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Abstract: In this study, we performed a bibliographical review examining the scientific literature on
“feeding in Anthozoa” for the period from 1890 to 2019, using the scientific database Google Scholar,
supplemented with additional literature. This study categorized published scientific papers on this
topic by decade of publication, target taxa, variability of species studied in each order and main
themes studied. As a result, 153 studies were found, and based on their content, it was observed
that within Anthozoa, there has been a concentration of feeding studies on species in the orders
Actiniaria (Hexacorallia), Scleractinia (Hexacorallia), and Alcyonacea (Octocorallia). This indicates
that the other remaining orders of the group have been comparatively neglected with regards to
their feeding aspects. Therefore, as data on feeding in some groups of Anthozoa are scarce, studies
need to be carried out to fill the gaps that permeate this important benthic group, in order to better
understand their ecology.
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1. Introduction

The phylum Cnidaria is comprised of three major clades: Anthozoa, Endocnidozoa and
Medusozoa [1]. The distinction between these clades is supported by anatomy, life history, genome
structure and phylogenetics. The class Anthozoa is considered the largest group in Cnidaria, with at
least 7200 described species [1]. The representatives of this group have polypoid forms without a
medusa stage in their life cycle, and are solitary or colonial ([2,3]). Although the evolutionary history
of Anthozoa is still under discussion, currently three subclasses are recognized: Hexacorallia,
Octocorallia, and Ceriantharia [4].

There are several aspects that distinguish Anthozoa (=Anthozoaria) from Medusozoa. One
aspect is related to the trophic level and behavior of the two groups. In Medusozoa, many studies on
feeding behavior have been carried out examining different species, due to their potential impacts on
commercial organisms. On the other hand, studies of this topic in the Anthozoa are much more
limited [5]. This may be because most studies on anthozoan species have been more focused on their
ecology and preservation, especially in coral reef ecosystems [6].
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The understanding of diet and trophic levels and behaviors of Anthozoa are essential for a better
comprehension of the ecology and evolution of species, as energy and nutrients derived from feeding
habits are vital for reproduction, development and growth [7,8]. In this way, recognition of feeding
habits is extremely important, as this behavior directly affects the survival of these organisms [9,10].

Despite the importance of obtaining data for food webs and dietary information for detailed
examinations of trophic performance, until now there has been no summary of research related to
these topics for Anthozoa. Thus, we here perform a literature review on the theme of “diversity of
feeding in Anthozoa”.

2. Materials and Methods

This study was performed as a bibliographic review, aiming to gather information to create a
database of the studies that have emphasized anthozoan feeding over the years. The data presented
in this bibliographic review were collected from Google Scholar, covering publications that appeared
in English, Spanish and Portuguese languages until August 2019. Other relevant publications not
covered by Google Scholar were also added from the reference lists of the studies collected and based
in our knowledge of the literature. Google Scholar was chosen as it is the most comprehensive among
citation search services [11], and potential problems with so-called “gray literature” were avoided
via subsequent quality filtering. The search was conducted with a combination of the following
keywords: “feeding”, ”"diet” and “"food web” combined with “Anthozoa”, between the dates of
August 8 to 24, 2019.

In total, 339 pieces of literature were identified, and, after duplication exclusion and quality
filtering removal of gray literature, 270 pieces of literature were initially included in our review.
Subsequently, every title, abstract and methodology section were analyzed to confirm that each work
truly examined anthozoan feeding. Thus, some studies were excluded as they focused other animal
groups, or they were not focused on feeding topics. After this filtering, 153 papers remained in our
dataset (see Supplementary Material). From each study the following data were extracted: (1) decade
of publication; (2) Anthozoa groups found in articles; (3) observations of the species studied in each
order; (4) approaches utilized in the studies.

For compilation of the articles” approaches, publications were analyzed and separated into the
following categories: “Feeding behavior”, “Feeding ecology” and ”"Physiology”. Studies categorized
into “Feeding behavior” examined one or more of these subjects: prey capture, feeding rates, feeding
performances, feeding mechanisms, and feeding strategies. In the category “Feeding ecology”,
studies examined the following topics: analyses of the gastral cavity contents, diet, feeding patterns,
feeding characteristics, food spectrum, and the index of filling of the gastral cavity. In the last
category, “Physiology” studies reported on: digestion processes, feeding regimes, digestive enzymes
that influence the feeding process, nutritional aspects, and histological and/or morphological
analyses of gastral cavity structures. Some studies analyzed more than one category and were
counted for every category they represented.

3. Results

3.1. Decade of Publication

Based on this analysis, we were able to verify a growing interest in this topic from 1970 to 2019,
with a total of 135 (=88.1%) studies conducted during this period (Table 1). Despite the increase in
publications from the early 1970s, the table shows that after this time, the number of publications on
the subject slowly declined. We also observed that by the most recent decade (2010-2019), the number
of articles published on this topic in the class Anthozoa (1 = 24) had decreased considerably when
compared to the 1970s, period with the largest number of publications (1 = 33).
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Table 1. List of published papers per decade related to feeding in Anthozoa.

Decade = Number of published papers Percentage (%)

1890-1899 1 0.7
1900-1909 1 0.7
1910-1919 2 1.3
1920-1929 2 1.3
1930-1939 4 2.6
1940-1949 1 0.7
1950-1959 2 1.3
1960-1969 5 3.3
1970-1979 33 21.6
1980-1989 25 16.3
1990-1999 28 18.3
2000-2009 25 16.3
2010-2019 24 15.6
Total 153 100.0

3.2. Anthozoa Groups Found in the Selected Papers

Table 2 summarizes articles by subclasses and orders. The absolute number of orders in the
articles was larger than the total number of publications examined, as some studies were conducted
on species from more than one order. Thus, the absolute number of orders (n = 163) was different
from the absolute number of studies (n = 153). The papers in which this occurred were: [12]
(Alcyonacea and Zoantharia); [13] (Scleractinia, Alcyonacea and Zoantharia); [14] (Zoantharia,
Actiniaria and Scleractinia); [15] (Scleractinia and Alcyonacea); [16] (Actiniaria and Alcyonacea); [17]
(Zoantharia, Scleractinia and Alcyonacea); and [18] (Scleractinia and Alcyonacea).

Table 2. Anthozoa orders found in selected publications considering the search “feeding”, “diet” and
”food web” terms from 1890-2019.

Subclass Order Absolute number Percentage (%)
Actiniaria 56 34.4
Antipatharia 1 0.6
Hexacorallia Corallimorpharia 2 1.2
Scleractinia 54 33.1
Zoantharia 11 6.8
Alcyonacea 35 21.5
Octocorallia Helioporacea 0 0.0
Pennatulacea 1 0.6
. . Spirularia 3 1.8
Ceriantharia Penicillaria 0 0.0
Total 163 100.0

Hexacorallia was shown to be the most investigated anthozoan subclass with a total of 124
studies (76.1%). This was the only subclass that had scientific papers for all its constituent orders. In
this subclass, Actiniaria (1 = 56) and Scleractinia (n = 54) were the two orders with the largest number
of studies, (total 110 studies = 67.5% of absolute number of examined articles).

The subclass Octocorallia was second, with 36 studies (=22.1% of total number of examined
articles). Within Octocorallia, although the order Helioporacea did not have any publications and
Pennatulacea had only a single study, the order Alcyonacea was well represented (n = 35). Finally,
the subclass Ceriantharia had only a very limited number of studies on feeding topics, with the order
Spirularia having three publications in total (1.8% of total number of articles), and no studies in
existence for the order Penicillaria.
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3.3. Observations of the Species Studied in Each Order

Despite the Actiniaria being the order that had the largest number of studies related to feeding
patterns (=56 studies), the variety of species studied within these publications were not the biggest
among the Anthozoa groups. In total, 44 different species were observed in the publications, with the
most analyzed species were Actinia equina, analyzed in seven studies, followed by Anthopleura
elegantissima examined in five studies, and Metridium senile in four studies.

On the other hand, for some orders that had a smaller number of publications than Actiniaria,
such as Scleractinia (=54 studies) and Alcyonacea (=35 studies), the number of species studied was
actually higher, as some studies covered a large number of species. For example, in one study of
Scleractinia (Hexacorallia), 47 species were analyzed [18], and in a single study of the group
Alcyonacea (Octocorallia), 30 species were examined [19]. In total, Scleractinia had 137 different
species examined and Alcyonacea 69 species.

In the orders that had a very small number of studies, few species were analyzed. In
Hexacorallia, the order Corallimorpharia had two studies with one species each (Paracorynactis
hoplites and Amplexidiscus fenestrafer), Antipatharia had a single study with three species (Stichopathes
lutkeni, Antipathes pennacea, and Antipathes sp.) and Zoantharia had 11 studies examining 10 different
species. In some studies of the order Zoantharia, more than one species was analyzed, and four
species were the most investigated: Zoanthus sociatus (=five studies), Palythoa caribaeorum (=three
studies), Parazoanthus axinellae (=two studies) and Palythoa psammophilia (=two studies). The order
Pennatulacea (Octocorallia) had a single study examining Ptilosarcus gurneyi. In Spirularia
(Ceriantharia), of a total of three publications, two species were observed: Pachycerianthus fimbriatus
(=two studies) and Cerianthus lloydii (=one study).

In total, the number of species analyzed in the class Anthozoa regarding feeding topics were 268
species. This number represents approximately 3.7% of the total described species for the class (~7200
described species; [1]).

3.4. Approach Observed in the Studies

Figure 1 summarizes the approaches observed in the compiled studies, sorted by categories:
“Feeding behavior”, “Feeding ecology” and “Physiology”.

Approach of the studies in Anthozoa
50
45 =

M Feeding behavior
40

35 M Feeding habits/Ecology

34 34
30 W Physiology
25 ’ : 5z
21 @ Feeding behavior/Phisiology
20 17
O Feeding behavior/Feeding
15 habits/Ecology
10 OPhysiology/Feeding
habits/Ecology
5 3
0

Number of publications

Figure 1. The number of published articles on each approach category in studies of feeding topics in
Anthozoa.
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Subjects related to the topic of “Feeding behavior” were observed in the most publications, with
a total of 82 studies (=53.6% of the total) using this approach. Of these, 44 studies (=28.8%) featured
only topics related to “Feeding behavior”, with the others including multiple topics. For “Feeding
ecology”, a total of 58 publications (=37.9%) were related to this approach, with 34 of these studies
(=22.2%) including subjects only in this category. Studies related to “Physiology” had the lowest
number of publications, with a total of 54 studies (=35.3%), with publications analyzing only aspects
associated with this topic in 34 studies (=22.2%).

Some studies combined more than one category of study of the feeding topics: 21 studies
(=13.7%) were related to “Feeding behavior” and “Feeding ecology”, 17 studies (=11.1%) were related
to “Feeding behavior” and “Physiology”, and 3 studies (=2.0%) were related to “Physiology” and
“Feeding ecology”. None of these articles included all three approaches, “Behavior + Ecology +
Physiology”.

3.4.1. Hexacorallia

This subclass was the most investigated group in Anthozoa, with a total of 124 studies (=76.1%
of total). In the analyses below, we examined which categories of studies were most conducted for
each order.

e  Actiniaria

This order had 56 studies related to feeding aspects (Table 3). We observed that studies related
to the topic “Feeding ecology” were the most investigated, with 28 publications related to this topic
(=50.0%). The “Feeding behavior” approach was the second-most common, with 24 studies (=42.9%).
“Physiology” topics were present in 19 publications (=33.9%).

Table 3. Approaches of feeding studies examining Actiniaria.

Order Methodology Absolute number %
Actiniaria Feeding behavior 11 19.7
Feeding ecology 18 32.1
Physiology 12 21.4
Feeding behavior/Physiology 5 8.9
Feeding behavior/Feeding ecology 8 14.3
Physiology/Feeding ecology 2 3.6
Total 56 100.0

e  Scleractinia

This order had a total of 54 studies (Table 4). Of these studies, most were related to aspects of
“Feeding behavior” (32 studies; =59.2%). “Physiology” and “Feeding ecology” were less common in
the studies, with 22 (=40.8%) and 13 publications (=24.1%), respectively.

Table 4. Approaches of feeding studies examining Scleractinia.

Order Methodology Absolute number %
Scleractinia Feeding behavior 20 37.0
Feeding ecology 6 11.1
Physiology 15 27.8

Feeding behavior/Physiology 6 11.1

Feeding behavior/Feeding ecology 6 11.1

Physiology/Feeding ecology 1 1.9
Total 54 100.0

e  Zoantharia, Anthipatharia and Corallimorpharia
The order Zoantharia had 11 studies, with three related to the topic “Feeding ecology” (=27.3%),
three to “Feeding behavior/Physiology” (=27.3%), two to “Feeding behavior” and “Physiology”
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categories (=18.2%), and one to “Feeding behavior/Feeding ecology” (=9.0%). Studies on the
combined topics “Physiology/Feeding ecology” were not observed.

The order Anthipatharia had only a single study related to “Feeding behavior” (=100.0%). The
order Corallimorpharia had two studies related to “Feeding behavior” (=100.0%).

3.4.2. Octocorallia

This subclass was the second most investigated group in Anthozoa, with a total of 36 studies
(=22.1% of total studies). A summary of the studies on the three orders in this subclass is given below.

e  Alcyonacea

There was a total of 35 studies on this order (Table 5). The topic “Feeding behavior” consisted of
19 studies (=54.3%), “Feeding Ecology” had 16 studies (=45.7%) and “Physiology” had 8 publications
(=22.9%).

Table 5. Approach of the feeding studies in Alcyonacea.

Order Methodology Absolute number %
Alcyonacea Feeding behavior 11 31.4
Feeding ecology 9 25.7
Physiology 7 20.0
Feeding behavior/Physiology 1 29
Feeding behavior/Feeding ecology 7 20.0
Physiology/Feeding ecology 0 0.0
Total 35 100.0

¢  Helioporacea and Pennatulacea
There were no papers focusing on feeding for the order Helioporacea. However, there was one
single publication on “Feeding behavior” for the order Pennatulacea (=100.0%).

3.4.3. Ceriantharia

The subclass represented by the tube anemones was the focus of only three publications (=1.8%
of total studies) related to the feeding aspects. The order Spirularia had two studies focused on the
topic “Feeding behavior/Physiology” (=66.7%) and one study on the topic “Feeding behavior/Feeding
ecology” (=33.3%). No studies focused on the order Penicillaria.

4. Discussion

Understanding the feeding patterns of organisms can help inform a wide variety of other
ecological and evolutionary studies [7,20]. Due to the importance of such research, many studies
regarding feeding aspects in Cnidaria have been conducted [21]. For example, several studies have
been carried out on feeding and trophic performances in Medusozoa (e.g., [22-24]), including
freshwater species [25], due to their impacts on commercial marine and freshwater species [5].
Although members of Anthozoa also have great ecological importance, as they help in the
maintenance of aquatic ecosystems [26], fewer feeding-related studies have been performed on this
class. In the present bibliographic review, we observed that over recent past decades the numbers of
studies on this theme, although they are increased compared to pre-1970s numbers, are still not so
large (n=24 to 33), particularly considering that Anthozoa is the largest class in the phylum Cnidaria
in terms of numbers of species [27].

Our results show that feeding-related research in Anthozoa has focused on three taxonomic
groups: orders Actiniaria and Scleractinia, in the subclass Hexacorallia, and order Alcyonacea, in
subclass Octocorallia. We also observed a tendency for studies on trophic activities in Anthozoa to
be linked to aspects of behavior, ecology and preservation, especially in shallow water tropical and
subtropical coral reef ecosystems (e.g., [6]). Thus, taxonomic groups that are more abundant in coral
reefs have a corresponding larger number of feeding-related studies. Thus, the other orders in the
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class Anthozoa, which are often less common in shallow coral reefs, have had comparatively less
research conducted on feeding-related topics. Additionally, many species of these other taxonomic
groups may inhabit ecosystems where the collection of specimens is logistically more challenging
such as the deep sea [28], making it difficult to obtain specimens and data.

Some feeding strategies are already recognized in Anthozoa: there are species that are filter-
feeders (e.g., [29]), others that perform the feeding process in symbioses with other organisms (e.g.,
[10,30]), and some species that can incorporate dissolved organic matter (e.g., [31]), while others are
clearly polyphagous opportunists (e.g., [32,33]). However, since members of the class Anthozoa have
a wide variety of feeding strategies, studies carried out on some groups may not match the dietary
and behavior patterns present in others [27]. Thus, conducting further studies on the varied taxa in
this class would help to comprehensively increase the pool of knowledge on their diets and feeding
habits, and thus allow for better methodologies to study these groups, particularly when combined
with the use of newer techniques such as stable isotope trophic relationship studies ([34,35]). Another
topic rarely addressed that deserves more research attention is the trophic position of different
species of anthozoans. According to the studies ([13,36,37]) the vast majority are primary or
secondary consumers, but other species appear to at least be occasional higher-level predators [38].
Once again, the overall lack of information for many anthozoan taxa does not allow for the broader
profiling of the class.

In conclusion, while our review clearly shows that relevant research has been and continues to
be conducted regarding the feeding habits of Anthozoa, there are several research areas that lack
information. In particular, we observed a small number of studies examining two orders of
Octocorallia and for the subclass Ceriantharia. Such relatively neglected anthozoan groups clearly
need more research attention.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at www.mdpi.com/1424-2818/12/10/405/s1.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, T.B.S. and S.N.S.; Methodology, T.B.S. and S.N.S.; Formal Analysis,
T.B.S.; Investigation, T.B.S.; Writing—Original Draft Preparation, T.B.S. and S.N.S.; Writing—Review and
Editing T.B.S.,, S.N.S,, ].D.R. and F.H.A. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the
manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by Sao Paulo Research Foundation FAPESP 2015/24408-4, 2016/50389-0,
2019/03552-0, CNPq (PROTAX) 440539/2015-3 and CNPq (Research Productivity Scholarship) 301293/2019-8 to
SNS, FAPESP 2018/07622-0, 2019/14236-2 and CAPES/CNPq—PROTAX II [Proc. n® 88887.200900/2018-00,
associate the project n® 88882.156878/2016-01] to TBS.

Acknowledgments: We are grateful to André C. Morandini (IB-USP), who provided constructive comments on
an earlier version of the manuscript.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Kayal, E.; Bentlage, B.; Pankey, M.S.; Ohdera, A.H.; Medina, M.; Plachetzki, D.C.; Collins, A.G.; Ryan, J.F.
Phylogenomics provides a robust topology of the major cnidarian lineages and insights on the origins of
key organismal traits. BMC Evol. Biol. 2018, 18, 68.

2. Marques, A.C.; Collins, A.G. Cladistic analysis of Medusozoa and cnidarian evolution. Invertebr. Biol. 2004,
123, 23-42.

3. Kayal, E.; Roure, B,; Philippe, H.; Collins, A.G.; Lavrov, D.V. Cnidarian phylogenetic relationships as
revealed by mitogenomics. BMC Ewvol. Biol. 2013, 13, 5.

4.  Stampar, S.N.; Maronna, M.M.; Kitahara, M.V_; Reimer, ].D.; Morandini, A.C. Fast-evolving mitochondrial
DNA in Ceriantharia: A reflection of hexacorallia paraphyly? PLoS ONE 2014, 9, e86612.

5. Condon, R.H.; Duarte, C.M.; Pitt, K.A.; Robinson, K.L.; Lucas, C.H.; Sutherland, K.R.; Mianzan, HW.;
Bogeberg, M.; Purcell, J.E.; Decker, M.B.; et al. Recurrent jellyfish blooms are a consequence of global
oscillations. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2013, 110, 1000-1005.

6.  Ferrier-Pages, C.; Witting, J.; Tambutté, E.; Sebens, K.P. Effect of natural zooplankton feeding on the tissue
and skeletal growth of the scleractinian coral Stylophora pistillata. Coral Reefs 2003, 22, 229-240.



Diversity 2020, 12, 405 8 of 9

7.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.
21.

22.
23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

Leibold, M.A. The Niche Concept revisited: Mechanistic models and community context. Ecology 1995, 76,
1371-1382.

Rossi, S.; Ribes, M.; Coma, R.; Gili, ]. M. Temporal variability in zooplankton prey capture rate of the passive
suspension feeder Leptogorgia sarmentosa (Cnidaria: Octocorallia), a case study. Mar. Biol. 2004, 144, 89-99.
Olafsson, E.B.; Peterson, C.H.; Ambrose, W.G.]. Does recruitment limitation structure populations and
communities of macro-invertebrates in marine soft sediments: The relative significance of pre-and post-
settlement processes. Oceanogr. Mar. Biol. 1994, 32, 65-109.

Schwarz, J.; Weis, V.M.; Potts, D.C. Feeding behavior and acquisition of zooxanthellae by planula larvae of
the sea anemone Anthopleura elegantissima. Mar. Biol 2002, 140, 471-478.

Harzing, A.W.; Alakangas, S. Google Scholar, Scopus and the Web of Science: A longitudinal and cross-
disciplinary comparison. Scientometrics 2016, 106, 787-804.

Garrabou, J. Life-history traits of Alcyonium acaule and Parazoanthus axinellae (Cnidaria, Anthozoa), with
emphasis on growth. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 1999, 178, 193-204.

Goreau, T.F.; Goreau, N.I; Yonge, C.M. Reef corals: Autotrophs or heterotrophs? Biol. Bull. 1971, 141, 247-
260.

Herndl, G.J.; Velimirov, B. Bacteria in the coelenteron of Anthozoa: Control of coelenteric bacterial density
by the coelenteric fluid. J. Exp. Mar. Biol. Ecol. 1985, 93, 115-130.

Lewis, ].B.; Price, W.S. Feeding mechanisms and feeding strategies of Atlantic reef corals. J. Zool. 1975, 176,
527-544.

Sebens, K.P.; Koehl, M.A.R. Predation on zooplankton by the benthic anthozoans Alcyonium siderium
(Alcyonacea) and Metridium senile (Actiniaria) in the New England subtidal. Mar. Biol. 1984, 81, 255-271.
Sorokin, Y.I. Biomass, metabolic rates and feeding of some common reef zoantharians and octocorals. Mar.
Freshw. Res. 1991, 42, 729-741.

Yonge, C.M. Studies on the physiology of corals: I. Feeding mechanism and food. Great Barrier Reef Exped.
1930, 1, 13-57.

Lewis, J.B. Feeding behaviour and feeding ecology of the Octocorallia (Coelenterata: Anthozoa). J. Zool.
Lond. 1982, 196, 371-384.

Symondson, W.O.C. Molecular identification of prey in predator diets. Mol. Ecol. 2002, 11, 627-641.
Purcell, J.E. A review of cnidarians and ctenophores feeding on competitors in the plankton. Hydrobiologia
1991, 216, 335-342.

Fulton, C. Proline control of the feeding reaction of Cordylophora. ]. Gen. Physiol. 1963, 46, 823-837.

Brewer, R.H. The annual pattern of feeding, growth, and sexual reproduction in Cyanea (Cnidaria:
Scyphozoa) in the Niantic River estuary, Connecticut. Biol. Bull. 1989, 176, 272-281.

Purcell, J.E.; Bamstedt, U.; Bamstedt, A. Prey, feeding rates, and asexual reproduction rates of the
introduced oligohaline hydrozoan Moerisia Lyonsi. Mar. Biol. 1999, 134, 317-325.

Deserti, M.I,; Esquius, K.S.; Escalante, A.H.; Acufia, F.H. Trophic ecology and diet of Hydra vulgaris
(Cnidaria; Hydrozoa). Anim. Biol. 2017, 67, 287-300.

Lira, AKF.; Gomes, P.B.; Naud, J.P.; Santos, A.M.; Pérez, C.D. Prey selectivity of the octocoral Carijoa riisei
at Pernambuco, Brazil. An. Acad. Bras. Ciénc. 2012, 84, 157-164.

Daly, M.; Brugler, M.R.; Cartwright, P.; Collins, A.G.; Dawson, M.N.; Fautin, D.G.; France, S.C.; Mcfadden,
C.S,; Opresko, D.M.; Rodriguez, E.; et al. The phylum Cnidaria: A review of phylogenetic patterns and
diversity 300 years after Linnaeus. Zootaxa 2007, 1668, 127-182.

Reimer, ].D.; Kise, H.; Santos, M.E.; Lindsay, D.]J.; Pyle, R.L.; Copus, ].M.; Bowen, BW.; Nonaka, M,;
Higashiji, T.; Benayahu, Y. Exploring the biodiversity of understudied benthic taxa at mesophotic and
deeper depths: Examples from the order Zoantharia (Anthozoa: Hexacorallia). Front. Mar. Sci. 2019, 6, 305.
Sebens, K.P. The allometry of feeding, energetics, and body size in three sea anemone species. Biol. Bull.
1981, 161, 152-171.

Fitt, W.K,; Pardy, RL.; Littler, M.M. Photosynthesis, respiration and contribution to community
productivity of the symbiotic sea anemone Anthopleura elegantissima (Brandt 1835). J. Exp. Mar. Biol. Ecol.
1982, 61, 213-232.

Schlichter, D. Adaptations of cnidarians for integumentary absorption of dissolved organic matter. Rev.
Can. Biol. 1980, 39, 259-282.

Shick, .M. A Functional Biology of Sea Anemones; Chapman and Hall: London, UK, 2012; 395p.



Diversity 2020, 12, 405 9 of 9

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

Acufa, F.H.; Zamponi, M.O. Feeding ecology of intertidal sea anemones (Cnidaria, Actiniaria): Food
sources and trophic parameters. Biociencias 1995, 3, 73-84.

Zabala, S.; Bigatti, G.; Botto, F.; Iribarne, O.O.; Galvan, D.E. Trophic relationships between a Patagonian
gastropod and its epibiotic anemone revealed by using stable isotopes and direct observations. Mar. Biol.
2013, 160, 909-919.

Conti-Jerpe, L.E.; Thompson, P.D.; Wong, CW.M,; Oliveira, N.L.; Duprey, N.N.; Moynihan, M.A.; Baker,
D.M. Trophic strategy and bleaching resistance in reef-building corals. Sci. Adv. 2020, 6, eaaz5443.
Anthony, K.R.N. Coral suspension feeding on fine particulate matter. . Exp. Mar. Biol. Ecol. 1999, 232, 85—
106.

De Santana, E.F.C.; Alves, A.L.; Santos, A.D.M.; Cunha, M.D.G.S; Perez, C.D.; Gomes, P.B. Trophic ecology
of the zoanthid Palythoa caribaeorum (Cnidaria: Anthozoa) on tropical reefs. J. Mar. Biolog. Assoc. UK 2014,
95, 301-309.

Hoeksema, B.W.; Waheed, Z. It pays to have a big mouth: Mushroom corals ingesting salps at northwest
Borneo. Mar. Biodivers. 2012, 42, 297-302.

Publisher’s Note: MDPI stays neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional

affiliations.

© 2020 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access

@ @ article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution

(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).



