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Body shape comparison of Big-head carp with two variants of silver
carp using geometric morphometric techniques
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Abstract. In order to investigate the differences in the shape of the big-head and two morphotypes of Phytophagous fish
by geometric morphometric technique, 30 samples of each group, with a mean standard length of 25 + 3 cm, were
prepared. After fish were anesthetized by 1% Clove powder extract and stabilized in formalin buffer 4%, 6-megapixel
digital images of the left profile of the specimens were prepared. A total of 17 morphological landmarks were digitized
by tpsDig2 software and the tps files were prepared. All non-shaped data were removed from landmark coordinates by
generalized procrustes analysis. After the approval of regression between shape space and tangent space, data were
analyzed using Principal Component (PCA), Canonical Variation (CVA) and Cluster Analyzes (CA) methods in PAST
and TPS series. According to the results, the head length and height, the size of dorsal fin, the length of pre ventral
distance, the height of caudal peduncle and the degree of posterior position of the pectoral fin in bighead carp, are some
of the distinctive morphological features among species, mainly related to their ecological niche (specially feeding
strategies). In the case of silver carp variants, the posterior position of pectoral fin base in silver carp-R that is close to
bighead carp, may be due to hybridization between bighead carp and silver carps.
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Fig. 1. Seventeen defined landmarks on the left side of specimens. 1: the anterior-most point on the head, 2: the lower
corner of opercular opening, 3: the outer edge of pectoral fin base, 4: the base of pelvic fin, 5: the front base of anal fin,
6: the posterior base of anal fin, 7: the lower margin at the narrowest point of caudal peduncle, 8: the lower edge of caudal
fin base, 9: the most distant point of lateral line at the base of caudal fin, 10: the upper edge of caudal fin base, 11: the
upper margin at the narrowest point of caudal peduncle, 12: the posterior edge of dorsal fin base, 13: the front edge of
dorsal fin base, 14: the junction of the head and trunk, 15: the center of orbital, 16: the lower margin of orbital, 17: the
upper margin of orbital.
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Fig. 2. Scatterplot of the specimens based on the first two principal components.
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Fig. 3. Scatterplot, biplot and deformation grids based on CV 1 and 2.
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