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Introduction

Otoliths are calcified structures located in Osteichthyes’ inner ear that are involved in audition and balance. Their morphology is used as an indicator of various ecological processes
or properties. This application requires identifying the endogenous and exogenous factors that act simultaneously as sources of shape variation. This thesis aims at detecting and
guantifying the relative contributions of directional asymmetry and diet to otolith shape variation at the intra-population level.
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- Multifactor effects and their interaction.
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