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Table S1. Mean total abundance of electrosensory pores in Orectolobus maculatus and 
Squatina australis 

Data are presented as the mean number of pores ± one standard deviation and the range. ‘*’ 

denotes a statistically significant difference in pore abundance between species (two-sample t-test 

with a P-value ≤ 0.001) 

Genus Species n Ventral* Dorsal* Total* 

Squatina australis 8 76.4 ±  4.9 174.9 ±  8.8 251.3 ±  9.8 

     66 - 82 164 - 192 237 - 269 

Orectolobus maculatus 4 45.3 ±  2.9 526.8 ±  9.4 572.0 ±  7.7 

      41 - 47 515 - 538 561 - 579 
 


