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Figure 3. Electrophoretic patterns of EST* (above) and G6PDH™ (below) loci in each

population of Orange spotted grouper



Table 3. Allele frequencies of four populations of orange spotted grouper (n=30)

Locus Allele Nakhon Si Thammarat Sikao Kantang Palian
AAT-1* A 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
AAT-2° A 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
ACP-1* A 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
ACP-2* A 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000

EST* A 0.550 0.552 0.450 0.517
B 0.450 0.448 0.550 0.483

GPDH-1* A 1.000 1,000 1.000 1.000
GPDH-2* A 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
G6PDH* A 0.200 0.052 0.083 0.117
0.800 0.948 0.917 0.883

IDH* A 0.033 1.000 1.000 1.000

B 0.967 0.000 0.000 0.000

LAP-1+ A 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
LAP-2* A 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
LDH-1+ A 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
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Table 4. Genetic variability of orange spotted grouper populations

Population n P A A He Ho Ho/He  P-value

D

Nakhon Si Thammarat 30 017 1.30 2.0 0.069 0.061 0.884 0.073

Sikao 30 0.09 1.22 2.0 0.032  0.041 1.281 0.479
Kantang 30 0.09 117 20 0.034  0.039 1.147 0.323
Palian 30 0.13 1.22 2.0 0.040 0.041 1.025 0.819
Average 30 0.12 1.23 20 0.044 0.046 1.084 -

n = sample size, P = proportion of polymorphic loci, A = mean number of alleles per locus,
A, = mean number of alleles per polymorphic locus, He = expected heterozygosity,

Ho = observed heterozygosity, P-value = probability of Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium test

Fadmvasfulusntizuainuuuy (proportion of polymorphic loci) — Heuviniy 0.17
Tudsztiny wasedsssusy, 0.09 ludszpins &0 uas Nuae uas 0.13 ludszsns Uundou
Tasfidnadowinny 0.12 (Table 4.) uaziiswiudadaiaddadunia (mean number of alleles
per locus) WiNfU 1.30 TuYs:pIns UATAISTINIT e 1.22, 1.17 uax 1.22 ludszsing &m
ueld uszUsiniow e udTau (Table 4.)

fomruwvanaamalsloiailulniadudadiunis Aidumldannisdne (observed
heterozygosity; Ho) fedautridn laodlanriny 0.061 wUs=rIns UATASEITUTIT Was 0.041,
0.039 us: 0.041 MuUszpnI &nn fuds uasdznBon eaddy wazdfiawSoudsuiudn
faduvanaamalslonailuln® annnisaienane (expected heterozygosity; He) #1835 la-
Run2y (Chi-square;,‘(z) lidwuanuuandaadd (P>0.05) BTN nnﬂs:mmﬁmmﬁmaaﬁu
wazeuivosflnlnw ag'lv.ﬂmwaugau‘maam{ﬁlﬁﬁma? (Hardy-Weinberg Equilibrium) @3
usaslu Table 4.

\HanasauanuLand1sEninalszrinidands Markov chain §1un 6 duszrng
WU dlszens szwinadszring wasedsTiana Au dszring a3l A uesednyIuT-Rim
UATAIBITUTIT-AUGT  LasuASAIEITUTT-Usiniou  Januuanaianunisedd  udlainuain
UANG 1IN IRAR szwinglszrng udrniaass  feo FN-Nuey  Fn-UsinBoun uasnues-

Uzivdaw (Table 5.)



Table 5. Probabilities of population differentiation test between each population pair (above
diagonal) and genetic distance (Nei) among populations (below diagonal) of orange

spotted grouper

Nakhon Si Thammarat Sikao Kantang Palian
Nakhon Si Thammarat 0.000 0.000 0.000
Sikao 0.107 0.998 0.067
Kantang 0.109 0.000 0.110
Palian 0.080 0.038 0.039

FITUTAWININUENTIN  (genetic  distance) Trwinsdszminidainziteanues 4
Uszoing ﬁfhagt:wha 0.000-0.109 Tﬂuﬁﬂﬁzmn'sﬁﬁm's:U:ﬁwmoﬁuqmmﬁauﬁq@ oh!
dizrnsfimnuydszrinsiuay  SssusinammanusnIiugiony - 0.000 Favauiuilszming
CHPLIN ua:ﬂﬁs:mm‘r’iﬁms:U:m\:meﬁuqn'smmn?iqﬂ f8  UszminIuaIaIoITNITITNY
Uszmnsiuas (Table 5)  MNAIITHEMIIMIRUENIFUEUNINETIURUAIAMEUWUTNG
Wunnssueaedt UPGMA uaswuilszrnstansSnanuasidnmluadiimunsoutssanled

w2 nau 0 Uss1nT uaIaIpIIuTIT uRsUsETINT @39 (Figure 4.)



Nakhon Si Thammarat

. | Sikao
| Kantang
Palian
R |
0.01

Figure 4. Dendrogram of genetic distance among population of Orange spotted

grouper by UPGMA method
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