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Morphological Comparison of Sepiella japonica in Different Generations of Cultured Populations

SHAN Yu-han, HE Chun-jian, LU Zhen-ming, CHI Chang-feng® et al ( National Engineering Research Center of Marine Facilities
Aquaculture, School of Marine Science and Technology, Zhejiang Ocean University, Zhoushan,Zhejiang 316022)

Abstract [ Objective] To make morphological comparison on different generations of cultured populations of S. japonica. [ Method] The mor-
phological indices of three generations of cultured Sepiella japonica populations (F,, F, and F;) were analyzed by the traditional morphological
method, One-way ANOVA and multiple analysis comparisons. [ Result]5 indices (body weight, mantle width, cuttlebone weight, cuttlebone
length , cuttlebone height) of 10 morphological indices tested had significant difference among three generations of cultured populations, while
there was no significant difference of mantle length/mantle width among three generations of cultured populations. [ Conclusion ] These results

can provide certain theoretical basis for S. japonica resources’ conservation and development.
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Fig.2 The morphological indices comparison of cuttlebone of S. japonica in three generations of cultured populations
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Fig.3 Comparison of mantle length ,mantle width,fin width and eye distance in three generations of cultured populations of S. japonica
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Table 3 Comparison of nutritional ingredient of four soybean varieties

%
i g7 & EHRE &
Varieties Fat content Protein content
& 25 5 Jindou No.25 17.28 38.63
B ARILHE 2 5 Jindazaohuang No. 2 17.01 41.16
K5 1% Xiadou No. 1 16.31 40.25
H 5 2 5 Xiadou No.2 16.38 41.02
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