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45 2003; KAEIA4E, 2003; Ojima et al, 1966), T3k
R LH BUR L S A PR 5 vk 0 22 S, A5 3 A 20 i 43 24 v
O R RN BT RN AR ] o B9 20 A RRIR A Ol
FUE B, W58 ABHS ST 0 BG4 . f0 8 T B
PEME . BFAMILE UM 25 (Rivlin et al, 1985), I,

PRFCAEA AR LT il 28 2 e B R 1) e A T vk 2
WAV,

#aty A1 BE£f (Epinephelus lanceolatus) {3 EFE |
e A B, £% 5 A BE L (Epinephelus fuscoguttatus)
M PR AR, RFRETERE . kB, BATTES2E
2 FYJE T 65K H (Perciformes), @V H (Percoidei),
fi& %} (Serranidae), 1B £l (Epinephelinae), f15E
1)@ (Epinephelus), NUEFERKMESHEM A, 2
[ H AR IR 44 Bt Al ENTAREESE , AR
., BB R, W2 KRIH & 17 Bk (Heemstra
et al, 1993; WMKZAE, 1987; akifF &%, 2008), B Ek
Je RE SRR e PRERE, S DA A1 BEA R ACAS | 4 A B
R BEAR R T 2SS AR AL Al DR SR BLAT i
PR BR B BE 2 A5 44 o B 43E, B3R
REARAR T ACAS 1 AR K 3R PR AN BE AR B BT BE 7 5 TR
JrE AR S, AR E R . & R AL
{8, BCMFRIEFNT I R W0 B sl , I 2R i
(ZERRLLAE, 2013; FFBIR4AE, 20117),

A B BN BRI K RGN 4, H RN
ABE TR 2R e N T EF | SR R B P 5
AREETTIH, FEH ML 27 = RGBSR 5
H, BERNAE AR, FRI R, AR
DB LG AR A BT o ABIEGE 25 T P Rh L
ARSI & T IR ER R AF AL ERROCR, F5
TSR ERA T A, IR RGBT P
AR A E IR RIS % R G A R
(1) ] £ i B g AR AZ R, DAL A 0 2 2 58 0 i b a2
B A E HORRE E Z A S K

1 MRIERFE
1.1 ##

2014 48 6 JICA SN BoK A FRA " B 2R
Jelaghta(rE Dk 17 2, Bk K 18-25 g, 1K
£ 8-12 cm,

FEFSZ I T o R AR 1 Sk AN &l fa i Dk Tk 2
BRI RE RN R 154 B ff (Epinephelus akaara) 2 F B fa

Bl 1 BT AR A A S A REay
BEAR A2 1 —4%)
Hybrid F, (E. fuscoguttatusQ XE. lanceolatus3)

Fig.1

HEAT R A A, A X ORI AT HE AR
PR o PR B A/ IN R 22 B D R 4y £ 08 P 40 £ ek ik o A
TR A E PR AR A X 2 oy B 400 A0 Fr 7 vk 3R
P ER (R 1)

1.2 #h&iFikE

1.2.1  wT4k B4 22 2k e RE 40 F05 78 B OK AL 2R T
BE R 0.015%1 H SR 7K FhifEik 3-5 h, FH/NGT T 5351
B i g R EE AR, BT Sml E.OE T,

1.2.2 &% JMAZ) 4 ml 0.075 mol/L f) KC1 k3%
Wi, 30°CALER 25 min,
123 BZ LB A S 2200 r/min B0 5 min,

£ FWEW, BISEZ 1 ml PIGE, SN 4 ml R G
FEWR(FBE - UKESER=3 : 1), FHWAE R AT &
FEATIRAT, [E%E 20 min J5 2200 r/min 2.0 5 min,
FIEW, BIKHEZ 1 ml, 04 ml BER, BE, &
L, REMWIK.

124 53 %03 WEERF LER, I
(50%VKEERR) 2= 20 3 ml FEATAF RS, WIAER 5 min 2
BIRFT 1K,

125 E@H % B J5 BRI 2 ml ITCE, TR AR
R AR PAAT AT IS o R P BT R i N4 i R ik
BT o BB R, RIS T B R E S0CHY
BEFRA TP 30 min DA E, BUREUE 2 5KBE T PEFT
Wh, T 1 mEAHER I b, R 1-2 7,
HART; Rl R, VKBRS f ) S0 7, Rme -
1 JZAREEHNE, BB B A BT B, M 1m

D) PRI, FREE, A, 45 BB MK I RAKAR BN T HOR. 2011 4F fpEDK 22 22 R AR

LB E4E, 2011, 136
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EALTE R, B 120, WR AT,

1.2.6 #¢& MY RTEETERE, H 10%W
Giemsa L4 (5 30 min J5 FZEM8 K gk T4 1 it
T, BRI,

1.3 RmEE5E

FER B 100 MBS FREALSE T 30 SLET, 3
FANMA 225y S4HR . A 2207 438 =40 Z4AH /40 A
x100%, HEHL 75 A B R AP, F Olympus
B T LR SE, BE YR 2n B0 H .

1.4 ZB S

e 10180 H 588 7 BIOSCR RAF S P (IE
). BB MARORAKIERESIT . S
T T B9 2 (AR 73 2R BEAT AT IR, 2 Gt AR L
Bl MR B RS AR RS, WGy T e @At
fré's s FRL HIEXS . 02 i RO,
TR RE | 3 2204850, BFLL, XIARIR A g ik
) XS (G 22 i 28 BUAH ] L ARG BEAR T Y — 2 e (8
PRI S HEBA , S 1 L), KB A i G A sy

. HEPILA R,

VARGRE N DO RN R B SR GRS LR iR Y N S
£:x100

BRI K

i Levan %5 (1964) 42 H (1 bR S 43 30 Hh & A0t 3
Ferkige ik, BHEEE 1.0-1.7 Z 8], RhisE
RYR(m), 78 1.7-3.0 Z (8] R W Hh 5 22k G o 1k
(sm), 7E 3.0-7.0 Z [0l J il 7 22 R Y A fA(st), 7E 7.0
DL Ry it 4 22 R e o AR () . Yo AR B (VF), AR
LR, Wil b ik (), NF=1; H .,
M R A i A 22k g R (m ., sm. st), NF=2,

HBRESH

2.1 FEEBESRIEHILER

iz LRI R e R IE S R AP 5k
R B e R 53240 . BEHLGETT 30 S0 ET v 41 i
SN 22 BR A, BRIER 1. A 25T =
211 i 43 24 v 31 AR B8/ 4B A 204 100%

2

#1 AEALHBHHFEAMELEEMESRIEHLE
Tab.1 Comparison of mitotic indices of chromosomes prepared with different materials from groupers
; 4 K 54 B 2253 54487
b A TR B 3 AL it
. . . The total number The total number of The mitotic index of
Experimental materials ~ Experimental methods o
of cells chromosome metaphases chromosome (%)

BN #J# F Hot air drying 581 15 258
Hybrid F; Grouper i - Cold air drying 600 5 0.83
T AR #H A Hot air drying 837 80 9.56
E.akaara i H Cold air drying 932 17 1.82
22 FEHEHA

VRN FEAS R . R A AT BH e i
) 75 DR AN A e iR i I 4, AR
G, BRI ARECh 48, AU BN
Tl 81.33%(K 2. % 3), LN, HofFke
RECH 48,

2.3 ftEEHEM

3% 10 A~ A3 248 (B 2) B4 B s Fnil
GEit g AR B AR BE | H DA R G B RS TR (3R 3),
HRYE YL R AT BE | 3 22 w7 B R AE , 2Bk
REF) 48 ZL YL fa A rh g 2 % 3 iR 22 M gL (A (st)
22 XU b A k), BN 2n=48,
dst+44t, NF=52, HERKWMSHNFE 3, Jaikd

& 2

YRR NI B £ rp 43 24
Fig.2 The chromosomal metaphase of hybrid F; groupers
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Fig.3 The karyotype of hybrid F; groupers

®2 BHREBEMEeEBERIT

Tab.2 Counts of the chromosomes in cells of hybrid F,

groupers
Y %
REIEH <46 46 47 48 >48
The number of chromosome
AP er
T AEER 3 8 6l 1
The number of metaphass

2.67 4 10.67 81.33 1.33

Frequency of occurrence (%)

3 itig
31 &RLEEHE

301 FEERKRBGGMF A T ki F Tt
A R A Y, RBUE AT TG SR | 3 A A
TR LG B i A G R B SR AT B, XR34S
YO R A e e 2 (RIS 5, 2012), BERIp A K
At 228, IRAR T ACAR A A B PR A BT HE ) 5
W7 A3, FAE R BB R R, R T A1y
TSRS, Z4EE IR . TERE PR AR RLET
HR A S PR SE IR A AN H 1Y, e B L 2L ER AL Al Ak
Mk R E

Hal, @Rl & A ELA LS .
fig 2k . W22 MW . WIRSE, WNEES%(2002) LU
JOE U 40 e % S A AU T A& TS R LK
i e R IF X R HEAT 20T s £ 2855 (2004) L)
Sk A R S BB R LT 165 B A B (Epinephelus
coioides) 5 5 i A Bt YL AR R T THF9Y . a2k
FEEAN R B B, Sk B A0 o 4 o RE B, HLAE
AR &SRR P T4 Sk B A 2N | SRR
MERE A, ARMEARAS T 5 B0 A0 S B A, o ik — i
FHFAARBE I o 358 FH 6 45 S b Rk o 48 et Ak

*3 LREENEEEENKEMSL
Tab.3 The relative length and ratio of chromosomes of
hybrid F, groupers

et

Chromosommes AHXS ﬁfiiﬁ?&é B _ Al
number Relative length+£SD  Armratio  Type
t 5.58+0.22 3.66+0.15 st
2 5.23+£0.25 3.39+0.20 st
3 4.83+0.17 0 t
4 4.77+0.21 0 t
5 4.71+0.24 © t
6 4.65+0.07 © t
7 4.61+0.20 0 t
8 4.58+0.03 0 t
9 4.39+0.02 © t
10 4.33£0.11 0 t
11 4.25+0.24 © t
12 4.24+0.18 0 t
13 4.20+0.04 0 t
14 4.10+0.09 ) t
15 4.07+0.16 © t
16 4.02+0.24 © t
17 3.93+0.07 0 t
18 3.91+0.08 0 t
19 3.79+0.07 ) t
20 3.43+0.12 © t
21 3.33+0.13 © t
22 3.24+0.07 0 t
23 3.10+0.15 0 t
24 2.71+0.09 ) t

BF, F T AR A R Y A Ao A K R A T 2 e, g A
MV ZREIERS, UL, HUBE SV A AR 2 A
PRI /N A R R A A7 HE STy 025 BRARL . A9 LA S
45 % W B Y AR A5 B AR A0 RN B2 BR e AR 4 0 R S
SO MBS T X B TSI, SR FH AR a5 B A R £ Sk
B, #85 ARRR RAF g ik (g 250, BT
22 Sk AR B 2 O, A UL I 440 i 4 0 4
o BB BIENRL e PR IR, A 54315
TR G, B A ZE RS FIR SR ]
T3 AN, TSI R FH AR A B Rl Sk A e £
TREE, SR Rk = S s, 128 9.56%,
KR R 1.82%; 1 LA ER IR %)) #6855 R
MEBHG & i g ik, SR G R vk i 4 248 B0k
2.58%, V2 il 0.83%., EASEE(2011)7E Kl 4516
Z YL A RIS BT S8 1 016 28 [F) & B B B 1) 4 i 4 24
FRECBAN R o 35 I P S48 502 0 %) Ji PR AT i 2 S



%2

XN FI%E: B AP Epinephelus fuscoguttatus Q)< A1 B M (Epinephelus lanceolatus3)F) Je @RS 8 MAZ AV M 37

AR R By AP AR 22 e, —ni S, FB R
PRI B B P 350 07 1 4 % G A s A B AR ) 7 B, 4R
AN A3 438 B s v o DRI i 45 Y (o PR e 3
T8 AR B I R A B B G A
3.2 FEAR R & kR b 5 Ik A
ZA IR R AL R G AR R 2R R, PHA RS
2 2 38 5 | oK T A 2 24 0 4 B 457 1k 7E R
Wy AR TR AT e AR RIS, — RAER B
FE MR R R KA HE T e (0 AR ] 28 12 AR 1 1 25 (L T
45 2005; BAR RS, 2001; Ak ISR, 1982),

RPGEEQO12)WFIT R, SHAMAEE K A R 4k FH
TR ST & YL o iR R, HE1T PHA b3 T B 2 {2
HE e RN IG5, T O SRR AL 2R Y £ A1
P ARA I I 43 ZEAR AR D 5 MR NI 4 0 A K R
P, AN ZERE RS, ELHEEUEA TRKOK AN 2R A B v 4K 15
B B Y O R R 3 0 4, o AR (1994) 32 H RK KAl
RALHE 25 G DL g e R 4, FLRE 5 06 R AN i E
5 3t 445 e BOK AN 2R AL PR fR]GE K, r i, e
@R, 2, WY, AR EWERIE S it
o R, RIS 1 Ak A [ A 2 e e — AN B 2L 52 )
HIZK o KCHIK B A B FH S5 i3 VR A 40 B R Ak e (2
RO, DMEREZE—AS T E AT A G amIEss,
WERARB L, WEGI RN 2, s R
PAREL, (KRB RN Z 3, YRS HA
Sy o BT A B AN SEIAS K/NAS IR, L4 i
i 22 I BAFAE2E 55, TSI TP XHIRB A a3t T
20. 25, 30. 35 140 min 5 PMEBEE, AW E IR A
A B A SURIB I E] 2 35 min, B EEERE Y 25 min,
At By ) 6 H ¥ JE R AR AT B G R 3 2440 .
PCUAHA, IEBR RS R 28X PHA . BOKAIE . K
B AL PR RV RNV B, SRR R L | RUR AT
Y o R v ] 0 SRR 1 G A

TR, SRR R A RE Y £ A A ) O
S, PRI A RS 3R AT HL VAT R T e A o R
B . UL, G o AR ] A e R v S I L
-, B R, A R B F TR S i A
2 Rz, MRTEAN TR, & EK. WA EEAE,
S A o AR o L W G, s Al AN 2
WM AN F) 43 2440
32 AMENEESSH
32,1 Bm&FEREAGILE [ N M 5T S8
N, XSTABAERIATEA 25 B, ENERA XK
A1 BRE A0 A% Y () T UL U A (1988) I 9 1Y 5 A1 Bt
a1 (Epinephelus awoara), M E RIE TR FIASIF 77 25

F, ARaQ AR5 YR 2n=48, HAFFIER
PRI S — EREM 2GR 4),

AL [EJE | FhiE B RIS [ A ]
) e o R A7 AE B 3 ZREME I R i A R A it B
(1996)WF5E W], — AWy R A% B ik B AR AR X RY
R 282 ZATEN RS . X5 A5ME
FEIREE I AR S S8 o A AN Ta] S BN s A% o0 Akl
Ko ANFBFFEH A SEI0 7 AN, 0 e R A I A
A=, MEMEARE RS ERZES . Bk
(2006) %] #8 i A1 BEFA I AZ B TIE ST, 45 248 5 A BE
0 [A% Tk 2n=48, 2sm+46t, NF=50; T flFE%5(2003)
Xof i iy (ienty A B AR ) e AR BT ST, AR EH
Yt A% Ny 2n=48, 4st+44t, NF=50, SIREHE A1
B SR A AT R AR O A HOE , (AR50
KR IA e H IR I AR ke I ) G 8 (AR A% Y (R 41

AR T BRI N5 A A iy A1 B i A Y
B (R 4st+adt), TCRE RS, T GHAFL G
BEORZ 2smH460)fETEIR R 22 5, RINZAZFINE K
ARty 40 AL R R AR AR L, Sl i TR AT 2
ZABEOL LRI S SEA T )G IR, R B
5 A gy A B AR 21 2% 00 2 T Il (R AR, 2012),
HPe A K R E R S T st AR R P FRRIE
322 FEARZBATI A KL o FBA RS T RBAR
E/i3 HHI, A5 0 1) 5328 32 2 R AR S LA R
FAECA AR | IRFRABUBE S A, (A A B R
FBES Ty PSR | A0S . AR A AR & AR s
S5 A B £ 1 43 S 1 AR KA RME ot — A4
(A% RURRAE , RIDYS ta A () 50 H R A8 45 4 2 A AR X AR
FETE, B, A5 e R R 2R RE S S H &R
Beoyd . T4 E SRR

M 4 ATUEH, S AR fM(Epinephelus
malabaricus) 5 A1 B0 [ 60 A BE fi (Epinephelus
fasciatus)BIAZ TR 2n=48, 48t, NF=48, {HEfIHIE
BERBK; R, RAAREMA55X0 A K6
(Epinephelus sexfasciatus). ®i A B Az AHE,
N 2n=48, 2sm+46t, NF=50, Ef1HANEIE S22 0
MK, MR, SMRIESHMRIR AR, HAERA—E
A . n-Ea 41 BEfi (Epinephelus septemfasciatus)5
¥ A1 B £f1L (Epinephelus bruneus)yh I8 S FFEALL , 45
FUEFENHCIRET , NIRRTk, YELL
HRIEINFIE BRI X 5o (B2, A5 08 TRk
FBE, A 3 XPRREPE R RUE G ik, i -L A B a8
TIRGRIEHE, iR i k(R 4), Y
AR 2 R AR G W X 43 L, AT DG g
(LN ZE T R et S el i N 3P R N
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Tab.4 Comparison of karyotypes of the related 25 species of groupers

— e G R I ‘
HRE Fh 4 n ! Number of E= PN
Groups Species name Karyotype chromosome References
arms
JFURSRRE B A B E.septemfasciatus 48 48t 48 (B4, 2010)
Primitive AP 7Bt E.malabaricus 48 48t 48 (GRiC 2445, 2005; EBIEZ, 2005)
8rOUPS  MAH Rl E. fasciatus) 48 48t 48 (ZERam A, 1994; FRIESE, 2005)
B A3t h Epinephelus tauvina 48 48t 48 (FE/NAiEE, 2008)
SH RE % A .
F A B E.awoara 48 a8t sg  (BEWRS, 1988 TLEE,
2007")
V== s
e H F , 48 48t 48 (K%, 2005)
Epinephelus fasciatomaculosus
1st+47t (FE1HEE, 2007)"
HABE Epinephelus adscensionis 48 48t 48 (Molina et al, 2002)
P LR A B £ (Alvarez et al, 1983; Martinez-
. . 48 48t 48 .
Epinephelus alexandrines Rodriguez et al, 1989)
RA AP Epinephelus caninus 48 48t 48 (Rodriguez-Daga et al, 1993)
- . (Martinez-Rodriguez et al, 1989;
I AP Epinephelus guaza 48 48t 48 Aguilar et al, 1997)
MBE A BEFA Epinephelus guttatus 48 48t 48 g?;}zicgzgs et al, 2002; Medrano
KKV BEM Epinephelus marginatus 48 48t 48 (Sola et al, 2000)
FRUHE  =BEA B Epinephelus trimaculatus 48 2sm+2st+44t 50 (FFHEEE, 2012)
Specialized g i A BE 1 E.akaara 48 10st+38t 58 (ETHZ, 2004; AHF5T)
groups 2sm-+8st+38t (E 4%, 2007)0
By A1 B E.lanceolatus 48 4st+44t 50 (FAEFESE, 2003)
Fi S A B E fuscoguttatus 48 2sm+46t 50 (B3R, 2006)
ZHIEI Hybrid F, 48 4st+44t 52 ENT S
(E. fuscoguttatusQ xE.lanceolatus?)
N A B E.sexfasciatus 48 2sm+46t 50 (BEZ, 1990a)
HE 35 4 BE 0 Epinephelus amblycephalus 48 2m+46t 50 (E 14, 2007)"
. o - (FE =8 %, 2004, F 4,
Rl G B E. 4 2sm+4 ‘
Ry A B E.coioides 8 sm+46t 50 2007"; T ANHEAS, 2004)
O A B Epinephelus moara 48 2st+46t 50 GRFE4E, 2006)
4sm+44t 52 (5K 22, 2008)?
WA B E bruneus 48  2m+4sm+42t 54 (E 4%, 2007Y; 38022, 2008%)
XU A7 B4 Epinephelus diacanthus 48 2sm+46t 50 (Natarajan et al, 1974)
W 8 A BE 0 Epinephelus merra 48  4m+6sm+dst+34t 62 (FRIEZE, 2005)
fi 5 A B4 Epinephelus fario 48  14m,sm+34stt 62 (B3 B EE, 1990b)
4m+6sm+4st+30t (HBESF, 2005)
B SUBIFIE Ty 602 R 0 3 B B S ikEG R, WO AP,

. e e o1 ke b . KA AT E A7, Hy B H sk, &
33 ARGERMNEEENL. FHERSREEENXER PR 2048, M (m Al sm)y I G R, A (st

MR S A MM Qe R omieikE, A, ZERIRA9SDHIFSIA N, 1E4F
—E0, MR R A G o e AR T @RISR TR, B B vk g (A Rk
(EHFARZE, 2000), /N5 HE(1979) R T 231k FIFIRERE(NF=48), THA R Z hifail ks 224

1) EEE SR B AR g e e R AL T 5T . B )R 2 L 0 98 A 28 5, 2007, 49-54
2) BREAE. RO B S4B LTS, JE TR SE LTS AR T8 5, 2008, 51-54
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YU AR (0 2L RE(NF>48), B YL R E B 2 h2
THE L e o (AR K00 (0 2B T R Ak o A A BRE AL Y
AR TR BE M (3.02£0.09)%—(5.31£0.09)%, AHZEAN
K, WSk, bl 2R gL AR 46 5%, 4L S0,
e Lab s, RiJE T A 2R R LR (B L Bk
45 2006) . A A1 BE i (2n=4st+44t , NF=50)
NF>48( FABHESE, 2003), b & THRAEISHE AT R,
BB ARG O AARRFIRHE EE (2.7140.09)%—(5.58+0.22)%,
FHZEARK, WStk , mileE 2h Ok 44 %%,
R 52, Ik, BERJp AN e Rl g 7 R s ep
MR TE

ABE R AR S | JE YRR A B A
oL, 1T SE R b A7 A B R S R [R) R R (2 5 5
1994), 7EHARRBLR , A B0 JE 18 2 RS AE Fh ) 77
E—EREMZAE, BT, A RIS G R
AEWRED, BB RIS BANE, 2—/E
IS AR ) 1 22 38 B i o 388 2 A R W] 1 ity Ay B £
Sk A Bt fa R g AR L ISR, MR AE s F Fhop
T HERAR I, 2428 B RE B2 1 J5E ) (CEAH AE AR, 1986),
Hents £ B0 5 [R) & TR S B AT s A B 2 AL g
HEIRAGF A S IE S T H 23S T A7k

2 % X M

T/, FAAE, FERE, & BRI O B AU AR T
JE I TR (B SRBIEIR), 2004, 43(3): 426-428

NS EHE. KA BB E R, R KSR, 1979,
46-62

F/NTH, FRICT, Bz, & BEARa @A R, KR
#ill, 2008, 28(3): 62-63

F=H, EEE, kiR, & A0S RS AR %
RUBFIE VLI R 22 4]k, 2004, 24(3): 4-8

T, TR, JRkA, S RUBE I R AT
JE TR (H ARBI2ERR), 2003, 42(5): 682-684

TR, KR, Ris, % B ERFE @ISR I Yok
RIMFoR b . 5 S 1 K223 ( A R B R, 2000,
30(2): 277-284
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Abstract

261418)

In this study we optimized the methods for preparing the chromosomes of fish in different

sizes and analyzed the karyotypes of the chromosomes of hybrid F; groupers (Epinephelus fuscoguttatusQ
x Epinephelus lanceolatus ). Juveniles of hybrid F; groupers were pre-treated with small fish swimming
method premised on the results of pre-experiments. Then we collected the fins of hybrid F; groupers to
extract the chromosomes using different drop processing methods. The morphology and karyotypes of the
chromosomes were observed and analyzed under the microscopes. We obtained clear images of the
chromosomes with selected measures and their mitotic indices were different. The hot air drying method
generated higher-quality chromosomes than the cold air drying method. Moreover, the mitotic index after
hot air drying treatment was 2.58%, which was significantly higher than the cold air drying method
(0.83%). It was found that there were 44 telocentric chromosomes and 4 subtelocentric chromosomes in
the diploid, and that the karyotypic formula was 2n=48, 4st+44t, and NF=52. The chromosome number
and karyotype of the hybrid F; groupers were similar to their fraternal parent, while the karyotype was
great different from their maternal parent. These results demonstrated that the chromosome number of
hybrid F, groupers was the same as their parents’, and the karyotypes showed a typical pattern of the
higher group of fish evolution taxonomy. Furthermore, we also compared the karyotypes of the related 25
species of groupers. Our study will provide scientific guidance for the germplasm identification, genetic

resources protection and breeding of the groupers.
Key words
Karyotype analysis

Epinephelus fuscoguttatus 9 xEpinephelus lanceolatus?; Chromosome preparation;
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