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Fig.1 Comparison of average weight and average length of each hybrid population
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Fig.2 Comparison of average weight and average length of each half-sib family
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Fig.3 Comparison of average weight and average length of each seed source
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Fig.4 Comparison of average weight and average length of each half-sib family
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Fig.5 Comparison of average weight and average length of each seed source
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A preliminary study of superior half-sib family selection of
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Abstract: To provide basic data for the genetic breeding program of Sebastes schlegeli, 41 families and 6 hybrid
groups were established using half-sib family breeding and hybridization breeding methods. The growth situation of
them was studied in 2009, 2010 and 2011. Wild parental animals were collected from Qingdao, Rizhao, Rongcheng,
Changdao and Taihua Marine Aquaculture Co. LTD of Yantai from April 2005 to March 2007. The results showed
that there were significant difference in weight and no marked difference in length between fish in testing groups.
Ten superior half-sib families and two superior hybrid groups were obatined through screening, RCF1 and WCF1
were the best hybrid groups of 2009. CC2, QQ1, QC1 and CC1 were the best half-sib families of 2010. 2RZ1, F27,
F29, F28, F26 and F23 were the best half-sib families of 2011. Considering the provenance (the source of the
hybrid), family RC and WC, family QQ and CC, family 2RZ and F2 were the best provenances of 2009, 2010, 2011,

respectively.
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