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Introduction

One of the most characteristic features of saber-tooth carnivorans are their Figure 2. Phylogenetic tree of

powerful forelimbs, which have been traditionally interpreted as an adaptation to o \ living and extincttaxa analyzed.
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Results & discussion

Shape covariation
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Conclusions

Our results indicate that the morphological evolution of fore- and hind limbs is not decoupled in saber-tooths, at least not to a greater extent than in conically-
toothed predators.

There are two possible explanations to this pattern: (i) forelimb robustness Is an adaptive trait, but hind limb robustness is the outcome of developmental
constraints; and, alternatively, (i) both fore- and hind limb robustness are adaptive. Amore in-depth research is necessary to solve this.
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