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ABSTRACT. An excessive and inappropriate handling of live fish is currently performed to obtain its size and 
weight. As an ameliorative attempt, a system named “IchthyoJHOL" was devised for the measurement of live 

specimens of fusiform fish species. The system holds the fish ventrally between supports and is mounted upon 
a scale. An image is captured on camera and processed with a digital measurement system. The system generates 

biometric data such as length, height, and weight. This methodology creates a two-stage biometric process, the 
first being the capture of the images and the second their digital analysis, allowing for each stage to be carried 

out at distinct times and places. With this methodology, a reliability of over 96.8% is achieved, similar to that 
produced by the traditional system, but with a significant reduction in handling time and stress induced on the 

fish, allowing for large-scale biometric analysis. In addition, the library of fish images can be shared for posterior 
evaluation, redescription studies or a more extensive morphometric analysis.  

Keywords: fish biometry, fish length, fish welfare, ichthyometer, digital analysis of images. 

 

 
 

INTRODUCTION 

Determining the length of a fish is fundamental for 

basic biological studies such as growth, age, maturity 

and physiological condition of an organism; it can also 

be an ecological indicator in natural, experimental or 

production environments (Jawad et al., 2009; Simeanu 

et al., 2010; Mir et al., 2013; Yuji-Sado et al., 2015). 

Establishing size is important in fish, as it used to 

regulate the exploitation of some species in sports 

fishing and commercial fishing; it is also important in 

many other organisms such mollusks, crustaceans, 

birds, insects, and plants (Pérez-González, 2011; 

DEDDI, 2012; DFGWA, 2014). In cultivated fish 

systems, size is one of the principal indicators of the 

success of production processes (Rutjes et al., 2009; 

Nunes-Rocha et al., 2012), and the recording and 

monitoring of gain size should be a rapid and recurrent 

procedure which produces the lowest level of stress 

possible on the organisms and generating precise data. 

 
__________________ 

Corresponding editor: Guido Plaza 

Total length, fork length or standard length (TL, FL 

or SL, respectively) are the most commonly used 

measurements to achieve fish size and are obtained 

using an ichthyometer or measuring table, which 

consists of a flat support and a ruler. The fish is placed 

on its right side with its mouth closed and pointing to 

the left (Gulland, 1971; Simeanu et al., 2010; DEDDI, 

2012; Paiva et al., 2015). In large fish, measurements 

are taken with the help of a measuring tape (Tičina et 
al., 2011). 

Determining height (H) and width of the fish is an 

even more complicated procedure which requires 

severe handling, and therefore causes significant stress 

on the organisms. This situation becomes even more 

delicate if the fish is ecologically important or has been 

granted some kind of protection status (González-Díaz 

et al., 2005; Portz et al., 2006; Trujillo, 2009; Simeanu 

et al., 2010; Galván, 2011; Martins et al., 2012; Yajing, 
2012).  
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Many biological indices in live fish are derived by 

correlating morphometric, meristic, biometric and 

genetic variables, using both in situ and in vitro 

techniques (Hamza, 1999; Jones et al., 1999; González-

Díaz et al., 2005; Gaspar et al., 2012; Reis-Neto et al., 
2012; Muto et al., 2016). The modern methodology 

includes the use of high-definition cameras, sensors and 
specialized software (Harvey, 2003; Costa et al., 2006). 

In the case of dead fish, studies may involve systems 

coupled with conveyor belts that are equipped with 

cameras and software for digital editing and measu-

rement, such as the identification and classification of 

fish (White et al., 2006; Rutjes et al., 2009; Shortis et 

al., 2013). However, this new technology is complex, 

expensive and not accessible to the majority of fish 

farmers or researchers, and error management (random 

and systematic) associated as much with the 

measurement process as with the observer, could result 

in incorrect a posteriori interpretations of these 

estimations (White et al., 2006; Goodennough et al., 

2010, 2012; Sidek & Halawani, 2010; Yajing, 2012). 

Due to the importance of some biometric indices in 

fish and the interest in reducing levels of stress 

habitually caused by the measurement process, a two-

phase method is proposed; the first for the collection of 

information and the second for processing the data, 

which allows the tasks to be separated and developed 

with greater efficiency, as suggested by Chang et al. 

(2010) and Yajing (2012). In the first phase, the use of 

a support which allows the live fish to be secured in 

place for the acquisition of a photograph is proposed, 

which is then analyzed digitally (second phase) to 

determine the biometric dimensions of interest (TL, SL, 

H). Weight is determined directly by placing the 

ichthyometer on a tared scale (Fig. 1). The whole 

procedure is carried out in a few seconds (3 to 8), and 

the fish is immediately returned to the water. Collection 

times, information sorting and classification could be 

superior with the proposed method than with traditional 

methodology. It is estimated that using the traditional 

method, weighing and registering the size of an 

organism takes between 45 and 70 s (Portz et al., 2006; 

Martins et al., 2012; Upton & Riley, 2013). 

As well as estimating standard length (SL), this 

method, with the help of a digital image analyzer, 

allows estimation of other parameters such as size, 

shape of eyes and fins, and distances and proportions 

between biometric features; all important criteria in the 

optimum management of aquatic resources (Jawad et 

al., 2009; Gaspar et al., 2012; Reis-Neto et al., 2012; 

Yajing, 2012; Klima et al., 2013; Paiva et al., 2015; 

Muto et al., 2016). 

 

Figure 1. Fish mounted in the icthyometer and placed on 

the scale. a) The forks holding the fish, b) the calibration 

sphere, and c) the screen of the scale can be seen. 

MATERIALS AND METHODS 

Structural design of the ichthyometer 

The IchthyoJHOL consists of a rigid, inert plate, upon 

which various fork-shaped supports are fixed in a 

straight line for the fish to be placed in. The plate can 

be acrylic or polyamide, having dimensions of 15×35 

cm and a thickness of less than 6 mm. The acrylic Y-

shaped supports are 1 cm thick and 4 cm tall from the 
base with a fork length of 4 cm (Fig. 1a). 

Device management 

Orthogonal plane 

Accuracy in the size estimation of a fish depends upon 

the orthogonal plane established between the Ichthyo 

JHOL and the camera. A basic calibration device is 

used to represent a fish (polystyrene fish), which 

contains a conical cylinder on the left side; when the 

circumference of the cylinder base and its outer edge 

are concentric the orthogonal plane has been achieved 
(Fig. 2b). 

Image acquisition procedure (Phase 1) 

In a well-illuminated environment and close to the fish 

reservoir, a semi-analytical scale (0.1 g accuracy) is 

placed on a level surface and the IchthyoJHOL is then 

placed upon the scale. A camera tripod with a digital 

camera attached is placed in front of the system. The 

fish calibration device is placed in the supports (Fig. 2) 

facing left. The distance between the camera and the 
IchthyoJHOL system depends upon the morphometric 

characteristics in question being within the visual field 
of the camera. Adjustments are made to the camera or  
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Figure 2. Image of fish calibrator. a) The outline of the 

fish, b) the conical cylinder showing concentric circum-

ferences, and c) the reference sphere mounted on the forks. 

 

tripod to maintain the object central and orthogonal. It 

must be verified that as well as the camera-

IchthyoJHOL orthogonality, the screen on the scale is 

clearly visible so that the weight of each individual can 
be registered using the photograph (Fig. 1c).  

Once the above process has been carried out, the 

fish are placed in a nearby tank. One by one the fish are 

placed in the supports; a photograph is taken and then 

each fish is returned to the tank. To avoid jolting and 

ensure high-quality images, clove oil or Tricaine-S may 

be used as an anesthesia; in which case the fish are 

introduced into oxygen-saturated water before returning 

them to their original tank in order to guarantee an 
adequate recuperation.  

Internal scale 

The IchthyoJHOL uses a dual calibration system, the 

primary being the fish calibrator, which considers two 

circumscribed fish (Fig. 2a), and as an alternative 

design, a sphere placed in the forks that are used to 

sustain the organisms (Figs. 1b, 2c). These elements are 

of known size and are used as a reference to measure 

biometric characteristics in the images during their 

processing. 

The fish calibrator is used as an internal scale or 

software calibrator. In the first instance, the magnitude 

of the calibrator is used as an a posteriori reference to 

obtain the magnitude of the biometric characteristics 

SL, TL, or H from the image. For processing of the 

image, Motic Images Plus© 2.0 (Motic China Group 

Co. Ltd., China) software was used to estimate the size 

of the organisms (with permission from Motic for this 
application). 

Image analyses procedure (Phase 2) 

A procedure without calibration was used, following 

the guidelines below. The fish-image.jpg file is opened 

in Motic Analyzer Software. The commands measure 

and line are used to measure (in pixels) the dimension 

in question (length or height), first in the fish calibrator 

and then in the fish. The results are then transferred to 

a database for processing.  

Biometric data transformation  

Using the length of the fish calibrator as an internal 
reference, the biometric characteristics are obtained by 
multiplying the magnitude of the characteristic in the 
image (px) by a proportionality factor (Pf), which 
integrates the conversion from px to cm, as the 
homothetic effect (homogenous dilation) of the measu-
rement system, from the following expression: 

Pf = (calibrator length/calibrator size), where Pf is 
the proportionality factor; the calibrator length and size 
are the actual sizes and that observed in the image, in 
cm and px respectively, obtained from one of the fish 
drawn on the fish calibrator. The Pf value may oscillate 
between 0.010 and 0.030 for images around 2 Mpx in 
size.  

The diameter of the sphere (Fig. 2c) is of great use 
as an internal reference when the measurement system 
has been moderately altered during the course of the 
biometric process, and can temporarily substitute the 
reinstallation of the orthogonal plane. To do this, the 
value of the sphere is used to obtain the Pf index.  

Having digitally calibrated the software, direct 
biometric parameters are generated, which facilitate 
classification and analysis; this option is for advanced 
software users, and for this reason, the procedure 
described here is the most simple and suitable for non-
expert users. 

Procedure beyond the common problems 

In the biometric process, the main stress factor is the 
extraction and handling of the organisms, and for this 
reason, a protocol should be designed to effectively 
manage this operation and the process should 
preferably be started early in the morning. Then, select 
the appropriate scale, taking the weight of the 
IchthyoJHOL and the organisms into account, with a 
proposed accuracy of 0.1 g and maximum measuring 
time of 3 s. Choose a camera with a resolution of over 
10 Mpx (suggested), taking images of at least 
1920×1440 px that do not exceed the size of the 
computer monitor, taking memory storage and extra 
batteries into account. Finally, the familiarization with 
the digital analysis program using the fish calibrator is 
recommended, procuring a fixed optic and carrying out 
the adjustments needed to maintain the orthogonal 
plane (Phase 1). 

Statistical analysis 

A descriptive and diagnostic assay was applied to the 

recorded data to support the parametric analysis 
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(Yamane, 1999; Zar, 2010). A significance level of = 

0.05 was applied for one-way ANOVA. In test 1; the 

effect of deviation (in degrees) was the fixed factor and 

test 2; the level of experience classified as the fixed 

effect and the measurement of fish size (in cm, TL) was 

in both tests, the dependent factor. The analysis of 

variance was carried out using SPSS software, version 
20 (IBM Corp. USA). 

Reliability assay 

As a measure of reliability of the proposed method, the 
intraclass correlation coefficient (ICC) was used, 
generated from the variance components; this value is 

defined as the coefficient between the variance of the 
measured object and the total variance (McGraw & 
Wong, 1996; Doros & Lew, 2010; Zar, 2010; Yajing, 
2012). The ICC ranges from -1/(n-1) ≤ ICC ≤ 1 
(practically from 0 to 1); values close to zero indicate a 
poor level of reliability (when estimated effect of the 

random factor is zero) while factors close to 1.0 suggest 
high level of reliability (when estimated effect of error 
is zero). The ICC was carried out using the program 
SPSS, with the option of absolute agreement, and 
applying a significance level of = 0.05.  

Experimental trials  

Image acquisition system 

The following characteristics were used in the image 
acquisition process: 28 cm long IchthyoJHOL with 
three supports, non-professional Sony Cyber-shot 
DSCH55, 14.1 Mpx digital camera mounted on a tripod 
at a height of 90-110 cm at a physical distance of 75-85 

cm from the IchthyoJHOL, with optical zoom between 
2.2 and 2.5x, on the automatic setting in Easy shooting, 
no flash, high-resolution format at 72 dpi, with a 4.0 
mm focal length, set to an f-stop of f/3.5, generating 
jpg-files between 1 and 2 Mb in size. 

Organisms used in the biometric analysis 

In order to test the proposed method, different image 
sets were chosen from data recorded between March 
11th 2013 and November 21st 2014, from three intensive 

cultures of Oreochromis mossambicus (Peters, 1852, 
Perciformes: Cichlidae), carried out in the “A-Mena” 
Aquaculture Laboratory of the Faculty of Marine 
Science at the University of Colima, Mexico. The 
images were digitally analysed in a random order; prior 
to statistical analysis, the information generated was 

reordered categorically, according to the numerical 
identifier of the original file. 

Effect of the orthogonal plane  

To evaluate the effect produced by drift on the 

orthogonal plane between the measuring system and the 

camera, which may occur in field conditions, the image 

of the largest fish drawn on the polystyrene model (LT 

= 21.74 cm) was measured in triplicate, varying the 

angle by ±15° from the 90° position in increments of 2-
3°. 

The effect of deviation from the orthogonal plane 

(in degrees, fixed factor) on the measurement of fish 

size (fish length, dependent factor) was estimated using 

a one-way ANOVA with = 0.05, by a general linear 

model (GLM) conducted with SPSS v20 software. 

Influence of the observer training level 

The effect of the observer training level in the proposed 

method was evaluated with an experiment using experts 

and beginners; the experts with a wide knowledge of 

ichthyology and the beginners with no experience, 

except one informative session about the objective of 

the work and how to use the digital analysis program. 

All of the observers showed interest in the scope of the 

project and they measured 15 images of fish in 

triplicate, with a mean size of TL = 20.83 ± 0.32 cm. 

In this test, a one-way ANOVA was applied with the 

level of experience classified as the fixed effect and fish 

length the random factor, with a level of significance 

= 0.05. The values obtained were also tested using 

the ICC to estimate the level of variability with respect 

to the level of observer training.  

Verification of analysed images 

To calculate the accuracy of the fish measurements, 

10% of the digital collection was analysed at random, 

observing the lines traced and noting any observed 

discrepancies. 

RESULTS 

Outcomes from consistency trials  

Orthogonal plane 

The effect of deviation from the orthogonal position in 

the measuring system revealed significant differences 

(P < 0.05) with respect to the total length (TL) in 

images of the fish calibrator. It can be seen in Figure 3 

that the accuracy of the total length of the fish calibrator 

varies in function to the magnitude of the separation 

angle from the perpendicular. The average magnitude 

of error for a variation of ±5° with respect to the 

orthogonal plane was 0.5%, with a maximum of 1.1%. 

For a deviation between -10 and +10° an average error 

of 1.1% is produced, with a maximum of 3.1%, and if 

the ichthyometer oscillates between ±15° the average 

error is 1.7% with maximum error value over 4%. 
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Figure 3.  Mean error in total length (% and ± SD; line 

and bars respectively) measured on fish calibrator as an 

effect of the angle of deviation from the orthogonal 

measuring system (n = 3). 

Observer experience  

The results of the one-way ANOVA to test the 

efficiency in expert and beginner observers (3 per 

group) revealed a similitude of variance (P > 0.05), 

registering an average total length (TL) of 20.82 cm and 

a standard deviation of 0.12 cm for the expert group, 

while the beginners calculated an average of 20.83 cm 
for TL and a standard deviation of 0.15 cm (Fig. 4). 

The general intraclass correlation coefficient (ICC) 

was 0.937 with a confidence interval of 95% (IC95%) 

from 0.884 and 0.974, and with respect to the level of 

training, although there is no evidence of significant 

differences, the beginners group present an ICC = 

0.925, less than that of the experts (ICC = 0.971). 

Of the six observers, evaluator number 3 of the 

beginner's group registered the lowest ICC of 0.913 and 

an IC95% of 0.810 and 0.967, whereas observer 6 

(experts) registered the highest index with an ICC = 

0.985 and IC95% of 0.962 and 0.995. 

Post-hoc evaluation of processed images 

Of the evaluation of the 228 images of fish used in the 

measurement of biometric characteristics, 21.1% of the 

lines traced were under or overestimated by between 

1.2 and 3.7 px with respect to the actual edges of the 

measured characteristic, which represents a discre-
pancy of between 0.6 and 2 mm. 

DISCUSSION 

Orthogonality on bidimensional plane  

Achieving an orthogonal plane (90°), between the 

measuring system and the fish calibrator results in a 

minimum level (%) of error, as it can be seen in Figure 

3. Therefore, the characteristic being measured tends 

towards its greatest dimension (actual dimension); in 
contrast, a diagonal plane from the measuring system 

 

Figure 4. Total length (mean, SD and upper & lower limit; 

circle, box and cross respectively) measured on images of 

fish by both beginner and experienced observers (n = 15). 

 

(higher or lower than 90°) results in a perspective error, 

which reduces the size of the object being measured, 

thus the error of 0.49% indicates a bias of -0.49%. This 

error increases in proportion to the drift from the 

orthogonal plane, which coincides with Sidek & 

Halawani (2010) and Rahim et al. (2012), who 
registered the lowest error in the orthogonal position.  

The results showed that a deviation of ±5° from the 

orthogonal plane (angle between 85 and 95°) generates 

an average error of -0.49% and maximum error of            

-1.13%; with a larger divergence of ±10 and ±15° the 

maximum error increases to -3.41 and -4.73% 

respectively. Using the drift error for ±5°, the TL of a 

20.84 cm fish is reduced on average to 20.74 cm and to 

a maximum of 20.60 cm. Perhaps these values do not 

generate significant differences; however, this level of 

error is not trivial, since according to Goodenough et 

al. (2010) no matter how small the incidence of errors, 

it is magnified during calculation of biometric indices, 

and therefore it is important that this error, if present, is 

minimal (Hamza, 1999; Jawad et al., 2009; Rutjes et 
al., 2009; Masson et al., 2011; Gaspar et al., 2012; 

Reis-Neto et al., 2012). 

To reduce deviation from the orthogonal plane as a 

source of error, a cylindrical cone was integrated into 

the fish calibrator (Fig. 2b); this ensures the position of 

the orthogonal plane in the measuring system by 

adjusting the X-Y plane between the camera and the 

IchthyoJHOL until the circumference of the cylinder 

become concentric. This simple application achieves a 

reduction in deviation to less than 3°, which 

consequently significantly reduces error to an average 
value of -0.29% and a maximum of -0.41%. 

High levels of deviation from the orthogonal plane 

produce a higher level of error (Fig. 3), which causes 

bias in the biometric information; therefore, this 
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deviation was a critical variable in the validation of the 

IchthyoJHOL, a factor controlled by the cylindrical 

cone. To reduce distortion of the focal plane when 

measuring fish in vivo, Harvey (2003), Costa et al. 
(2006) and Shortis et al. (2013) use a stereo-video 

system, while Chang et al. (2010) and Hsieh et al. 

(2011) minimize projection error in photographic 
images using geometric transformations.  

Variability in observer’s measurements  

The similitude obtained between expert and beginner 

observers with respect to total length of fish (Fig. 4; 

ANOVA, P > 0.05) indicated that the proposed 

methodology is independent of observer experience, 

however, the variability registered with beginner 

observers is higher than that of experts, with an ICC of 

0.925 and 0.971 respectively. 

This slight variability suggests a statistical 

similitude in fish length between expert and beginner 

observers (Fig. 4), which can be attributed both to the 

reliability of the methodology and the length and linear 

nature of this variable (fish with TL > 10 cm), as 

suggested by Goodenough et al. (2012) by indicating 

that linear biometric data generated in digital processes 

rarely produces a significant variability, and that linear 

parameter is more precise than curved or angular 

parameters. The similarity between values obtained by 

experts and beginners also coincides with Unis et al. 

(2010) by not encountering differences in bone 

measurements (tibial plateau analysis) between 

observers with differing levels of experience. In 

contrast, when the biometric variable is very small or 

non-linear, it is very common to find significant 

differences which lead to a certain level of imprecision 
(Goodenough et al., 2012; Yajing, 2012).   

The bias calculated in this experiment, although 

small, should not be disregarded, and it is necessary to 

identify the source of error to control its magnitude 

(Arnqvest & Mårtensson, 1998; Chang et al., 2010; 

Kerekes-Máthé & M. Székely, 2014). In this case, the 

intraclass correlation and its interval registered for the 

beginner observers indicate the possibility of reducing 

the imprecision of the measurements by increasing 

knowledge of the system through training and 

experience sharing sessions with other observers, 

which, in accordance with O’Neal et al. (2002) and 

Chang et al. (2010), can increase the level of precision 

as long as the observer demonstrates a talent for the 

measurement process. Meanwhile, Yajing (2012) 

indicates that a clear definition of the biometric 

characteristic, which is to be measured, reduces the bias 

among observers, by allowing them to better recognize 
the edges of the object of interest. 

Aptitude and attitude are both important in a 

dependable observer, the second strongly influences the 

first and, according to O’Neal et al. (2002), it can 

transcend the methodology, as they demonstrated by 

measuring foliage characteristics using manual digital 

equipment with higher precision than using an auto-

mated system. 

Improving use of the IchthyoJHOL  

The discrepancy of 0.6 to 2 mm between the magnitude 

of the actual biometric characteristics and the 

measurements obtained from 228 images suggests a 

bias attributable to different levels of understanding of 

the definition of object length by each observer; they 

may click on the edges of the object before or after the 

exact point to be measured (Chang et al., 2010; Yajing, 

2012). 

To reduce this imprecision, it is proposed that the 

measurements of the biometric traits of the fish (phase 

2) are taken using the following: 1) trained, motivated 

observers with a clear concept of the biometric traits of 

interest, 2) a digital analysis program appropriate to 

observer’s ability, but analyzing the generated images 

through a high-resolution video-projector (1600×1200 

px) and if possible with two observers, and 3) a digital 
analysis software with edge recognition. 

Advantages in the application of the proposed 

ichthyometer  

Taking into account only the collection of biometric 

data (phase 2), the proposed methodology for the 

external biometry of fish becomes a laborious process, 

as much or even more so than the traditional 

methodology; however, this time-consuming process is 

clearly justified in experiments with live fish because 

of the significant reduction in the time the fish is out of 

its environment and the corresponding reduction in the 

effect of stress on the fish, physiological tension which 

was evaluated through biochemical and behavioral 

indicators (Portz et al., 2006; Martins et al., 2012; 

Klima et al., 2013; Upton & Riley, 2013) and which 

contrast significantly from that seen in organisms 

subject to the traditional biometric methodology, 

information which forms part of another publication. 

IchthyoJHOL, a reliable device  

This technological system induces an average 

integrated error of 3.2% (1-0.9681) when the 

recommendations are followed. Despite this level of 

bias, which could be reduced, a similarity can be seen 
between observers which suggests a substantive 

precision from the digital measurement process, 

coinciding with Costa et al. (2006), whose error with  
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live fishes, ranges around 2 to 5%.  Misimi (2007), 

using a computerized analysis system to identify and 

classify salmon on the processing line, with an accuracy 

of over 87%. Mir et al. (2013) also found a high 

morphometric efficiency in the classification of snow 

trout (90.6%) by discriminant analysis. But contrasts 

with White et al. (2006) upon measuring and identi-

fying different species of flounder (TL ± 400 mm) and 

obtaining a high level of precision (SD = 1.2 mm). 

Also, Abdulah et al. (2009) achieved an accuracy of 

99.8% in fish length measurements. This demonstrates 

that the biometric measurements obtained using digital 

methods are as or more precise than those registered 

manually. 

CONCLUSIONS 

The use of the IchthyoJHOL represents an efficient 

alternative for measuring fusiform fish species; it 

reduces damage due to handling, it reduces exposure 

time of the fish (time out of its environment) and it 

maintains the fish in a posture similar to that when 

swimming, as well as reducing the level of stress. 

The use of the proposed methodology generates a 

fish measuring system with accessible equipment, a 

simple calibration system and an accuracy of 96.8%, 

equal or superior to that of the traditional system. 

With the proposed model, the most time-consuming 

aspect is the processing of data, which does not affect 

the fish, and the time invested is similar to that of 

microscopic analysis of bacteria or plankton. 

The error caused by using beginner observers can be 

effectively reduced by training, motivation, and auto-

assessment between observers; also by using a video-

projector or digital analysis software with edge 

recognition. 

With the proposed method, instrument associated 

error can be reduced by developing the geometric 

correction process and the analysis of measurements in 

an automated form. 

The images of the fish, both new and processed, can 

be stored for posterior re-evaluation, redescription or a 

more extensive morphometric analysis. 

The proposed method facilitates the analysis of the 

images in a different place and time to where the images 

were taken, allowing them to be taken in laboratory A 

and processed in laboratory B. 

This instrument with appropriate variants could be 

used for the capture of morphometric traits in other live 

organisms, such as birds and reptiles. 
 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 

To the University of Colima for the facilities and 

logistical support granted to achieve this work, to the 

University of Guadalajara and the team from the 

BEMARENA program who guided the course of this 

project, also to the FRABA-UCOL fund which 

financed the project 805-2012, which concurrently 

supported the development of the present proposal. 

Thanks to students of Oceanology and Marine 

Resources who collaborated in this project. The authors 

thank referees for their comments and enriching 

suggestions. The IchthyoJHOL is a scientific device 

developed at the University of Colima, named in honor 

of Professor Juan Hector Ortiz Lira.  

ETHIC DECLARATION 

We should mention that all specimens were obtained by 

ourselves in the aquaculture lab “A-Mena” at Colima 

University. We provided food at least twice per day. No 

diseases were observed.  All the fishes were measured 

after anaesthetization and the experiments were con-

ducted according to “Directive 2010/63/EU” and the 

“Guidelines published by the Ichthyological Society of 

Japan”, on the welfare of animals used for scientific 

purposes. 

REFERENCES 

Abdullah, N., M.S. Rahim & I.M. Amin. 2009. Measuring 

fish length from digital images (FiLeDI). The 2nd 

International Conference on Interaction: Science 

Information Technology, Culture and Human (ICIS), 

ACM, Seoul. doi: 10.1145/1655925.1655932. 

Arnqvest, G. & T. Mårtensson. 1998. Measurement error 

in geometric morphometrics: empirical strategies to 

assess and reduce its impact on measures of shape. 

Acta Zool. Acad. Sc. H, 44: 73-96. 

Chang, S.K., G. DiNardo & T.T. Lin. 2010. Photo-based 

approach as an alternative method for collection of 

albacore (Thunnus alalunga) length frequency from 

longline vessels. Fish. Res., 105: 148-155. 

Costa, C., A. Loy, S. Cataudella, D. Davis & M. Scardi. 

2006. Extracting fish size using dual underwater 

cameras. Aquacult. Eng., 35: 218-227. 

Department of Employment, Economic Development and 

Innovation (DEEDI). 2012. Recreational fishing rules 

for Queensland. A brief guide. CS1408. State of 

Queensland. Australia, 23 pp. 

Department of Fisheries Government of Western Australia 

(DFGWA). 2014. Recreational fishing guide 2014- 

876 



8                                                           Latin American Journal of Aquatic Research 
 

 
Simpler rules for better fishing. Government of 

Western Australia, 43 pp. 

Doros, G. & R. Lew. 2010. Design based on intra-class 

correlation coefficients. Am. J. Biostat., 1: 1-8. 

Galván, V.C.M. 2011. Peces crípticos: componente im-

portante de los sistemas arrecifales. CONABIO, 

Biodiversitas, 97: 1-5.  

Gaspar, S., I. Tobes, R. Miranda, P.M. Leunda & M. 

Pelaéz. 2012. Length-weight relationships of sixteen 

freshwater fishes from the Hacha River and its 

tributaries (Amazon Basin, Caquetá, Colombia). J. 

Appl. Ichthyol., 28: 667-670. 

González-Díaz, A.A., E. Díaz-Pardo, M. Soria-Barreto & 

R. Rodiles-Hernández. 2005. Análisis morfométrico 

de los peces del grupo labialis, género Profundulus 

(Cyprinodontiformes: Profundulidae), en Chiapas, 

México. Rev. Mex. Biodivers., 76: 55-61. 

Goodenough, A.E., A.L. Smith, H. Stubbs, R. Williams & 

A.G. Hart. 2012. Observer variability in measuring 

animal biometrics and fluctuating asymmetry when 

using digital analysis of photographs. Ann. Zool. 

Fenn., 49: 81-92. 

Goodenough, A.E., R. Stafford, C.L. Catlin-Groves, A.L. 

Smith & A.G. Hart.  2010. Within -and among- 

observer variation in measurements of animal 

biometrics and their influence on accurate 

quantification of common biometric-based condition 

indices. Ann. Zool. Fenn., 47: 323-334. 

Gulland, J.A. 1971. Manual de métodos para la evaluación 

de las poblaciones de peces. FAO-Editorial. Acribia, 

Zaragoza, 180 pp. 

Hamza, A.K. 1999. A study on some biological 

characteristics of Mugil cephalus (L.) in Bardawil 

Lake Egypt. J. Appl. Ichthyol., 15: 135-137. 

Harvey, E. 2003. The accuracy and precision of 

underwater measurement of length and maximum 

body depth of southern bluefin tuna (Thunnus 

maccoyii) with a stereo-video camera system. Fish. 

Res., 63: 315-326. 

Hsieh, C.L., H.Y. Chang, F.H. Chen, J.H. Liou, S.K. 

Chang & T.T. Lin. 2011. A simple and effective digital 

imaging approach for tuna fish length measurement 

compatible with fishing operations. Comput. Electron. 

Agr., 75: 44-51. 

Jawad, L.A., A. McKenzie & S.S. Al-Noor. 2009. 

Relationship between opercular girth, maximum girth 

and total length of fishes caught in gillnets in the 

estuarine and lower river sections of Shatt al-Arab 

River (Basrah Province, Iraq). J. Appl. Ichthyol., 25: 

470-473. 

Jones, R.E., R.J. Petrell & D. Pauly. 1999. Using modified 

length-weight relationships to assess the condition of 
fish. Aquacult. Eng., 20: 261-276. 

Kerekes-Máthé, B.K.M. & M. Székely. 2014. Intra-

operator reliability of a 2D image analyzing method 

for tooth dimension measurements. Acta Med. 

Marisiensis. 60: 116-118.  

Klíma, O., J. Rybnikár & J. Mareš. 2013. Comparison of 

two methods of image analysis for the evaluation of 

surface fin. Mendelnet 2013, 748-752. [https://mnet. 

mendelu.cz/ mendelnet2013/index942c.html?page=65 

&lang=eng]. Reviewed: 22 September 2016).  

Martins, C.I.M., L. Galhardo, C. Noble, B. Damsgård, 

M.T. Spedicato, W. Zupa, M. Beauchaud, E. 

Kulczykowska, J.C. Massabuau, T. Carter, S.R. 

Planellas & T. Kristiansen. 2012. Behavioural 

indicators of welfare in farmed fish. Fish. Physiol. 

Biochem., 38: 17-41. 

Masson, L., D. Almeida, A.S. Tarkan, B. Önsoy, R. 

Miranda, M.J. Godard & G.H. Copp. 2011. Diagnostic 

features and biometry of head bones for identifying 

Carassius species in fecal and archaeological remains 

J. Appl. Ichthyol., 27: 1286-1290. 

McGraw, K.O. & S.P. Wong. 1996. Forming inferences 

about some intraclass correlation coefficients. 

Psychol. Meth., 1: 30-46. 

Mir, J.I., F.A. Mir, S. Chandra & R.S. Patiyal. 2013. 

Pattern of morphological variations in Alghad snow 

trout, Schizopyge niger (Heckel, 1838) from Kashmir 

Himalaya using truss network analysis. Ichthyol. Res., 

60: 256-262. 

Misimi, E. 2007. Computer vision grading in fish 

processing. Ph.D. Thesis, University of Science and 

Technology, Trondheim, 244 pp.  

Nunes-Rocha, D., L.N. Simões, G. Paiva & L.C. Gomes. 

2012.  Sensory, morphometric and proximate analyses 

of Nile tilapia reared in ponds and net-cages. Rev. Bra. 

Zootecn., 41: 1795-1799.  

Muto, N., U.B. Alama, H. Hata, A.M.T. Guzman, R. Cruz, 

A. Gaje, R.F.M. Traifalgar, R.  Kakioka, H. 

Takeshima, H. Motomura, F. Muto & R.P. Babaran. 

2016. Genetic and morphological differences among 

the three species of the genus Rastrelliger (Perci-

formes: Scombridae). Ichthyol. Res., 63: 275-287. 

O’Neal, M.E., D.A. Landis & R. Isaacs. 2002. An 

inexpensive, accurate method for measuring leaf area 

and defoliation through digital image analysis. J. Econ. 

Entomol., 95: 1190-1194. 

Paiva, L.G., L. Prestelo, K.A. Saint`Anna & M. Vanna. 

2015. Biometric sexual and ontogenetic dimorphism 

on the marine catfish Genidens genidens (Siluri-

formes, Ariidae) in a tropical estuary. Lat. Am. J. 

Aquat. Res., 43(5): 895-903. 

Pérez-González, R. 2011. Catch composition of the spiny 

lobster Panulirus gracilis (Decapoda: Palinuridae) off 

877 



Multifunctional ichthyometer                                                                                    9 
 

 
the western coast of Mexico. Lat. Am. J. Aquat. Res., 

39(2): 225-235. 

Portz, D.E., C.M. Woodley & J.J. Cech. 2006. Stress-

associated impacts of short-term holding on fishes. 

Rev. Fish. Biol. Fisher., 16: 125-170. 

Rahim, M.S., A. Rehman, R. Kumoi, N. Abdullah & T. 

Saba. 2012. FiLeDI Framework for measuring fish 

length from digital images. Int. J. Phys. Sci., 7: 607-
618. doi: 10.5897/IJPS11.1581. 

Reis-Neto, R.V., R.T.F. Freitas, M.A. Serafini, A.C.  

Costa, T.A. Freato, P.V. Rosa & I.B. Allaman. 2012. 

Interrelationships between morphometric variables 

and rounded fish body yields evaluated by path 

analysis. Rev. Bras. Zootecn., 41: 1576-1582. 

Rutjes, H.A., M.P. De Zeeuw, G.E.E.J.M. Van den 

Thillart & F. Witte. 2009. Changes in ventral head 

width, a discriminating shape factor among African 

cichlids, can be induced by chronic hypoxia. Biol. J. 

Linn. Soc., 98: 608-619. 

Shortis, M.R., M. Ravanbakskh, F. Shaifat, E.S. Harvey, 

A. Mian, J.W. Seager, P. Culverhouse, D. Cline & D. 

Edginton. 2013. A review of techniques for the 

identification and measurement of fish in underwater 

stereo-video image sequences. Proc. SPIE 2013: 8791. 

[http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1117/12.2020941]. Reviewed: 
22 September 2016.   

Sidek, Z.M. & S.M. Halawani.  2010. Computer vision 

application in measuring fish length. Eur. J. Sci. Res., 

45: 47-54. 

Simeanu, C., B. Păsărin & D. Simeanu. 2010. The study 

of some morphological characteristics of the sturgeon 

species of Polyodon spathula in different development 

stages. Universitatea de Ştiinţe Agricole şi Medicină 

Veterinară Iaşi, 54: 244-247. [http://www.univagro-

iasi.ro/revista_zoo/index.php?lang=ro&pagina=cupri

ns.html]. Reviewed: 22 September 2016. 

 

Received: 28 September 2016; Accepted: 6 February 2017 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Tičina, V., L. Grubišić, T.B. Šegvić & I. Katavić. 2011. 

Biometric characteristics of small Atlantic bluefin tuna 
(Thunnus thynnus, Linnaeus, 1758) of Mediterranean 

Sea origin. J. Appl. Ichthyol., 27: 971-976. 

Trujillo, M.O. 2009. Dinámica del reclutamiento de peces 

de arrecife rocoso del suroeste del Golfo de California. 

Tesis de Doctorado en Ciencias Marinas. CICIMAR-

IPN, México, 118 pp.  

Unis, M.D., A.L. Johnson, D.J. Griffon, D.J. Schaeffer, 

G.R. Ragetly, M. Hoffer & C.A. Ragetly. 2010. 

Evaluation of intra and interobserver variability and 

repeatability of tibial plateau angle measurements with 

digital radiography using a novel digital radiographic 

program. Vet. Surg., 39: 187-194. 

Upton, K.R. & L.G. Riley. 2013. Acute stress inhibits food 

intake and alters ghrelin signaling in the brain of tilapia 

(Oreochromis mossambicus). Domest. Anim. 

Endocrin., 44: 157-164. 

White, D.J., C. Svellingen & N.J.C. Strachan. 2006. 

Automated measurement of species and length of fish 

by computer vision. Fish. Res., 80: 203-210. 

Yajing, H. 2012. Repeatability of fin length measurements 

using digital image analysis, and fin morphology and 

erosion as indicator of social interactions of cod. 

Master Thesis, Norwegian University of Life 

Sciences, Norway, 45 pp. 

Yamane, T. 1999. Estadística. Oxford University Press, 

Harla-México, 771 pp. 

Yuji-Sado, R., F. Raulino-Domanski, P.F. de Freitas & F. 

Baioco-Sales. 2015. Growth, immune status and 

intestinal morphology of Nile tilapia fed dietary 
prebiotics (mannan oligosaccharides-MOS). Lat. Am. 

J. Aquat. Res., 43(5): 944-952. 

Zar, J.H. 2010. Biostatistical analysis. Prentice-Hall, New 

Jersey, 944 pp. 

 

878 

http://dx.doi.org/%2010.1117/12.2020941
http://www.univagro-iasi.ro/revista_zoo/%20index.php?lang=ro&pagina=cuprins.html
http://www.univagro-iasi.ro/revista_zoo/%20index.php?lang=ro&pagina=cuprins.html
http://www.univagro-iasi.ro/revista_zoo/%20index.php?lang=ro&pagina=cuprins.html

