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1 I ntroduction

INTRODUCTION

The fresh water prawn, Macrobrachium rosenbergii (De
Man 1879) recorded from tropical and sub tropical waters in
most fresh water areas including rivers, lakes, swamps,
irrigation ditches, canals and ponds as well asin estuarine areas
(Holthis, 1980). It is considered as one of the most important
crustacean species produced in inland aguaculture in many
tropical and sub-tropical countries (FAO, 2000). This species
also is known as the giant river prawn or the Malaysian prawn.
It is (as well as other macrobrachium species) commercially
important owing to its value as food source (Sung et al., 2000
and Sarathi et al., 2008).

Its productivity decline has been reported in some
countries and was attributed to inbreeding depression in this
species (Mather and de Bruyn, 2003). It was suggested that the
declines in productivity in this species is concerned to the
industry (Mather and de Bruyn, 2003; Thanh et al., 2009).
Thus, growth performance experiments and selective breeding
programs were initiated to evaluate the genetic potential for
selection of different strains of M. rosenbergii (Thanh et al.,
2010; Pillai et al., 2011).



