
Accepted by E. Hajdu: 20 Aug. 2015; published: 24 Sept. 2015

ZOOTAXA

ISSN 1175-5326  (print edition)

ISSN 1175-5334 (online edition)Copyright © 2015 Magnolia Press

Zootaxa 4021 (1): 169–177  

www.mapress.com/zootaxa/

Article

 169

http://dx.doi.org/10.11646/zootaxa.4021.1.7

http://zoobank.org/urn:lsid:zoobank.org:pub:BC1772C0-FDF8-48FB-ACED-25E2B92BE9A8

Rossella podagrosa Kirkpatrick, 1907—A valid species after all

CHRISTIAN GÖCKE
1, 4

, DORTE JANUSSEN
1

, HENRY M. REISWIG
2

, SHANNON C. JARRELL
3

 

& PAUL K. DAYTON
3

1

Forschungsinstitut und Naturmuseum Senckenberg, Senckenberganlage 25, D-60325 Frankfurt am Main, Germany

2

Biology Department, University of Victoria and Royal British Columbia Museum, P.O. Box 3020 Stn CSC, Victoria, British Columbia, 

Canada, V8W 3N5

3

Scripps Institution of Oceanography, La Jolla, California, United States of America

4

Corresponding author. E-mail: christian.goecke@senckenberg.de

Abstract 

In this study we provide evidence that the species Rossella podagrosa Kirkpatrick, 1907, commonly considered a syn-

onym of Rossella racovitzae Topsent, 1901, is truly a valid species. We show that it can be clearly distinguished from other 

species especially when taking into consideration the in situ habitus of the sponge in combination with the spicules. Fur-

thermore we demonstrate the weaknesses in the so far published synonymy concept for the very complicated genus Ros-

sella Carter, 1872. From this we conclude that the best strategy for further analysis of Rossella and establishment of 

acceptable synonymies will need to be based on detailed examination of the spicules, the holotypes, and in situ habitus. 

When possible it will be useful to analyze specimens from all Antarctic oceanographic regions.
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Introduction

The sponges of the genus Rossella Carter, 1872 are amongst the most remarkable invertebrates of the Antarctic 

shelf. They reach enormous sizes and show a distinctive habitus, being commonly barrel-shaped with one wide 

central osculum, with the outer surface in most species bearing conules. Often long and thick bundles of spicules 

protrude from the conules (Barthel & Tendal 1994). Budding has been regularly reported (Barthel & Tendal 1994; 

Teixidó et al. 2006) but without definitive patterns. Classically thought to be rather slow growing, Rossella and

Anoxycalyx (Scolymastra) joubini have recently been shown to be capable of fast growth and proliferation in the 

case of favourable environmental conditions (Dayton et al. 2013; Fillinger et al. 2013). Rossella spp. reach high 

abundance in undisturbed areas of the Antarctic shelf, where they appear as a structuring benthic element. Dayton 

et al. (1974) documented a sponge assemblage which was highly dominated by what they called R. racovitzae, 

making up 42 % of the ground cover and 71 % of the sponge biomass. These sponges, forming the basis of this 

present study, are here re-identified as representatives of the species R. podagrosa. Similar densities have been 

documented by Gutt & Koltun (1995), Gutt & Piepenburg (2003), and Teixidó et al. (2004). Rossella spp. are also 

important as substrate and habitat for several benthic invertebrates and juvenile fishes (Kunzmann 1996; Barthel 

1997; Gutt & Schickan 1998; Kersken et al. 2014). Still, despite the unquestionable high ecological importance of 

Rossella in the Antarctic and nearly 150 years of research, the taxonomy of Rossella and its many species remains 

complicated and not fully understood.

The taxonomic history of Rossella is long and complicated: the genus was established by Carter (1872), 

followed by rather quick descriptions of a large number of additional species (e.g. by Topsent 1901; Kirkpatrick 

1907; Schulze & Kirkpatrick 1910 (in fact, 25 species and varieties: Ijima 1927; Reiswig 1990). Soon after, doubts 

arose whether all these species are truly valid, and, synonymies were postulated. The first revision of the genus was 

done by Burton (1929); this led to a reduction into five Antarctic species and included the synonymization of the 

genus Aulorossella Kirkpatrick, 1907!with Rossella. A further reduction was proposed by Koltun (1976), who also 
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synonymized the genus Gymnorossella Topsent, 1916. He accepted only the two species Rossella antarctica

Carter, 1872 and Rossella racovitzae. This yielded an extremely vague definition of R. racovitzae, which simply 

comprised all Rossella not identifiable as R. antarctica. Later Barthel & Tendal (1994) established a new system, 

according to which Rossella comprises seven species: R. antarctica, R. racovitzae, R. villosa Burton, 1929, R. 

fibulata Schulze & Kirkpatrick, 1910, R. nuda Topsent, 1901, R. levis (Kirkpatrick, 1907) and R. vanhoeffeni

(Schulze & Kirkpatrick, 1910). This system was recently applied by Göcke & Janussen (2013). It has many 

advantages as it aims to define clearly distinguishable species. Still it has some flaws as it is based mainly on 

material sampled in the Weddell Sea, neglecting Rossella from other parts of the Antarctic and it also is mainly 

based on spicule characters, partly neglecting the external morphology of the sponges. The drawbacks of the 

different synonymy concepts will be discussed in detail later in this paper. Additional to the Antarctic Rossella

spp., a species from the northern Atlantic was described as Rossella nodastrella by Topsent (1915). Dohrmann et 

al. (2012) however could show that this species is morphologically and genetically distinguished from Antarctic 

Rossella spp. and erected a new genus called Nodastrella Dohrmann, Göcke, Reed & Janussen, 2012, which so far 

contains two species. Rossella thus is an exclusively Antarctic genus.

Here we describe some recently sampled specimens of Rossella podagrosa, a species commonly considered a 

synonym of R. racovitzae. In comparison with the original type material we show that R. podagrosa is actually 

well-founded. In particular the in situ habitus of the species was extensively documented by underwater 

photography and repeated growth measurements in McMurdo Sound, in the Ross Sea.

Materials & Methods, study area

The sponges used as basis for this study were observed and collected in essentially the same location as the type 

material collected near Winter Quarters Bay, McMurdo Sound, by the Discovery expedition. In addition, the type 

material from Natural History Museum London was analyzed.

Spicule preparations were made following the standard procedure (Boury-Esnault & Rützler 1997) by 

dissolving small amounts of tissue in concentrated nitric acid and cleaning them three times in deionized water. For 

light microscopy (LM), spicules were placed on glass slides and fixed in Euparal or UV-sensitive glue. For 

scanning electron microscopy (SEM), spicules were placed on stubs and sputter-coated. Measurements of spicules 

were done using a high-resolution light microscope with an ocular micrometer. When possible, 30 spicules of each 

type were measured. Only in very few cases of rare spicules the number was lower. Numbers of measured spicules 

are always indicated. Values are given as: “minimum – mean – maximum (number of spicules measured)”. In 

calycocomes often single rays had to be measured, as they were often fragmentary. The measurements of these 

complex spicules were done as illustrated in Göcke & Janussen (2013).

Results

Analyzing several underwater in situ-photographs in combination with careful inspection of the spicule material of 

a certain type of rossellid sponge, which occurs as one of the most abundant and biomass-rich sponges in the Ross 

Sea, led to the recognition that this is in fact a representative of the species Rossella podagrosa. This species is 

currently considered a junior synonym of R. racovitzae, but after re-evaluating the specific characters of the species 

on the basis of new material as well as on the type, we now re-establish the species Rossella podagrosa.

Class Hexactinellida Schmidt, 1870

Subclass Hexasterophora Schulze, 1886

Order Lyssacinosida Zittel, 1877

Family Rossellidae Schulze, 1885
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Subfamily Rossellinae Schulze, 1885

Genus Rossella Carter, 1872

Rossella podagrosa Kirkpatrick, 1907

(Fig. 1–2, Tab. 1)

Rossella podagrosa Kirkpatrick, 1907: 11, pl. 3, figs. 2–3, pl. 5, fig.1. Topsent 1917: 14. Tabachnick 2002: 1447.

Rossella podagrosa tenuis Topsent, 1916: 4; 1917: 15.

Not Rossella racovitzae Burton 1929: 407–409, fig. 1, pl. 1; 1932: 256–257; 1934: 7. Koltun 1976: 165 (pars). Barthel & 

Tendal 1994: 92–95, figs. 35–36, pl. 3–4. Göcke & Janussen 2013: 116–120, fig. 2 F, 7, tab. 6).

Material. 1 Specimen (P 1635) from 30 m depth at Cape Armitage, Ross Island, McMurdo Sound, Antarctica; 

BMNH 1908.2.5.6 (type) from Discovery Collection, Winter Quarters Bay, Hut Point, D Net, 15.12.1902.

Description. The sponge body is of a slender, upright shape with one round osculum at the top. It usually bears 

numerous buds that originate from the basal region of the mother and grow from ~ 3–5 mm to > 3 cm prior to 

separation. The sponges show an unusual fast growth rate increasing their length by as much as 16 cm in a decade 

and have been shown to increase their volume by almost 300% in just three years. Moreover, newly separated buds 

themselves can grow new buds within one year (Dayton, 1979). This mode of reproduction leads to a typical 

appearance of dense colonies with several specimens growing close to each other (Fig. 1 A). Colonies are often 

densely covered by sediment including loads of (foreign) loose spicular material, so that in many cases only the 

tips of the sponges with the oscules are visible within the sediment (Fig 1B–D). The single specimen (Fig. 1E) can 

reach a height of approximately 20 cm. The surface bears no conules, but it can be covered by a narrow veil of 

protruding pentactines. Protruding diactins are not prominent. The sponge has a basal root tuft of long pentactines 

as it is usual for the genus. The inner cavity has a dense surface; its basal part in rare cases bears large round 

cavernous openings. In contrast to other Rossella species, the texture of the sponge is soft, and it is too fragile for 

handling without damaging it. In fact the measurements in Dayton (1979) were made by supporting the sponges 

with a spoon because the sponge collapses very easily.

In here we restrict the analysis of spicules (Tab. 1, Fig. 2) to the characters of highest taxonomical importance, 

which means that these are the spicules with the highest significance for distinguishing R. podagrosa from other 

Rossella spp.. The spicules of the new specimen P1635 are in full accordance with those of the type (see 

comparison in Fig. 2, Tab. 1) and with the typical spicule inventory of the genus. Most characteristic spicules are 

the calycocomes and mesodiscohexasters. Calycocomes (Fig. 2A, D) are about 190 to 250 µm in diameter, they 

have short primary rays (in mean about 10 µm) and middle pieces (mean about 11 µm), but long secondary rays 

(mean about 90 µm). The number of secondary rays on each ray ranges from 2 to 6, but is most commonly 4 and 

very rarely higher than 5. Secondary rays are almost straight, only slightly bent outwards in the proximal region. 

Calycocomes are densely covered by fine spines. Mesodiscohexasters (Fig. 2B, E) have a very typical shape; they 

strongly resemble the calycocomes, but are only about half the size (mean about 129 µm) and much thinner with 

almost absent middle pieces. Each ray bears two to four secondary rays; there are no hemi-forms with non-split 

rays. Mesodiscohexasters are quite rare, but occur regularly. Microdiscohexasters (Fig. 2C, F) have secondary rays 

of two different lengths and distinct disc-shaped middle-parts. They are about 30 to 55 µm in diameter. Remarkably 

large oxyhexactines (mean diameter about 180µm) and oxyhexasters (mean diameter about 174 µm), commonly as 

mono- or dioxyhexasters, which have only one or two primary rays split into two secondary rays, occur in about the 

same frequency. Dermal pentactines have smooth surfaces without hooks.

Remarks. The species Rossella podagrosa is clearly characterized by the combination of its typical habitus 

with numerous buds and its rather small calycocomes with normally only 4 to 5 secondary rays on each ray. 

Furthermore, oxyhexactines and oxyhexasters are quite large for Rossella (see Barthel & Tendal 1992), although 

Göcke & Janussen (2013) reported similar sizes from several well-known species in the eastern Wedell Sea. The 

appearance in situ resembles that of R. antarctica (Fig. 1D) in strongly sediment-covered specimens. A clear 

character for differentiation in situ is that R. podagrosa usually grows partly within the sediment, while R. 

antarctica occurs on the sediment. Also, R. podagrosa has a more elongate body form, whereas that of R. 

antarctica is strongly rounded. In terms of spicules, the difference is clear: R. antarctica has dermal pentactines 

with strong lateral hooks (as shown by Carter 1872) and much smaller calycocomes with different shape; primary
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FIGURE 1. Habit of Rossella podagrosa. A: Clean colony of strongly budding R. podagrosa, used by some comatulids as 

substrate. Scale bar: 10 cm. B: Close-up of R. podagrosa covered with sediment. Scale bar: 10 cm. C: Ground covered by dense 

mass of R. podogrosa, mostly concealed by sediment. Two clean specimens of R. cf. levis grow over the R. podagrosa-ground. 

Scale bar: 20 cm. D: Assemblage of large R. podagrosa coverage and one specimen of R. antarctica (to the upper left). Scale 

bar: 20 cm. E: Type of R. podagrosa (BMNH 1908.2.5.6). Scale bar: 50 mm.
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FIGURE 2. Spicules of R. podagrosa. A–C: Specimen P1635, A: Calycocom, scale bar 30 µm, B: Mesodiscohexaster, scale 

bar 30 µm, C: Microdiscohexaster, scale bar 10 µm. D–F Specimen BMNH 1908.2.5.6 (type), D: Calycocom, scale bar 30 µm, 

E: Mesodiscohexaster, scale bar 30 µm, F: Microdiscohexaster, scale bar 10 µm.
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rays and middle pieces are much more prominent and the number of secondary rays per ray is higher (compare 

Schulze & Kirkpatrick 1910; Barthel & Tendal 1992; Göcke & Janussen 2013). Rossella racovitzae differs from R. 

podagrosa by a larger body size, lack of buds and the presence of clear conules on the surface. Furthermore, it has 

much bigger calycocomes (400 µm) with a higher number of secondary rays (see Topsent 1901; Göcke & Janussen 

2013). Similar sizes of calycocomes are found in R. levis, which nonetheless differs from R. podagrosa in some key 

points: it has a surface covered by numerous and very distinct conules (compare Fig. 1C), which in the lower part 

of the body bear bundles of protruding diactines. Calycocomes have considerably larger middle pieces and primary 

rays, and secondary rays have a stronger bending than in R. podagrosa. Microdiscohexasters have secondary rays 

of only one length without differentiated middle pieces (compare Kirkpatrick 1907; Göcke & Janussen 2013). 

Calycocomes with low numbers of secondary rays are also found in R. nuda. Compared to those of R. podagrosa

these are almost twice as big. Also, the number of secondary rays never exceeds 4, which is lower than in R. 

podagrosa (see Göcke & Janussen 2013). The habitus differs as well: R. nuda is very smooth and appears always 

very clear and visible in underwater-photographs, whereas R. podagrosa is usually sediment-covered. Rossella 

nuda has been reported to grow buds of similar shape as those of R. podagrosa (Barthel & Tendal 1992), but they 

are much more rare and never form such dense aggregations of sponges as shown in Fig. 1A for R. podagrosa.

TABLE 1. Spicule sizes of Rossella podagrosa Kirkpatrick, 1907. Values in µm are given as follows: minimum - mean - 

maximum (number of spicules measured).

Discussion

The long and complicated taxonomic history of the genus Rossella is summarized in the introduction. It can be 

brought down to two basic attempts of synonymies, which attempted to bring some order into the high amount of 

often similar species ascribed to the genus: The first was done by Burton (1929) and later continued by Koltun 

(1976). The second attempt was done by Barthel & Tendal (1992), which was followed by Göcke & Janussen 

(2013). It is now obvious that both concepts contain basic systematic weaknesses that compromise the results. 

Burton (1929) used an attempt that was basically concentrating on the external shape and neglected most spicule 

information which he discounted as being of minor importance. Furthermore he was led by a strong will to reduce 

the number of species and therefore would rather join two species than separate them if synonymy was 

questionable. Koltun (1976) obviously had the same will to reduce species numbers, and was furthermore confused 

when he re-introduced spicule information into Burton’s spicule-less system. As Burton joined species with clearly 

different spicule inventory, e.g. R. levis and R. nuda, under one taxon name, the resulting “species” could not have 

Parameter P 1635 BMNH 1908.2.5.6 (type)

Rough Pentactine

tangential ray (L) 50-112.2-150 (30) 60-89.3-120 (30)

proximal ray (L) 70-91.4-120 (7) 60-83.3-130 (9)

Rough Hexactine (D) 60-205.2-280 (30) 150-195.3-270 (30)

Oxyhexactine (D) 150-181-230 (30) 140-192.7-250 (30)

Oxyhexaster (D) 130-173.3-230 (30) 140-174.8-200 (30)

Microdiscohexaster (D) 30-37.3-45 (30) 35-44.9-55 (30)

Mesodiscohexaster (D) 105-129.3-150 (7) 105-118.9-140 (7)

Calycocome

(D) 190-215-250 (9) 200-225-250 (6)

complete ray (L) 85-110.1-130 (30) 100-115.7-140 (30)

primary ray (L) 5-9.6-15 (30) 7.5-12.3-25 (30)

middle piece (L) 10-13.8-20 (30) 7.5-11.8-20 (30)

secondary ray (L) 62.5-87.1-110 (30) 80-91.4-105 (30)

 number of sec. rays 2-4-6 (30) 2-4.3-6 (30)
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a distinct characteristic spicule inventory. Koltun realized this, but did not draw the conclusion that different 

species were joined under one taxon name. Instead he continued synonymizing until he found a working species 

concept, even though this lumped together many clearly recognizably different forms/species. Barthel & Tendal 

(1992) realized these problems and tried to establish a new system based on spicules that included habitus 

information. Thus, they resurrected several former species; however, they based their work mainly on the material 

sampled during the EPOS-expeditions of RV Polarstern in the Weddell Sea (1989), without much consideration of 

the type specimens or material from other parts of the Antarctic. Also, they did not put too much emphasis on the 

habitus information, probably because their material was trawled and therefore delicate specimens as R. podagrosa

were not recovered in a condition that allowed for much habitus (or in situ) information. For this reason they ended 

up with a somewhat narrow perspective of the diversity of Rossella which e. g. did not incorporate R. podagrosa, 

which they still considered a synonym of R. racovitzae. However, Barthel & Tendal perceptively reported a 

strongly bud-producing variant of R. racovitzae that they state might be turned into a species at some point. The 

analysis of several Rossella species in Göcke & Janussen (2013) was based only on Weddell Sea material, just as 

the study of Barthel & Tendal (1992). Here we include material from the Ross Sea showing that R. podagrosa is a 

well-defined species when both habitus and spicule information are carefully considered. It is clear that a proper 

taxonomical analysis of Rossella should include as much material as possible from all around the Antarctic Ocean. 

More importantly, all information, such as habitus (best alive in situ) spicule inventory and molecular data (if 

available), must be included. Rossella once more has proven to be a complicated genus, more than previously 

thought, and it is still a long way to go to form a proper concept of valid Rossella species, including a full revision 

of holotypes (currently underway), analysis of further material from the whole southern ocean, and detailed 

molecular analysis.

Budding Rossella are not a new phenomenon; they have been reported several times, not only from the Ross 

Sea, but also from the Weddell Sea (Gutt & Piepenburg 2003; Teixido et al. 2006). Unfortunately, the original 

material of these studies could not be directly sampled, so it was always questionable which species really does this 

remarkable budding. As we have now re-established R. podagrosa and analyzed its budding habit, we come to the 

assumption, that in many of these cases, it might actually be the respective species, although so far not identified 

with its proper name due to the complicated synonymy history as shown above. Further inspection is needed to 

analyze its distribution and see how widespread the species really is, but it may be quite common around 

Antarctica, although it probably has its main occurrence range in the Ross Sea.

The mode of life of R. podagrosa is quite unique, as all other Rossella spp. live on, but never within, the 

sediment. This difference is well visible in Figs. 1C and D where R. podagrosa is visible only very slightly by its 

oscular regions sticking out of the mud, while the more typical Rossella appearance is visible in the adjacent large 

specimens of R. cf. levis and R. antarctica. Rossella podagrosa nonetheless clearly covers most ground in these 

pictures and is certainly the most abundant species in this area of the Ross Sea. In general, sponges consist of a 

complicated filtering apparatus with thin channels traversing its tissue, including chambers of flagellate cells which 

produce a strong current from which food particles are taken in and oscules just release the filtered water (van 

Soest et al. 2012). It is easy to imagine that such a delicate filtering system can easily be clogged by excessive 

sediment. In addition, some sponges even possess the capacity of self-cleaning, and some are able to shed sediment 

off their surfaces (Barthel & Wolfrath 1989; Bell, 2004; Schönberg & Suwa 2007). In her study on sponge-

associated invertebrate faunas, Kunzmann (1996) showed that sponges with many protruding spicules and 

especially R. antarctica with its thick veil of pentactines shelter many animals from protozoons to large 

polychaetes and echinoderms. They also catch certain amounts of sediment. This is visible in Fig. 1D as well, 

where the specimen of R. antarctica, although growing clearly above the ground, is heavily covered by sediment 

and inhabiting invertebrates such as brittle stars. It can be assumed that these associations with presumably very 

complicated trophic interactions function as “microbial gardens”, in which bacteria settle and form the basic 

nourishment for the sponges. If this is true, similar processes may be assumed for R. podagrosa within the ground. 

Still, to test this hypothesis we will need much further work on microbes as well as on sponge-associated 

invertebrates. Another hypothesis is that the half-buried way of living might serve as a kind of hide-out for the 

sponge saving it from predators like Acodontaster conspicuus as proposed by Dayton (1979). If this assumption is 

true, it might also serve as an explanation for the very high abundances of this species, in combination with its high 

growth rates.

Conclusions. It is evident that Rossella podagrosa Kirkpatrick, 1907 is a valid species. It can be clearly 



GÖCKE ET AL.176  ·  Zootaxa 4021 (1)  © 2015 Magnolia Press

differentiated from other Rossella spp. Furthermore we show that a thorough revision of the genus Rossella will 

need detailed analysis of specimens from all areas of the Antarctic, and that it requires close examination of the 

habitus (at best based on in situ examination) as well as spicule analysis.

Acknowledgements

We are especially grateful to Stacy Kim for making several difficult dives to collect material for us. Additionally 

we want to give thanks to Emma Sherlock (British Museum of Natural History) for lending us the type material. 

Further thanks are due to Niklas Döring (Senckenberg Frankfurt) for spicule preparations. We want to thank 

Konstantin Tabachnick as well as Claudio Richter and Luisa Federwisch (AWI Bremerhaven) for productive 

discussion on Rossella. Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG) is acknowledged for financial support to our 

Antarctic Porifera research projects (DFG SPP 1158 “Antarcic research”: JA-1063/14-3; JA-1063/17-1). This 

material is based upon work supported by the National Science Foundation under Grant Number PLR-1355533. 

Any opinions, findings, and conclusions or recommendations expressed in this publication are those of the 

author(s) and do not necessarily reflect the views of the National Science Foundation.We thank Hans Tore Rapp 

and one anonymous reviewer for valuable critical remarks and suggestions to the manuscript of this paper.

References

Barthel, D. (1997) Fish eggs and pentacrinoids in Weddell Sea hexactinellids: further examples for the structuring role of 

sponges in Antarctic benthic ecosystems. Polar Biology, 17, 91–94. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s003000050110

Barthel, D. & Tendal, O.S. (1994) Antarctic Hexactinellida. In: Fricke, R. (Ed.), Theses Zoologicae vol. 23, Wägele, J.W. & 

Sieg, J. (Eds.) Synopses of the Antarctic Benthos vol. 6. Koeltz Scientific Books, Champaign, Ill., 154 pp.

Barthel, D. & Wolfrath, B. (1989) Tissue sloughing in the sponge Halichondria panicea: A fouling organism preventing being 

fouled. Oecologia, 78, 357–369. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00379109

Bell, J.J. (2004) Evidence for morphology-induced sediment settlement prevention on the tubular sponge Haliclona urceolus. 

Marine Biology, 146, 29–38. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00227-004-1429-0

Boury-Esnault, N. & Rützler, K. (1997) Thesaurus of Sponge Morphology. Smithsonian Contributions to Zoology, 596, 1–55. 
 http://dx.doi.org/10.5479/si.00810282.596

Burton, M. (1929) Porifera. Part II. Antarctic sponges. British Antarctic (‘Terra Nova’) Expedition, 1910. Natural History 

Report, London, British Museum (Natural History). Zoology, 6, 393–458, pls. I–V. 

Burton, M. (1932) Sponges. Discovery Reports, 6, 237–392, pls. 48–57.

Burton, M. (1934) Sponges. Further Zoological Results of the Swedish Antarctic Expedition 1901–03, 3, 1–58, pls. I–VIII.

Carter, H.J. (1872) On two new Sponges from the Antarctic Sea, and on a new Species of Tethya from Shetland; together with 

Observations on the Reproduction of Sponges commencing from Zygosis of the Sponge animal. Annals and Magazine of 

Natural History, 9, 409–435, pls. XX–XXII. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00222937208696612

Dayton, P.K., Robilliard, G.A., Paine, R.T. & Dayton, L.B. (1974) Biological Accommodation in the Benthic Community at 

McMurdo Sound, Antarctica. Ecological Monographs, 44, 105–128.

Dayton, P.K. (1979) Observations of growth, dispersal and population dynamics of some sponges in McMurdo Sound, 

Antarctica. In: Lévi, C. & Boury-Esnault, N. (Eds.), Biologie des Spongiaires (Sponge Biology). Colloques Internationaux 

du Centre National de la Recherché Scientifique, 291, Paris, pp. 271–282.

Dayton, P.K., Kim, S., Jarrell, S.C., Oliver, J.S., Hammerstrom, K., Fisher, J.L., O’Connor, K., Barber, J.S., Robilliard, G., 

Barry, J., Thurber, A.R. & Conlan, K. (2013) Recruitment, growth and mortality of an Antarctic hexactinellid sponge, 

Anoxycalyx joubini. PLoS ONE, 8, e56939. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0056939

Dohrmann, M., Göcke, C., Reed, J., Janussen, D. 2012. Integrative taxonomy justifies a new genus, Nodastrella gen. nov., for 

North Atlantic “Rossella” species (Porifera: Hexactinellida: Rossellidae). Zootaxa, 3383, 1–13. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.11646/zootaxa.3383.1.1

Fillinger, L., Janussen, D., Lundälv, T. & Richter, C. (2013) Rapid glass sponge expansion after climate-induced Antarctic ice 

shelf collapse. Current Biology, 23, 1–5. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2013.05.051

Göcke, C., & Janussen, D. (2013) Hexactinellida of the genus Rossella, of ANT XXIV/2 (SYSTCO I) Expedition - Antarctic 



 Zootaxa 4021 (1)  © 2015 Magnolia Press  ·  177ROSSELLA PODAGROSA—A VALID SPECIES AFTER ALL

Eastern Weddell Sea. Zootaxa, 3692 (1), 102–122. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.11646/zootaxa.3692.1.6

Gutt, J. & Koltun, V.M. (1995) Sponges of the Lazarev and Weddell Sea, Antarctica: explanations for their patchy occurrence. 

Antarctic Science, 7, 227–234. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0954102095000320

Gutt, J. & Piepenburg, D. (2003) Scale-dependent impact on diversity of Antarctic benthos caused by grounding of icebergs. 

Marine Ecology Progress Series, 253, 77–83. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps253077

Gutt, J. & Schickan, T. (1998) Epibiotic relationships in the Antarctic benthos. Antarctic Science, 10, 398–405. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0954102098000480

Ijima, I. (1927) The Hexactinellida of the Siboga Expedition. Siboga-Expeditie, VI, 383 pp.

Kersken, D., Göcke, C., Brandt, A., Lejzerowicz, F., Schwabe, E., Seefeldt, M.A., Veit-Köhler, G. & Janussen, D. (2014) The 

infauna of three widely distributed sponge species (Hexactinellida and Demospongiae) from the deep Ekström Shelf in the 

Weddell Sea, Antarctica. Deep-Sea Research II, 108, 101–112. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.dsr2.2014.06.005

Kirkpatrick, R. (1907) Porifera Hexactinellida. National Antarctic Expedition (S.S. ‘Discovery’) 1901–1904. Natural History,

3, 1!25, pls. 1!7.

Koltun, V.M. (1976) Porifera - Part 1: Antarctic Sponges. Report B.A.N.Z. Antarctic Research Expedition 1929–1931 (B, 

Zoology and Botany), 5, 153–198, pls. 1!3.

Kunzmann, K. (1996) Associated fauna of selected sponges (Hexactinellida & Demospongiae) from the Weddell Sea, 

Antarctica. Berichte zur Polarforschung, 210, 1–93.

Reiswig, H.M. (1990) Correction of Ijima’s (1927) list of recent hexactinellid sponges (Porifera). Proceedings of the biological 

society of Washington, 103, 731–745.

Schönberg, C.H.L. & Suwa, R. (2007) Why bioeroding sponges may be better hosts for symbiotic dinoflagellates than many 

corals. In: Custódio, M.R., Lôbo-Hajdu, G., Hajdu, E. & Muricy, G. (Eds.), Porifera Research Biodiversity, Innovation and 

Sustainability. Museo Nacional Rio de Janeiro, pp 569–580 [Sér Livros 28].

Schulze, F.E. & Kirkpatrick, R. (1910) Die Hexactinelliden der Deutschen Südpolar-Expedition 1901–1903. Deutsche 

Südpolar-Expedition, 1901–03, 12 (Zoologie IV. Band), 1–62, pls. I–X.

Teixidó, N., Garrabou, J., Gutt, J. & Arntz, W.E. (2004) Recovery in Antarctic benthos after iceberg disturbance: trends in 

benthic composition, abundance and growth forms. Marine Ecology Progress Series, 278, 1–16. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps278001

Teixidó, N., Gili, J.-M., Uriz, M.-J., Gutt, J. & Arntz, W.E. (2006) Observations of asexual reproductive strategies in Antarctic 

hexactinellid sponges from ROV video records. Deep-Sea Research II, 53, 972–984. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.dsr2.2006.02.008

Tabachnick, K. (2002) Family Rossellidae Schulze, 1885. In: Hooper, J.N.A. and Van Soest, R.W.M. (Eds.) Systema Porifera. 

A guide to the classification of sponges. 2. Kluwer Academic, Plenum Publishers: New York, Boston, Dordrecht, London, 

Moscow, pp. 1441–1505.

Topsent, E. (1901) Spongiaires. Résultats du voyage du S.Y. ‘Belgica’ en 1897-99 sous le commandement de A. de Gerlache de 

Gomery. Expédition antarctique belge. Zoologie, 4, 1–54, pls. I–VI.

Topsent, E. (1915a) Une Rossella des Açores (Rossella nodastrella n. sp.). Bulletin de l'Institut océanographique Monaco 303, 

1–6.

Topsent, E. (1916) Diagnoses d’éponges recueillies dans l’Antarctique par le Pourquoi-Pas? Bulletin du Muséum national 

d’histoire naturelle 1, 22, 163–172.

Topsent E. (1917) Spongiaires. In: Joubin L. (Ed.) Deuxième Expédition Antarctique Française (1908–1910) Commandée par 

le Dr. Jean Charcot. Sciences Physiques: Documents Scientifiques (Paris). 4. Masson & Cie, Paris, pp. 1–88, pls. 1–6.

Van Soest, R.W.M., Boury-Esnault, N., Vacelet, J., Dohrmann, M., Erpenbeck, D., De Voogd, N.J., Santodomingo, N., 

Vanhoorne, B., Kelly, M. & Hooper, J.N.A. (2012) Global Diversity of Sponges (Porifera). PLoS ONE, 7, 1–23. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0035105


	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials & Methods, study area
	Results
	Class Hexactinellida Schmidt, 1870
	Subclass Hexasterophora Schulze, 1886
	Order Lyssacinosida Zittel, 1877
	Family Rossellidae Schulze, 1885
	Subfamily Rossellinae Schulze, 1885
	Genus Rossella Carter, 1872
	Rossella podagrosa Kirkpatrick, 1907
	Discussion
	Acknowledgements
	References

