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Correlation between the morphological traits and net meat weight, meat
rate of Procambarus clarkii
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Abstract: In order to explore the relationships between the morphological traits of Procambarus clarkii and its net meat
weight as well as meat rate, 194 adult Procambarus clarkii were used as experimental materials in this study. Twelve morpho-
logical traits of Procambarus clarkii were measured, including total length, body length, chelicera length, cephalothorax
length, cephalothorax width, cephalothorax height, the first abdominal segment length, the first abdominal segment width, the
first abdominal segment height, abdominal carapace length, tailfan length and tailfan width. And correlation analysis, multiple
regression analysis and path analysis were carried out. The results of the correlation analysis showed that the traits that were

extremely significantly correlated with the meat rate of female Procambarus clarkii were the abdominal carapace length and the

length of the first abdominal segment length (P<0.01).
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E R LA FL IR BB 5 H [ JBGS (2021) 1191 LI5 4 the meat rate of male Procambarus clarkii were chelicera
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results of the path analysis indicated that the chelicera
length had a negative direct effect on the meat rate of both

female and male Procambarus clarkii. The abdominal cara-



INEFSEE L IR JE'?%EEI\( Procambarus clarkii) TEAS R 5 v T B R P SRR S 1 127

pace length and the first abdominal segment length had a positive direct effect on the net meat weight and meat rate of female

Procambarus clarkii, and the cephalothorax height and cephalothorax length had positive direct effects on the net meat weight

and meat rate of male Procambarus clarkii. This study provides a theoretical basis for the breeding of Procambarus clarkii.
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2.1 FRENERG
AHIFST o (G i L MR R R B (49.69+7.90) ¢,
HERFA TR (52.63+7. 83) o, MENFAHE (46.75£6.79) ¢,
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B1 ZREEREESHER
Fig.1 Morphological traits of Procambarus clarkii

F1 HEUHTEREENRBEER FAERH AR
Table 1 Morphological traits, net meat weight and meat rate of

male Procambarus clarkii

F2 BUHEREENREERFAERHAER
Table 2 Morphological traits, net meat weight and meat rate of fe-

male Procambarus clarkii

ek sl b || ek EAH ek i b || ek EAH
HAE(g) 5.74 1.44 || HAE 25.16 HAE(g) 6.15 1.49 || HAE 24.20
A (%) 11.00 270 || HAR 24.55 (%) 13.16 253 || HAR 19.26
424K (mm) 105.90 527 || &K 4.98 424K (mm) 111.23 6.62 || &K 5.96
4 (mm) 87.24 460 || kK 5.28 M4 (mm) 89.77 8.94 || kK 9.96
H g (mm) 110.73 9.64 || EK 8.70 A (mm) 86.69  7.05 || EWK 8.13
S f H K (mm ) 57.64 268 || kBHK 4.65 KM H K (mm) 57.88 3.09 || kMHK 5.34
Sy F 5 (mm) 26.46 1.27 || kKH5E 4.79 S My F 5 (mm) 26.79 2.38 || kMH5E 8.88
Sk B 3 (mm) 27.59 1.92 || kMaH 6.94 S 5 (mm) 29.87  2.85 || kM 9.55
5 —JEA K (mm) 18.94 1.34 || H—IK 7.05 HF— I (mm) 19.76 2.00 || BHE—HETK 10.14
H— M 58 (mm) 8.11  0.80 || Hi—MEHisE 9.81 H— M1 58 (mm) 755 046 || HHEIE 6.03
W —JE T (mm) 14.30 115 || B—ET& 8.02 H—ET = (mm) 15.61 1.53 || BT 9.82
JE K (mm) 30.21 2.65 || HHK 8.78 JEH A (mm) 34.00 227 || BHRK 6.67
R (mm) 15.76 127 || BWE 8.04 R R (mm) 17.63 137 || BBk 7.77
JFEFR FE (mm) 6.94  0.62 || BRivE 8.87 FE 5 G (mm) 7.54 1.29 || R 17.13
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2.2 MAREIFE RS T

AHIFSE b o GBS v A EE 5 T SRR
ERSM . A PERIRTI AR DGR S B4 Rk 3 i,
FE 12 RIPRR MM v [C R EEIF N T S R
K R ST B E A M (P>0.05) A S5 —
G T8 B —HE R R A G (P<0. 05) M OCHR B
NEIAHE (0.200<r<0. 400 ) , R 5 424K (R B
ek SR S S S s SRR K
R Sl 2 A5G (P<0. 01 ), H v i o (G J B O
#3 EREENSRIMERSSAE, HAENALRY

JEHT K 55 ¥ R 1 A O 2 B S 9 RE DG (0.600<r<
0.800) , &K MK LMH K - K55REH
FRAF DGR JBE Sy v 45 8 B2 A O (0.400<r<0. 600) , 5 fis
e S R 58 Sk R v 5 DA B )R S A EE N 55 A
%(0.200<r<0. 400) , Wit 7 QIR SR H R 556
— R K R AR A O (P<0. 01) MG FE
REGHHSE(0.200<r<0. 400) , Higx 10 TR FE b 5
P LC RS R A HR TR 3R 380 B 35 AH G (P>0. 05)

Table 3 Correlation coefficients between morphological traits and net meat weight, meat rate of Procambarus clarkii

THRZREL
B ek wkommk B GE M B e MR R e
N E 1000 0771* 0557 0460™ 0372* 0437 0357 0324™ 0548™ 0228* 0255° 0620 0174 -0.001
HRH 0777* 1000 0121 0151 -0187 0007 0011 —0010  0301* -0.115 0019 0337 0017 -0.062
&K 0.606™ 0192 1000 0121 0151 -0187 0007 0011 -0.115 -0010 0301 0.019 0337 0017
(SN 0.619™ 0.199* 0914™ 1000 0399 0568 048%™ 0395 0384™ 0274™ 0221 0458™  0311™ 0.100
ERK 0208" -0363" 0452* 0424™ 1000 0550 0420 0415 0354 0346™ 0314* 0367 0273 0.187
KM 0.630™ 0179 0893  0.8847  0472* 1000 0792™ 06677 0423 0406™ 0319" 0469* 0326 0.162
SKHEFSE 0371 0416™ 0715™ 0700" 0562 0.790* 1000 0875™ 0262* 0246* 0168 0389 0228  0.197
KW 0025 -0231% 0207 0062 0276™ 0328™ 0427 1000 0240*  0245* 0163  0341™ 0265 0.183
PR 0058 -0104 0015 0021 0180 0215% 0327 0570 1.000 -0.048 028" 0318™  0.I35 0002
IR 0279 0018 0467™ 04337 0232%  0464™ 0405 0127 0114 1000 0271 0334™ 0059 0039
SE—HETE 0286™ -0.081 0531 0458 0488 0536* 0542 0241* 0265 0248* 1000 0223*  0247° 078
K 0424™ 0284 0612 0633 0085  0478™ 0350™ -008 -0035  0.19%  0211* 1.000 0317*  0.086
K 0.148 -0011 0511 0379* 0178  0404™ 0310™ 0258 0220* 0258™ 0239 034 1000 0078
R T 0309 0091 0371 0416 0228* 0413 0455* 0179  038™ 0036  0403™ 0229* 0153 1000

* TR WEMI(P<0.05) , ™ Fon R B FASE(P<0.01)
35 FE T MR PGS 45 MR LA DG 8K

TE 12 AR A P v Q5 B R A1 IR
5 AR — R R R KA M
(P>0.05) , SE K 2 B EH K (P<0.05) , HI
JE NS5 AH I (0.200<r<0. 400) , 54K AR Sk
K MR e SR S SRR TR R
T A G (P<0.01) , Hrh 54K KK K&
Sk by F K L5 A 56 (0.600<r<0.800) , 45 i B K 5L
SEFRBEAH O (0.400<r<0. 600) , 53k Mg FY 55 45— I8
v S — IR AR B P 2 55 A O (0.200< r<
0.400) , Bt v FQJFE R H A SR 5B K 3k i R
B S A R 35 AHOC (P<0. 01) , Hovp 5 3k fifg HY
i 1 TR E A O (0.400<r<0. 600) , 5K M i
FR B 55 56 (0.200< 1 1 <0. 400) B o £ L EE

IR A AR SRR Sk M 7 2 A 3B AT R (P<0. 05)

FAMOT LA b 07 B AR R MEVE 5 (G FUR R 2% Mot 1) AR G R 8, X M 27 T O B

MAHCFRE 1, 5 kM s S 554006 (0.200< 1 rl <
0.400) , 5K EM I I (0<r<0. 200) , HArHAR
S A L PR 3T I A OGP (P>0. 05)
23 HMESTEEFRE

HI2 4 ATAL RN A3 Breh i AR (Y )
Ml g7 R AR A I P K (X ) K5 — T K
(X)), EAH F (Y, ) B R HRA E K
(Xpo) FEMA (X)) BB —E K (X,) . TEXTHEPE
o FRE IR B A vh FE A R (Y ) [BHE 7 7R
PR AT S M FR K (X ) RSk MR s (X ), iE AV A
(Vo) MU T R AR A BB (X,) B &
(Xo) Bk MK (X,) .

ST P A A PR B 5 0 PR 3R [ 0 AR A
.
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MERRIF A EE .Yy =—10.623+0.234X ) +0.290X,
R*=0.510;

x4 EREENESERSSAEHAZNOEREEZEHRE

MERR H PR, Yoy = 0.38 + 0. 04X, - 0. 02X, +
0.04X,,R*=0.297;

Table 4 Significant test of regression coefficient between the morphological traits and net meat weight, meat rate of Procambarus clarkii

b [ R i PR et i P it
R Vi R -10.623 1.722 -6.169 0
JE 0.235 0.500 0.496 6.474 0
BMEAK 0.290 0.570 0.390 5.098 0
Yig B -11.658 2.522 -4.623 0
SN TLIEN 0.376 0.044 0.698 8.630 0
S it R g -0.154 0.061 -0.204 -2.528 0.013
AR You el 0.038 0.038 1.008 0.316
JE R 0.004 0.001 0.396 4.140 0
K3 -0.002 0 -0.451 -4.650 0
AR 0.004 0.001 0.335 3.519 0.001
Yo I 0.076 0.051 1.481 0.142
33N -0.002 0 -0.536 ~5.662 0
K Mg H -0.004 0.001 -0.252 -2.853 0.005
KM 0.005 0.001 0.515 5.344 0

ISR TR . Yy = - 11.658+0.376X,-0. 154X,
R*=0.423;

TR R Y,y = 0.076 - 0.002X, - 0. 004X, +
0.005X,,R*=0.325,

X it g N7 ) [0 0y R AT O 25 43 A, A e

®5 EREENESERSSANEHARNEESFENATESR

bk, e s FroR, MERR N EE A F (N 49. 447,
R F(H K 14.069, HERF R E W F (E R
37.287, HAZE F AN 16. 853 ,4 DITFERY P (Y
0, VB X 2677 R BT R A LA ROR , nT LAADE
Sy MRS AR B (48 R

Table 5 Analysis of variance of the regression equation between the morphological traits and net meat weight, meat rate of Procambarus clarkii

5 H & ¥J5 PE F R S(E
ésSil 251
HRNE AR SRE AR HBRE AR BRE AR HBRE kS
W =] 107.080 0.019 2 3 53.540 0.006 0 0 49.447 14.069
B 2% 98.532 0.041 91 90 1.083 0
B 205.611 0.060 93 93
il mYE] 89.726 0.025 2 3 44.863 0.008 0 0 37.287 16.853
B 2% 116.709 0.047 97 96 1.203 0
B 206.435 0.072 99 99

2.4 BEERWNERNEHARHBESHW

ATRLE A3 B 45 5 0 FEmE HEA T A o 10 25 21
R 6 i, XM I X i PR Y I ) B
HRON R (P, =0.496) , IR NE —H K (P, =

0.390) ; 7 H 4 X H P 38 09 TF 1) B 432 3800 e K
(P,=0.396) , ik W& — 1K (P, =0.335) , 5
IR Hh A 3 AT B 1) LN (P, = -0.451)
Xof TR 50 e A EE Y R R A Sk R R RSk
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ey B e, JE e S T S v PR R LA O 1) TR K
(P, =0.698) , S F 525 X o4 P 26 LA 1 16 B 124

WL P, ==0.204) , fE3K M HH g s ik Sk Ml FR RO P
FHA B B4RV (P, = 0. 556) 5 3k Ji HHC X H
PR 1E ) ELEEON R K (P, = 0. 515) , B
Sk i B v oF PR LA 7 ) LR ARV, AR AR R
B3 -0. 536 F1-0. 252, 3k iy B3 i 25 i K A

®6 RREENESHERSFAEHAERNERSN

S R 0T A R B A RN, 2 L B
KT 5 P T M AR A 1 PR 38 LA 7 1] 4K
O 5 JUE P ARV — 3 A P e PR D o A
HATE 1) BRSSOV, Sk M B oo Xk A A ) 4 PA) R £
PR AT 1) LA RN, S 6 P X e ) 45 P B
I AR BA T 1) BRSO

Table 6 Path analysis between the morphological traits and net meat weight, meat rate of Procambarus clarkii

‘ - e [HEFSTERES Y
b L ERK  RWTK RETE BomTk  RTK
{ 1=y I
M HE FETK 0.548 ** 0.390 0.158 0.158
JEH K 0.620* 0.496 0.124 0.124
R K -0.187 -0.451 0.264 0.119 0.145
TR LIRS 0.301* 0.335 -0.034 -0.160 0.126
JEHHK 0.337* 0.396 -0.059 -0.166 0.107
e HRE ST 0.630* 0.698 -0.162 -0.162
kg 0.371* -0.204 0.556 0.556
A K -0.363 ** -0.536 0.101 0.243 -0.142
SRS 0.179 0.515 -0.454 -0.253 -0.201
Mg v -0.231™ -0.252 0.109 -0.301 0.410

* IR B FEA (P<0. 05)

25 BEMERTEAE HARHNRAERE

FES AR HTh, Pe R BT LR [ AR s
ARSI R, A 7 BRI A R IR
A PeE RBUR KR (D, =0. 246) , HUCH 3 — 18117
K(D,=0.152) R K S5H B KGILRE R
(D, =0.123) f5e/Iy s X T MERF H P93 B R it e
FERF K (D, =0.203), KR MEH K (D, =
#7 BREEHSERIENE,HARORERY

, AR E IR (P<0.01) , XN AR R A,

0.157) . XFFHERFE R, Sk M B K 0 P 3R 8000
K (D, =0.487) , 22 BH 3kl F K2 52 i) il AR 4 PR B 179
FEEMEIR 3k i A 5 Sk i H v A L ) e R B
(D,;=-0.227) SRy 65 X T HERF H A8 2B i ke
SERBUR K (D, =0.287) , Hok Jy 3k Mg K (D, =
0.265) , Z M 5 3k Mg A iy 2L [m] e RE( D, =
-0.261) K

Table 7 The determination coefficient of the morphological traits of Procambarus clarkii for net meat weight and meat rate

_ e AL
PES LERIN i —
3ES SN S SR K
I HA BMEAK 0.152 0.123
JE 0.246
BHBES Ik 0.203 -0.107 -0.131
AR 0.112 0.084
JiE 0.157
i3 A KM 0.487 -0.227
K g H ey 0.042
RS 3 0.287 -0.261 0.152
BN LIRS 0.265 -0.079
e i W 0.064
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3 1

H i, A WF s T A 2 50 RE BT R 5T
SR REIMES R SIRERN LR, kA5
D T e FQJR SR A 10 AR, 22 0K A 5 Ml e
KPR Sk i B 5, L Ry 4 5 o] o5 4 20
T S [ AR Y 12 AN SRBIMR TR & 20k g
FEXTARF R fe A, S T 563k M B s AR Y
AT [T 05 i 5 o R S 40 S0 ko e e B £ i
HR TR AT I 5 | 245 5 3% B Sk Mg R 1
M A A, T Sk Ji FR 58 A 4 X R E A — E S
S R Y D S N vl 7 N S S 97 AT 2 N ER £
40% LA I ANAN S T8 1A 55 AN 8 4 T S e L mT 2
(4 o5 L DRI L PR B D A A 3 B R AR AR 1 22 5 A
B, ABFFEERC [CJF R 1Y 12 RS T 54T,
o R S R B R, MR o A AR S R A
H 24.20% , TSRV N S S R AR 25. 16% , KW
AN ] S A T i 22 S, LA AR
VEE 25 0], R0 58 00 A5 M AR R R 13.16% +
2.53% HERFH RN 11. 00%+2. 70% , 5 2 A BF5%
SERAFAEIE S L AT v QIR SR A o
14.36% + 3. 28%, J& A S50 0 45 0 oF P SRy
18.25%+4. 95% , HEXF HH A ZH 16. 53%+4.39% ,
RIS T AR A R, 18 25 5 19 i R AT RS2 o
QIR ECIR Y A B BEASTR] ] 20 56 T T A
o R B A A R4 IR B (14. 0546.26) g &E4
IR A5 i FH A e DG 2 0 Ry 2 47 I |
BIIRE N (49. 69+7.90) g, HAUHFRISMEE51L5E5)
TS SR A B T A4y, ik SEE A B i
W HER R, NI B AR TR, 2555
POV RN B A R A XA [ RIS T G AR A
R LR —5,

T BAH M A BT RS 255 VR B > MR [ 1) A
Kk, RE AL A8 P A PEAR 18] 0 ELREAH DG |t % i
HoAb PR T2 7= A A AR DG A e R I 38
1 Z2 I8 BRI B 105 56 2208 8 35 A Pk, A
PR RIA T RE AR ST A f] SRR DG 43 B b
P 5 FC B R 9 1 PR o 5 3 R S A S A OG
B S H FAMSEAR 2 SR M JE 2
UGS RIS B, B RN o ER B U Y
SETERTES A SN 33 N N EVE R v i
FPIRRUERK S AREARENRIHER, 16

AT BAR PR A M v, SR SE PR 5 v A EE Bl R R
PR I B P AR DG L (R A Z ST Il A A
RO BT, i REA VAR 2 ANER . AEZ o0
BT U P NS RN i i R SV Z SR T E S A
ZHEAR 5 TR A R 7 R B MR 2 (B A AR 3R I
FHSEHE , =i 22 F L2 () B, 3 B bR T 7E R —
[l g7 FE kA

1)1 231 5 38 48 43 BT 25 SR 3 B Ol R 5 A R
PR EE R PR R A2 BN [RHIR B e, X B G
BRI | 55— Y K IS B v PR B R HE AR
LA T 7] ELEARON , B SR 6 s PR SR 5L 17 ) B
RENE, X o FC B MR A B, Sk B B X6 v P o A
HH PR S ELAT I ) PO, Sk o R i A L
T EESUY . ©A IS RAEN B R B
o EEITE S 5 ) v FC R R Y R 0 B B FE AR
JEI S e B AN R B o FC R B IR A Y TR S5 2 5
B W O G, B2 I AR A B 2R 498
Craig 2% OBIFFE 25 SR 0, X T s o [C R B
ATt PR 3R SRR B e JE RORE G BRI R
BETER MRS, Lutz Pl ok B K
EEMCTE 5 R AR i B A G

S ey R 3 — PR AE 5 [ R B AR B A PR A5
Wb A RN B v E SR A A Sk Ml H g
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