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Synopsis While functional morphologists have long studied the evolution of anatomical structures, the origin of mor-

phological novelties has received less attention. When such novelties first originate they must become incorporated into

an integrated system to be rendered fully functional. Thus, developmental integration is key at the origin of morpho-

logical novelties. However, given enough evolutionary time such integration may be broken, allowing for a division of

labor that is facilitated by subsequent decoupling of structures. Cypriniformes represent a diverse group of freshwater

fishes characterized by several trophic novelties that include: kinethmoid-mediated premaxillary protrusion, a muscular

palatal and post-lingual organ, hypertrophied lower pharyngeal jaws that masticate against the base of the neurocranium,

novel pharyngeal musculature controlling movement of the hypertrophied lower pharyngeal jaws, and in a few species an

incredibly complex epibranchial organ used to aggregate filtered phytoplankton. Here, we use the wealth of such trophic

novelties in different cypriniform fishes to present case studies in which developmental integration allowed for the origin

of morphological innovations. As proposed in case studies 1 and 2 trophic innovations may be associated with both

morphological and lineage diversification. Alternatively, case studies 3 and 4 represent a situation where ecological niche

was expanded but with no concomitant increase in species diversity.

“The history of life is not necessarily progressive; it

is certainly not predictable. The earth’s creatures

have evolved through a series of contingent and

fortuitous events.”

—SJ Gould, 1994

Introduction

Historical contingency has played an important role

in the origin and evolution of morphological novel-

ties. Morphological novelties are often defined as

unique structures that arise in a clade, not homolo-

gous to any feature in the ancestral lineage, that may

allow an organism to perform a new function or

behavior (Mayr 1960, 1963; Hall 2005). Novelties

represent the wholesale origin of a structure, as op-

posed to a change in an existing structure

(Brigandt 2010). Morphological novelties offer the

potential of opening new regions of the adaptive

landscape within which diversification can occur.

Such innovations may lead to increased lineage di-

versification (evidenced by bursts of speciation) and/

or morphological diversification. Galis (2001) pro-

posed that innovations potentially allow for species

divergence, rather than cause it, making diversifica-

tion dependent on the new functional interaction

with the environment created by the innovation.

Liem (1989, 1990) also noted that key innovations

may trigger lineage diversification when ecological

conditions offer the proper environment for such

alternate designs to prosper.

There are times when morphological novelties do

not lead to species diversity but rather allow for

increased morphological diversification and
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concomitant expanded trophic niche by a few spe-

cies. Lineage diversification is generally the measure

of “evolutionary success” but need not be accompa-

nied by great ecological diversity. Alternatively, mor-

phological diversification may lead to substantial

increase in ecological niche without a concomitant

lineage diversification. Such morphological special-

izations have been referred to as evolutionary dead

ends (Day et al. 2016; evolutionary one-offs of

Blount et al. 2018), however the significant advan-

tage that is provided to the small number of species

possessing the specialization may still allow them to

exploit resources not available to most (Cohen and

Hernandez 2018a). When such species find them-

selves in an area with no natural predators, as is

seen with invasive species, such specializations may

allow them to outcompete native species potentially

destroying natural food webs. Regardless of whether

the novelty is associated with lineage diversification

or not these novelties are often parts of complex

systems. Increased structural complexity is often as-

sociated with the genesis of morphological innova-

tions (Galis 2001), and such morphogenesis is often

tied to developmental integration.

Developmental integration presupposes that mor-

phological building blocks will interact during their

development being driven either by an extrinsic fac-

tor such as selection or intrinsic factors driven by

historical contingency. Regardless of underlying

cause developmental integration may then lead to

functional integration within an individual

(Cheverud 1996). Thus, developmental integration

may provide the historical contingency that plays a

significant role in the origin of morphological nov-

elty. In addition to determining which modules sur-

vive or are lost (Eble 2004), developmental

integration may also exist in the form of well-

integrated “scaffolds” into which evolutionary novel-

ties can be incorporated. Broader developmental

integration within trophic systems may have allowed

for the origin of some cypriniform evolutionary

novelties.

Cypriniformes represent a large monophyletic

group (Saitoh et al. 2006) of teleosts containing at

least 4250 species and 400 genera (Fricke et al. 2019)

and making up 25% of the world’s freshwater fishes.

They are the sister group to all remaining taxa

within Otophysi (Fink and Fink 1981, 1996;

Dimmick and Larson 1996; Briggs 2005). Fishes

within this order have a number of trophic synapo-

morphies that include: (1) a palatal organ, a thick

muscular cushion on the roof of the mouth, that

helps process food within the buccal chamber

(Sibbing and Uribe 1985; Callan and Sanderson

2003; Finger 2008); (2) a post-lingual organ on the

base of the pharynx located between posterior bran-

chial arches; (3) a kinethmoid, a novel sesamoid os-

sification that effects a unique type of premaxillary

protrusion (Harrington 1955); and (4) novel pharyn-

geal muscles inserting on a greatly hypertrophied

ceratobranchial. (5) Some species also possess the

most complex epibranchial organ (EBO) yet de-

scribed that serves to aggregate small particles col-

lected during filter feeding in silver carp (Cohen and

Hernandez 2018a). Britz and Conway (2016) pointed

out that eight of nine unreversed synapomorphies

uniting Cypriniformes were trophic in nature.

These authors have also detailed the origin of mor-

phological novelties within miniaturized danionins

(Conway and Britz 2007; Britz and Conway 2009,

2016; Britz et al 2009). Increased ecological diversity

associated with these novelties has characterized the

history of this group (de Silva et al. 1980; de Graaf

et al. 2000; Sibbing and Nagelkerke 2001).

Here we will present four case studies illustrating

the roles of both developmental integration and his-

torical contingency in the origin and evolution of a

subset of trophic novelties within Cypriniformes.

The first case study illustrates the primary role of

developmental integration as a permissive factor in

the evolutionary origin of a novelty that is associated

with both morphological and lineage diversification.

The second case study outlines the role of historical

contingency in the origin and evolution of several

muscular trophic novelties within Cypriniformes.

The third case study describes the importance of

functional and historical contingency in the evolu-

tion of complex systems by presenting the multi-

functional role of respiratory muscles to a specific

type of prey processing used by cypriniform filter

feeders. This novelty is not associated with lineage

diversification; instead it has allowed the few species

possessing it to outcompete native filter feeders. The

final case study illustrates how once independent

modules can be secondarily functionally (and devel-

opmentally) coupled to form an incredibly complex

trophic system, a filtering apparatus that epitomizes

a multi-structural function.

Case Study No. 1. Developmental
integration and historical contingency
allowed for the origin of a novel means
of premaxillary protrusion

Premaxillary protrusion has evolved at least five

times during actinopterygian evolution (Hernandez

and Staab 2015; Wainwright et al. 2015). Increased

premaxillary protrusion is associated with a
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lengthening of the ascending process, a trait that has

evolved several times within many groups of acan-

thomorphs (Cooper et al. 2017). In Cichlidae

increases in the length of the ascending process of

the premaxilla, and thus maximum jaw protrusion,

have evolved several times (Hulsey et al. 2010), while

in Haemulidae elongation of the ascending process

has been correlated with an increase in benthic feed-

ing (Tavera et al. 2018). Within acanthopterygians,

depression of the lower jaw causes premaxillary pro-

trusion; a taut ligament tying the premaxilla to the

lower jaw pulls the premaxilla forward as the jaw is

lowered. Kinethmoid-mediated premaxillary protru-

sion requires secondary ligamentous attachments and

has evolved only once at the base of Cypriniformes.

Mayrinck et al. (2015) identified a kinethmoid in the

basal otophysan fossil Chanoides macropoma (sug-

gesting that an earlier lineage had a kinethmoid),

although Patterson (1984) concluded that the struc-

ture was not homologous to the cypriniform

kinethmoid.

Cypriniform premaxillary protrusion is decidedly

more complex, relying on the evolution of the kinet-

hmoid, a novel median ossification in the rostral

skeleton of these fishes. Located between the ascend-

ing processes of the premaxillae and the neurocra-

nium (Fig. 1), this bone is suspended via

ligamentous attachments to the palatines and maxil-

lae. Upon mouth opening (or ventral translation of

the maxilla) tension produced at the connections to

the neurocranium and ascending processes of the

premaxillae effects a 90–180� rotation of the kinet-

hmoid thus pushing the premaxilla forward

(Gidmark et al. 2012). While there is significant

morphological diversification in the size and shape

of cypriniform kinethmoids (Hernandez et al. 2007),

the ligamentous attachments are more conserved.

The complex ligamentous system that predated

Cypriniformes (Alexander 1967) was a requisite his-

torical contingency for the evolution of a novel

means of premaxillary protrusion, and may have

resulted from strong selective forces for increased

cranial kinesis. In addition to allowing for significant

protrusion (Staab et al. 2012; Hernandez and Staab

2015), this type of jaw protrusion facilitates closed

mouth protrusion, an important part of buccal proc-

essing that allows species to winnow detritus and

other nutritious particles from sediment (Gidmark

et al. 2012). We agree with Sibbing et al. (1986)

that the kinethmoid was involved in opening up

unique modes of benthic feeding among cyprini-

forms. The ecomorphological importance of this

novel ossification is likely the reason it develops so

early.

A cartilaginous kinethmoid can be identified as

early as 5.8 mm SL within zebrafish. This small car-

tilaginous condensation forms within the intermax-

illary ligament, located between the contralateral

hooks on the medial maxilla (Fig. 2). This cartilage

starts to ossify during early metamorphosis (at

around 6.6 mm SL), with points of ligamentous at-

tachment showing the earliest signs of ossification

(Danos and Staab 2010; Staab and Hernandez

2010). This cypriniform sesamoid appears most like

a hybrid category between embedded sesamoids

(contained entirely within ligaments) and inteross-

eous sesamoids (found adjacent to ligaments; sensu

Jerez et al. 2010). While the initial cartilaginous

kinethmoid is completely contained within the inter-

maxillary ligament, later during growth it is only

partially encased within the ligament. Danos and

Staab (2010) as well as Staab and Hernandez

(2010) suggested that this intermaxillary ligament

was transient, however there is no indication that

this ligament disappears during development. This

ligament likely played a pivotal role in the evolution-

ary origin of this sesamoid bone. Likely attesting to

its functional importance, in only some extremely

miniaturized (and specialized) cyprinids has the

kinethmoid been lost (Roberts 1986; Britz and

Conway 2016).

Sesamoids, differentiating from mesenchymal tis-

sue within ligaments and tendons (Fabrezi et al.

2017), are commonly found within fishes

(Patterson 1977; Arratia 1990; Summers and Koob

2002). The capacity for ligaments and tendons to

ossify under mechanical forces appears to be a ver-

tebrate synapomorphy. A phylogenetically broad as-

sessment of sesamoid development has consistently

shown that the development of this kind of bony

element appears to be homoplastic and often associ-

ated with areas experiencing mechanical stress

(Nussbaum 1982; Mikic et al. 2000; Scott 2005;

Fabrezi 2006; Vickaryous and Olson 2007; Jerez

et al. 2010; Montero et al. 2017; Amador et al.

2018). Several teleostean bones are derived from os-

sified ligaments including the “entopterygoid” of

both Nematogenys and Diplomystes (Arratia 1990),

as well as the urohyal in most fishes (Wainwright

et al. 2006). These sesamoids tend to fully ossify

only late in development again implicating mechan-

ical forces in the proper ossification of these

elements.

To better understand how such a novel ossifica-

tion may have originated during the early evolution-

ary history of this clade it is necessary to determine

the basal condition of the rostral skeleton within this

group. Otocephala (Fig. 3) is comprised of
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Clupeiformes, Gonorynchiformes, and the four

orders within Otophysi (Cypriniformes,

Characiformes, Siluriformes, and Gymnotiformes),

with Cypriniformes at the base of Otophysi

(Arratia 2018). Clupeiformes (herrings and their rel-

atives) and Gonorynchiformes (sister to Otophysi)

have strongly linked maxillae and premaxillae with

little movement between them, thus cypriniforms

represent one of the earliest evolutionary experi-

ments with such decoupled, and increasingly kinetic,

upper jaws (Gosline 1961). A constructional (and

developmental) constraint present at the base of

Otocephala was that the premaxilla and maxilla

were strongly tied together. Decoupling the

Fig. 1 Cyprinus carpio showing resting and protruded state of the kinethmoid and premaxilla. Mouth opening (or depression of the

maxilla) elicits premaxillary protrusion via rotation of the kinethmoid. dt, dentary; mx, maxilla; nc, neurocranium; pl, palatine; pmx,

premaxilla.

Fig. 2 Initial chondrogenesis of the kinethmoid in larval zebrafish. (A) An intermaxillary ligament connects the two maxillae. (B) At

approximately 5.8mm SL a small condensation of cartilaginous cells appears completely encased within the intermaxillary ligament. (C)

Close-up of B showing cartilage later in ontogeny. iml, intermaxillary ligament; mc, Meckel’s cartilage; mx, maxilla; nc, neurocranium;

pmx, premaxilla. Modified from Staab and Hernandez 2010.
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premaxilla and maxilla likely allowed for increased

cranial kinesis profoundly impacting the force re-

gime experienced by adjacent cranial features.

In actinopterygians the evolution of a kinetic skull

and the concomitant change in cranial forces affected

both skeletal and ligamentous structure (Schaeffer and

Rosen 1961). Tensile forces can sculpt ligamentous

architecture early in development (Schaeffer and

Rosen 1961; Vogel and Koob 1989) while compressive

forces can lead to the ossification of sesamoids

(Summers and Koob 2002). Such epigenetic changes

in ligamentous connections (likely driven by strong

selective forces; Schaeffer and Rosen 1961) were not

necessarily concomitant with protrusion, but by loos-

ening up the skull they may have facilitated evolution

of protrusile mechanisms. We hypothesize that such

changes may have also characterized the lineage lead-

ing to cypriniforms. Breaking such developmental

constraints may have also allowed for the origin of

novel features (Brigandt 2010), but it is essential to

consider how a system could have initially integrated

the novelty (Müller and Newman 2005) without ren-

dering the entire system nonfunctional.

While selection can easily mold a structure once it

originates, the forces molding its origin remain less

straightforward. The side effect hypothesis (Müller

1990), which emphasizes constructional architecture,

suggests that selective forces may act on areas adja-

cent to where novelties will originate. For example, a

change in the size or architecture of cranial elements

(acted on by selection) may bring about a change in

the force regime experienced within adjacent cranial

structures. Such epigenetic forces may then indirectly

impact the genesis of morphological novelties. Such

a hypothesis is appealing in that it explains how

natural selection may indirectly lead to generation

of a novelty. While such epigenetic hypotheses have

been largely ignored until recently they provide a

reasonable mechanism by which novelties can origi-

nate and rapidly spread throughout a population

(Müller 1990; West-Eberhard 2003, 2005).

Much like our own knee caps, a sesamoid evolu-

tionary novelty created by mechanical stress would

be fully integrated upon initial development. The

increased structural complexity afforded by the liga-

mentous scaffolding supporting the increasingly

Fig. 3 Tree showing basal condition of maxilla and premaxilla (diagrammed from lateral aspect) in different orders within Otocephala.

Cypriniforms represent one of the earliest experiments with decoupled maxilla and premaxilla. Species were chosen to best represent

the basal condition for each clade. Clupeiformes: Denticeps clupeoides. Gonorynchiformes: Chanos chanos. Cypriniformes: Cyprinus carpio,

diagrammed from the medial aspect. Gymnotiformes: Gymnotus carapo. Characiformes: Bryconops affinis. Siluriformes: Diplomystes

camposensis.
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kinetic skull allowed for the origin of a sesamoid

bone that could be seamlessly functionally integrated

into the system. Thus, the intermaxillary ligament

may represent a key ligamentous attachment vital

to the proper initiation of premaxillary protrusion.

Indeed, functional analyses have shown that move-

ment of this “maxillary bridge” (i.e., the taut inter-

maxillary ligament uniting the contralateral maxillae)

predicts kinethmoid-mediated premaxillary protru-

sion better than any other variable (Gidmark et al.

2012). Moreover, functional studies of zebrafish lar-

vae have shown that there is an immediate improve-

ment in premaxillary protrusion once the

kinethmoid first appears (Hernandez 2000;

Hernandez et al 2002; Staab and Hernandez 2010).

Unlike the independent origins of elongated ascend-

ing arms of the premaxilla which liberally pepper the

acanthopterygian tree, the addition of a novel medial

ossification effecting jaw protrusion happened only

once, vividly illustrating that the great morphological

and lineage diversification that characterizes

Cypriniformes “evolved through a series of contin-

gent and fortuitous events.” Both the loosening of

the skull and the myriad episodes of elongation of

the ascending process of the premaxillae can readily

be explained by strong selection for increased kinesis

and protrusion. Alternatively, the single origin of a

protrusion-facilitating sesamoid strongly supports

one contingent and fortuitous episode.

The decoupling of the maxilla and premaxilla and

selective forces acting on increased kinesis may have

set the stage for the origin of the kinethmoid.

Selection may have been acting on a different set

of elements allowing a permissive developmental mi-

lieu for the origin of the kinethmoid. Strong selec-

tion for increased cranial kinesis, even divorced from

jaw protrusion, would have a pronounced effect on

suction performance. Such selective forces would

drive the loosening up of the skull and increased

kinesis of feeding elements. Once a median ossifica-

tion was fully formed selection could then act di-

rectly to mold the shape and architecture of the

kinethmoid (Hernandez et al. 2007). Once cyprini-

forms possessed this novel protrusile mechanism

evolution likely acted on the rostral skeleton (and

its requisite muscular drivers) which was associated

with profound morphological and lineage diversifi-

cation. Changes in shape (Hernandez et al. 2007)

and length of the kinethmoid (Staab et al. 2012),

mouth position (Hernandez and Staab 2015), as

well as histological properties of associated ligaments

have significantly affected feeding performance

(Gidmark et al. 2012; Staab et al. 2012). But impor-

tantly all this concomitant trophic diversity was

likely initially spurred by the early developmental

integration that allowed for the origin of the

kinethmoid.

Case Study No. 2. Developmental
contingency leads to several muscular
trophic innovations within the posterior
pharynx

Early in the evolution of cypriniforms a preponder-

ance of muscle progenitors in the posterior pharynx

was likely another developmental contingency that

allowed for the origin of a variety of muscular tro-

phic novelties. Cypriniforms are characterized by

several muscular trophic innovations including:

(1) a palatal organ located on the roof of the mouth,

(2) a ventral post-lingual organ located between the

posterior pharyngeal arches, and (3) several pharyn-

geal muscles that insert on a greatly hypertrophied

ceratobranchial 5 (itself a novel lower pharyngeal

jaw). Here we will focus on the palatal organ given

the profound effect that this structure has had on

trophic evolution within cypriniforms.

Both the palatal and post-lingual organ seemingly

evolved at the base of Cypriniformes, as they have

not been identified in any outgroup taxa. The palatal

organ is a heavily muscularized pad of tissue located

on the pharyngeal roof of cypriniform species

(Fig. 4; Matthes 1963; Morita and Finger 1985;

Sibbing 1988; Callan and Sanderson 2003; Finger

2008). It is composed of a complex mesh of differ-

ently sized skeletal muscle fibers of various lengths

and diameters that are covered by an epithelium

studded with mucus cells and taste buds (arrow in

Fig. 4B; Evans 1931; Bhimachar 1935; Miller and

Evans 1965; Morita and Finger 1985; Sibbing 1988;

Gomahr et al. 1992; Lamb and Kiyohara 2005; Finger

2008). In goldfish and carp this structure aids in

food selection and transport by forming local protu-

berances that protrude ventrally to trap larger par-

ticles against the base of the pharyngeal cavity

(Morita and Finger 1985; Sibbing 1988; Callan and

Sanderson 2003; Finger 2008). The large surface area

of the palatal organ enables a great amount of food

sorting to take place thus increasing feeding effi-

ciency (Sibbing 1982, 1988; Finger 2008). The ventral

postlingual organ (Sibbing and Nagelkerke 2001) is a

median pad of small skeletal fibers similar in anat-

omy to those of the palatal organ (arrowhead in

Fig. 4B). Sibbing et al. (1986) showed that the palatal

organ and postlingual organ together generate

peristalsis-like waves that transport food to the pha-

ryngeal jaws. Preliminary data (S. Keer and L. P.

Hernandez, unpublished data) suggest that both the
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palatal organ and postlingual organ are derived from

embryonic muscle precursors moving rostrally from

an area adjacent to the esophagus (Fig. 4C).

The palatal organ has been shown to assist in the

selective retention of food particles during benthic

feeding (Sibbing 1982, 1988). Taste buds on the pal-

atal organ and throughout the pharynx enable fish to

distinguish edible from non-edible particles (Sibbing

and Uribe 1985; Lamb and Finger 1995; Finger

2008). Callan and Sanderson (2003) hypothesized

that the palatal organ protrusions also provide local-

ized chemosensory information on the palatability of

the particles. Indeed, Lamb and Finger (1995) ob-

served that when goldfish were fed food pellets cov-

ered with quinine, caffeine, and other bitter

compounds particles were rejected. A hypertrophied

vagal lobe in goldfish and common carp controls

sensorimotor function of the palatal organ.

Consistent with the muscular architecture of the pal-

atal organ muscular hydrostats are often character-

ized by seemingly disorganized muscle fibers that

run in many different directions (Kier and Smith

1985). Such a muscular hydrostat could serve a va-

riety of functions within the pharyngeal cavity of

cypriniforms and we believe that we have only

started to scratch the surface of the functional po-

tential of this cypriniform novelty.

Pharyngognathy, and the requisite modifications

that provided a stronger pharyngeal bite, is known

to have evolved independently several times within

acanthopterygian fishes (Wainwright et al. 2012).

Similarly, it is widely held that many of the pha-

ryngeal muscles of cyprinids evolved independently

from those of Acanthopterygii (Takahasi 1925;

Holstvoogd 1965; Vandewalle 1975). Many of these

pharyngeal muscles are hypothesized to be derived

from the sphincter esophagi, a muscle that devel-

ops early during larval development. It grows

around the esophagus with fibers ultimately

spreading forward to form both discrete obliqui

and retractor muscles (Millard 1966; Nelson

1967a). Outgrowth from the embryonic sphincter

esophagi may have also led to the origin of the

muscular palatal organ.

Fig. 4 Palatal and postlingual organs of zebrafish. (A) Histological cross-section through adult zebrafish. (B) Close-up showing dorsal

palatal organ (arrow) and ventral postlingual organ (arrowhead). (C) 60 h post-fertilization embryo showing the first evidence of

skeletal muscle fibers of the palatal organ moving anteriorly; 5 represents the position of the 5th ceratobranchial.
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While zebrafish have long served as excellent bio-

medical models of developmental processes, less at-

tention has been paid to the development of

structures not found in humans. Schilling and

Kimmel (1997) published an excellent summary of

the development of craniofacial muscles in the zebra-

fish. Unfortunately, they did not address the specific

muscles associated with the pharyngeal jaws.

However, one figure (Fig. 8H; Schilling and

Kimmel 1997) showed expression of myoD (an early

marker of muscle precursors) at 65 h post fertiliza-

tion in the area where both pharyngeal muscles and

the incipient palatal organ would be forming (S.

Keer and L. P. Hernandez, unpublished data).

Using immunohistochemistry we have shown that

the first fibers that will comprise the palatal organ

arise at 60–62 h post-fertilization in the posterior

pharynx adjacent to the esophagus (Fig. 4C, arrow)

and stretch laterally to the pharyngeal jaws (Fig. 4C,

#5). This incredibly early development of the palatal

organ may also explain the loss of upper pharyngeal

jaws in cypriniforms.

Developmental mechanisms underlying large mac-

roevolutionary changes have often been elusive. In

an elegant exception Brylski and Hall (1988) showed

that the seemingly major switch from internal to

external cheek pouches in rodents could be explained

by a relatively simple heterotopic shift early in de-

velopment. First characterized by an early evagina-

tion of the buccal epithelium, a slight anterior shift

in this evagination instantaneously shifted this

pocket from internal to external. In a similar man-

ner, we hypothesize that a slight heterotopic and/or

heterochronic shift in the development of the

sphincter esophagi could have led to the origin of

the palatal organ as well as the overgrowth of the

pharyngobranchials (which made up the upper pha-

ryngeal jaws within outgroup taxa).

Case Study No. 3. Historical
contingency allows for the function of a
unique type of epibranchial organ

While Clupeiformes contain a large proportion of

filter feeders with aggregating EBOs (Nelson

1967a), such organs are not as common within

members of Otophysi. Most Gonorynchiformes

(Pasleau et al. 2009), and some characiforms

(Bertmar et al. 1969) possess these aggregating struc-

tures. EBOs are paired epithelial diverticula sur-

rounded by muscle located in the posterodorsal

pharynx supported by branchial arches 4 and 5

(Nelson 1967b). They can be relatively small invagi-

nations or may become more complex, possessing

multiple coils. These epithelial invaginations are sur-

rounded by skeletal muscle which serves to move

particulate matter collected within the EBO into

the esophagus. As opposed to this relatively simple

architecture the EBO of silver (and bighead) carp is

incredibly complex.

The EBO of silver carp is the most complex yet

described (Figs. 5 and 6; Cohen and Hernandez

2018a). These aggregating organs span the entirety

of the pharyngeal chamber. The paired organs are

dorsal to the branchial arches and composed of

four discrete epithelial (invaginating) tubes that are

surrounded and supported by cartilaginous pharyng-

obranchials. Each tube spirals forming a snail-like

structure into which the corresponding modified

epibranchial associated with each tube penetrates

(Figs. 5C, 6B). Each tube expands at its terminus

forming a sac lined with abundant goblet cells. The

most posterior tube of the EBO is formed by the

involution of the fifth set of gill rakers that extend

from the modified fifth ceratobranchial. Importantly

each of the epithelial tubes is surrounded by circum-

ferential muscles used to squeeze food out of the

tubes and toward the pharyngeal jaws. The paired

EBOs are surrounded by a greatly hypertrophied pal-

atal organ (Fig. 6A, D).

Detailed analyses of the EBO and surrounding

tissues have resulted in an anatomically-driven func-

tional model for this complex organ (Cohen and

Hernandez 2018a). Collected phytoplankton in

both the terminal sac of each tube as well as food

adhering to the food collecting groove of the mod-

ified epibranchials is squeezed out via circumferential

muscle surrounding all epithelial tubes. Indeed, the

thickest layer of circumferential muscle surrounds

the final two continuous tubes that open on to the

triturating pharyngeal jaws (Fig. 6B, see 4/5).

Silver carp are unusual among filter feeders in

being pump filter feeders, thus the same muscles

that are used for buccal pumping while respiring

are used to move water into the mouth and over

the large modified filtering plates. The operculum

is thick, well-ossified, and tied to the hyomandibula

via strong ligaments. The muscles used in buccal

pumping also attach to the cartilaginous anterior

cap of the EBO. The greatly hypertrophied levator

arcus palatini (LAP) inserts along the lateral face of

the hyomandibula (Fig. 5A), and the adductor arcus

palatini (AAP) connects the hyomandibula to the

EBO (Fig. 5B, C). The strong muscular connection

between the EBO and the hyomandibula suggests

that the force generated by these muscles during

pumping is transferred to the EBO thus compressing

and expanding this organ. The partially interlocking
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cartilaginous plates that surround the individual

tubes of the EBO can collapse against each other

(much like an accordion) allowing the tubes to be

compressed moving the aggregated slurry of phyto-

plankton and mucus back into the entrance of each

tube (Fig. 5). The thick layer of well-innervated cir-

cumferential muscles (Fig. 6B) surrounding the epi-

thelial tubes (and modified gill rakers holding food)

serves to move accumulated particles on to the pha-

ryngeal jaws.

The historical (and functional) contingency is that

cypriniform filter feeders (bighead and silver carp)

rely on buccal pumping. The hypertrophied muscles

that perform opercular pumping during respiration

have been coopted to move phytoplankton through

the complex EBO. Without the hypertrophied

muscles that move the operculum during buccal

pumping being available to move particles of food

through the EBO, it is highly unlikely that such a

structure could have evolved. The lack of such a

complex, anteriorly expanded EBO in fishes that

use ram filtration lends support to this hypothesis.

Thus, co-option of respiratory muscles for the pur-

poses of food aggregation may have led to the com-

plex structure of the EBO in silver and bighead carp.

In the first case study we saw developmental in-

tegration providing a permissive scaffold (literally

and figuratively) for the origin of the kinethmoid,

while in the second case study we hypothesized

about the role that errant muscle progenitors may

have played in the construction of muscular trophic

novelties. Here we see that structures that were once

functionally modular (EBO and respiratory muscles)

have become developmentally and functionally inte-

grated; systems that should be modular work in an

integrated fashion, thus breaking functional modu-

larity. Moreover, while the majority of filter feeders

are ram feeders it is actually the silver carp, using

Fig. 5 Greatly hypertrophied muscles attach to hyomandibula and the EBO of Hypophthalmichthys molitrix. (A) Lateral dissection shows

a greatly hypertrophied LAP. Also note fold of palatal organ (PO) tucked into the two filtering plates that extend from each

ceratobranchial. (B) Medial aspect of the operculum and hyomandibula showing hypertrophied AAP. (C) AAP connects the medial side

of the hyomandibula to the rostral end of the EBO. The individual coils of the branchial arches can be compressed moving food

medioposteriorly to the pharyngeal jaws. Modified from Cohen and Hernandez 2018a.
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buccal pumping, that is able to consume particles

smaller than nearly any vertebrate filter feeder

(Cremer and Smitherman 1980; Smith 1989; Zhou

et al. 2009; Battonyai et al. 2015). The cypriniform

historical contingency of having to use buccal

pumping to filter feed is associated with the mor-

phogenesis of the most complex EBO yet described.

Moreover, the type of EBO found in the very de-

structive filter feeding silver carp is unlikely to have

evolved anywhere but within Cypriniformes, where

it was surrounded by a developing cushion of mus-

cle progenitors. Next, we will examine the entire

complex of filtering and aggregating structures

that characterize silver and bighead carp suggesting

how this multi-structural filtering function may

have evolved.

Case Study No. 4. Role of integration in
building a complex filtering structure

Complex systems are generally defined as systems

with multiple parts that may have intricate levels

of hierarchical organization (Gregory 2008). Such

complex systems are built using multiple cell types

and tissues that develop in complex ways, certainly

when compared with the basal condition that pre-

ceded the evolution of the complex phenotype. They

epitomize situations in which several structures have

become tied together to achieve one function (multi-

structural functions). Filter-feeding fishes generally

use the same morphological structure for both filter-

ing and aggregating particles. Alternatively, silver and

bighead carp have two different specialized features

to carry out this division of labor. In silver carp four

Fig. 6 Complex filtering apparatus of the silver carp, Hypophthalmichthys molitrix. (A) CT scan of the main skeletal components of the

trophic apparatus showing the relative position of the palatal folds. (B) Cross-section of the EBO showing the three (1, 2, 3) individual

anterior tubes associated with branchial arches 1–3, as well as the continuous tube (4/5) associated with branchial arches 4 and 5. (C)

Three discrete sections of the epithelium covering the filtering plate. (D) Greatly modified palatal organ is comprised of muscular folds

(1–5) that interdigitate into the corresponding filtering plates as shown in Figs. 5A and 6A.
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structures (gill rakers, EBO, palatal organ, and respi-

ratory muscles) are combined to produce one of the

most complex vertebrate filter feeding structures yet

identified.

While the aggregating EBO has already been de-

scribed, the filtering plates are greatly modified from

the basal state and have an incredibly complex on-

togenetic trajectory. During early ontogeny silver

carp have two rows of comb-like rakers like those

seen in most teleosts (Cohen and Hernandez 2018b).

Shortly thereafter these individual gill rakers elongate

and start to grow together to form two fused plates

protruding from each branchial arch at an acute an-

gle to each other. These filtering plates (formed from

greatly modified gill rakers; Figs. 5A and 6A) provide

a scaffold for the overlying topographically complex

epithelium. This epithelium forms a series of canals

dotted with pores of various sizes (Fig. 6C) making

up a complex filtering surface (Cohen and

Hernandez 2018b). As fluid moves over these topo-

graphically complex plates vortices form that move

tiny particles into the canals (Cohen et al. 2018)

where a mucus-secreting epithelium helps to collect

particles. Particles are then moved from the filtering

side of the complex plate to the inner side of the

plate adjacent to elongated, fleshy palatal folds

(Fig. 6A, D). These palatal folds are thought to

play a role in moving particles into the food collect-

ing groove and/or clearing the filtering plates to pre-

vent clogging. An earlier hypothesis (Pichler-

Semmelrock 1988) proposed that the palatal organ

moved like a piston to bring water through the fil-

tering plates, with the filtering plates serving as both

mechanical and hydrosol filters (Adamek and Spittler

1984). The same modified gill rakers that make up

the filtering plates also penetrate the epithelial tubes

of the EBO. Indeed, it is along the food collecting

groove (at the base of the V-shaped branchial arch)

that food collected at the filtering plates is passed

along and into the EBO (Fig. 6A, B).

To build such a complex filtering and aggregating

apparatus, structures that had not previously been

associated, had to become integrated (or potentially

re-integrated, see below). While outgroup taxa build

EBOs from only the most posterior gill arches, in

silver carp all the branchial arches have become in-

corporated. Moreover, the muscles controlling the

respiratory buccal pump now work in the service

of aggregating small particles. Previous work has

suggested that at the base of the cyprinid tree the

palatal organ and gill arches may have been func-

tionally integrated (Eastman 1977), but such integra-

tion likely broke down during cyprinid evolution as

the palatal organ was deemphasized. Here, the

developing palatal organ and filtering plates have be-

come developmentally integrated anew. Palatal folds

develop early in ontogeny and interdigitate into the

filtering plates before the system has even become

functional (unpublished data). This complex struc-

ture may have evolved piecemeal, but it is hard to

imagine a similarly complex structure evolving

within any group other than Cypriniformes.

Catostomids, now considered to be near the base

of the cypriniform tree (Conway 2011; Stout et al.

2016), have epibranchial bones that are completely

subsumed by the muscular palatal organ (Grey and

Mabee 2012). This sort of historical contingency may

have facilitated the origin of the complex EBO of

bighead and silver carp. While these species represent

a miniscule proportion of extant cypriniforms they

represent a compelling case study for illustrating the

importance of developmental and historical contin-

gency in the evolution of complex morphological

novelties.

Hypothesized role of trophic novelties on

cypriniform ecology and evolution

Although almost certainly derived from bottom

feeders (Hernandez and Staab 2015) cypriniforms

have invaded nearly every freshwater trophic niche

(Howes 1991) becoming master filter feeders (Cohen

et al. 2018), piscivores (Sibbing and Nagelkerke

2001), herbivores (Vincent and Sibbing 1992), zoo-

plankton pickers, algae scrapers, and secondary con-

sumers (Sibbing 1991). In instances during which

they might suffer performance deficits given their

muscular palatal organ this fleshy structure has de-

creased in size (Doosey and Bart 2011). Using the

palatal organ in combination with modified bran-

chial arches even common carp can combine

cross-flow filtration on small particles with palatal

protrusions to catch larger items (Callan and

Sanderson 2003), thus showing tremendous func-

tional flexibility. Yashpal et al. (2009) suggested that

in some species epithelial projections from the palatal

organ beat synchronously to help move food particles

into the esophagus. The enormous capacity for the

palatal organ to become modified to fit different feed-

ing modes is illustrated in silver carp where the pal-

atal organ has become greatly hypertrophied yet

seamlessly incorporated into the complex means of

filter feeding which characterizes this species (Fig. 6).

We hypothesize that the trophic novelties outlined

here have greatly affected cypriniform ecology and

evolution (Fig. 7). The origin of the kinethmoid cou-

pled with subsequent morphological evolution of the

adductor mandibulae complex allowed for increased
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trophic diversity (Hernandez et al. 2007; Staab et al.

2012). The closed mouth protrusions that are greatly

facilitated by the kinethmoid required novel reorien-

tation of the adductor mandibulae complex (Gidmark

et al. 2012) and allowed for bottom feeding as well as

detritivory; detritivory also being facilitated by the

function of the palatal organ. The palatal organ may

have played a permissive role in the development of

the complex EBO that increased the ecological niche

of Asian carp. Finally, we hypothesize that early de-

velopment of the palatal organ may have led to loss of

the upper pharyngeal jaws, and concomitant hyper-

trophy of the lower pharyngeal jaws. Subsequent evo-

lution of the lower pharyngeal jaws, palatal and

postlingual organs, and pharyngeal pad on the basioc-

cipital may have allowed for subsequent exploitation

of novel trophic niches.

Conclusion

Cypriniform novelties undergo substantial ontoge-

netic changes in integration and modularity, changes

that profoundly affect function and performance.

Early patterns of developmental integration may later

become hidden by increasing modularity or integra-

tion with different structures (Hallgrımsson et al.

2007; Andjelkovi�c et al. 2017). Since early patterns

of integration will undergo ontogenetic change com-

plex phenotypes need to be investigated from a

developmental perspective (Damian et al. 2017).

Much of this developmental work has informed our

hypotheses regarding the role of morphological inte-

gration in the cypriniform skull. With better phyloge-

netic trees now available we can rigorously test

specific hypotheses regarding evolutionary patterns

of morphological integration within this speciose

clade. These complex phenotypes need to be investi-

gated within a developmental and functional context

to clearly detail the effect on organismal performance,

as well as morphological and lineage diversification.

Within the evolutionary history of Cypriniformes we

see developmental integration serve as the basis for

morphological novelties (Case Studies Nos. 1 and

2), but we also see previously independent modules

coming together to form newly integrated, complex

functional solutions (Case Studies Nos. 3 and 4). The

number of evolutionary novelties that characterize

this group as well as the degree to which their devel-

opment and evolution is integrated provides rich raw

material for the great trophic diversity found within

Cypriniformes. Indeed, the evolutionary history of

Cypriniformes is a seemingly endless Russian doll of

novelties comprised of hierarchical degrees of integra-

tion and modulation.
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novel type of EBO. Finally, we hypothesize that initial growth of the palatal organ may have led to the loss of the upper pharyngeal jaws

thus indirectly affecting the hypertrophy of the pharyngeal jaw.

484 L. P. Hernandez and K. E. Cohen

D
ow

nloaded from
 https://academ

ic.oup.com
/icb/article-abstract/59/2/473/5497793 by SIC

B M
em

ber Access,  phernand@
gw

u.edu on 22 August 2019



produced all figures. K.E.C. and L.P.H. were both

involved in revision and final approval of the man-

uscript and all figures.

Acknowledgments

Special thanks are due to: Stephanie Keer for allow-

ing use of unpublished data; James Lamer at the

Kibbe Field Station; John Chick of National Great

Rivers Research and Education Center, Chris A.

Taylor, Ph.D. curator of Fishes and Crustaceans at

the Prairie Research Institute, and Illinois Natural

History Survey and collections manager Daniel

Wylie for specimens of silver carp; Adam Summers

and Matthew Kolmann for mCT scan of juvenile sil-

ver carp and adult EBO using a Bruker Skyscan 1173

at the Karel F. Liem Bio-Imaging Center at Friday

Harbor Laboratories.

Funding

Funding for attendance and participation in the as-

sociated symposium was provided by SICB divisions

DCB, DVM, DEDB, The Crustacean Society,

American Microscopical Society, as well as the

National Science Foundation [IOS 1832822 to

L.P.H.]. This work was also supported by the

National Science Foundation [IOS 1025845 to

L.P.H.] and Harlan Award [to K.E.C.] from The

George Washington University.

References

Adamek Z, Spittler P. 1984. Particle size selection in the food

of silver carp, Hypophthalmichthys molitrix. Folia Zool

33:363–70.

Alexander RM. 1967. The functions and mechanisms of the

protrusible upper jaws of some actinopterygian fish. J Zool

(Lond) 151:43–64.

Amador LI, Giannini NP, Simmons NB, Abdala V. 2018.

Morphology and evolution of sesamoid elements in bats

(Mammalia: Chiroptera). Am Mus Novit 3905:1–40.

Andjelkovi�c M, Tomovi�c L, Ivanovi�c A. 2017. Morphological

integration of the kinetic skull in Natrix snakes. J Zool

303:188–98.

Arratia G. 1990. Development and diversity of the suspenso-

rium of trichomycterids and comparison with loricarioids

(Teleostei: Siluriformes). J Morph 205:193–218.

Arratia G. 2018. Otomorphs (¼ otocephalans or ostarioclu-

peomorphs) revisited. Neotrop Ichthyol 16:e180079.

Battonyai I, Speczi�ar A, Vit�al Z, Mozs�ar A, Görg�enyi J, Borics

G, T�oth L, Boros G. 2015. Relationship between gill raker

morphology and feeding habits of hybrid bigheaded carps

(Hypophthalmichthys spp.). Knowl Manag Aquat Ecosyst

416:36.

Bertmar G, Kapoor B, Miller RV. 1969. Epibranchial organs

in lower teleostean fishes—an example of structural adap-

tation. Int Rev Gen Exp Zool 4:1–48.

Bhimachar BS. 1935. A study of the correlation between the

habits and the structure of the hindbrain in the South

Indian cyprinoid fish. R Soc Lond Ser B 117:258–72.

Blount ZD, Lenski RE, Losos JB. 2018. Contingency and de-

terminism in evolution: replaying life’s tape. Science

362:eaam5979–12.

Brigandt I. 2010. Beyond reduction and pluralism: toward an

epistemology of explanatory integration in biology.

Erkenntnis 73:295–311.

Briggs JC. 2005. The biogeography of otophysan fishes

(Ostariophysi: Otophysi): a new appraisal. J Biogeogr

32:287–94.

Britz R, Conway KW. 2009. Descriptive osteology of

Paedocypris a miniature and highly developmentally trun-

cated fish (Teleostei: Ostariophysi: Cyprinidae). J Morphol

270:389–412.

Britz R, Conway KW, Ruber L. 2009. Spectacular morpholog-

ical novelty in a miniature cyprinid fish, Danionella dracula

n. sp. Proc R Soc B 276:2179–86.

Britz R, Conway KW. 2016. Danionella dracula, an escape

from the cypriniform Bauplan via developmental trunca-

tion? J Morph 277:147–66.

Brylski P, Hall BK. 1988. Ontogeny of a macroevolutionary

phenotype: the external cheek pouches of geomyoid

rodents. Evolution 42:391–5.

Callan WT, Sanderson SL. 2003. Feeding mechanisms in carp:

crossflow filtration, palatal protrusions and flow reversals. J

Exp Biol 206:883–92.

Cheverud J. 1996. Developmental integration and the evolu-

tion of pleiotropy. Am Zool 36:44–50.

Cohen KE, Hernandez LP. 2018a. The complex trophic anat-

omy of silver carp, Hypophthalmichthys molitrix, highlight-

ing a novel type of epibranchial organ. J Morphol

279:1615–28.

Cohen KE, Hernandez LP. 2018b. Making a master filterer:

ontogeny of specialized filtering plates in silver carp

(Hypophthalmichthys molitrix). J Morphol 279:925–35.

Cohen KE, Hernandez LP, Crawford C, Flammang BE. 2018.

Channeling vorticity: modeling the filter-feeding mecha-

nism in silver carp using lCT and 3D PIV. J Exp Biol

221:jeb.183350.

Conway KW, Britz R. 2007. Sexual dimorphism of the

Weberian apparatus and pectoral girdle in Sundadanio

axelrodi a miniature cyprinid fish from South East Asia

(Ostariophysi: Cyprinidae). J Fish Biol 71:1562–70.

Conway KW. 2011. Osteology of the south Asian genus

Psilorhynchus McClelland, 1839 (Teleostei: Ostariophysi:

Psilorhynchidae), with investigation of its phylogenetic

relationships within the order Cypriniformes. Zool J Linn

Soc 163:50–154.

Cooper WJ, Carter CB, Conith AJ, Rice AN, Westneat MW.

2017. The evolution of jaw protrusion mechanics is tightly

coupled to bentho-pelagic divergence in damselfishes

(Pomacentridae). J Exp Biol 220:652–66.

Cremer M, Smitherman R. 1980. Food habits and growth of

silver and bighead carp in cages and ponds. Aquaculture

20:57–64.

Damian X, Fornoni J, Dominguez CA, Boege K. 2017.

Ontogenetic changes in the phenotypic integration and

modularity of leaf functional traits. Funct Ecol

32:234–46.

Cypriniform trophic novelties 485

D
ow

nloaded from
 https://academ

ic.oup.com
/icb/article-abstract/59/2/473/5497793 by SIC

B M
em

ber Access,  phernand@
gw

u.edu on 22 August 2019



Danos N, Staab KL. 2010. Can mechanical forces be respon-

sible for novel bone development and evolution in fishes?. J

Appl Ichthyol 26:156–61.

Day EH, Hua X, Bromham L. 2016. Is specialization an

evolutionary dead end? Testing for differences in specia-

tion, extinction and trait transition rates across diverse

phylogenies of specialists and generalists. J Evol Biol

29:1257–67.

de Graaf M, Dejen E, Sibbing FA, Osse J. 2000. The pisciv-

orous barbs of Lake Tana (Ethiopia): major questions on

the evolution and exploitation. Neth J Zool 50:215–23.

de Silva SS, Cumaranatunga PRT, de Silva CD. 1980. Food,

feeding ecology and morphological features associated with

feeding of four co-occurring cyprinids (Pisces: Cyprinidae).

Neth J Zool 30:54–73.

Dimmick WW, Larson A. 1996. A molecular and morpholog-

ical perspective on the phylogenetic relationships of the

otophysan fishes. Mol Phylogenet Evol 6:120–33.

Doosey MH, Bart HL. 2011. Morphological variation of the

palatal organ and chewing pad of catostomidae (Teleostei:

Cypriniformes). J Morphol 272:1092–108.

Eastman JT. 1977. The pharyngeal bones and teeth of catos-

tomid fishes. Am Midl Nat 97:68–88.

Eble GJ. 2004. The macroevolution of phenotypic integration.

In: Pigliucci P, Preston K, editors. The evolutionary biology

of complex phenotypes. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

p. 253–73.

Evans HM. 1931. A comparative study of the British cypri-

noids in relation to their habits of feeding, with special

reference to the anatomy of the medulla oblongata. R

Soc Lond Ser B 108:233–57.

Fabrezi M. 2006. Morphological evolution of Ceratophryinae

(Anura, Neobatrachia). J Zool Syst Evol Res 44:153–66.

Fabrezi M, Goldberg J, Pereyra MC. 2017. Morphological

variation in anuran limbs: constraints and novelties. J

Exp Zool (Mol Dev Evol)328:546–74.

Finger TE. 2008. Sorting food from stones: the vagal taste

system in goldfish, Carassius auratus. J Comp Physiol A

194:135–43.

Fink SV, Fink WL. 1981. Interrelationships of the

Ostariophysan fishes (Teleostei). Zool J Linn Soc

72:297–353.

Fink SV, Fink WL. 1996. Interrelationships of ostariophysan

fishes (Teleostei). In: Stiassny MLJ, Parenti LR, Johnson

GD, editors. Interrelationships of fishes. San Diego (CA):

Academic Press. p. 209–49.

Fricke, R., Eschmeyer, W. N. & Fong, J. D. 2019 SPECIES BY

FAMILY/SUBFAMILY. (http://researcharchive.calacademy.

org/research/ichthyology/catalog/SpeciesByFamily.asp).

Electronic version accessed January 2019.

Galis F. 2001. Key innovations and radiations. In: Wagner

GP, editor. The character concept in evolutionary biology.

San Diego (CA): Academic Press. p. 581–605.

Gidmark NJ, Staab KL, Brainerd EL, Hernandez LP. 2012.

Flexibility in starting posture drives flexibility in kinematic

behavior of the kinethmoid-mediated premaxillary protru-

sion mechanism in a cyprinid fish, Cyprinus carpio. J Exp

Biol 215:2262–72.

Gomahr A, Palzenberger M, Kotrschal K. 1992. Density and

distribution of external taste buds in cyprinids. Environ

Biol Fish 33:125–34.

Gosline WA. 1961. Some osteological features of modern

lower teleostean fishes. Smithson Inst Misc Collect

142:1–42.

Gould SJ. 1994. The evolution of life on the Earth. Sci Am

271:85–91.

Gregory TH. 2008. The evolution of complex organs. Evo

Edu Outreach 1:358–89.

Grey EA, Mabee PM. 2012. Gill-arch musculature of the

Quillback Carpiodes cyprinus (Cypriniformes:

Catostomidae) with a comparison to cyprinids. J

Morphol 273:909–18.

Hall BK. 2005. Consideration of the neural crest and its skel-

etal derivatives in the context of novelty/innovation. J Exp

Zool Part B Mol Dev Evol304:548–57.

Hallgrımsson B, Lieberman DE, Young NM, Parsons T, Wat

S. 2007. Evolution of covariance in the mammalian skull.

In: Bock G, Goode J, editors. Tinkering: the microevolution

of development. Chichester: JohnWiley. p. 164–90.

Harrington RW Jr. 1955. The osteocranium of the American

cyprinid fish, Notropis bifrenatus, with an annotated syn-

onymy of teleost skull bones. Copeia 1955:267–90.

Hernandez LP. 2000. Intraspecific scaling of feeding mechan-

ics in an ontogenetic series of zebrafish, Danio rerio. J Exp

Biol 203:3033–43.

Hernandez LP, Barresi MJF, Devoto SH. 2002. Functional

morphology and developmental biology of zebrafish: recip-

rocal illumination from an unlikely couple. Integr Comp

Biol 42:222–31.

Hernandez LP, Bird NC, Staab KL. 2007. Turning a model

organism on its head: investigating morphological novelty

in cranial structure using the zebrafish, Danio rerio. J Exp

Zool (Mol Dev Biol) 308B:625–41.

Hernandez LP, Staab KL. 2015. Bottom feeding and beyond:

how the premaxillary protrusion of cypriniforms allowed

for a novel kind of suction feeding. Integr Comp Biol

55:74–84.

Holstvoogd C. 1965. The pharyngeal bones and muscles in

Teleostei, a taxonomic study. Proc K Ned Akad Wet C

68:209–18.

Howes GJ. 1991. Systematics and biogeography: an overview.

In: Winfield IJ, Nelson JS, eds. Cyprinid fishes systematics,

biology and exploitation. London: Chapman and Hall, 1–

33.

Hulsey CD, Hollingsworth PR Jr, Holzman R. 2010. Co-evo-

lution of the premaxilla and jaw protrusion in cichlid fishes

(Heroine: Cichlidae). Biol J Linn Soc100:619–29.

Jerez A, Mangione S, Abdala V. 2010. Occurrence and distri-

bution of sesamoid bones in squamates: a comparative ap-

proach. Acta Zool 91:295–305.

Kier WM, Smith KK. 1985. Tongues, tentacles and trunks: the

biomechanics of movement in muscular-hydrostats. Zool J

Linn Soc 83:307–24.

Lamb CF, Finger TE. 1995. Gustatory control of feeding be-

havior in goldfish. Physiol Behav 57:483–8.

Lamb C, Kiyohara S. 2005. Development of the vagal taste

system in Goldfish. Chem Senses 30:i58–9.

Liem KF. 1989. Respiratory gas bladders in teleosts—

functional conservatism and morphological diversity. Am

Zool 29:333–52.

Liem KF. 1990. Key evolutionary innovations, differential di-

versity, and symecomorphosis. In: Nitecki MH, editor.

486 L. P. Hernandez and K. E. Cohen

D
ow

nloaded from
 https://academ

ic.oup.com
/icb/article-abstract/59/2/473/5497793 by SIC

B M
em

ber Access,  phernand@
gw

u.edu on 22 August 2019

http://researcharchive.calacademy.org/research/ichthyology/catalog/SpeciesByFamily.asp
http://researcharchive.calacademy.org/research/ichthyology/catalog/SpeciesByFamily.asp


Evolutionary innovations. Chicago (IL): University of

Chicago Press. p. 147–70.

Matthes H. 1963. A comparative study of the feeding mech-

anisms of some African Cyprinidae (Pisces, Cypriniformes).

Bijdr Dierk 33:3–35.

Mayr E. 1960. The emergence of evolutionary novelties. In:

Evolution after Darwin. S. Tax (ed). Chicago (IL):

University of Chicago Press. p. 349–80.

Mayr E. 1963. Animal species and evolution. Cambridge

(MA): Harvard University Press.

Mayrinck D, Brito PM, Otero O. 2015. Review of the osteol-

ogy of the fossil fish formerly attributed to the genus
†Chanoides and implications for the definition of otophy-

san bony characters. J Syst Palaeontol 13:397–420.

Mikic B, Johnson TL, Chhabra AB, Abhinav B, Chhabra MD,

Benjamin J, Schalet MS, Wong M, Hunziker EB. 2000.

Differential aspects of embryonic immobilization on the

development of fibrocartilaginous skeletal elements. J

Rehabil Res Dev 37:127–33.

Millard N. 1966. Contributions to the functional morphology

of fishes. Zool Afr 2:31–43.

Miller RJ, Evans HE. 1965. External morphology of the brain

and lips in catostomid fishes. Copeia 1965:467–87.

Montero R, Daza JD, Bauer AM, Abdala V. 2017. How com-

mon are cranial sesamoids among squamates? J Morphol

278:1400–11.

Morita Y, Finger TE. 1985. Topographic and laminar organi-

zation of the vagal gustatory system in the Goldfish

(Carassius auratus). J Comp Neurol 238:187–201.

Müller GB. 1990. Developmental mechanisms at the origin of

morphological novelty: a side-effect hypothesis. In: Nitecki

MH, editor. Evolutionary innovations. Chicago (IL):

University of Chicago Press.

Müller GB, Newman SA. 2005. The innovation triad: an

EvoDevo agenda. J Exp Zool 304:487–503.

Nelson GJ. 1967a. Gill arches of teleostean fishes of the

Family Clupeidae. Copeia 1967:389–99.

Nelson GJ. 1967b. Epibranchial organs in lower teleostean

fishes. J Zool 153:71–89.

Nussbaum RA. 1982. Heterotopic bones in the hind limbs of

frogs of the families Pipidae, Ranidae, and Sooglossidae.

Herpetologica 36:312–20.

Pasleau FR, Diogo R, Chardon M. 2009. The epibranchial

organ and its anatomical environment in the

Gonorynchiformes, with functional discussions. In Grande

T, Poyato-Ariza F, Diogo R, editors. Gonorynchiformes

and ostariophysan relationships—a comprehensive review.

Oxford (UK): Science Publishers and Taylor & Francis. p.

140–66.

Patterson C. 1977. Cartilage bones, dermal bones and mem-

brane bones, or the exoskeleton versus the endoskeleton.

In: Andrews SM, Miles RS, Walker AD, editors. Problems

in vertebrate evolution. London: Academic Press. p 77–

121.

Patterson C. 1984. Chanoides, a marine Eocene otophysan fish

(Teleostei: Ostariophysi). J Vert Paleontol 4:430–56.

Pichler-Semmelrock F. 1988. Der Einfluß des Wachstums auf

den Bau der Kiemenfilter und die Nahrungsaufnahme des

Silberkarpfens (Hypophthalmichthys molitrix). Zool Anz

221:267–80.

Roberts TR. 1986. Danionella translucida, a new genus and

species of cyprinid fish from Burma, one of the smallest

living vertebrates. Environ Biol Fish 16:231–41.

Saitoh K, Sado T, Mayden RL, Hanzawa N, Nakamura K,

Nishida M, Miya M. 2006. Mitogenomic evolution and

interrelationships of the Cypriniformes (Actinopterygii:

Ostariophysi): the first evidence toward resolution of

higher-level relationships of the world’s largest freshwater

fish clade based on 59 whole mitogenome sequences. J Mol

Evol 63:826–41.

Schaeffer B, Rosen DE. 1961. Major adaptive levels in the

evolution of the actinopterygian feeding mechanism. Am

Zool 1:187–204.

Schilling TF, Kimmel CB. 1997. Musculoskeletal patterning in

the pharyngeal segments of the zebrafish embryo.

Development 124:2945–60.

Scott E. 2005. A phylogeny of ranid frogs (Anura: Ranoidea:

Ranidae), based on a simultaneous analysis of morpholog-

ical and molecular data. Cladistics 21:507–74.

Sibbing FA. 1982. Pharyngeal mastication and food transport

in the carp (Cyprinus carpio L.): a cineradiographic and

electromyographic study. J Morphol 172:223–58.

Sibbing FA. 1988. Specializations and limitations in the uti-

lization of food resources by the carp, Cyprinus carpio: a

study of oral food processing. Environ Biol Fish 22:161–78.

Sibbing FA. 1991. Food capture and oral processing. In:

Winfield IJ, Nelson J, editors. Cyprinid fishes: systematics,

biology and exploitation. London: Chapman and Hall. p.

377–412.

Sibbing FA, Uribe R. 1985. Regional specializations in the

oropharyngeal wall and food processing in the carp

(Cyprinus carpio L.). Neth J Zool 35:377–422.

Sibbing FA, Osse JWM, Terlouw A. 1986. Food handling in

the carp (Cyprinus carpio)—its movement patterns, mech-

anisms and limitations. J Zool 210:161–203.

Sibbing FA, Nagelkerke L. 2001. Resource partitioning by

Lake Tana barbs predicted from fish morphometrics and

prey characteristics. Rev Fish Biol Fish 10:393–437.

Smith DW. 1989. The feeding selectivity of silver carp,

Hypophthalmichthys molitrix. J Fish Biol 34:819–28.

Staab KL, Hernandez LP. 2010. Development of the cyprini-

form protrusible jaw complex in Danio rerio: constructional

insights for evolution. J Morphol 271:814–25.

Staab KL, Holzman R, Hernandez LP, Wainwright PC. 2012.

Independently evolved upper jaw protrusion mechanisms

show convergent hydrodynamic function in teleost fishes.

J Exp Biol 215:1456–63.

Staab KL, Ferry LA, Hernandez LP. 2012. Comparative kine-

matics of cypriniform premaxillary protrusion. Zoology

115:65–77.

Stout CC, Tan M, Lemmon AR, Lemmon EM, Armbruster

JW. 2016. Resolving Cypriniformes relationships using an

anchored enrichment approach. BMC Evol Biol 16:1–13.

Summers AP, Koob TJ. 2002. Review: the evolution of

tendon-morphology and material properties. Comp

Biochem Physiol A Mol Integr Physiol 133:1159–70.

Takahasi N. 1925. On the homology of the cranial muscles of

the cypriniform fishes. J Morphol 40:1–103.

Tavera J, Acero A, Wainwright PC. 2018. Multilocus phylog-

eny, divergence times, and a major role for the benthic-to-

Cypriniform trophic novelties 487

D
ow

nloaded from
 https://academ

ic.oup.com
/icb/article-abstract/59/2/473/5497793 by SIC

B M
em

ber Access,  phernand@
gw

u.edu on 22 August 2019



pelagic axis in diversification of grunts (Haemulidae). Mol

Phylogenet Evol 121:212–23.

Vandewalle P. 1975. On the anatomy and function of the

head region in Gobio gobio (L.) (Pisces, Cyprinidae). 3.

Bones, muscles and ligaments. Forma Funct 8:331–60.

Vickaryous MK, Olson WM. 2007. Sesamoids and ossicles in

the appendicular skeleton. In Hall BK, editor. Fins and

limbs: evolution, development and transformation.

Chicago (IL): University of Chicago Press. p. 323–41.

Vincent JFV, Sibbing FA. 1992. How the grass carp

(Ctenopharyngodon idella) chooses and chews its food—

some clues. J Zool 226: 435–44.

Vogel KG, Koob TJ. 1989. Structural specialization in tendons

under compression. Int Rev Cytol 115:267–93.

Wainwright PC, Smith WL, Price SA, Tang KL, Sparks JS,

Ferry LA, Kuhn KL, Eytan RI, Near TJ. 2012. The evolution

of pharyngognathy: a phylogenetic and functional appraisal

of the pharyngeal jaw key innovation in labroid fishes and

beyond. Syst Biol 61:1001–27.

Wainwright PC, Huskey SH, Turingan RG, Carroll AM. 2006.

Ontogeny of suction feeding capacity in snook,

Centropomus undecimalis. J Exp Zool 252:246–52.

Wainwright PC, McGee MD, Longo SJ, Hernandez LP. 2015.

Origins, innovations, and diversification of suction feeding

in vertebrates. Integr Comp Biol 55:134–45.

West-Eberhard MJ. 2003. Developmental plasticity and evo-

lution. New York (NY): Oxford University Press.

West-Eberhard MJ. 2005. Developmental plasticity and the

origin of species differences. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A

102:6543–9.

Yashpal M, Kumari U, Mittal S, Mittal AK. 2009.

Morphological specializations of the buccal cavity in rela-

tion to the food and feeding habit of a carp Cirrhinus

mrigala: a scanning electron microscopic investigation. J

Morphol 270:714–28.

Zhou Q, Xie P, Xu J, Ke Z, Guo L. 2009. Growth and food

availability of silver and bighead carps: evidence from sta-

ble isotope and gut content analysis. Aquat Res 40:1616–25.

488 L. P. Hernandez and K. E. Cohen

D
ow

nloaded from
 https://academ

ic.oup.com
/icb/article-abstract/59/2/473/5497793 by SIC

B M
em

ber Access,  phernand@
gw

u.edu on 22 August 2019


