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First Record of Goatfish Upeneus subvittatus (Pisces: Mullidae) from Jeju
Island, Korea

Si-Won Choi, Se Hun Myoung*, Jeong-Hoon Lee and Jung Nyun Kim

Fisheries Resources Research Center, National Institute of Fisheries Science, Tongyeong 53064, Republic of Korea

On November 9, 2022, a goatfish (Mullidae) that had not been previously reported in Korea was collected during
offshore fisheries resources research near Jeju Island. Based on the morphological identification, this goatfish was
identified as the genus Upeneus owing to the presence of palatine teeth and vomerine teeth, as well as the proximal
part of anterior part of second dorsal fin. Additionally, through molecular identification, the previously unreported
goatfish was identified as U. subvittatus with a 99.8% match in the mtDNA COlI region. Goatfish U. subvittatus has no
patterns on its body and dark bands on both the lower and upper caudal fins, making it well distinguishable from the
four species of genus Upeneus reported in Korea. U. vittatus, reported in Japan, showed morphological differences
from U. subvittatus in that the dark band on the lower lobe of the caudal fin was wider, and longitudinal stripes were
present on the body. Based on the morphological characteristics of U. subvittatus, we suggest a new Korean name,
“Jul-mu-nui-kko-li-chog-su”.
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Cuvier (1829)0] 2J3f] B1&| F o W AE2 Upeneus vittatus
(Forsskal, 1775)o|t}h. ®3F H271A] AlEo] B lE|HA ZHA|
AR O 47502 Feld 9y Eaat FolHE AV B
2 Fo] x5 o] Qlth(Uiblein and Maclaine, 2021; Fricke et
al., 2024). o] &2 3t=tof| 4% [ =a==(Upeneus japonicus;
Houttuyn, 1782), '=8&34~(Upeneus moluccensis, Bleeker,

M E

53t o] Y A P2 SHF oW FAHY FA=Hu]E 7HA|
1 ofeg Zofl 3] S 7HA= A o] EX]O]E}(NakabO
2013; Nelson et al., 2016). £} o] 77} 714 §F 9] 4=
2 AEE A 2t mE o Ao = 2 ]'747]3'1:}’%

7HA AL Ho| Rk HAISh=H| ARSI A EES sHA] o=
Al, -’,\—05, L olrtug ) oF Zof 9|x]ttH(Sato, 1937; Gosline,
1984). 43} of 7= YA E= AP Y] v 9l BR9]A] 9 of] A
Ashe 2, ot 2 drfsf ol WA Z2£3HH(Kim et al.,
2005). o] = Fo] o) &35} HRY7IA] 64(Mullus, Mul-
loidichthys, Pseudupeneus, Parupeneus, Upeneus, Upeneich-
thys) 10450] B ¥ lor st=tof= 24 (Parupencus, Up-
eneus) 1150] B 1=t Golani and Galil, 1991; MABIK,
2023; Fricke et al., 2024). o] & =3=Z42(Upeneus)

1855), W==<4~(Upeneus sulphureus; Cuvier, 1829), 2 =
Z<=(Upeneus tragula; Richardson, 1846)] | HiElo] glom
o= ol 71550 Q= 455 3T 1050] Haly
o] ¢lth(Bandai et al., 2018; MABIK, 2023). S0 oL
7l& ] (palatine teeth)@r A& A](vomerine teeth)E 7}A] 1L
WA SAlmej] Qo] Tgiie] 2e ulio] ZAfsle] &
21 | of2 £E3 L2 EcKUiblein and Heemstra, 2010;
Nakabo, 2013). T3} Uiblein and Heemstra (2010)2 =&-54>
%2652 A= 52, Auf, 7RI =en] dx 5o A
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AL e R =efn] At 5o R HE AR 4719
% B3| (japonicus, tragula, moluccensis, vittatus groups) =
AUtk SHAIRE o] 27l H 0 7 Rt A%o0| 1 TIE
¢]31(Uiblein et al., 2016, 2019; Uiblein and Motomura, 2021;
Fricke et al., 2024), Uiblein and Maclaine (2021)2 o] 4 &1*
5= Toke] ofe] FeiF AR B He Sl AAlAl
HE nE LghdEaed 220 710 £ B35H|(pord, japoni-
cus, margarethae, moluccenis, stenopsis, suahelicus, tragula
groupS)i Alstst e
A=2022 119 3Y2E 14U7HA] S22t vijel& 7
Zﬂ—’F (exclusive economic zone, EEZ)ol| A 305 =5 4=AF

TS ool A YA AFE SRR AAZHA Fifel B
g Ho] gl wFHS 07552 Hsto] FHE A

71 Afeo] A =2

Iz H A

& Rojtara} g},

>

HE

rEEps off /A1 20224 119 9Y I 4Aksk
ZeAbafst Z/\}H(EP—TLBE L679E) ASESS 01%6}04
Al G5 s oll A A= AekFig. 1). A7
Ao A Nakabo (2013)E Fa1slo] FejEAL S5 %Xé =31
I ST BARAL 95 ofFQ] 922 njyie] 2axa] o
FE 99% el Yol B girt. A eubE oA E
15% Z22of 152U7F 145193 347t 2=Al71AS A
25 70% ol ehgol WS | R TRl
A AR 91 EATTE] (National Institute of Fisheries Science,
Fisheries Resources Research Center, NIFS_FRRC)o| 5=
u stk

el

FEf R4S 93t A4 W Al=-2 Nakabo (2013), Uiblein and
Heemstra (2010), Uiblein and Mcgrouther (2012)& 3}als}%
o} 87119 A A 22719 ASF S A ASY
A 9] 79, vernier calipersE ©]-8510] 0.1 mm @714 =74
SF o, SR APl tiet vlegh(%) o2 ehitsto] Lret
Wk 2332 o] 7o) =S X-ray AH|(SVC-2002; Softex,
Tokyo, Japan)& 25}o], 25l AL Fa) Als=akoi).

=AhE M

Total DNAE oA 9] -8-22] 2 2 H ¥ GeneAll Exgene™
Clinic SV DNA extraction kit (GeneAll, Seoul, Korea)& A}
&oto] FESHTE EAFEAS 9l8f total DNARFE mi-
tochondrial DNA (mtDNA) cytochrome oxidase subunit I
(CONH IS FEZAFH 21, PCR (polymerase chain reaction)

2 93] Ward et al. (2005)2] VF2 (5-TCA ACC AAC CAC
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Fig. 1. Map showing the sampling area of goatfish Upeneus subvit-
tatus from Korea.

AAA GAC ATT GGC AC-3")2} FishR2 (5-ACT TCA GGG
TGA CCG AAG AAT CAG AA-3)) primerE A8-5}3itt.
PCR-2 AccuPower® PCR Premix©] total DNA 4 uLE 7}
St 3, %20 uL7} € wi7kA] 32} FF<=5 Y1l Thermal cycler
(C1000™; Bio-Rad, Hercules, CA, USA)E o|-8-5}0] o)1}
Ze z 70| A PCRE 4=3Y5}% tHInitial denaturation 95°C, 5
min; PCR reaction 37 cycle (denaturation 94°C, 30 sec; an-
nealing 52°C, 30 sec; extension 72°C, 1 min); final extension
72°C, 7 min]. ¥7]4 42 ABI 3730XL DNA Analyzer (Ap-
plied Biosystemsm Inc., Foster City, CA, USA)°]| 4 ABI Big-
dyeterminator cycle sequencing ready reaction Kit v 3.1 ]
£51o] of2- 2 27 2 2 cycele sequencingS 53l LAt
Aozl 7] 4 E-2 National Center for Biotechnology Infor-
mation (NCBI)®] 5531 L(NIFS_FRRC 1, OR816057),
H7IMGH LS 9fsf NCBIo| 55 =554 ofF 12,

Z42<x(Parupeneus) 1% 15, AHETESHE) 15 (Up-
eneus vittatus, 0Q385541; Upeneus sulphureus, NC063690;
Upeneus supravittatus, KR057899; Upeneus suahelicus,
KP293726; Upeneus mascareinsis, KC147807; Upeneus sub-
vittatus, 0Q386976; Upeneus moluccensis, OQ387766; Upe-
neus tragula, NC061030; Upeneus pori, ON182865; Upenecus
Jjaponicus, OP178600; Upeneus margarethae, OL410158;
Parupeneus indicus, OQ387264; Bathycallionymus kaianus,
EF607336)2} &7 BioEdit version 7 (Hall, 1999)¢] clustal
W (Thompson et al., 1994)Z o]-&3}o] AL} 84
<2 93t 447 2l+= MEGA 6 & 13 (Tamura et al., 2013)
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S 0]8-3}0] kimura-2-parameter model (Kimura, 1980)2 7|
Abeoick. gk selele] HInE i8] HohALEA A
<*[maximum likelihood (ML) tree]E bootstrap 1,000 7|
] 2FAJ 519}, Akaike information criterion (AIC)E 7]HES
2 3t J model test (Posada, 2008)2- 0]-8-3lo] 7|24 W w2
| 2 efo] = 23k Pl 2231t Distribution with a shape
parameter+= 0.1460°2.2 7S 9121511l base frequencies
The Tk Z9FOm(A, 0.2564; C, 0.2905; G, 0.1529; T, 0.3003),
%4 23} e HKY+G 29 (Hasegawa et al., 1985)2 5=
= At

2 o

Upeneus subvittatus (Temminck and Schlegel,
1843) (Table 1; Fig. 2)

(New Korean name: &34 118|&4)

Mullus subvittatus Temminck and Schlegel, 1843: 30 (type
locality: Japan)

Upeneus subvittatus: Masuda et al., 1984: 370 (Japan);
Alien et al., 2000: 622 (South China sea); Nakabo, 2002: 872
(Japan); Uiblein and Heemstra, 2010: 64 (Indonesia, Philip-
pines); Uiblein and Mcgrouther, 2012: 69 (Indonesia, Philip-
pines); Nakabo, 2013: 976 (Japan); Motomura et al., 2017:
163 (Philippines); Bemis et al., 2023: 7 (Philippines).

e

rhr

i

FEWE NIFS_FRRC_1, A4 1469 mm, AIFEHAA =
G 2(3272521N, 126°75'10"E), 4] 111.3 m, AS42
17.3°C, ASES, 20229 1194 9%, FA|¢.

e 7|74

@ EE ol F IS Algs 9 AS2 Table 1] LreR
oh 2 AR A G2 v e SHP o2 Yol 7
AL oA ml R 2 a5 o] ghobA| v A Al n R
5 Sollth(Fig. 2). W2|of A4S vl 4ol &
FEolE 7RI HH2 ol Rt EE 5] 3laL ol
fetoll g o) o] EARITE o o] He] e
AR Sedol] gttt FElofl= 22 olBEo] &t 2lsH
olg] g ol SA0] QAL FATI} AZof ool EAZH
o s S w9 T obllol et 2 =2 vE
O] 5% Aol 7H7tol ARt B2 EEtET] 412 BlHls
2 gof Qlrh SA=R = FAR U0l AL ARA SA =
Huls S22 o] FolA glom SRR A2l BE A
Z2 o] FofA Qlek. AMA A= n|of AMA S22 w5
Ao FHA SA =)o} SR L efu] o] npAe 2= 2
Azolet. FHA A -ejulel SIX|ejul= g o= HA]

N
ol F_"ﬂ.

= ==

FrAl 2423 0] 7 | 37| 2%, Upeneus subvittatus 171

Fig. 2. Goatfish Upeneus subvittatus, NIFS_ FRRC 1 (122.5 mm
SL), Jeju Island, Korea, 9 November 2022. A, Immersion speci-

men; B, Fresh specimen; NIFS, National Institute of Fisheries Sci-
ences; SL, Standard length.

Shal viA|=2fu]= AHA SA =2 n|Ee okl A%t 7}
SA=T Y] 2 AWA SA 0] bR e S20F FE A
olofl YA|RIh. A A =2 u|= FFF ol
| A4

ot 5o FFAlS =3
o 249 Fee wal 7o wiE2 o4
AAA 0.2 SMoluf F7to] A
n|ek SR =S n|e SAE w3 SEe FHE AR et
SA=Em| e mmE| A =2 ujof A} 2 o] AQl S5
7 EAIBIAL AA FA =2 ujof 37, FHA SR =2l 1
7N, Zre| A =2 n] Aot skl 242t 47he) 370, Sl V&
7He g e o o] w2 @2 FAE Wi v R
A5 o LojrIeh A7l A2 Hol EAstH SA=2{v]
oF mEf| =u| o] S H2ME W

= =
2xt 24

o T TTu

wjo] o] FEL o}
& wrkFig 2). +9L

< mg
M rlo

LakEiads o] 2 17)7)9] mtDNA COI 9 ZZ A7 &
B3} d7]4H2 575 bpo|n], NCBIo| 525 =44 of
5 115(U. subvittatus, U. mascareinsis, U. moluccensis, U.
supravittatus, U. vittatus, U. sulphureus, U. suahelicus, U. ja-
ponicus, U. tragulca, U. pori, U. margarethae)®} <43 o] &
15(P, indicus)®] mtDNA COIY Y 471D x} v al BA4513
o} BT}, B F2 U subvittatus@} 72 2.2 99.8% LA
SR AS Woll A= 78 7Ha Al A El slom, o =
% ofF 1053 747 0.038-0.189, Z<; of 72} {1
AAE 0.1712 A2 2ol = 2 gIthFig. 3, Table 2).
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72 l: Upeneus vittatus
57 Upeneus sulphureus (NC_063690)

Upeneus supravittatus

62 99 [ Upeneus suahelicus (KP293726)

71

54

96

Upeneus mascareinsis
89 Upeneus subvittatus (Present study, OR816057)
99 | Upeneus subvittatus (OQ386976)
Upeneus moluccensis (OQ387766)
— Upeneus tragula (NC_061030)

Upeneus pori

44 —|_7 Upeneus japonicus (OP178600)
51 Upeneus margarethae (OL410158)

Parupeneus indicus

e
0.10

Bathycallionymus kaianus (EF607336)

Fig. 3. Maximum likelihood tree based on mitochondrial DNA COI region showing the relationships among 11 species of genus Upeneus,
one species of genus Parupeneus and one outgroup Bathycallionymus kaianus. The tree was constructed using Hasegawa-Kishino-Yano +
Gamma distributed model and bootstrap values from 1,000 replications. Number at branches correspond to bootstrap value. The parentheses
indicate registration number of NCBI and superscript indicates voucher number. The bottom bar indicates a genetic distance of 0.1. NCBI,

National Center for Biotechnology Information.

2

St Al e (E 91, Y (Temminck and Schle-
gel, 1843; Masuda et al., 1984), H5=3ll(Alien et al., 2000),
2 2] ¥ (Motomura et al., 2017; Bemis et al., 2023), Q1= U] A]o}
(Uiblein and Heemstra, 2010) 5-2] A efj 5 ool WA Harsict
(GBIF, 2024). & 4=4] 100 m=.t} 28 12 Ei= AP o]
o] 7] A Aupof A 413tk (Golani and Galil, 1991; Uiblein
and Mcgrouther, 2012).

o F#

20229 1149 9U A5 F5- s ol A A H Fat o] 7
HAE 2 Aol A FejEAS g A, USR] S
A7k EA kAL aej x| efu|of] EHE| 725 A HA A
Leju| o) Eof 2 FHE 7FA AL QIQlet Ea w2 | =g
0] SRHSY FATE HaA] dAskaL Foll SHE Y7t
Sl 540l uheh, & 5 U. subvittatus= 573 5+ tHNaka-
bo, 2013). T3, e} Al-F A2 U. subvittatusS] 7|
Ao} A A5} i Temminck and Schlegel, 1843). =712 A
AgE BAREA o] A= 25-2] mtDNA COIY <lo] NCBIY|| &
SH AT A7t 742 0.038-0.1895 F Aol
E B33 U subvittatus®] G714 E3 F-2 0= 0.2% =]
£ YEo], -2 FtollA o] f-44 2tolE H lth(Table 2;

Ward, 2009).

SHARE E Lol A UL subvittatus2] A1Z3 22 Uiblein and
Mcgrouther (2012)9} 9F1+o] zfo| & HGleh HA, A7 o
St F11(20% SL vs. 22-25% SL)Q} A| Z[A WA 5A =2 7]
717480 A1 9] AJ3L(23% SL vs. 25-28% SL); FHA| SR =8
] 71734l 4 &} A1 31(20% SL vs. 22-25% SL)]| HEgtol A
Zpo| & B YAl A =gn] 7|4 o] 9] Ao|et A, w4,
5, ofeliE Aol Wl =9 Zolof| A= 24 2tolE H Yt
F71R e Ead: olRo] TIFE Al A4d A 5 20
St 572 A= AjThe] 42(7+18 vs. 7-9+19-21)o A =
OFEe] Afol & Bt o] gt Afol= U. vanuatuo| A Wkt
= ZAA ™ A} Lo whE A AR Zolofl A U A
= JAH(Uiblein and Causse, 2013), 51} A4 W A=Y
A< mE47he] o] ofA17L QEv| Aokt B Hol A A
AE Aolum, BB B Ato] o] A2 4] Hold
= Qltkal AR " Uiblein and Megrouther, 2012). wh2ha] o]
o} 7o) e 0l Zfo|S Holi= Aol tht §191S 2] Sl3)A
S Eabel 4 271410l U subvitatuso) 329} e} 24
2 FHf HolE 2 HolE o= 3= DNAY %1 Q1 mtDNA control
region 9§ % E=msDNAQ} -2 HA}EA o] Zl8) x| ojof & A
© & ebElti(Myoung and Kim, 2014; Myoung et al., 2016).

3} of s WA 0.2 ABIo]7} Alel L vat Wel s
7HA AL o, £3], e R =ejn] 4} sty ol S 7
2 Fp3 o] 77F 8Fo0] Halko] qlo] FejH g FEsl=
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4| o]&-2-0] 9lti(Masuda et al., 1984; Okamura and Amaoka,
1997; Uiblein and Heemstra, 2010). 21%=QFo] A48} F-A}
% 4%5(U. davidaromi, U. mascareinsis, U. suahelicus, U. su-
pravittatus)¥} B ustR-S wf, 2FEL2 U, davidaromi®} 119
Z}7H20.2% SL in U. subvittatus vs. 24-27% SL in U. da-
vidaromi)@} = S3o| A 43 F11(17.5% SL vs. 20-24%
SLYA] Zpo]lS B ¥l U. mascareinsis@F= 1] 11(10.6%
SL vs. 8.1-9.3% SL)&} Ajak4(25 vs. 27-30)0| A ZJol& K

FtAL 253} 017 13 7] 2, Upeneus subvittatus 173

S th(Uiblein and Mcgrouther, 2012). =712 E A-LoA| 3%
o] vl werow olaf AGsH RaE S4 vl $(34-35
vs. 35-38)0)| 4] z}o]7} Qlrkal B 1% i th(Uiblein and Heem-
stra, 2010). E3F, 222 U. suahelicus?}t U. supravittatus=.
ot o] W AR SR =2 n|(U. subvittatus, 20.1% SL in U.
subvittatus vs. 22-26% SL in U. suahelicus, 23-26% SL in
U. supravittatus)E 7} A 1L U. supravittatus2 T & 22 Aljat=
(25 vs. 29-32)5 7}HA Aol & HAlth 53], o] F T2 Foll &

Table 1. Counts and measurements of goatfish Upeneus subvittatus in comparison with previous recodes

Present study

Temminck and Schlegel (1843) Uiblein and Mcgrouther (2012)

Standard length (SL, mm) 122.58 (n=1)

Counts
Dorsal fin rays VIII-9
Pectoral fin rays 16
Pelvic fin rays 7
Anal fin rays I-6
Gill rakers 7+18=25
Oblique bars on upper caudal fin lobe 5
Oblique bars on lower caudal fin lobe 4
Vertebrae 23

Measurements (% of SL)
Head length 31.9
Snout length 10.6
Eye diameter 8.8
Interorbital width 8.3
Upper-jaw length 13.8
Lower-jaw length 12.7
Barbel length 18.2
Body depth at first dorsal fin origin 23.1
Body depth at anal fin origin 20.2
Caudal peduncle depth 10.6
Maximum head depth 20.2
Head depth through eye 17.5
Interdorsal distance 14.7
Predorsal fin length 39.2
Prepectoral length 34.2
Prepelvic length 33.5
Preanal fin length 65.3
First dorsal fin length 20.1
Second dorsal fin length 14.6
Pectoral fin length 23.9
Pelvic fin length 17.5
Anal fin length 13.7

- 85-180 (n=4)

VII-9

. 16-17

-7 -6

- 7-9+19-21 = 26-30
- 4-6

- 34

- 32-33
- 11-13

- 7.8-8.8
- 7.7-8.9
- 13-14
- 13-14
- 19-24
- 25-28
- 22-23
- 9.2-10
- 22-25
- 18-20
- 14-18
- 40-43
- 32-35
- 33-37
- 66-71

- 20-23
- 14-17
- 23-25
- 17-19
- 14-18




174 A9 - BHE -

FHE 7HA] AL Qo] FejA o & 2 2}o]& K RIth(Uiblein and
Heemstra, 2010). |3 %Fof| A4]8l= F-A:Q1 U. vittatus, U.
taeniopterus, U. stenopsis®} B0, U. vittatuse 25X Tk
o] =2 AW 52 =2]1](20.1% SL vs. 22-28% SL)Z 714
o, me|A=fn] 5ty FUoll EMfshz EFE S Yu|7F =2
T S Bl uS o o WAL Foll AZEo] 3lof 2t
o5 Byt U. taeniopteruse= AR SR =2{n] Zo] FA]
ol & LEE ItH(Uiblein and Mcgrouther, 2012; Nakabo,
2013). U. stenopsis= 5 1t} 0] Ath= e 2] 2fo]5 K
HO1H(8.8 vs. 9.2-9.9% SL), Uiblein and Mcgrouther (2012)
7FAARE 0 EREE T sl AR A=Y
o] 7] of| A 2] A)11(23.1% SL vs. 22-25% SL); S1A| =2 0] 7]
Aol A 2] A|a1(20.2% SL vs. 18-21% SL)]oA= 2jo]& B
o] Z] IRkt EEIL U. stenopsise= FE 2 22 vl -$- F-AF}H ]
tjzoll M2 2ot R FEishA ¢l 4|17} DNAS] H| W
£ 59 2 54 5 UL Aoz Bt o &
Zufeto] Bl HeEBit weh 498 F1An o
Sue 50| Baslo] a4 TEEk(Kim etal, 2013;
Nakabo, 2013; Uiblein and Maclaine, 2021).

Uiblein and Heemstra (2010)= k=d-E&445 26350 tjslo]
A% el o] 493t sae BRHE B 4]
o] F BAE Uitk 1 5 252 8719 TR =2v] =&,
26-327112] Ajut, 15-17709] 7H5 A1 =8 ] 25 71R] 2L 2
A eu] eFol| EFE7F Q= FES Pvittatus group” O = &
ksl ARt o] %, meEjx|ejn] A} o] -
E 7R Al 23(U. vanuatu, U. stenopsis)©] 572 B 1 %EH
A F7HER1 FEj A EAE 7|2 02 vl A 7] =Alof A4

Sh= witE44 o) 53(U. subvittatus, U. vanuatu, U. da-

°]4

L

Fot

vidaromi, U. mascareinsis, U.stenopsis) < “stenopsis group”
o2 Agelgich. o] FHTAS & Fe|H 5L e ol
Ajstel-gofl £AJoH Al2Ee] A, 12T e ul ol
(Uiblein and Causse, 2013). T=3F 41} &2 Yjo] 4 &= 100
m O|AF9] 718 =M o) A A81= 45(P. chrysonemus, P, louise,
P. mofiitti, P. posteli)&- W= Ak o=, 71 4= 2 7 A A4 €]
Fel4 S4S BHoiol B S oFe $53} FRUTRan-
dall, 2004). 0] % ol e} 255 Fej 542 100
mOJ/J == 22 4ol 483 2710 = Al Rst A
= Qltkal B 1 E]QIth(Uiblein and Causse, 2013). =51 #0112
ofl4] 2435 mDNA COI ] 7]1ke] MLAE S0l A] U, sub-
vittatus2- Z+-2- “stenopsis group”ol| £31= U. mascareinsis2}
7V 7V A Ak Fig 4). S E T g
E3A|(moluccensis, suahelicus, tragula, vittatus group)©l 3|
Foh= 1352 o= EAHA S A48 A3ggt o]
ol 4, “suahelicus group™& A|€Jstal FEjA 082 2| HH &
A E0] mtDNA COIY HoflA HAIEwE o FA] Edh=
A= R Ack(Uiblein et al., 2016). wehA] “stenopsis group”
O] FAAEEHA AAE 271 fIolAl 2 Aol A A=A oF
23%(U. vanuatu, U. davidaromi, U.stenopsis)®] DNAE &
H 2 3 DNA o] thet 37141 EAFEA] o] D s}t
Se]ufetol ghile 1E) ok Qr] W ofdr)A ofel
S A = A EH o g2 RIHsHA LAY skaL Q1o (Choi
etal.,2003; Choi, 2004; Kim et al., 2007; Myoung et al., 2018;
Lee et al., 2021; Jeong and Kim, 2023). 0|+ 2451} ol &+
o] FafFol Am, 20 5ol WhE F &2 HIte Ag-2ds}
o] FFte o] Sl Ao 2 AbRETH(Kim, 2009; Poloc-
zanska et al., 2013; Punzon et al., 2021). u}2}A] G 9 o}d

Table 2. Pairwise genetic distance of mitochondrial DNA COI region among 12 species of goatfish and 1 outgroup

1 2 3 4

5 6 7 8 9 0 M 12 13 14

Upeneus subvittatus (OR816057)
Upeneus subvittatus (OQ386976)
Upeneus mascareinsis (KC147807)
Upeneus moluccensis (OQ387766)
Upeneus vittatus (0Q385541)
Upeneus supravittatus (KR057899)
Upeneus suahelicus (KP293726)
Upeneus sulphureus (NC_063690)
Upeneus tragula (NC_061030)
Parupeneus indicus (OQ387264)
Upeneus pori (ON182865)
Upeneus margarethae (OL410158)

0.000
0.038 0.038
0.082 0.082 0.084

Upeneus japonicus (OP178600)
Bathycallionymus kaianus (EF607336)

0.094 0.094 0.104 0.113

0.104 0.104 0.104 0.108 0.088

0.108 0.108 0.104 0.102 0.086 0.009

0.129 0.129 0.145 0.136 0.086 0.123 0.118

0.163 0.163 0.167 0.152 0.163 0.161 0.154 0.163

0.171 0.171 0.173 0.176 0.197 0.173 0.164 0.197 0.206

0.174 0.174 0.190 0.167 0.177 0.180 0.177 0.171 0.100 0.189

0.187 0.187 0.192 0.180 0.171 0.169 0.162 0.175 0.094 0.203 0.098

0.189 0.189 0.194 0.185 0.190 0.176 0.169 0.175 0.117 0.205 0.132 0.112
0.250 0.250 0.243 0.239 0.235 0.259 0.259 0.242 0.247 0.244 0.257 0.262 0.279




HERE K

(2

-

/g o]FS 23TE A7 oAt mUE P A2}
o] FFFE A o= mjofeh 4= Ql= AFR7}t ﬂlﬂr(Chm 2004;
Kim, 2009). 3t 5| = F715h= A2 =7 sf =
T ol gt Aot FAAREES vhsl=t] ettt
(MABIK, 2023). u}zbA] AlFEoA A= U. subvittatus=
i R | %“HE 7R AL Ql= EA O whet "SR T
&R AR S AQFekaL -ejuet s ol TEE
o & F= 7kt
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