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Comparison of morphometric parameters of silver carp Carassius auratus s lato in different populations. - 
M. P. Markovich, F. F. Kurtyak, Bondar P. P. - The results of comparisons of morphometric parameters auratus 
populations of C. s. lato from different parts of the range, we found that morphometric parameters carp of the studied our 
water of Transcarpathia significantly different from those of the populations ponds Ilovnytsya in Poland, reservoirs lower 
reaches of the Danube, lakes Peremut (Volyn region), Tabunaky (Tomsk Region), crying ( Belarus), Red and lakes Amur 
basin (Balzynske, balloons, Tyre). Presumably, these differences are caused by geographical features and climate of 
Transcarpathia. Most of these values morphometric parameters and thus the highest in dibnist to the population of 
Transcarpathian silver carp in ponds with carp Ilovnytsi (Poland) are also significant in dibnist marked with a population of 
Roaring Lake (Belarus). The most significant difference in the morphometric Qual-kah Carpathian carp and silver carp lake 
Peremut. These differences can be explained by the fact that mate-Parent population used for stocking the lake. Peremut 
maternal and silver carp populations that gave Transcarpathian population were different and had significant differences. 
For an average body length of annual silver carp individuals from different populations of reservoirs, we found that the most 
comfortable for the existence of carp ponds is lower reaches of the Danube and Transcarpathian region. Least comfortable 
suburbs are Lake and Lake Hanka ba-Seine Cupid, as a body length of annual species it least. 
Key words: Carassius auratus s lato, morphometric parameters, invasion. 
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