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Abstract:[Objective]ln order to study the biological character of Scapharca broughtonii, the
experiments were carried out. The results provided basic data for promoting steady and
healthy development of the multiplication and cultivation of S. broughtonii. [Methods]The
difference of burrowing rate with different sizes in Scapharca broughtonii under different
bottom sowing time was analyzed in this article. [Results]The results suggested that the bur-
rowing rate of 1 cm,1.5 cm and 2 cm was higher than 2. 5 cm under different bottom sowing
time. The burrowing percentage of 1 cm,1.5 cm and 2 cm experimental groups had no signif-
icant differences at all conditions before the starting of the experiment in 24 h, which was
higher than the burrowing percentage of 2. 5 cm experimental group. The burrowing percent-
age had no remarkable differences at all sizes of S. broughtonii after 36 h in the experiment.
The burrowing rates of S. broughtonii which were burrowed at 9:00,13:00 and 17:00 were
higher than 2100, but were insignificantly different among them. [ Conclusion] The size
whose burrowing rate was fast and stable should

WO B 8 :2016-10-08 be chosen as the gauge of burrowing rate.
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Fig. 1 The variation of burrowing rate in Sca pharca
broughtonii with different sizes in 9:00
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Fig. 2 The variation of burrowing rate in Scapharca
broughtonii with different sizes in 13:00
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Fig. 3 The variation of burrowing rate in Sca pharca
broughtonii with different sizes in 17:00
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Fig. 4 The variation of burrowing rate in Sca pharca

broughtonii with different sizes in 21.:00
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Fig. 6 The comparison of burrowing rate in Sca pharca
broughtonii with the same size of 1.5 cm in different times
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Fig.7 The comparison of burrowing rate in Sca pharca

broughtonii with the same size of 2 cm in different times
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