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1 Native Range and Status in the United States

Native Range
From Froese and Pauly (2017):

“Africa: within the drainage basins of the Cuanza and Cunene river systems of Angola and
Namibia [Lévéque and Daget 1984; Skelton 1993]. Unconfirmed record from the Congo basin.”

Status in the United States
This species has not been reported as introduced or established in the United States.

Means of Introduction into the United States
This species has not been reported as introduced or established in the United States.



Remarks
Hay et al. (2008) spell the common name as “Kunene labeo”.

2 Biology and Ecology

Taxonomic Hierarchy and Taxonomic Standing
From ITIS (2018):

“Kingdom Animalia
Subkingdom Bilateria
Infrakingdom Deuterostomia
Phylum Chordata
Subphylum Vertebrata
Infraphylum Gnathostomata
Superclass Actinopterygii
Class Teleostei
Superorder Ostariophysi
Order Cypriniformes
Superfamily Cyprinoidea
Family Cyprinidae
Genus Labeo
Species Labeo ansorgii Boulenger, 1907”

“Current Standing: valid”

Size, Weight, and Age Range
From Froese and Pauly (2017):

“Max length : 25.0 cm SL male/unsexed; [Lévéque and Daget 1984]”

Environment
From Froese and Pauly (2017):

“Freshwater; benthopelagic.”

Climate/Range
From Froese and Pauly (2017):

“Tropical; 13°S - 19°S”



Distribution Outside the United States

Native
From Froese and Pauly (2017):

“Africa: within the drainage basins of the Cuanza and Cunene river systems of Angola and
Namibia [Lévéque and Daget 1984; Skelton 1993]. Unconfirmed record from the Congo basin.”

Introduced
No introductions of this species have been reported.

Means of Introduction Outside the United States
No introductions of this species have been reported.

Short Description
From Fowler (1930):

“Depth 4 to 44 ; head 3% to 37, width 135 to 2% ; snout 2% to 3 ; eye 3% to 4, 15 to 1% in
snout, 1% to 2 in interorbital ; mouth width 2% to 3Y4 ; lips moderately wide, subequal ; two
small barbels each side, posterior longer, 1% in eye ; interorbital 2% to 2%, broadly convex ;
suborbitals narrow. Gill rakers 10 + 36, very fine, slender, Y5 of gill filaments, which 7 of eye.
Teeth 2, 4,5 -5, 4, 2, without hooks, grinding surfaces wide. Scales 34 or 35 + 2 or 3 in lateral
line ; 6 above, 5 below, 10 or 11 predorsal ; chest scales small ; 13 to 20 basal radiating striae, 30
to 33 apical, circuli fine. D. 111, 10, I, slender simple rays entire, first branched ray 3% to 4 in
combined head and body to caudal base ; caudal 2% to 27, deeply forked, long slender lobes
pointed ; A. Il1, 5, 1, first branched ray 1% to 1% in head ; caudal peduncle depth 175 to 2 ;
pectoral 1to 1 1/10 ; ventral 1% to 1%. Back and sides brown, under surface white. On trunk and
tail medial lateral grey streak. Iris whitish. Fins all pale brownish, lower ones whitish. In some
examples cheeks and sides of head dusky.”

Biology
From Hay et al. (1997):

“It has a wide habitat tolerance from shallow swampy areas covered with aquatic vegetation with
a sandy substrate to deep water areas with a rocky substrate and rapids. It was more active during
the day than at night.”

“This is the dominant species of the two Labeos found in the Kunene River.”

From Hay et al. (2008):

“[...] it moves upstream during the flood for breeding purposes.”



Human Uses
From Hay et al. (2008):

“Labeo ansorgii is too small for recreational angling purposes.”

Diseases
No information available.

Threat to Humans
From Froese and Pauly (2017):

“Harmless”

3 Impacts of Introductions
No information available. No introductions have been reported.

4 Global Distribution

Figure 1. Known global distribution of Labeo ansorgii, in southwestern Africa. Map from GBIF
Secretariat (2017). Points shown in the Atlantic Ocean were not included in the climate matching
analysis because the species is restricted to freshwater. Point shown in the Democratic Republic



of the Congo was not included in the climate matching analysis because this location has not
been confirmed as an established population (see Native Range, above).

5 Distribution Within the United States

This species has not been reported within the United States.

6 Climate Matching

Summary of Climate Matching Analysis

The climate match (Sanders et al. 2014; 16 climate variables; Euclidean Distance) was low
throughout most of the contiguous U.S. Medium matches appeared along the border with
Mexico, in coastal southern California, and in southwestern Florida. Climate 6 score indicated
that the contiguous U.S. has low climate match overall. The range of scores indicating a low
climate match is 0.000 to 0.005; Climate 6 score for Labeo ansorgii was 0.002.
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Figure 2. RAMP (Sanders et al. 2014) source map showing weather stations in Angola and
northern Namibia selected as source locations (red) and non-source locations (gray) for Labeo
ansorgii climate matching. Source locations from GBIF Secretariat (2018).



0's:25401
1's:2337
2s:1927
3s:1919
4's:1153
5's:5631
6's:67

Species: Labeo ansorgii
Low High

Scenario: Current 5 i i w00 N i > e

Climate6: 0.002 T N

High:

Medium: AZ CA
Low: ALAR CO CT DC DE FL GAIAID ILIN KS KY LAMA MD ME MI MN MO MS MT NC ND NE NH NJ NMNV NY OH OK OR PARISC SD TN TXUT VAVT WA WI WV WY

Figure 3. Map of RAMP (Sanders et al. 2014) climate matches for Labeo ansorgii in the
contiguous United States based on source locations reported by GBIF Secretariat (2017).

O=Lowest match, 10=Highest match.

The “High”, “Medium”, and “Low” climate match categories are based on the following table:

Climate 6: Proportion of Climate Match
(Sum of Climate Scores 6-10) / (Sum of total Climate Scores) | Category

0.000<X<0.005 Low
0.005<X<0.103 Medium
>0.103 High

7 Certainty of Assessment

Little information is available on the biology and ecology of Labeo ansorgii, and there is at least
one case of uncertainty about its distribution. No introductions of this species have been
reported, so the impacts of introduction are unknown. Certainty of this assessment is low.




8 Risk Assessment

Summary of Risk to the Contiguous United States

Labeo ansorgii is a carp native to Angola and Namibia. No introductions of this species have
been documented, so the potential for invasiveness remains uncertain. The climate match
analysis resulted in low match for the contiguous United States, but with medium matches
mostly along the U.S.-Mexico border. The overall risk assessment category is uncertain due to
uncertain history of invasiveness and the low climate match.

Assessment Elements

History of Invasiveness: Uncertain
Climate Match: Low

Certainty of Assessment: Low

Overall Risk Assessment Category: Uncertain
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