERENHERSN
7o Fio. 9 ADBE 2013 00 2 H EF THEREMERSIN ) - T-b D0, FUE 3 HB X0 4 Atk
WCHBR NGRSz (Welch’s ttest  p<0.05) ,

Pz V) a—rvai (b) ([ZBWTR MG A& SRR TIERET =7 7 A 23 A ARRET
YA LY E<HERE U, AR > CHEZEISMER SV o723, 2013 -4 A % FrE 2012426 A
DHHE 201345 HIZBWTHEZ (p<0.05) MRS,

~
(a) 5
F 08 - 2 12
= —&—Japan Z I —&— Japan
5 wx —C—China E 10 A —C0—China
3 0.6 1 =
g $ %]
204 - * % 6 - £
=]
£ =
s 4 A
E 0.2 1 *% wE =
o 2 .
-]
: :
5 0-0 T T T T T T T T T T T 1 5‘ 0 T T T T T T T T T T T
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Fig. 3

MG A E R & R 7 ) a— G L ORE . Wl CREAL &2 Ti~T= 2 COfERD
HIEf % FV N C Spearman’ s correlation coefficient by rank test 7> SAHEH R A R D= FEF % Fig. 4 12
N
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y=13.814x+1.537
R2=0.372
P<0.01
T

0.0 0.3 0.6 0.9 1.2
Serum carbohydrate (mg/mi)

Glycogen of adductor muscle (%)

Fig. 4

MIEFHRRAA A G B & PR 7 ) = — 7 BEOFERREN T 1=0.61 Th o7, 2D Ln, MIFTHR
RS B L BAR ) a— o E B CHBIEIR MR S e (p<0.01),
2012 E 9 A & 2013 4 1 HOFRIRE DG HiRAKrE&EO v A 8 7'F 2% Fig. 517, 2012 4
9 AT EEER AT < FEHMEIE 0.13 mg/ml Th o723, 2013 4 1 HIZiH I <KV Mz 7= 9@ {4
g < fﬁxo 71 M & 72 0 PRI 0.06me/ml Th -7, HAHEROEETIE 9 HTiX0.1~0.15mg/ml
UTIZ 2RO 38.9%\ 8722 70 EURDN 34 L Cu =i, 34 1 HIZiZ 0~O0. 05mg/ml FHTIZ AR 48.3%
(272D 8TEIRN 34 LTV e, 2012 4F 9 H BES CIiE sk kg &0 F 10% % ima ERE,. AL
10%ZAXZEREL LT, WREOFELE 1 AR OMEZ Table 2 (<7, Mo &FHIEUE 1 HRRRIZRBU
Th, EEER L EFRRAKMIEENAEIZE (p<0.01) FERE72-7-,
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Fig. 5

Table 2 Comparison of mean and sd of serum carbohydrate and serum protein (mg/mL)
in two carbohydrate groups (high and low) which were divided by the criteria
of values of serum carbohydrte in September 2012.

Date Sep-12 Jan-13

Group*l High group  Low group All High group  Low group All
Serum carbohydrate 0.23+0.04 2 0.04+0.02 0.13+0.05 0.07+0.04" 0.04+0.04 0.06+0.04
Serum protein 0.93+0.29"" 0.45+0.21 0.65+0.27 0.57+0.25 0.31+0.16 0.43+0.22

“! The criteria for grouping of carbohydrate was higer and lower 10% individulas.
“2 Asteriskes (**) show significant differences between high and low groups in each month at p< 0.01
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TS ORERENS T AT L E W T Y H A OISR A S B T E DR 7 E O LA
WZEIE L TRWS DD, AFRREEOENT- T a VY A 28k T 5HERY 95 LEZ LN,

%5

AFETIE, B U7 BRI R 5.2 2008 5 IERGET D722, Mg HRAK brE &
IR S U CHIHE 2880 LR ARPE LT, FEAARPERIAEBEPRIRE A L. DML CUVE5R
DWW TIERAFE DRI A 3 2 W OFH A 3 Z 72 o 72,

JEIE, 2013 4F 1 H O MG K b E B2 AL 25% DM 2R L= Hama 8K, P 25% D%
IRLIZHAZEREEX L L, BEEXKND 2558 (High 1,2), IKEERMD 2 5% Low 1,2) Z{EH L=,
EH#IE, AR JOESRE O A 3 Z 72572,

2014 4F- 3 A B[R 12 A F TORH D 4 FZ2OWE55%E (a) (mm AR B X OV EE

b) (grE%ERA) % Fig6 (TR,

(a) (b)
_ 801 —e—Hign1 Cl 60 1
E’m - 2 ¥
= 40 -
Z 60 - z
E 5 30 -
= 50 - =
2 2 20 |
“ 40 - g
. Z 10 4 .
30 T T T T T T T T T 1 0 T T T T T T T T T 1
s & PN N $ & A9 N4 L
S VR T T S T PRI
Month Month
Fig. 6

R L OVRIRER L b2, FEEXHROZRMEE BXHROZF RIS TE R Lz, Z58751
DRE TIPSR, 5% High 2 28 b Ei<. 5% Low 1 28 bR HEE L7z, #atiA B2,
ETTIEE % High 2 & Low 1 BHCEWTITHIERK TH & THEARZEN K L TR S vz

(Tukey-Kramer p<0.01), &EHEAETIL, R High1 & Low 1 i, 558 High2 & Low 1 iz C
RRERS TR CHEZRZD Wk L TR Sz (p<0.01),

2014 45 7 ADBEEE 12 A £ TOKA OFRBIoMmiGHemktré & (mgml) L0 2Y
a—b g (%) % FgTIorT,

MGG Beds LOPHRRT 7Y a—F7 U Bl B, ma EXKHROZRIMEE X HROF
AR TE S LT,

MIHHRRR A & BF OFZHNOFHEIL., 5% High 1 2 b &< . Low 1 38X Low 2 3 [FFRED
Wz~ LTz, (Fig. 7 (@), &M L7210 ALK TIX, 5% High 1 & Low 1, Low 2, 5%
High 2 & Low 1, Low2 23\ Tlid 12 H ORIER TR THEZRZD Wk L T e (p<0.01),

BRI 7 ) a—7 L EROFSRBIORMEIL, 5% High 2 23 bmm< . 555 Low 1 M bK< i L7

(Fig. 7 b)), BODHERSIZ 10 AL, 5% High 2 & Low 1, Low 2 BlIC3W\ Tk 12 H ORIERK
TR TR L TR SN (p<0.01),
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mraERROF R High1) LHNSNIZAAET 2 A, FEET a5 A Hko 2 5582 RHIC
RWESRAFERR A LT iER % Table 3 1T, mra EHUROSFRIT, APESIVCEERD 9 baiE e
OGO DEIEDHERET Y WA KON, AARET aYHAIILHDERThHoTe, £io, BEJRIZ
DN 2 FARIZHEARTEVWMEBIZ H - T,

Table 3 Quality of pearls harvested from three different families of pearl oyster
Weight Thickness ofthe  High-quality

Cl;l_;gre Family rglul;rgbe;a?L Dia;nete)r*l'z of apearl  nacreous layer ®  pearl rate *
P mm (@ (mm) (%)
Highl 67 8.32:0.30(a) 0.84%0.08(a) 121+030(a) 2540
Shimonada Japan 57 8.15:0.25(b) 0.79+0.08(b) 1.04:0.25(b)  40.40
China 6 8.26+0.29 (ab) 0.82+0.08 (ab) 1.15+0.29(ab) 0.00
High 1 81 8.14+0.23 0.80+0.06 1.02+0.23 38.30
Uchiumi  Japan 94 8.04+0.23 0.77+0.07 0.93+0.23 50.00
China 40 8.09£0.19 0.78+0.06 0.97+0.19 27.50
! Mean + SD

“2 Different alphabets in parentheses denote statistically significant difference (p <0.01)
“3 Thickness of the nacreous layer = pearl diameter - nucleus diameter
" High-quality pearl = number of high-quality pearls X 100/ number of round pearls

Z OFERD B MIFTREAM A E fT, RSB D023 5 Z EAH BN, iz, BER
EDERGRIZH DR L b, RIRENS DOBED A T 5 LR sz,

556
AFETIE, B0 2~5 BEORBREROBIEEZ R I ooz, £z, BONTZHANS, 5%OT 2
A BEHBRIZIOWTOER LB I /o7,



