
REVIEW

A non-bilaterian perspective on the development and evolution
of animal digestive systems

Patrick R. H. Steinmetz1

Received: 22 March 2019 /Accepted: 8 July 2019 /Published online: 7 August 2019
# The Author(s) 2019

Abstract
Digestive systems and extracellular digestion are key animal features, but their emergence during early animal evolution is
currently poorly understood. As the last common ancestor of non-bilaterian animal groups (sponges, ctenophores, placozoans
and cnidarians) dates back to the beginning of animal life, their study and comparison provides important insights into the early
evolution of digestive systems and functions. Here, I have compiled an overview of the development and cell biology of digestive
tissues in non-bilaterian animals. I will highlight the fundamental differences between extracellular and intracellular digestive
processes, and how these are distributed among animals. Cnidarians (e.g. sea anemones, corals, jellyfish), the phylogenetic
outgroup of bilaterians (e.g. vertebrates, flies, annelids), occupy a key position to reconstruct the evolution of bilaterian gut
evolution. A major focus will therefore lie on the development and cell biology of digestive tissues in cnidarians, especially sea
anemones, and how they compare to bilaterian gut tissues. In that context, I will also review how a recent study on the gastrula
fate map of the sea anemone Nematostella vectensis challenges our long-standing conceptions on the evolution of cnidarian and
bilaterian germ layers and guts.
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Introduction

Nutrient availability is rate limiting for most metabolic and
cellular processes such as cell growth, cell division, motility
or sensory activities. Three major classes of organic com-
pounds are necessary for the normal functioning of metabolic
processes in animals: carbohydrates (or saccharides), lipids
and proteins (Voet et al. 2016). Carbohydrates are monomers
or polymers (di-, oligo- or polysaccharides) of hexose sugar
molecules (e.g. glucose, fructose or galactose) and comprise
cellulose, starch (both glucose polymers) and chitin (N-
acetylglucosamine polymer). Lipids are important for energy
storage and production, and membrane formation.
Triacylglycerides are the most common animal storage lipid,
consisting of three fatty acids linked to a glycerol molecule by

ester bonds. Proteins are polymers of amino acids, and crucial
for almost all enzymatic activity (Voet et al. 2016).

Eukaryotic cells take up nutrients either by transmembrane
transport or vesicle-mediated uptake (endocytosis) (Fig. 1a)
(Alberts et al. 2016). Transmembrane nutrient uptake from
the environment typically involves transporters for amino
acids or sugar monomers, which are shared between animals,
plants and fungi (Wilson-O'Brien et al. 2010; Wipf et al.
2002). These are used in gut enterocytes as well as peripheral
tissues (e.g. muscles, liver, neurons) of many bilaterian ani-
mals to take up nutrients from the digestive tube or blood
stream.

Food particles or larger molecules (e.g. proteins, poly-
saccharides) cannot be taken up directly through the mem-
brane but necessitate vesicle-mediated uptake. Depending
on particle or molecule size, these uptake processes are
subdivided into two broad classes, together called endocy-
tosis: phagocytosis and pinocytosis. Phagocytosis leads to
the engulfment and uptake of large particles (> 0.5 μm, e.g.
bacteria, large organic debris). In bilaterians, it is best
known for its role during innate immunity (Bayne 1990;
Rosales and Uribe-Querol 2017). Particles are detected by
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typically low-specificity receptors (e.g. C-type lectins,
scavenger receptors or integrins) that recognize surface

molecules such as carbohydrates (e.g. mannose) of poten-
tial prey or pathogens (e.g. bacteria, fungi, algal cells)
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(Lancaster et al. 2019; Rämet et al. 2001; Rosales and
Uribe-Querol 2017; Wang et al. 2014). Phagocytosis leads
to the encapsulation of the particle in intracellular vesicles

(‘phagosomes’) that will fuse with lysosomal vesicles for
intracellular digestion (Rosales and Uribe-Querol 2017)
(see also Hartenstein et al. this issue).

The subclasses of pinocytosis most relevant for nutritive
purposes are micropinocytosis (which also includes receptor-
mediated endocytosis) and macropinocytosis (independent of
specific receptor-ligand interactions) (Fig. 1a; see also
Hartenstein et al. in this issue). The result of these processes
is the formation of an intracellular vesicle that will subse-
quently fuse with a digestive lysosome, which contains hydro-
lytic enzymes optimized to work at low pH levels (pH 4.0–
4.5). Phagocytosis, macro- and micropinocytosis are thus all
commonly classified as ‘intracellular digestion’ processes.

Choanoflagellates, ichthyosporeans and filastereans are
protists, which are closely related to metazoans, and which
mainly feed on bacteria by phagocytosis (Figs. 1b and 2a)
(Dayel and King 2014; Sebe-Pedros et al. 2017). As phago-
cytosis is also the prevalent or only feeding mechanism in
sponges, ctenophores, cnidarians and a subset of bilaterian

�Fig. 1 The molecular, cellular and phylogenetic basis of extracellular and
intracellular digestion. a The basic molecular and cellular principles of
nutrient ‘absorption’ by phagocytosis, receptor-mediated endocytosis,
macropinocytosis or transmembrane transport. b The phylogenetic distri-
bution of extracellular (‘ext’, yellow) and intracellular (‘int’, purple) di-
gestion activities. White, empty boxes: absence of activity. Half boxes:
partial absence of phagocytosis or of intracellular digestion in certain
subgroups. Light colours represent minor roles of respective mode.
Comments: (1) Uptake of ferritin suggests micropinocytosis; phagocyto-
sis may be present in fibre cells, where an ‘immunity role’ is probable. (2)
Xenoturbella: probably only macropinocytosis present (Israelsson 2008).
(3) Secretion of lysosomal enzymes in Ciona intestinalis (Thomas 1970)
and no phagocytosis, but only pinocytosis of HRP in Oikopleura (Cima
et al. 2002). (4) Some nematodes show pinocytosis, but no phagocytosis.
(5) Pinocytosis shown but no phagocytosis. (6) Pycnogonids, arachnids
and crustaceans have both extra- and intracellular digestion. All other
arthropod groups (with some exceptions, such as blood-sucking insects)
lack intracellular digestion. (7) Present in Priapulida; in Kinorhyncha,
Loricifera: extracellular digestion is likely, considering the presence of
gland and zymogen cells; intracellular digestion is unstudied. (9)
Cephalopoda present only pinocytosis. (10) Extracellular digestion dom-
inates in most annelids, but intracellular digestion plays a role in leeches.
In some polychaetes, phagocytic coelomocytes appear to invade the gut
epithelium. (11) Minor role for extracellular digestion; only carbohydrase
activity found. (12) Minor role for extracellular digestion. c Comparison
between the insect (upper half) and mammal guts (lower half), and their
secretory and absorptive capacities. Yellow arrows: secretion of
polysaccharidase (e.g. Amylase) and endopeptidase (e.g. Trypsin).
Black arrows: secretion of oligo- and disaccharidases, and oligo- and
dipeptidases. Dashed arrows: Apical (black) and baso-lateral (blue) trans-
membrane transport of amino acids and monomeric carbohydrates (e.g.
glucose, fructose).d Schematic representations comparing vertebrate and
insect enterocytes. Colours as in (c). b is based on following, non-
exhaustive list of references: Choanoflagellates (Dayel and King 2014),
Ctenophora (Bumann and Puls 1997; Hernandez-Nicaise 1991), Porifera
(Imsiecke 1993; Leys and Eerkes-Medrano 2006; Weissenfels 1982;
Willenz and Van De Vyver 1982), Placozoa (Grell and Ruthmann 1991;
Smith et al. 2014), Cnidaria (Arai 1997; Bouillon et al. 2006; Van-Praët
1985), Xenacoelomorpha (Israelsson 2008; Markosova 1986; Pedersen
1964), Cephalochordata (Biuw and Hulting 1971), Urochordata (Thomas
1970; Yonge 1937), Vertebrata (Karasov and Hume 1997), Hemichordata
(Bridges and Woodwick 1994), Echinodermata (Tokin and Filimonova
1977), Chaetognatha (Arnaud et al. 1996), Nematoda (Clokey and
Jacobson 1986; Riley 1973; Wright 1991), Tardigrada (Biserova and
Mustafina 2015; Dewel et al. 1993; Yonge 1937), Onychophora
(Heatley 1936; Manton 1937; Storch and Ruhberg 1993), Arthropoda
(Ceccaldi 1989; Fahrenbach and Arango 2007; Filimonova 2008;
Miguel-Aliaga et al. 2018; Wägele et al. 1981), Scalidophora
(Kristensen 1991; Kristensen and Higgins 1991; Storch 1991; Storch
et al. 1989), Rotifera (Wurdak 1987; Yonge 1937), Micrognathozoa
(Møbjerg Kristensen and Funch 2000; Yonge 1937), Gnathostomulida
(Lammert 1991),Platyhelminthes (Antoniazzi and Silveira 1996; Bowen
et al. 1974; Jennings 1968; Ruppert et al. 2004), Gastrotricha (Ruppert
1991; Ruppert et al. 2004; Teuchert 1977), Entoprocta (Morton 1960;
Ruppert et al. 2004), Mollusca (Boucaud-Camou and Yim 1980; Lobo-
da-Cunha 2000; Owen 1974; Yonge 1937), Annelida (Jennings and Van
Der Lande 1967; Jeuniaux 1969; Michel et al. 1984; Yonge 1937),
Nemertea (Ruppert et al. 2004), Brachiopoda (Morton 1960; Steele-
Petrovic 1976; Yonge 1937), Phoronida (Vandermeulen and Reid
1969), Bryozoa (Yonge 1937)

Fig. 2 Digestive cell types and tissues of choanoflagellates (a), sponges
(b), ctenophores (c) and placozoans (d). Purple cells represent cell types
or tissues involved in phagocytosis or pinocytosis. Yellow cells/tissues:
exocrine. Fla: flagellum; epi: epithelial cell; fv: food vesicle; glyc:
glycogen particles; gvc: gastrovascular cavity; mv: microvilli

Cell Tissue Res (2019) 377:321–339 323



animals (Fig. 1b; and below), it is most likely the ancestral
feeding mechanism of metazoans (Lancaster et al. 2019).
Notably, in a number of bilaterian groups including verte-
brates, tunicates or insects, phagocytosis (and to a lesser extent
pinocytosis) is mainly restricted to immune cells of the blood
or nervous system and plays little or no role during intestinal
digestion (Fig. 1b and references)(Lancaster et al. 2019;
O'hagan 1996; Schafer and Stevens 2013; Yonge 1937). In
these animals, extracellular digestive processes are very effi-
cient and result in the direct absorption of nutrient monomers
by the gut epithelia using transmembrane transport. As phago-
cytosis plays no or only a minor part during digestive process-
es in nearly all major genetic research organisms, the molec-
ular and cellular basis of phagocytosis in bilaterian digestion
remains largely understudied (see also Hartenstein et al. in this
issue). It also remains unclear how gut cells using phagocyto-
sis for food particle uptake can establish and maintain a stable
gut microbiome.

Receptor-mediated endocytosis, present in all eukaryotic
cells, has a wide range of cellular functions, including mem-
brane protein recycling and nutrient uptake (Fig. 1a)
(McMahon and Boucrot 2011). It plays a major role in lipid
uptake through the recognition of lipoproteins by low-density
lipoprotein receptors (LDLRs), or the uptake of iron-binding
ferritin using ferritin receptors (McMahon and Boucrot 2011).
In many animals, receptor-mediated endocytosis is important
for transporting yolk components into the growing egg during
oogenesis (Wourms 1987).

The emergence of extracellular digestion is considered a
major step during animal evolution (Nielsen 2008). The evo-
lution of extracellular digestion has been extraordinary bene-
ficial in many ways (Yonge 1937): (i) The size of particles
taken up by phagocytosis is limited by the size of the phago-
cytic cell. Extracellular digestion overcomes these limitations
by breaking up larger pieces of food into smaller particles. Its
evolution has thus allowed animals to feed on large organisms
and has widely expanded available food resources. (ii)
Intracellular digestion is limited by lysosome availability. A
higher rate of intracellular digestion is thus onlymade possible
by a rise in cell numbers, which has led to an enlarged surface
area of bilaterian gut regions with intracellular digestion. The
spatial constraints of surface enlargement are overcome by
extracellular digestion. (iii) The constant generation of new,
single-use lysosomal vesicles for intracellular digestion is en-
ergetically costly due to the ATP-dependent acidification of
the lysosomal content, and the synthesis of new digestive
enzymes. As extracellular digestive enzymes can digest much
larger food particles, it is possible that their extracellular use is
more efficient in comparison to intracellular digestion by ly-
sosomal enzymes.

Extracellular digestion in animals is always linked to the
presence of a digestive cavity, which prevents the diffusion of
enzymes and nutrients into the environment. A first concept of

the evolution of digestive cavities and extracellular digestion
dates back to almost 150 years and is tightly connected with
the discovery of germ layers. Thomas Huxley, in his discovery
of cnidarian endoderm, recognized similarities with vertebrate
endoderm as both are involved in forming a digestive cavity
(Huxley 1849). Based on the hypothetical common origin
(homology) of cnidarian and bilaterian endoderm and diges-
tive cavities, Ernst Haeckel proposed a scenario of animal
evolution, his famous ‘gastraea theory’ (Haeckel 1873). It
mainly states that endoderm is homologous among all ani-
mals, and that its formation during gastrulation recapitulates
the early evolution of the primitive gut. Haeckel claims, there-
fore, that glandular and absorptive derivatives of the endo-
derm must also be homologous among all animals. This nar-
rative, despite being almost 150 years old, is still the most
popular scenario to explain the early evolution and develop-
ment of animal body plans (Arendt et al. 2015; Brunet and
King 2017; Nielsen 2008; Stainier 2005). Accordingly, it is a
commonly accepted concept that a blind-ended gut evolved
by the invagination of cells at one side of a blastula-like cell
sphere during early metazoan evolution. This blind gut, cor-
responding to the digestive sac of extant cnidarians, is thought
to have directly transformed into the through-gut of
bilaterians, but how this transition has occurred is highly de-
bated (Hejnol andMartindale 2009; Nielsen et al. 2018). Here,
I will provide an overview of our current understanding of the
development and cell type composition of non-bilaterian di-
gestive tissues. Wherever possible, these data will be
discussed in a broader evolutionary context and in the light
of Haeckel’s gastraea theory. A particular focus will be put on
a recent study of the gastrula fate map of a sea anemone,
challenging the homology of the endodermal germ layer and
digestive tissues between cnidarians and bilaterians. I will
discuss an alternative scenario of germ layer evolution, and
its profound consequences on our understanding of bilaterian
gut and germ layer evolution.

Development and cell type diversity of animal
digestive systems

Extracellular digestion and an efficient through-gut
characterize most digestive systems in Bilateria

In order to provide a reference for evolutionary comparisons,
it is necessary to give a short overview of the development and
main cell types of digestive systems in bilaterian animals (e.g.
vertebrates, insects, annelids, molluscs). All major bilaterian
groups, with a few exceptions (e.g. platyhelmintes or
xenacoelomorphs), possess a through-gut with an anterior
mouth and a posterior anus (Brusca et al. 2016; Hejnol and
Martin-Duran 2015). The bilaterian digestive tract is typically
subdivided into an anterior foregut, a median midgut and a
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posterior hindgut (see also Hartenstein et al. in this issue). The
bilaterian gut usually starts developing with the formation of
germ layers during gastrulation. While fore- and hindgut de-
velop from either endo- or ectoderm, the midgut consistently
develops from the endodermal germ layer (Gilbert and Barresi
2016; Nowotschin et al. 2019). The midgut is typically glan-
dular and absorptive (Fig. 1c), while the hindgut is re-uptaking
water and ions (Fankboner 2003; Karasov and Hume 1997).

Extracellular digestive enzymes are predominantly secret-
ed from exocrine cells in the endodermal midgut (or vertebrate
endodermal foregut) and its associated glands (Fankboner
2003; Gilbert and Barresi 2016). Vertebrate digestive enzymes
are secreted from pancreatic acinar cells (e.g. amylase,
trypsin-like endopeptidases, pancreatic lipase) and small in-
testinal enterocytes (e.g. isomaltase, sucrase, dipeptidase). In
hagfish, lampreys, cephalochordates and tunicates,
pancreatic-like exocrine cells are interspersed among
enterocytes of the gut (Biuw and Hulting 1971; Youson and
Al-Mahrouki 1999), suggesting it is the ancestral situation in
chordates. While pancreatic acinar cells exhibit a typical,
vesicle-filled gland cell morphology, enterocytes are typically
columnar epithelial cells with a large number of apical micro-
villi (‘brush border’) (Fig. 1d). Vertebrate enterocytes are bi-
functional: they secrete digestive enzymes acting within the
extracellular matrix covering of the brush border microvilli
(‘glycocalyx’) and shuttle nutrients from the gut lumen to
the circulatory blood system (Fig. 1d) (Hooton et al. 2015;
Karasov and Hume 1997). The complementary cocktails of
enzymes produced by the pancreatic exocrine cells and
enterocytes continuously break down large macromolecules
into monomers during the unidirectional transport of food
along the digestive tract (Fig. 1c) (Karasov and Hume
1997). Pancreatic and brush border enzymes function optimal-
ly at neutral pH, a fundamental difference to lysosomal or
gastric enzymes (e.g. gastric lipase, cathepsins) (Voet et al.
2016). Free amino acids or carbohydrate monomers then se-
lectively cross the enterocyte membrane by transmembrane
transport using ion-dependent or independent amino acid or
carbohydrate transporters (e.g. GLUT glucose transporter)
(K a r a s o v a n d Hume 1 9 9 7 ) . F a t t y a c i d s a n d
monoacylglycerides enter enterocytes either by diffusion or
protein-mediated uptake (Hussain 2014).

In insects, midgut enterocytes also have dual exocrine and
absorptive roles (Fig. 1d), and similar signalling pathways
control their differentiation from intestinal stem cells in verte-
brates and Drosophila (Apidianakis and Rahme 2011; Dutta
et al. 2015). Enterocytes ofDrosophila secrete a mix of diges-
tive enzymes that, in contrast to vertebrates, can digest
triacylglycerides and the whole range of sizes of proteins
and carbohydrates from macromolecules to monomers
(Miguel-Aliaga et al. 2018). In addition, they express trans-
membrane transporters for glucose and amino acids. The spe-
cific enzyme and transporter profiles of enterocytes strongly

differ between gut regions (Dutta et al. 2015). Analogous to
vertebrates, insect enterocytes shuttle nutrients from the gut
lumen to the hemolymph in order to supply nutrients to the
rest of the body (Miguel-Aliaga et al. 2018).

Notably, a number of deuterostomes (cephalochordates,
hemichordates and echinoderms), lophotrochozoans (e.g. bra-
chiopods, phoronids, platyhelminths) and ecdysozoans (e.g.
tardigrades, scalidophors) use intracellular digestion by
phago- or pinocytosis, often in combination with extracellular
digestion (Fig. 1b). Currently, very little developmental or
molecular data is known about phagocytic cells (phagocytes)
in the guts of invertebrate bilaterians. It is thus also unclear if
insect/vertebrate enterocytes (secretory and absorptive) and
invertebrate gut phagocytes (mainly phagocytic) share com-
mon developmental or evolutionary origins (see also
Hartenstein et al. in this issue).

Sponges are efficient filter feeders that use almost
exclusively intracellular digestion

Sponges (Porifera) are subdivided into four large groups:
demosponges (e.g. Amphimedon queenslandica, Ephydatia
fluviatis, Tethya wilhema, Spongilla sp.), calcareous sponges
(e.g. Sycon sp.), glass sponges (Hexactinellida; e.g.
Aphrocallistes sp.) and homoscleromorph sponges (e.g.
Oscarella sp.). They are mostly marine filter feeders, but some
molecular model species are freshwater sponges (e.g.
Ephydatia, Spongilla). The cell biology and physiology of
feeding has been mainly investigated in demosponges, com-
prising the majority of all sponge species, and calcareous
sponges (Leys and Hill 2012). Sponges have long been con-
sidered to lack epithelia, but recent studies have revealed the
presence of some typical epithelial components (cell polarity
and cell junction genes), and a capacity to seal their internal
space from the environment (Adams et al. 2010; Belahbib
et al. 2018; Fahey and Degnan 2010; Leys and Hill 2012;
Leys et al. 2009; Riesgo et al. 2014). This situation limits
the diffusion of nutrients between the environment and the
extracellular matrix (mesohyl). Sponges feed based on one
of the most efficient water filtering systems in the animal
kingdom: an intricate canal system of choanocyte chambers
generates water flow through a multitude of inlet pores
(Fig. 2b) (Harrison and de Vos 1991; Leys and Hill 2012).
Choanocytes consist of cells with a single flagellum, whose
beating creates a water flow, and an apical microvilli-based
collar that serves as efficient filtering apparatus for bacteria
and particles (Harrison and de Vos 1991; Laundon et al. 2019)
(Fig. 2b). Based on bead or algae uptake experiments and
ultrastructural evidence, they are the main phagocytic cell type
and show intracellular digestion activity (Gonobobleva and
Maldonado 2009; Imsiecke 1993; Laundon et al. 2019; Leys
and Eerkes-Medrano 2006; Willenz and Van De Vyver 1984).
Choanocytes develop from pluripotent archaeocytes, and
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together with those, they constitute the major stem cell types
in sponges (Funayama 2013; Funayama et al. 2010).

Choanocytes share a number of ultrastructural similarities
with choanoflagellate protists, such as the water flow-creating
flagellum and a filtering ring of apical microvilli (Fig. 2a, b)
(Laundon et al. 2019; Mah et al. 2014). Differences exist in
the interaction between flagellum andmicrovilli, or the recent-
ly suggested lack of glycogen reserves in sponge choanocytes
(Fig. 2a, b) (Laundon et al. 2019). In line with Haeckel’s
gastraea theory, it has long been proposed that the similarities
of both cell types are due to a common ancestry, and that the
last common ancestor of all animals therefore consisted of a
uniform, ball-like colony of choanocyte-like cells (Arendt
et al. 2015; Brunet and King 2017; Cavalier-Smith 2017;
Nielsen 2008). The controversial phylogenetic position of
sponges and ctenophores could complicate this view in case
that ctenophores, and not sponges, are confirmed as sister
group to all remaining animals (Ryan et al. 2013; Simion
et al. 2017; Whelan et al. 2015). Also, a recent single-cell
transcriptomic study proposes that choanoflagellates are tran-
scriptionally more similar to sponge archaeocytes (see below)
than to choanocytes (Sogabe et al. 2019). These results raise
the possibility that choanocytes are a more specialised sponge
cell type than previously thought, and that the stem cell-like
archaeocytes represent a more ancestral metazoan cell type.

Two other sponge cell types contribute to sponge feeding:
pinacocytes thatcover theouterandinnercanalsurfaces,andthe
totipotent archaeocytes localised in the intermediate mesohyl
matrix(Fig.2b).Pinacocyteshavebeenproposedtocollect, take
upand intracellularlydigestparticlesbyphagocytosis, especial-
ly near water inlet pores (Frost 1976; Imsiecke 1993; Willenz
and Van De Vyver 1982; Willenz and Van De Vyver 1984;
Willenzetal. 1986).Archaeocytes (or amoebocytes)aremainly
knownfor their roleasstemcellsbuthavealsobeendescribedas
potential nutrient transport cells fromchoanocytes to the rest of
thebody(Fig.2b) (Frost1976;Funayama2010; Imsiecke1993;
Weissenfels 1982). Choanocytes and archaeocytes thereby
combine three of the fundamental features of unicellular pro-
tists: nutrient uptake, intracellular digestion and cell division
(De Goeij et al. 2009; Funayama 2010; Funayama et al. 2010;
Willenz and Van De Vyver 1984). A single cell dataset for the
demospongeAmphimedonhasannotatedclustersof ‘metacells’
based on published diagnostic cell type markers (Funayama
et al. 2010; Sebé-Pedrós et al. 2018a). Interestingly, lysosomal
enzymes (cathepsins, arylsulfatases, α-galactosidases) are
over-represented mainly in choanocytes, while archaeocytes
and pinacocytes only show over-representation of a subset of
cathepsins (personal observations). Provided that the annota-
tion of metacells is further confirmed by additional in situ
hybridisation experiments, these observationshighlight the im-
portanceofchoanocytesasmaindigestivecell typeandsupports
thepreviouslyobservedroleof intracellulardigestion inpinaco-
and archaeocytes.

Sponges are the only animal phylum where intracellular
digestion is predominant. So far, digestive gland cells, found
in all other animal groups, have not been described for
sponges in the literature. A family of carnivorous, deep sea
sponges (Cladorhizidae) shows however a highly specialised
mode of potential extracellular digestion. Their members feed
by digesting copepods, and lack a canal system and choano-
cyte chambers (Vacelet 2007; Vacelet and Boury-Esnault
1995; Vacelet and Duport 2004). They engulf their prey by
pinacocytes and form a cyst where primary lysis occurs.
Particles are subsequently phagocytosed and intracellularly
digested by archaeocytes and so-called bacteriocytes. Prey
decomposition times strongly suggest the activity of extracel-
lular enzymes, but there is currently no direct evidence for
their involvement, or for their potential bacterial or poriferan
origin (Vacelet and Duport 2004). If further corroborated, this
small group of deep sea sponges could represent a spectacular
case of independent evolution of extracellular digestion in
animals.

Due to the plasticity and diversity of the sponge body plan
and modes of embryonic development (Ereskovsky 2010;
Leys and Ereskovsky 2006), it is very difficult to draw com-
parisons between the digestive system and cell types of
sponges and of cnidarians or bilaterians. Choanocytes are
sometimes considered as ‘prototypical enterocytes’ and could
be considered to form a primitive digestive cavity (Takashima
et al. 2013). It is however difficult to infer from the present
data that choanocytes and vertebrate/insect gut enterocytes
share a common ancestry and are thus homologous cell types.
Major differences between choanocytes and vertebrate/insect
enterocytes exist: (i) choanocytes do not secrete digestive en-
zymes; (ii) choanocytes are not terminally differentiated, but
pluripotent. They can give rise to sperm cells (Gaino et al.
1984; Paulus and Weissenfels 1986) and are able to divide
and trans-differentiate into archaeocytes or pinacocytes during
regeneration (Borisenko et al. 2015; Funayama 2010;
Funayama et al. 2010; Sogabe et al. 2019). (iii) The known
choanocyte gene expression profile (e.g. piwi, Wnt signalling
genes, Sox genes, NK genes) has so far not revealed any
similarities with bilaterian gut or enterocyte cell types
(Fortunato et al. 2012; Funayama et al. 2010; Gazave et al.
2008; Leininger et al. 2014). In general, a better molecular and
developmental understanding of choanocytes, cnidarian
phagocytic cells present in the gastrodermis and bilaterian
gut phagocytes is needed to infer if these cell types share a
common ancestry or not.

Ctenophores are an enigmatic, potentially ancient
group of animals with sophisticated digestive systems

Ctenophores (‘comb jellies’) are predatory, gelatinous ani-
mals with superficial similarities to cnidarian jellyfish.
Recent molecular phylogenies consistently group
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ctenophores as unrelated to cnidarians with a branching near
the basis of the animal tree, but their definite position remains
highly debated (Fig. 1b) (Dunn et al. 2008; Ryan et al. 2013;
Simion et al. 2017; Whelan et al. 2015). They consist mainly
of two epithelia with an intermediate extracellular matrix that
harbours muscle, nerve and amoebocyte-like cells
(Hernandez-Nicaise 1991). The mouth opens into a ciliated
pharynx, abundant with gland cells, where extracellular di-
gestion takes place (Fig. 2c) (Hernandez-Nicaise 1991).

The ctenophore digestive tract forms during gastrulation.
Epibolic movement of the ectoderm leads to the
internalisation of endodermal cells (Byrum and Martindale
2004). The exocrine pharynx is of ectodermal origin, while
the phagocytic and intracellular digestive gastrovascular ca-
nal system develops from endoderm (Martindale and Henry
1999) (Hernandez-Nicaise 1991). This is very similar to the
situation in sea anemones and octocorals, where the pharyn-
geal derivatives are ectodermal and constitute the main di-
gestive exocrine tissue, while the endoderm forms the gas-
trovascular and intracellular digestive tissue (see below, (Ax
1996; Chia and Crawford 1973; Steinmetz et al. 2017;
Wilson 1883; Wilson 1884). A number of developmental
genes have been found expressed in the larval pharynx of
Mmemiopsis leidyi, for example genes belonging to the
TGFβ or Wnt signalling pathway, or a number of genes
from the Sox, Tbx or Homeobox transcription factor fami-
lies (Martindale and Henry 2015). For many of these tran-
scription factors, it is difficult to determine their direct ho-
mologues in cnidarians or bilaterians. As typical pharynx
marker genes of sea anemones (see below) are mostly absent
(or not studied yet) in ctenophores, it remains currently un-
clear if the cnidarian and ctenophore exocrine pharynx share
a common evolutionary origin.

In contrast to sea anemones, very little is known about
pharyngeal cell types in ctenophores. A granular gland cell,
proposed to have digestive functions, is abundant in the
pharynx (Hernandez-Nicaise 1991). It contains strongly aci-
dophilic vesicles with unknown content. Crude cell extracts
(thus not distinguishing between lysosomal and secreted en-
zymes) have shown typical lysosomal enzyme activities,
such as aminopeptidase, phosphatase or acidic chitinase
(Hoeger and Mommsen 1984).The genome of Mnemiopsis
contains chitinase genes, but not pancreatic lipase genes,
which appear to have evolved in the last common ancestors
of placozoans, cnidarians and bilaterians (Steinmetz et al.
2017). The pharyngeal digestive juice of Mnemiopsis is
slightly acidic (pH 5–6.3) (Bumann and Puls 1997) and
shows proteolyic activities in Pleurobrachia at acidic (ph
5.75) and neutral pH (pH 7.5) (Fankboner and Reid 1978).
The responsible proteolytic enzymes have not been identi-
fied, but inhibitor and activator studies suggest activities of
tryptic and cathepsin B-like proteases in Pleurobrachia
(Fankboner and Reid 1978). The acidophilic and cathepsin-

like nature of some enzymes implies that at least some of the
extracellular digestive enzymes of the ‘granular gland cells’
are lysosomal-like. Based on these observations, it can be
speculated that extracellular digestion in ctenophores has
evolved by co-option of ‘exocytosis’, where lyososmal en-
zymes are secreted into an acidic extracellular environment,
a process that appears widespread among mammalian cells
(Appelqvist et al. 2013). At least a subset of ctenophore
granular gland cells would thus be fundamentally different
from cnidarian zymogen and bilaterian digestive exocrine
cells, as the latter secrete enzymes active at neutral pH and
show little or no resemblance to lysosomal enzymes.

Food debris is disintegrated by pharyngeal enzymes, fur-
ther transported to the stomach and distributed through the
meridional canal system (Fig. 2c) (Bumann and Puls 1997).
Absorption of both food and ferritin particles into ciliated,
epithelial cells of the canal system suggest that both phagocy-
tosis and pinocytosis are active in these cells (Bumann and
Puls 1997; Franc 1972; Presnell et al. 2016). It was recently
re-confirmed that excretion of undigested particles in cteno-
phores occurs mainly through ‘anal pores’ opposite of the
mouth (Agassiz 1850; Bumann and Puls 1997; Chun 1880;
Main 1928; Presnell et al. 2016; Tamm 2019). The functional
similarities between the through-guts of ctenophores and
bilaterians raised speculations about their common ancestry,
but the lack of diagnostic genes for cnidarian or bilaterian
pharynx, midgut or anus (e.g. foxA, hex, nkx2.1, evx,
goosecoid) in ctenophores makes a comparison of these re-
gions on a molecular level currently difficult (Hejnol and
Martin-Duran 2015; Steinmetz et al. 2017).

Placozoans are ciliated, bi-layered discs
with a gut-like lower epithelium

This phylum is represented by Trichoplax adhaerens and a
few cryptic species, and most likely forms the phylogenetic
sister group of cnidarians and bilaterians (Fig. 1b) (Osigus
et al. 2019; Srivastava et al. 2008; Voigt et al. 2004). The
very simple body plan of Trichoplax adherens consists of a
flattened, ciliated disc with no axis of symmetry and is used
to crawl on the substrate (Fig. 2d) (Grell and Ruthmann
1991; Schierwater 2005). It consists of an upper and lower
epithelium without basal lamina, and a layer of intermediate,
interconnected fibre cells (Fig. 2d) (Grell and Ruthmann
1991; Schierwater 2005). T. adhaerens feeds by crawling
onto larger food particles (e.g. algae) and secretes digestive
enzymes from the lower epithelium into a ‘digestive bag’
(Grell and Ruthmann 1991). The proposal of a homology
between this primitive digestive cavity and the ‘archenteron’
of bilaterians and cnidarians goes back to Haeckel’s
‘gastraea’ theory, but has remained speculative ever since
(Grell and Ruthmann 1991; Syed and Schierwater 2002).
The process of nutrient uptake has been studied mainly on
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an ultrastructural level. Indirect evidence from feeding ex-
periments indicates that micropinocytosis occurs in ciliated,
non-glandular cells of the lower epithelium (Fig. 2d)
(Ruthmann et al. 1986; Ruthmann and Terwelp 1979).
Fibre cells in the middle layer contain starch granules and
show potential phagocytic activity (Fig. 2d) (Grell and
Ruthmann 1991). As so far, phagocytosis has not been ob-
served in any cells of the outer epithelia; it remains unclear
how larger particles enter the space between the upper and
lower layer. Recently, the use of electron and fluorescent
microscopy techniques has revealed novel insights into di-
gestive cells types in Trichoplax (see also Smith et al., this
issue). Notably, gland cells located at the rim, which have
traditionally been connected to secretion of digestive en-
zymes, are proposed to have neurosecretory functions with
roles in behavioural responses to food presence (Fig. 2d)
(Senatore et al. 2017). Instead, newly identified ‘lipophil’
cells are characterized by a larger number of smaller vesi-
cles, and a single large inclusion at the apical side with an
acidic and lipophilic content (Fig. 2d) (Smith et al. 2015;
Smith et al. 2014). Secretion of the large inclusion occurs
during crawling of Trichoplax over algal food particles. This
observation supports a potential role of ‘lipophilic cells’ in
exocrine secretion of digestive enzymes (Fig. 2d) (Smith
et al. 2015).

Ciliated ventral epithelial cells (‘cylinder cells’) are the
second major cell type in the lower epithelium. The vesic-
ular uptake of ferritin, the presence of coated vesicles and
a large number of microvilli suggest that nutrient uptake
occurs by receptor-mediated endocytosis in these cells
(Grell and Ruthmann 1991). Transmembrane transport of
amino acids or sugar molecules has to my knowledge so
far not been tested. As embryonic stages beyond cleavage
stages remain undescribed, the development of the diges-
tive cell types, and potential similarities with cell types
from other phyla remain enigmatic (Eitel et al. 2011;
Grell and Ruthmann 1991). A recent single cell
transcriptomic study has broadly confirmed the diversity
of cell types, but as almost no expression data on cell
type-specific genes is available to link the resulting
‘metacell’ clusters to the morphologically described cell
types, their annotation is currently poorly supported
(Sebé-Pedrós et al. 2018a). Validating the single-cell
transcriptomic dataset using in situ hybridisation will pro-
vide a much more solid view on the molecular and func-
tional diversity of the cell types in Trichoplax. It will be
exciting to study how the expression profile (e.g. of tran-
scription factors, digestive enzymes or metabolic trans-
porters) of lipophilic, gland and ventral epithelia cells
compare to bilaterian and cnidarian digestive cell types.
Their study will have a large potential to shed light on
the evolution and homology of digestive cells between
placozoans, bilaterians and cnidarians.

Cnidarians use a combination of extra-
and intracellular digestion in a sac-like gastrovascular
system

Cnidarians are the phylogenetic sister group to bilaterians and
thus occupy an important position for the purposes of
reconstructing the digestive system and cell types of the last
common ancestor of cnidarians and bilaterians. Cnidarians are
further subdivided into five large phylogenetic groups (Fig.
1b): anthozoans (sea anemones & corals; e.g. Nematostella,
Acropora), scyphozoans (‘true jellyfish’, e.g. Aurelia),
cubozoans (box jellyfish, e.g. Tripedalia), staurozoans
(‘stalked jellyfish’, e.g. Haliclystus) and hydrozoans (e.g.
Hydra, Hydractinia, Clytia). While anthozoans have only a
sessile polyp stage, all other cnidarian groups have an addi-
tional pelagic medusa (jellyfish) life-stage. Coloniality is com-
mon among anthozoan, scyphozoan and hydrozoan polyps.

All cnidarians are composed of two epithelial sheets: the
outer epidermis and inner gastrodermis with an intermediate,
jelly-like extracellular matrix (mesoglea) (Fig. 3). Polyps and
medusae possess a single body opening, which functions as
both mouth and anus. It opens into a gastrovascular cavity
(GVC), which serves as both digestive and circulatory space
(Fig. 3). The mouth opening and GVC form during gastrula-
tion, at planula larva stages, or during metamorphosis to the
polyp stage, depending on the gastrulation type (Byrum and
Martindale 2004; Tardent 1978). In anthozoans and scypho-
zoans, of which most gastrulate by invagination, the endo-
derm forms as thickened epithelium during early gastrulation
and invaginates as an epithelial sheet (Byrum and Martindale
2004; Tardent 1978). The blastopore gives directly rise to the
mouth opening (Byrum and Martindale 2004; Tardent 1978).
Endoderm was widely thought to give rise to all of the
gastrodermis throughout cnidarians, but as will be described
in a later section, this has recently been refuted in a sea anem-
one (Brusca et al. 2016; Martindale et al. 2004; Steinmetz
et al. 2017). Hydrozoans and cubozoans gastrulate predomi-
nantly by ingression or delamination of cells into the blasto-
coel until it is completely filled up. The GVC and mouth
opening, and thus the inner digestive tissues, typically form
only at planula stages or during metamorphosis into polyps
(Byrum and Martindale 2004; Tardent 1978).

Digestion in cnidarians is generally a two-step process:
first, prey is broken up in the gastrovascular cavity by diges-
tive enzymes secreted from exocrine gland cells (often termed
‘zymogen’ cells in the literature); then, food particles and
nutrients are distributed throughout the GVC, and phago- or
pinocytosed into gastrodermal cells where digestion is
finalised by lysosomal enzyme activities (Fautin and
Mariscal 1991; Lesh-Laurie and Suchy 1991; Thomas and
Edwards 1991; Van-Praët 1985). Historically, the term ‘zymo-
gen cell’ has been used for gland cells secreting extracellular
digestive enzymes in cnidarians and bilaterians, mainly based

328 Cell Tissue Res (2019) 377:321–339



on histochemical similarities with pancreatic zymogen cells
(Tiffon 1975; Van Praët 1978; Van-Praët 1985). The term
zymogen implies that secreted digestive enzymes act as pro-
enzymes, which need processing by other enzymes to function
as hydrolase. Currently, however, there is no direct biochem-
ical evidence to support this claim in any cnidarian.

In medusae, a mouth tube leads to a digestive ‘stomach’,
from which a more or less intricate system of gastrovascular
canals distributes food particles throughout the body (Arai
1997; Bouillon et al. 2006; Thomas and Edwards 1991). A
main difference between medusae of different groups is the
presence and location of specialised ‘gastric cirri/filaments’.
They are found in cubozoan and scyphozoan medusae, and in
the ‘stalked medusae’ of staurozoans (Fig. 3a–d) (Arai 1997;
Lesh-Laurie and Suchy 1991). Wherever present, gastric cirri
reach into the central stomach, but are localised at its oral side
(scyphozoans), aboral side (cubozoans) or on both sides
(staurozoans) (Fig. 3a–d). They often contain a variety of dis-
tinct zymogen cells and cnidocytes (Arai 1997; Di Camillo
et al. 2006; Heeger and Möller 1987; Miranda et al. 2013) and
are thus similar in structure and function to the cnidoglandular
tract at the tip of gastrodermal outfolds as described below for
anthozoan polyps (Van-Praët 1985) (see below).

In situ hybridisation studies found trypsin, chitinase and
pancreatic lipase genes expressed in zymogen-like cells along
gastric cirri of young Aurelia aurita (Scyphozoa) medusae
(Steinmetz et al. 2017). A recent transcriptomic analysis of
the cirri in the cubozoan Alatina has revealed an over-
representation of toxin-like genes (e.g. conotoxin-like genes)
and digestive enzymes (chymotrypsin-like genes), suggesting
a dual role of this tissue in extracellular digestion and venom
release (Lewis Ames et al. 2016). Other body regions of
cubomedusae also participate in extracellular digestion.
Extracellular proteases are also secreted from the stomach
wall, but the underlying cell types are currently unknown
(Fig. 3b) (Larson 1976). In hydrozoan (which lack cirri) and
scyphozoan medusae, zymogen cells are also found in high
concentrations along the gastrodermis of the oral tube and
mouth arms (Fig. 3a, c) (Arai 1997; Bouillon et al. 2006;
Steinmetz et al. 2017).

Phagocytosis of food particles and intracellular digestion
has been described throughout the gastrovascular cavities of
scyphomedusae and hydromedusae (Fig. 3a, c) (Arai 1997;
Bouillon et al. 2006; Hyman 1940). An increased phagocytic
activity is seen in gastrodermal epitheliomuscular cells of the
mouth tube and somatic gonad regions of both Aurelia and
Clytia, and in tentacle bulbs of Clytia (Amiel et al. 2010;
Bouillon et al. 2006). Knowledge of phago- or pinocytic cells
in cubomedusae and stauromedusae is currently lacking.

Polyps of different cnidarian groups differ in the degree of
compartmentalisation and specialisation of the gastrodermis.
Hydrozoan and cubozoan polyps both lack any inner subdivi-
sion. Hydrozoans include the relatively well-studied research
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model speciesHydra,Hydractinia, Podocoryne and Clytia. In
most hydrozoan polyps, zymogen cells are predominantly
found in the gastrodermis of the mouth region (hypostome)
(Fig. 3c). Phagocytic and intracellular digestive activities are
in contrast predominantly found in epitheliomuscular cells of
the median body column (Fig. 3c) (Bouillon et al. 2006). In
colonial hydrozoans, the gastrodermis of stolons, the basal
connections between individual polyps, further distributes
and phagocytoses food particles (Bouillon et al. 2006). The
cnidarian research model Hydra lacks a medusa stage and
coloniality, and has an atypical distribution of ‘digestive’ cell
types: zymogen cells are intermingled among phagocytic cells
in the gastrodermis of the mid-gastric region, but not the hy-
postome, where instead mucous cells are enriched (Haynes
andDavis 1969; Rose and Burnett 1968). Notably, cell lineage
studies in Hydra suggest that midbody zymogen cells trans-
differentiate into oral mucous cells (Siebert et al. 2008).

Cubopolyps are relatively poorly studied, except for
Tripedalia cystophora. Similar to most hydrozoans, potential
zymogen cells in Tripedalia are found predominantly in the
oral gastrodermis (‘oral cone’) (Fig. 3b). Phagocytic cells are
found more abundantly in aboral regions, where they make up
to 80% of all cells (Fig. 3b) (Chapman 1978; Lesh-Laurie and
Suchy 1991).

Anthozoan and scyphozoan polyps, in contrast to
hydro- and cubopolyps, show a variable number of
gastrodermal folds (termed ‘septa’ or ‘mesenteries’) that
subdivide the GVC into inter-connected compartments
(Fig. 3e). Scyphozoan polyps (‘scyphistoma’) possess
four, tetrameric septa reaching into the GVC (Lesh-
Laurie and Suchy 1991), while anthozoan septa (or mes-
enteries) are organised as pairs along a bilateral-
symmetrical ‘directive’ axis (Berking 2007). All septa
are characterised by a higher concentration of zymogen
cells at their distal tip (Fig. 3a, e).

Only little is known on the distribution and function of
digestive cell types in scyphistoma. Zymogen cells, po-
tentially secreting chitinases or proteases, are concentrated
in the ‘scypopharynx’ and septae of Aurelia polyps, but
their presence elsewhere in the gastroderm remains un-
clear (Fig. 3a) (Arai 1997; Chia et al. 1984; Heeger and
Möller 1987; Hyman 1940). In Aurelia, a contact between
prey and septa appears essential for digestion to occur,
suggesting that digestive enzymes are not freely diffusing
within the GVC (Bumann and Kuzirian 1996). Studies in
a number of scyphopolyps revealed that phagocytic or
pinocytic activities are found throughout the gastrodermis,
including the septa and pharynx (Arai 1997; Blanquet and
Wetzel 1975; Chia et al. 1984; Fitt and Trench 1983;
Heeger and Möller 1987). Notably, several studies have
supported a major ectodermal contribution to the
gastrodermis of the Aurelia scyphistoma (Gold et al.
2016; Mayorova et al. 2012; Yuan et al. 2008).

Origin and cell type diversity of anthozoan digestive
tissues

Digestive processes have been relatively well studied in an-
thozoans, where the main digestive tissues are localised in the
pharynx and the mesentery, an outfold of the inner
gastrodermis (Fig. 3e). The mesenterial structure is best de-
scribed for sea anemones, where it is subdivided into a basal
muscular, a distal septal filament region and a median part
that, at variable positions along the oral-aboral axis, harbours
the gonad (Figs. 3e and 4a, b) (Fautin and Mariscal 1991;
Shick 1991; Van-Praët 1985). Gametes develop within the
extracellular matrix (‘mesoglea’) in-between the two epithelial
sheets of the mesentery. The adult distal septal filament of sea
anemones has either a ‘unilobed’ or ‘trilobed’ shape (Fig.
4a, b). Their distribution is variable among anthozoan groups,
and in sea anemones, both types typically co-occur in one
animal (Daly et al. 2003).

The unilobed and tip of the trilobed septal filaments have
essential roles in extracellular digestion (Fautin and Mariscal
1991). Their cell type composition is very similar to the phar-
ynx, containing cnidocytes and zymogen cells (Fautin and
Mariscal 1991). This part of the mesentery is therefore termed
‘cnidoglandular tract’ (Fig. 4a, b). Physiological studies show
that these tissues produce chitinase- and trypsin-like enzymes
(Nicol 1959; Van-Praët 1985). It has been observed that diges-
tive enzyme activities are low in the GVC, and that mesenter-
ies need to ‘wrap’ the prey for efficient digestion (Nicol 1959).
This led to the proposal that, as in the scyphistoma, extracel-
lular digestion is contact-dependent. This suggests two possi-
bilities for the localisation of digestive enzymes: either they
are secreted and concentrated within the mucus layer (similar
to the bilaterian ‘brush border’ enzymes), or they are tethered
to the membrane. Domain structure analysis of digestive en-
zymes in Nematostella suggests that both possibilities may
occur in sea anemones: chitinases, lipases and a subset of
trypsin-domain proteins are mostly single domain proteins
without transmembrane domains; some trypsin domains co-
occur together with extracellular protein-protein interaction
MAM domains, which can bind to MAM domain-
containing membrane receptors (Beckmann and Bork 1993;
Steinmetz et al. 2017). Cells of the cnidoglandular tract are not
phagocytic, but have high amino acid uptake capacities (Van
Praët 1980; Van-Praët 1985). It is currently unclear if zymo-
gen cells are functionally similar to vertebrate/insect
enterocytes. While their secretory function is obvious, further
research needs to clarify if zymogen cells are also capable of
amino acid uptake, and if this amino acid uptake process is
based on a transmembrane transport system similar to
enterocytes. It is also completely unclear if septal filament
cells can potentially export amino acids via basolateral trans-
porters into the mesoglea, from where they could reach other
body parts.
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Tissues responsible for extra- and intracellular digestion
appear strictly separated in sea anemones (Fig. 4a–d).
Phagocytosis can occur throughout the gastrodermis, with

the exception of the cnidoglandular tract and the ‘ciliated tract’
of the trilobed septal filament (Fig. 4a–d). Certain regions,
however, appear to show increased phagocytic uptake of
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larger food particles (Fig. 4a) (Van-Praët 1985). The ‘interme-
diate tract’, linking the cnidoglandular and ciliated tracts, ex-
hibits high phagocytic activity. It consists of mono-ciliated
cells with microvilli (Fig. 4a) (Van-Praët 1985). A water cur-
rent generated by the neighbouring ciliated tract supposedly
traps particles in the groove of the intermediate tract, where
they are phagocytosed. In sea anemones with symbionts, zo-
oxanthellae are abundant in the intermediate tract as well as
the tentacular and oral disc gastrodermis (Van-Praët 1985).
Also, the region between the median gonad region and ciliated
tract, the ‘reticulated tract’, shows increased phagocytic and
pinocytic activities (Fig. 4a) (Van-Praët 1985). It is currently
unclear if the somatic gonad epithelium surrounding the de-
veloping gametes has any specific role in phago- or pinocyto-
sis. Feeding of radio-labelled amino acids has revealed that a
specialised cell population within the somatic gonad, the
‘trophonema’, might play a role in translocating nutrients from
the GVC into the oocyte (Eckelbarger et al. 2008; Larkman
and Carter 1982). This assumption is yet to be studied on a
molecular level. In non-gonadal parts of the mesentery, the
median region of mesenteries ('trophic tract') shows high
phagocytic activities (Fig. 4b) (Van-Praët 1985). The concen-
tration of phagocytosis or amino acid uptake to some parts of
the animal raises the question if under fasting conditions nu-
trients are transported from these regions to more remote parts
of the sea anemone body via the GVC or possibly even the
mesoglea.

In order to understand how exocrine and phagocytic cells
of sea anemones compare to the bilaterian gut cell types, it is
necessary to combine the available ultrastructural and physi-
ological data with molecular and developmental data. So far,
digestive tissues of anthozoans have only been studied thor-
oughly on these levels in juveniles of the sea anemone
Nematostella vectensis. In contrast to adults, mesenteries of
juvenile Nematostella are almost entirely consisting of the
unilobed type. It therefore remains speculative if they mostly
resemble the non-gonadal parts of the adult mesentery. Double
in situ hybridisation studies and single-cell transcriptomic
analyses have identified a high diversity of exocrine cells in
the pharynx and cnidoglandular tract, including three distinct
trypsin-, two different pancreatic lipase- and one chitinase-
expressing zymogen cells (Sebé-Pedrós et al. 2018b;
Steinmetz et al. 2017). Their discovery supports previous
physiological studies and reveals a higher diversity of zymo-
gen cells than previously defined by ultrastructural studies
(Frank and Bleakney 1976; Shick 1991; Van-Praët 1985). In
Nematostella, the expression of genes encoding for secreted
digestive enzymes, and thus reflecting the location of potential
zymogen cells, is strictly restricted to the pharynx and
cnidoglandular tract. These tissues also harbour insulinergic
gland cells among others cell types yet to be characterised
(Sebé-Pedrós et al. 2018b; Steinmetz et al. 2017). In both
Nematostella and Aurelia (see above), the combination of

exocrine and insulinergic cells is confined to tissues express-
ing the foxA transcription factor, which is a conserved marker
of bilaterian endoderm, midgut or vertebrate foregut (Sebé-
Pedrós et al. 2018b; Steinmetz et al. 2017). This combination
of exocrine and insulinergic cells within a foxA+ tissue is thus
reminiscent of the bilaterian midgut, and especially the verte-
brate pancreas. Previous studies, based on histochemical and
physiological methods, came to a very similar conclusion
(Tiffon 1975; Van Praët 1978; Van-Praët 1985).

Exocrine pharynx and cnidoglandular tracts develop
from ectoderm

A cell lineage analysis in Nematostella has revealed that the
juvenile cnidoglandular tract—despite its ‘gastrodermal’
location—develops from cells originating in the larval pha-
ryngeal ectoderm, and not the endoderm (Fig. 4c)
(Steinmetz et al. 2017). A common developmental origin of
pharynx and cnidoglandular tract is also reflected by the
shared composition of exocrine, insulinergic and cnidocyte
cells. While an ectodermal origin of the pharynx of sea anem-
ones and soft corals (Octocorallia) has been widely accepted,
studies from the nineteenth and early twentieth century had
also already speculated about an ectodermal origin of the
cnidoglandular tract in soft corals (Octocorallia) (Ax 1996;
Chia and Crawford 1973; Matthews 1916; Tardent 1978;
Wilson 1883; Wilson 1884). Together, these data suggest that
their ectodermal origin is ancestral to anthozoans (Wilson
1884). Notably, a major part of the gastrodermis of the scy-
phozoan polyp and the exocrine pharynx of ctenophores are
also derived from ectoderm, which makes it possible that an
ectodermal origin of exocrine tissue even dates back prior to
the last common ancestor of cnidarians and bilaterians (Gold
et al. 2016; Mayorova et al. 2012; Yuan et al. 2008).

All remaining gastrodermal tissues of Nematostella juve-
niles develop from the endodermal germ layer (Fig. 4c)
(Steinmetz et al. 2017). This includes the median mesenterial
region, which was previously named ‘somatic gonad’, and
which has been shown to store glucose and lipids in juvenile
Nematostella (Steinmetz et al. 2017). Its strong pinkish colour
in fed juveniles (from Artemia brine shrimps) implies that this
region has a generally increased phagocytic activity of food
particles. As juveniles have no obvious gonad, and as it is not
clear if this median region will contribute to the adult gonad
epithelium, I propose to re-name this juvenile region ‘trophic
tract’ (Fig. 4c).

Paradoxically, as described above, the cell composition
(zymogen and insulinergic) and physiological functions (di-
gestive enzyme secretion and amino acid uptake) of
Nematostella ectoderm derivatives is similar to the
endodermally derived bilaterian midgut (and especially the
vertebrate pancreas). These similarities are further corroborat-
ed on a molecular level: Nematostella orthologs of genes with
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conserved expression in bilaterian midgut tissues (foxA, hex)
and vertebrate pancreas development (nkx2.2, tbx2/3, islet,
nkx6, hlxb9, soxB1) consistently co-localise to the larval pha-
ryngeal ectoderm ofNematostella (Steinmetz et al. 2017). The
juvenile trophic tract does not show co-localisation of any of
these genes. Instead, this phagocytic tissue co-expresses
Nematostella orthologs of foxC, six4/5 and nkx3/bagpipe tran-
scription factors, whose bilaterian counter-parts are consis-
tently co-localised to bilaterian visceral mesoderm (Sebé-
Pedrós et al. 2018b; Steinmetz et al. 2017). A large number
of other Nematostella transcription factors, whose bilaterian
orthologs have important roles in mesoderm specification or
development (e.g. tbx genes, hand, twist, mox), have almost
exclusively been found expressed in different endodermally
derived parts of the Nematostella gastrodermis (e.g. cardiac
muscle-like parietal and circular muscles)(Martindale et al.
2004; Ryan et al. 2007; Steinmetz et al. 2017). Transcription
factor profiles have thus further confirmed the similarities be-
tween bilaterian endodermal midgut (and vertebrate pancreas)
and the pharyngeal ectoderm of Nematostella. Sea anemone
endoderm, in contrast, shows strong similarities to bilaterian
mesoderm but not endoderm. Due to the lack of cell lineage
and transcription factor expression data from adult
Nematostella, the developmental origin of adult-specific tis-
sues, such as gonads or parts of the trilobed mesenterial fila-
ment, is currently unclear.

A new scenario of germ layer evolution and its
consequences for the evolution of digestive systems

The finding that pharyngeal ectoderm, and not endoderm of
sea anemones, is most similar to bilaterian endoderm has im-
portant consequences for our understanding of bilaterian germ
layer and body plan evolution, including the evolution of di-
gestive systems. It refutes the idea at the core of Haeckel’s
gastraea theory (Fig. 5a, ‘traditional concept’) that bilaterian
and cnidarian endoderm germ layer derivatives have similar
function or share a common origin (Haeckel 1873). Instead, it
strongly supports an alternative model (Fig. 5a, ‘new con-
cept’) of germ layer homologies between sea anemones (and
thus cnidarians) and bilaterians, where:

& The pharyngeal ectoderm, developing near the blastopore
margin, is homologous to bilaterian endoderm

& The sea anemone endoderm is not homologous to both
bilaterian endoderm and mesoderm, as previously sug-
gested (Byrum and Martindale 2004; Martindale et al.
2004).

& The sea anemone endoderm is only homologous to
bilaterian mesoderm.
This model supports the notion that all three bilaterian

germ layers were topologically separate in the last common
ancestor of cnidarians and bilaterians (Fig. 5b). Bilaterian

mesoderm would thus not be an evolutionary novel tissue
but correspond to the cnidarian-type endoderm of the last
common ancestor. The bilaterian novelty would only have
consisted in the changing location to an intermediate position
between ectoderm and endoderm, as typical for bilaterians.
How can we imagine that this transition has occurred?
Based on a scenario by E.B. Wilson, I present here a simple
and plausible evolutionary transition to explain the formation
of both the bilaterian gut as well as the intermediate mesoderm
from a sea anemone-like ancestral situation (Fig. 5b) (Wilson
1884). I propose that the crucial change during early bilaterian
evolution was the fusion of the distal-most part of the tube-like
pharyngeal ectoderm, which opens into the GVC in sea anem-
ones. This would have resulted in the formation of an exo-
crine, blind-ended digestive sac corresponding to a primitive
bilaterian gut (Fig. 5b). Notably, such a blind-ended epithelial
gut is proposed to be ancestral for xenacoelomporphs, which
form the sister group to all remaining bilaterians (Hejnol and
Pang 2016). As an immediate consequence, the ancestral en-
doderm would become positioned in-between the developing
gut (the ‘new’ bilaterian endoderm) and the outer ectoderm
and would thus lie in the typical position of the bilaterian
mesoderm (Fig. 5b).

This scenario makes a number of testable predictions:

& The gastrula fate map of sea anemones is ancestral for
cnidarians. Exocrine tissue should thus be expected to
originate from oral ectoderm in other cnidarian groups,
especially the ones gastrulating by invagination (e.g.
scypohozoans) (Byrum and Martindale 2004). More fate
maps from gastrulae of different cnidarian groups should
allow testing this hypothesis.

& One of the ancestral functions of the mesoderm was
phagocytosis. As a consequence of the mesoderm
adopting its intermediate location, and losing contact with
the external environment, its phagocytic functions became
largely dispensable. Interestingly, phagocytic immune
cells residing in the blood system of coelomic cavities,
such as vertebrate macrophages (Herbomel et al. 1999),
sea urchin (Smith et al. 2006) or annelid (Vetvicka and
Sima 2009) coelomocytes or Drosophila hemocytes
(Holz et al. 2003; Tepass et al. 1994) are all developing
from mesoderm. They might thus represent evolutionary
relicts of the phagocytic function of ancestral cnidarian-
type endoderm derivatives. Notably, secondary mesen-
chyme cells of sea urchins show phagocytic activity from
mid-gastrula stage onwards (Silva 2000). Also, nutrient-
storing trophic cells, such as annelids eleocytes (Vetvicka
and Sima 2009) or the insect fat body cells (Moore et al.
1998; Riechmann et al. 1998) develop from mesoderm in
bilaterians and might reflect an ancestral function of me-
soderm in nutrient storage similar to the ‘trophic region’ of
sea anemones. A better molecular characterisation and
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expression profile comparison between cnidarian and
bilaterian phagocytic cells (including gut phagocytes) will
help resolving their evolutionary relationship (see also
Hartenstein et al. in this issue).

& Bilaterian coelomic pouches and cnidarian gastrovascular
pouches, subdivided by mesenteries, are directly homol-
ogous, as previously proposed by the so-called
enterocoely concept (Arendt 2004; Remane 1950;
Sedgwick 1884; Tautz 2004). This prediction would re-
quire endodermal subdivisions into pouch-like segments
being ancestral for cnidarians and bilaterians. A recent
study suggests that the ancestral function of Hox genes
in the common ancestor of cnidarians and bilaterians
might have been to position the boundaries of such sub-
divisions (He et al. 2018).

The further evolutionary transition from a blind gut with
one opening to the typical through-gut of bilaterians with a
mouth and anus has been a subject of intense debate, and out
of the scope of this review (Hejnol and Martindale 2009;
Nielsen et al. 2018).

Early animal ‘digestive cavities’ probably had
functions in phagocytosis, but not extracellular
digestion

The gastrodermis of sea anemones, scyphozoans and cteno-
phores is derived from endoderm, and secondarily internalised
pharyngeal ectoderm. As it would make most sense to secrete
digestive enzymes into a digestive cavity, it sounds counter-
intuitive that exocrine cells are specified within the outer ecto-
derm in these animals. In ‘design terms’, a direct specification
and differentiation of exocrine cells in the inner endodermal
germ layer would have been much more straightforward. The
peculiar development of cnidarian-type endoderm and exocrine
cells might therefore reflect their evolutionary history, and it can
be speculated that:

& The primary role for the evolution of cnidarian-type endo-
derm was phagocytosis, and not the secretion of digestive
enzymes. It supports the notion that digestive cavities
were primarily sites for endo- and not extracellular diges-
tion, similar to the choanocyte chambers in sponges.

Fig. 5 Schematic representations of germ layer homologies between
cnidarians and bilaterians (a) and a hypothetical evolutionary scenario
of the transition between two-layered (diplobastic) and three-layered

(triploblastic) animals (b). Regions within dashed boxes in (b) are mag-
nified below. coel.: coelomic cavity; gvc: gastrovascular cavity
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& Due to the consistent development of cnidarian-type en-
doderm into epitheliomuscular cells and gonad tissue, the
primary reason(s) for its evolution were:

– The protection of the germline
– Enhancement of contractile and motile functionalities
– Formation of the primary, apical-blastoporal body axis

with a functional specialisation of the substrate-facing
side in phagocytosis. This would resemble the situation
also in Trichoplax, where the ventral epithelial cells play a
major role in pinocytosis (see above)

& Extracellular digestion has evolved after the appearance
of the phagocytic cavity. The specification of exocrine
cells within the ectoderm near the blastopore margin
suggests an ancestral digestive or protective (defence
against pathogens) function of this region, as partly pro-
posed previously in the ‘mucociliary sole’ concept
(Arendt et al. 2015).

Conclusion

Altogether, recent data is in line with Haeckel’s assumption
that the sea anemone endoderm reflects an ancient absorp-
tive cavity. Future studies will potentially resolve if the cell
types deriving from cnidarian endoderm derivatives are sim-
ilar in their gene expression profiles and functional capaci-
ties to the cell types found in the ctenophore gastrovascular
system, the endocytic lower epithelium of placozoans, or the
phagocytic choanocytes or archaeocytes. The core of the
gastraea theory, consisting of the idea that the bilaterian
gut evolved from the endoderm of a cnidarian-like ancestor,
is however not supported by recent data. I have put forward
an alternative theory of germ layer and gut homology be-
tween cnidarians and bilaterians that can be put to the test in
future studies.

Acknowledgements The author thanks his group, three anonymous re-
viewers, Prof. V. Hartenstein and Dr. Johanna Kraus for critical reading
and suggestions that helped in improving the manuscript.

Funding information This work was supported by Sars Centre core
funding, and a grant of the Austrian Science Fund FWF to P.R.H.S.
(P26538).

Compliance with ethical statements

This article does not contain any studies with human participants or an-
imals performed by any of the authors.

Conflict of interest The author declares that there is no conflict of
interest.

Open Access This article is distributed under the terms of the Creative
Commons At t r ibut ion 4 .0 In te rna t ional License (h t tp : / /
creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/), which permits unrestricted use,
distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided you give appro-
priate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the
Creative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made.

References

Adams EDM, Goss GG, Leys SP (2010) Freshwater sponges have func-
tional, sealing epithelia with high transepithelial resitance and neg-
ative transepithelial potential. PLoS One 5:e15040

Agassiz L (1850) Contributions to the natural history of the Acalephæ of
North America. Part II: on the Beroid Medusæ of the shores of
Massachusetts, in their perfect state of development. Mem Am
Acad Arts Sci 4:313–374

Alberts B, Johnson A, Lewis J, Morgan D, Raff M, Roberts K, Walter P
(2016)Molecular biology of the cell, 6th edn. Garland Science, New
York

Amiel A, Chang P, Momose T, Houliston E (2010)Clytia hemisphaerica:
a cnidarian model for studying oogenesis. In: Verlhac M-H,
Villeneuve A (eds) Oogenesis: the universal process. Wiley, pp
82–101

Antoniazzi MM, Silveira M (1996) Studies on Stenostomum grande
child, 1902 (Platyhelminthes, Catenulida): fine structure of the di-
gestive tract and the endocytotic activity of the gastrodermis. Acta
Zool 77:25–32

Apidianakis Y, Rahme LG (2011) Drosophila melanogaster as a model
for human intestinal infection and pathology. Dis Model Mech 4:
21–30

Appelqvist H, Waster P, Kagedal K, Ollinger K (2013) The lysosome:
from waste bag to potential therapeutic target. J Mol Cell Biol 5:
214–226

Arai MN (1997) A functional biology of Scyphozoa. Chapman & Hall,
London

Arendt D (2004) Comparative aspects of gastrulation. In: Stern C (ed)
Gastrulation. Cold Spring Harbor Laboratory Press, Cold Spring
Harbor

Arendt D, Benito-Gutierrez E, Brunet T, Marlow H (2015) Gastric
pouches and the mucociliary sole: setting the stage for nervous sys-
tem evolution. Philos Trans R Soc Lond Ser B Biol Sci 370

Arnaud J, Brunet M, Casanova JP, Mazza J, Pasqualini V (1996)
Morphology and ultrastructure of the gut in Spadella cephaloptera
(Chaetognatha). J Morphol 228:27–44

Ax P (1996) Multicellular animals: a new approach to the phylogenetic
order in nature. Springer-Verlag, Berlin

Bayne CJ (1990) Phagocytosis and non-self recognition in invertebrates.
Bioscience 40:723–731

Beckmann G, Bork P (1993) An adhesive domain detected in function-
ally diverse receptors. Trends Biochem Sci 18:40–41

Belahbib H, Renard E, Santini S, Jourda C, Claverie J-M, Borchiellini C,
Le Bivic A (2018) New genomic data and analyses challenge the
traditional vision of animal epithelium evolution. BMC Genomics
19:393

Berking S (2007) Generation of bilateral symmetry in Anthozoa: a model.
J Theor Biol 246:477–490

Biserova NM, Mustafina AR (2015) Comparative midgut ultrastructure
in three species of Tardigrada. Arthropoda Selecta 24:373–385

Biuw LW, Hulting G (1971) Fine-grained secretory cells in the intestine
of the lancelet, Branchiostoma (amphioxus) laneceolatum studied
by light microscopy. Z Zellforsch Mikrosk Anat 120:546–554

Cell Tissue Res (2019) 377:321–339 335



Blanquet RS, Wetzel B (1975) Surface ultrastructure of Scyphopolyp,
Chrysaora-Quinquecirrha. Biol Bull 148:181–192

Borisenko IE, Adamska M, Tokina DB, Ereskovsky AV (2015)
Transdifferentiation is a driving force of regeneration in Halisarca
dujardini (Demospongiae, Porifera). PeerJ 3:e1211

Boucaud-Camou E, Yim M (1980) Fine structure and function of the
digestive cell of Sepia officinalis (Mollusca: Cephalopoda). J Zool
191:89–105

Bouillon J, Gravili C, Pagès F, Gili J-M, Boero F (2006) An introduction
to hydrozoa. Publications Scientifiques du Muséum, Paris

Bowen I, Ryder T, Thompson J (1974) The fine structure of the
planarianPolycelis tenuis Iijima. Protoplasma 79:1–17

Bridges TS, Woodwick KH (1994) Comparative morphology and func-
tion of hepatic ceca in four enteropneusts. Acta Zool 75:371–378

Brunet T, King N (2017) The origin of animal multicellularity and cell
differentiation. Dev Cell 43:124–140

Brusca R, Moore W, Shuster S (2016) Invertebrates. Sinauer Associates,
Inc., Sunderland

Bumann D, Kuzirian A (1996) Direct observation of contact digestion in
inside-out-oriented Aurelia aurita polyps. Biol Bull 191:302

Bumann D, Puls G (1997) The ctenophore Mnemiopsis leidyi has a flow-
through system for digestion with three consecutive phases of extra-
cellular digestion. Physiol Zool 70:1–6

Byrum CA, Martindale MQ (2004) Gastrulation in the Cnidaria and
Ctenophora. In: Stern CD (ed) Gastrulation: from cells to embryo.
Cold Spring Harbor Laboratory Press, Cold Spring Harbor, pp 33–
50

Cavalier-Smith T (2017) Origin of animal multicellularity: precursors,
causes, consequences-the choanoflagellate/sponge transition,
neurogenesis and the Cambrian explosion. Philos Trans R Soc
Lond Ser B Biol Sci 372

Ceccaldi H (1989) Anatomy and physiology of digestive tract of crusta-
ceans decapods reared in aquaculture. Adv Trop Aquac 9:243–259

Chapman D (1978) Microanatomy of the cubopolyp, Tripedalia
cystophora (class Cubozoa). Helgolaender wissenschaftliche
meeresuntersuchungen 31:128

Chia F, Crawford B (1973) Some observations on gametogenesis, larval
development and substratum selection of the sea pen Ptilosarcus
guerneyi. Mar Biol 23:73–82

Chia FS, Amerongen HM, Peteya DJ (1984) Ultrastructure of the neuro-
muscular system of the polyp of Aurelia-Aurita L, 1758 (Cnidaria,
Scyphozoa). J Morphol 180:69–79

Chun C (1880) Die Ctenophoren des Golfes von Neapel und der
angrenzenden Meeresabschnitte. W. Engelmann

Cima F, Brena C, Burighel P (2002) Multifarious activities of gut epithe-
lium in an appendicularian (Oikopleuradioica: Tunicata). Mar Biol
141:479–490

Clokey GV, Jacobson LA (1986) The autofluorescent “lipofuscin gran-
ules” in the intestinal cells of Caenorhabditis elegans are secondary
lysosomes. Mech Ageing Dev 35:79–94

Daly M, Fautin DG, Cappola VA (2003) Systematics of the Hexacorallia
(Cnidaria : Anthozoa). Zool J Linn Soc-Lond 139:419–437

Dayel MJ, King N (2014) Prey capture and phagocytosis in the
choanoflagellate Salpingoeca rosetta. PLoS One 9:e95577

De Goeij J, De Kluijver A, Van Duyl F, Vacelet J, Wijffels R, De Goeij A,
Cleutjens J, Schutte B (2009) Cell kinetics of the marine sponge
Halisarca caerulea reveal rapid cell turnover and shedding. J Exp
Biol 212:3892–3900

Dewel RA, NelsonDR, DewelWC (1993) Tardigrada.Microscopic anat-
omy of invertebrates 12:143–183

Di Camillo C, Bo M, Puce S, Tazioli S, Bavestrello G (2006) The
cnidome of Carybdea marsupialis (Cnidaria: Cubomedusae) from
the Adriatic Sea. J Mar Biol Assoc U K 86:705–709

Dunn CW, Hejnol A,Matus DQ, Pang K, BrowneWE, Smith SA, Seaver
E, Rouse GW, Obst M, Edgecombe GD, Sorensen MV, Haddock
SH, Schmidt-Rhaesa A, Okusu A, Kristensen RM, Wheeler WC,

Martindale MQ, Giribet G (2008) Broad phylogenomic sampling
improves resolution of the animal tree of life. Nature 452:745–749

Dutta D, Dobson AJ, Houtz PL, Glasser C, Revah J, Korzelius J, Patel
PH, Edgar BA, Buchon N (2015) Regional cell-specific tran-
scriptome mapping reveals regulatory complexity in the adult
Drosophila midgut. Cell Rep 12:346–358

Eckelbarger KJ, Hand C, Uhlinger KR (2008) Ultrastructural features of
the trophonema and oogenesis in the starlet sea anemone,
Nematostella vectensis (Edwardsiidae). Invertebr Biol 127:381–395

Eitel M, Guidi L, Hadrys H, Balsamo M, Schierwater B (2011) New
insights into placozoan sexual reproduction and development.
PLoS One 6:e19639

Ereskovsky AV (2010) The comparative embryology of sponges.
Springer Science & Business Media

Fahey B, Degnan BM (2010) Origin of animal epithelia: insights from the
sponge genome. Evol Dev 12:601–617

FahrenbachW, Arango CP (2007)Microscopic anatomy of Pycnogonida:
II. Digestive system III Excretory system. J Morphol 268:917–935

Fankboner PV (2003) Digestive system of invertebrates. e LS
Fankboner P, Reid R (1978) Protein digestion in the sea

gooseberryPleurobranchia bachei A. Agassiz (Ctenophora:
Tentaculata). Experientia 34:728–729

Fautin DG, Mariscal RN (1991) Cnidaria: anthozoa. In: Harrison FW,
Westfall JA (eds) Microscopic anatomy of invertebrates, Placozoa,
Porifera, Cnidaria and Ctenophora, vol 2. Wiley-Liss New York,
New York, pp 267–358

Filimonova SA (2008) The fine structure of the midgut in the mite
Anystis baccarum (L.)(Acari, Actinedida: Anystidae). Arthropod
Struct Dev 37:299–309

Fitt WK, Trench RK (1983) Endocytosis of the symbiotic dinoflagellate
Symbiodinium microadriaticum Freudenthal by endodermal cells of
the scyphistomae of Cassiopeia xamachana and resistance of the
algae to host digestion. J Cell Sci 64:195–212

Fortunato S, Adamski M, Bergum B, Guder C, Jordal S, Leininger S,
Zwafink C, Rapp HT, AdamskaM (2012) Genome-wide analysis of
the sox family in the calcareous sponge Sycon ciliatum: multiple
genes with unique expression patterns. EvoDevo 3:14

Franc J-M (1972) Activités des rosettes ciliées et leurs supports
ultrastructuraux chez les Cténaires. Z Zellforsch Mik Ana 130:
527–544

Frank P, Bleakney JS (1976) Histology and sexual reproduction of the
anemone Nematostella vectensis Stephenson 1935. J Nat Hist 10:
441–449

Frost TM (1976) Sponge feeding: a review with a discussion of some
continuing research. Aspects of sponge biology. Elsevier, pp 283-
298

Funayama N (2010) The stem cell system in demosponges: insights into
the origin of somatic stem cells. Develop Growth Differ 52:1–14

Funayama N (2013) The stem cell system in demosponges: suggested
involvement of two types of cells: archeocytes (active stem cells)
and choanocytes (food-entrapping flagellated cells). Dev Genes
Evol 223:23–38

Funayama N, Nakatsukasa M, Mohri K, Masuda Y, Agata K (2010) Piwi
expression in archeocytes and choanocytes in demosponges: in-
sights into the stem cell system in demosponges. Evol Dev 12:
275–287

Gaino E, Burlando B, Zunino L, Pansini M, Buffa P (1984) Origin of
male gametes from choanocytes in Spongia officinalis (Porifera,
Demospongiae). Int J Invertebr Reprod Dev 7:83–93

Gazave E, Lapébie P, Renard E, Bézac C, Boury-Esnault N, Vacelet J,
Pérez T,ManuelM,Borchiellini C (2008) NK homeobox genes with
choanocyte-specific expression in homoscleromorph sponges. Dev
Genes Evol 218:479

Gilbert S, Barresi M (2016) Developmental biology. Sinauer Associates,
Sunderland

336 Cell Tissue Res (2019) 377:321–339



Gold DA, Nakanishi N, Hensley NM, Hartenstein V, Jacobs DK (2016)
Cell tracking supports secondary gastrulation in the moon jellyfish
Aurelia. Dev Genes Evol 226:383–387

Gonobobleva E, Maldonado M (2009) Choanocyte ultrastructure in
Halisarca dujardini (Demospongiae, Halisarcida). J Morphol 270:
615–627

Grell KG, Ruthmann A (1991) Placozoa. In: Harrison FW, Westfall JA
(eds) Microscopic anatomy of invertebrates, Placozoa, Porifera, vol
2. Cnidaria and Ctenophora. Wiley-Liss, New York, pp 13–27

Haeckel E (1873) Die Gastraea-Theorie, die phylogenetische
Classification des Thierreiches und die Homologie der
Keimblätter. Jena Z Naturwiss 8:1–55

Harrison FW, de Vos L (1991) Porifera. In: Harrison FW, Westfall JA
(eds) Microscopic Anatomy of Invertebrates., vol 2: Placozoa,
Porifera, Cnidaria and Ctenophora. Wiley-Liss, New York, pp 29–
89

Haynes JF, Davis LE (1969) The ultrastructure of the zymogen cells in
Hydra viridis. Z Zellforsch Mikrosk Anat 100:316–324

He SN, del Viso F, Chen CY, Ikmi A, Kroesen AE,GibsonMC (2018)An
axial Hox code controls tissue segmentation and body patterning in
Nematostella vectensis. Science 361:1377–1380

Heatley NG (1936) The digestive enzymes of the Onychophora
(Peripatopsis spp.). J Exp Biol 13:329–343

Heeger T, Möller H (1987) Ultrastructural observations on prey capture
and digestion in the scyphomedusa Aurelia aurita. Mar Biol 96:391–
400

Hejnol A, Martindale MQ (2009) The mouth, the anus, and the
blastopore—open questions about questionable openings. In:
Telford MJ, Littlewood DT (eds) Animal Evolution: Genomes,
Fossils, and Trees, pp 33–40

Hejnol A, Martin-Duran JM (2015) Getting to the bottom of anal evolu-
tion. Zool Anz 256:61–74

Hejnol A, Pang K (2016) Xenacoelomorpha’s significance for under-
standing bilaterian evolution. Curr Opin Genet Dev 39:48–54

Herbomel P, Thisse B, Thisse C (1999) Ontogeny and behaviour of early
macrophages in the zebrafish embryo. Development 126:3735–
3745

Hernandez-Nicaise ML (1991) Ctenophora. In: Harrisson FW, Westfall
JA (eds) Microscopic anatomy of the invertebrates, vol II. John
Wiley, New York

Hoeger U, Mommsen TP (1984) Hydrolytic enzymes in the two North
Sea ctenophores Pleurobrachia pileus and Beroe gracilis. Mar Biol
81:123–130

Holz A, Bossinger B, Strasser T, Janning W, Klapper R (2003) The two
origins of hemocytes in Drosophila. Development 130:4955–4962

Hooton D, Lentle R, Monro J, Wickham M, Simpson R (2015) The
secretion and action of brush border enzymes in the mammalian
small intestine. In: Reviews of physiology, biochemistry and phar-
macology. Springer, pp 59–118

HussainMM (2014) Intestinal lipid absorption and lipoprotein formation.
Curr Opin Lipidol 25:200

Huxley TH (1849) XXII. On the anatomy and the affinities of the family
of the Medusae. Philos Trans R Soc Lond 139:413–434

Hyman LH (1940) The invertebrates: protozoa through Ctenophora
Imsiecke G (1993) Ingestion, digestion, and egestion in Spongilla

lacustris (Porifera, Spongillidae) after pulse feeding with
Chlamydomonas reinhardtii (Volvocales). Zoomorphology 113:
233–244

Israelsson O (2008) Xenoturbella (Deuterostomia) probably feeds on dis-
solved organic matter. Mar Biol Res 4:384–391

Jennings J (1968) Feeding, digestion and food storage in two species of
temnocephalid flatworms (Turbellaria: Rhabdocoela). J Zool 156:1–
8

Jennings J, Van Der Lande VM (1967) Histochemical and bacteriological
studies on digestion in nine species of leeches (Annelida:
Hirudinea). Biol Bull 133:166–183

JeuniauxC (1969)Nutrition and digestion. Chemical zoologyVolume IV:
Annelida, Echiura, and Sipuncula:69–91

Karasov WH, Hume ID (1997) Vertebrate gastrointestinal system.
Handbook of Comprehensive Physiology. Oxford Univ. Press,
New York, pp 409–480

Kristensen RM (1991) Loricifera. Microscopic anatomy of invertebrates.,
vol Vol. 4: Aschelminthes, pp 351–375

Kristensen RM, Higgins RP (1991) Kinorhyncha. Microscopic anatomy
of invertebrates., vol Vol. 4: Aschelminthes, pp 377–404

Lammert V (1991) Gnathostomulida. Microscopic anatomy of inverte-
brates, vol Vol. 4: Aschelminthes, pp 19-39

Lancaster CE, Ho CY, Hipolito VEB, Botelho RJ, Terebiznik MR (2019)
Phagocytosis: what’s on the menu? Biochem Cell Biol 97:21–29

Larkman AU, Carter MA (1982) Preliminary ultrastructural and autora-
diographic evidence that the Trophonema of the sea-anemone
actinia-Fragacea has a nutritive function. Int J Inver Rep Dev 4:
375–379

Larson R (1976) Cubomedusae: feeding—functional morphology, be-
havior and phylogenetic position. Coelenterate ecology and behav-
ior. Springer, pp 237-245

Laundon D, Larson BT, McDonald K, King N, Burkhardt P (2019) The
architecture of cell differentiation in choanoflagellates and sponge
choanocytes. PLoS Biol 17:e3000226

Leininger S, AdamskiM, BergumB, Guder C, Liu J, LaplanteM, Bråte J,
Hoffmann F, Fortunato S, Jordal S (2014) Developmental gene ex-
pression provides clues to relationships between sponge and
eumetazoan body plans. Nat Commun 5:3905

Lesh-Laurie GE, Suchy PE (1991) Cnidaria: Scyphozoa and Cubozoa. In:
Harrisson FW, Westfall JA (eds) Micrscopic anatomy of inverte-
brates, vol 2. Wiley-Liss, New York, pp 185–266

Lewis Ames C, Ryan JF, Bely AE, Cartwright P, Collins AG (2016) A
new transcriptome and transcriptome profiling of adult and larval
tissue in the box jellyfish Alatina alata: an emerging model for
studying venom, vision and sex. BMC Genomics 17:650

Leys SP, Eerkes-Medrano DI (2006) Feeding in a calcareous sponge:
particle uptake by pseudopodia. Biol Bull 211:157–171

Leys SP, Ereskovsky AV (2006) Embryogenesis and larval differentiation
in sponges. Can J Zool 84:262–287

Leys SP, Hill A (2012) The physiology and molecular biology of sponge
tissues. Advances in marine biology, vol 62. Elsevier, pp 1-56

Leys SP, Nichols SA, Adams ED (2009) Epithelia and integration in
sponges. Integr Comp Biol 49:167–177

Lobo-da-Cunha A (2000) The digestive cells of the hepatopancreas in
Aplysia depilans (Mollusca, Opisthobranchia): ultrastructural and
cytochemical study. Tissue Cell 32:49–57

Mah JL, Christensen-Dalsgaard KK, Leys SP (2014) Choanoflagellate
and choanocyte collar-flagellar systems and the assumption of ho-
mology. Evol Dev 16:25–37

Main RJ (1928) Observations of the feeding mechanism of a ctenophore,
Mnemiopsis leidyi. Biol Bull 55:69–78

Manton SM (1937) II-feeding, digestion, excretion and food storage of
Peripatopsis. Philos Trans R Soc Lond Ser B Biol Sci 227:411–464

Markosova TG (1986) An ultrastructural and cytochemical study of the
digestive-system in Oxyposthia-Praedator (Turbellaria, Acoela).
Hydrobiologia 132:69–70

Martindale MQ, Henry JQ (1999) Intracellular fate mapping in a basal
metazoan, the ctenophore Mnemiopsis leidyi, reveals the origins of
mesoderm and the existence of indeterminate cell lineages. Dev Biol
214:243–257

Martindale MQ, Henry JQ (2015) Ctenophora. Evolutionary develop-
mental biology of invertebrates 1 Springer, pp 179-201

Martindale MQ, Pang K, Finnerty JR (2004) Investigating the origins of
triploblasty: ‘mesodermal’ gene expression in a diploblastic animal,
the sea anemone Nematostella vectensis (phylum Cnidaria; class
Anthozoa). Development 131:2463–2474

Cell Tissue Res (2019) 377:321–339 337



Matthews A (1916) Memoirs: the development of Alcyonium Digitatum
with some notes on the early colony formation. J Cell Sci 2:43–94

Mayorova T, Kosevich I, Melekhova O (2012) On some features of
embryonic development and metamorphosis of Aurelia aurita
(Cnidaria, Scyphozoa). Russ J Dev Biol 43:271–285

McMahon HT, Boucrot E (2011) Molecular mechanism and physiologi-
cal functions of clathrin-mediated endocytosis. Nat Rev Mol Cell
Biol 12:517–533

Michel C, Bhaud M, Boumati P, Halpern S (1984) Physiology of the
digestive tract of the sedentary polychaete Terebellides stroemi.
Mar Biol 83:17–31

Miguel-Aliaga I, Jasper H, Lemaitre B (2018) Anatomy and physiology
of the digestive tract of Drosophila melanogaster. Genetics 210:357–
396

Miranda LS, Collins AG, Marques AC (2013) Internal anatomy of
Haliclystus antarcticus (Cnidaria, Staurozoa) with a discussion on
histological features used in Staurozoan taxonomy. J Morphol 274:
1365–1383

Møbjerg Kristensen R, Funch P (2000)Micrognathozoa: a new class with
complicated jaws like those of Rotifera and Gnathostomulida. J
Morphol 246:1–49

Moore LA, Broihier HT, Van Doren M, Lehmann R (1998) Gonadal
mesoderm and fat body initially follow a common developmental
path in Drosophila. Development 125:837–844

Morton J (1960) The functions of the gut in ciliary feeders. Biol Rev 35:
92–139

Nicol J (1959) Digestion in sea anemones. J Mar Biol Assoc UK 38:469–
477

Nielsen C (2008) Six major steps in animal evolution: are we derived
sponge larvae? Evol Dev 10:241–257

Nielsen C, Brunet T, Arendt D (2018) Evolution of the bilaterian mouth
and anus. Nat Ecol Evol 2:1358–1376

Nowotschin S, Hadjantonakis A-K, Campbell K (2019) The endoderm: a
divergent cell lineage with many commonalities. Development 146:
dev150920

O'hagan D (1996) The intestinal uptake of particles and the implications
for drug and antigen delivery. J Anat 189:477–482

Osigus H-J, Rolfes S, Herzog R, Kamm K, Schierwater B (2019)
Polyplacotoma mediterranea is a new ramified placozoan species.
Curr Biol 29:R148–R149

Owen G (1974) Feeding and digestion in the Bivalvia. Advances in com-
parative physiology and biochemistry, vol 5. Elsevier, pp 1–35

Paulus W, Weissenfels N (1986) The spermatogenesis of Ephydatia
fluviatilis (Porifera). Zoomorphology 106:155–162

Pedersen KJ (1964) The cellular organization of Convoluta-Convoluta,
an Aceol Turbellar - a cytological, histochemical and fine structural
study. Z Zellforsch Mik Ana 64:655–687

Presnell JS, Vandepas LE, Warren KJ, Swalla BJ, Amemiya CT, Browne
WE (2016) The presence of a functionally tripartite through-gut in
ctenophora has implications for metazoan character trait evolution.
Curr Biol 26:2814–2820

Rämet M, Pearson A, Manfruelli P, Li X, Koziel H, Göbel V, Chung E,
Krieger M, Ezekowitz RAB (2001) Drosophila scavenger receptor
CI is a pattern recognition receptor for bacteria. Immunity 15:1027–
1038

Remane A (1950) Die Entstehung der Metamerie der Wirbellosen.
Zoologischer Anzeiger Supp 14:16–23

Riechmann V, Rehorn KP, Reuter R, LeptinM (1998) The genetic control
of the distinction between fat body and gonadal mesoderm in
Drosophila. Development 125:713–723

Riesgo A, Farrar N, Windsor PJ, Giribet G, Leys SP (2014) The analysis
of eight transcriptomes from all poriferan classes reveals surprising
genetic complexity in sponges. Mol Biol Evol 31:1102–1120

Riley J (1973) Histochemical and ultrastructural observations on diges-
tion in Tetrameres fissispina Diesing, 1861 (Nematoda: Spiruridea)

with special reference to intracellular digestion. Int J Parasitol 3:
157–164

Rosales C, Uribe-Querol E (2017) Phagocytosis: a fundamental process
in immunity. Biomed Res Int 2017:9042851

Rose PG, Burnett AL (1968) An electron microscopic and histochemical
study of the secretory cells in Hydra viridis. Wilhelm Roux's Archiv
für Entwicklungsmechanik der Organismen 161:281–297

Ruppert EE (1991) Gastrotricha. Microscopic anatomy of invertebrates,
vol Vol. 4: Aschelminthes, pp 44-109

Ruppert EE, Fox SR, Barnes RD (2004) Invertebrate zoology: a func-
tional evolutionary approach. Brooks/Cole, Belmont

Ruthmann A, Terwelp U (1979) Disaggregation and reaggregation of
cells of the primitive metazoon Trichoplax adhaerens .
Differentiation 13:185–198

Ruthmann A, Behrendt G, Wahl R (1986) The ventral epithelium of
Trichoplax adhaerens (Placozoa): cytoskeletal structures, cell con-
tacts and endocytosis. Zoomorphology 106:115–122

Ryan JF, Mazza ME, Pang K, Matus DQ, Baxevanis AD, Martindale
MQ, Finnerty JR (2007) Pre-bilaterian origins of the Hox cluster
and the Hox code: evidence from the sea anemone, Nematostella
vectensis. PLoS One 2:e153

Ryan JF, Pang K, Schnitzler CE, Nguyen A-D, Moreland RT, Simmons
DK, Koch BJ, FrancisWR, Havlak P, Smith SA (2013) The genome
of the ctenophore Mnemiopsis leidyi and its implications for cell
type evolution. Science 342:1242592

Schafer DP, Stevens B (2013) Phagocytic glial cells: sculpting synaptic
circuits in the developing nervous system. Curr Opin Neurobiol 23:
1034–1040

Schierwater B (2005) My favorite animal, Trichoplax adhaerens.
Bioessays 27:1294–1302

Sébé-Pedrós A, Degnan BM, Ruiz-Trillo I (2017) The origin of Metazoa:
a unicellular perspective. Nat Rev Genet 18:498–512

Sebé-Pedrós A, Chomsky E, Pang K, Lara-Astiaso D, Gaiti F, Mukamel
Z, Amit I, Hejnol A, Degnan BM, Tanay A (2018a) Early metazoan
cell type diversity and the evolution of multicellular gene regulation.
Nat Ecol Evol 2:1176–1188

Sebé-Pedrós A, Saudemont B, Chomsky E, Plessier F, Mailhé M-P,
Renno J, Loe-Mie Y, Lifshitz A, Mukamel Z, Schmutz S, Novault
S, Steinmetz PRH, Spitz F, Tanay A, Marlow H (2018b) Cnidarian
cell type diversity and regulation revealed by whole-organism sin-
gle-cell RNA-Seq. Cell 173:1520–1534. e1520

Sedgwick A (1884) On the origin of metameric segmentation and some
other morphological questions. Q J Microsc Sci 24:43–82

Senatore A, Reese TS, Smith CL (2017) Neuropeptidergic integration of
behavior in Trichoplax adhaerens, an animal without synapses. J
Exp Biol 220:3381–3390

Shick JM (1991) A functional biology of sea anemones. Springer Science
& Business Media, Dordrecht

Siebert S, Anton-Erxleben F, Bosch TC (2008) Cell type complexity in
the basal metazoan Hydra is maintained by both stem cell based
mechanisms and transdifferentiation. Dev Biol 313:13–24

Silva JR (2000) The onset of phagocytosis and identity in the embryo of
Lytechinus variegatus. Dev Comp Immunol 24:733–739

Simion P, Philippe H, Baurain D, Jager M, Richter DJ, Di Franco A,
Roure B, Satoh N, Queinnec E, Ereskovsky A (2017) A large and
consistent phylogenomic dataset supports sponges as the sister
group to all other animals. Curr Biol 27:958–967

Smith LC, Rast JP, Brockton V, Terwilliger DP, Nair SV, Buckley KM,
Majeske AJ (2006) The sea urchin immune system. Isj-Invert Surviv
J 3:25–39

Smith CL, Varoqueaux F, Kittelmann M, Azzam RN, Cooper B, Winters
CA, Eitel M, Fasshauer D, Reese TS (2014) Novel cell types, neu-
rosecretory cells, and body plan of the early-diverging metazoan
Trichoplax adhaerens. Curr Biol 24:1565–1572

Smith CL, Pivovarova N, Reese TS (2015) Coordinated feeding behavior
in Trichoplax, an animal without synapses. PLoS One 10:e0136098

338 Cell Tissue Res (2019) 377:321–339



Sogabe S, HatlebergW, Kocot K, Say T, Stoupin D, Roper K, Fernandez-
Valverde S, Degnan S, Degnan B (2019) Pluripotency and the origin
of animal multicellularity. bioRxiv:564518

Srivastava M, Begovic E, Chapman J, Putnam NH, Hellsten U,
Kawashima T, Kuo A, Mitros T, Salamov A, Carpenter ML,
Signorovitch AY, Moreno MA, Kamm K, Grimwood J, Schmutz
J, Shapiro H, Grigoriev IV, Buss LW, Schierwater B, Dellaporta
SL, Rokhsar DS (2008) The Trichoplax genome and the nature of
placozoans. Nature 454:955–960

Stainier DY (2005) No organ left behind: tales of gut development and
evolution. Science 307:1902–1904

Steele-Petrovic H (1976) Brachiopod food and feeding processes.
Palaeontology 19:417–436

Steinmetz P, Aman A, Kraus J, Technau U (2017) Gut-like ectodermal
tissue in a sea anemone challenges germ layer homology. Mech Dev
145:S111–S111

Storch V (1991) Priapulida. Microscopic anatomy of invertebrates., vol
Vol. 4: Aschelminthes

Storch V, Ruhberg H (1993) Onychophora. Microscopic Anatomy of
Invertebrates, Onychophora, Chilopoda and lesser Protostomata.
Wiley-Liss New York:

Storch V, Higgins RP, Morse MP (1989) Internal anatomy of
Meiopriapulus-Fijiensis (Priapulida). T Am Microsc Soc 108:245–
261

Syed T, Schierwater B (2002) Trichoplax adherens: discovered as a miss-
ing link, forgotten as a hydrozoan, re-discovered as a key to meta-
zoan evolution. Vie Milieu 52:177–187

Takashima S, Gold D,Hartenstein V (2013) Stem cells and lineages of the
intestine: a developmental and evolutionary perspective. Dev Genes
Evol 223:85–102

TammSL (2019) Defecation by the ctenophoreMnemiopsis leidyi occurs
with an ultradian rhythm through a single transient anal pore.
Invertebr Biol 138:3–16

Tardent P (1978) Coelenterata, Cnidaria. In: Seidel F (ed) Morphogenese
der Tiere. VEB Gustav Fischer Verlag, Jena

Tautz D (2004) Segmentation. Dev Cell 7:301–312
Tepass U, Fessler LI, Aziz A, Hartenstein V (1994) Embryonic origin of

hemocytes and their relationship to cell death in Drosophila.
Development 120:1829–1837

Teuchert G (1977) The ultrastructure of the marine gastrotrichTurbanella
cornuta Remane (Macrodasyoidea) and its functional and
phylogenetical importance. Zoomorphologie 88:189–246

Thomas N (1970)Morphology of cell types from the gastric epithelium of
Ciona intestinalis. J Mar Biol Assoc U K 50:737–747

ThomasMB, Edwards NC (1991) Cnidaria: Hydrozoa. In: Harrisson FW,
Westfall JA (eds) Microscopic anatomy of invertebrates: Placozoa,
Porifera, Cnidaria, and Ctenophora, vol 2. Wiley-Liss, New York

Tiffon Y (1975) Hydrolases dans l’ectoderme de Cerianthus lloydi Gosse,
Cerianthus membranaceus Spallanzani et Metridium senile (L.):
mise en évidence d’une digestion extracellulaire et extracorporelle.
J Exp Mar Biol Ecol 18:243–254

Tokin I, Filimonova G (1977) Electron microscope study of the digestive
system of Strongylocentrotus droebachiensis (Echinodermata:
Echinoidea). Mar Biol 44:143–155

Vacelet J (2007) Diversity and evolution of deep-sea carnivorous
sponges. Porifera research: biodiversity, innovation and sustainabil-
ity Série Livros 28:107–115

Vacelet J, Boury-Esnault N (1995) Carnivorous sponges. Nature 373:
333–335

Vacelet J, Duport E (2004) Prey capture and digestion in the carnivorous
sponge Asbestopluma hypogea (Porifera: Demospongiae).
Zoomorphology 123:179–190

Van Praët M (1978) Etude histochimique et ultrastructurale des zones
digestives d’Actinia equina L.(Cnidaria, Actiniaria). Cah Biol Mar
19:415–432

Van Praët M (1980) Absorption des substances dissoutes dans le milieu,
des particules et des produits de la digestion extracellulaire chez
Actinia equina (Cnidaria, Actiniaria). Reprod Nutr Dév 20:1393–
1399

Vandermeulen JH, Reid RG (1969) Digestive tract enzymes in Phoronida.
Comp Biochem Physiol 28:443–448

Van-Praët M (1985) Nutrition of sea anemones. Adv Mar Biol 22:65–99
Vetvicka V, Sima P (2009) Origins and functions of annelide immune

cells: the concise survey. Isj-Invert Surviv J 6:138–143
Voet D, Voet JG, Pratt CW (2016) Fundamentals of biochemistry: life at

the molecular level. Wiley
Voigt O, Collins AG, Pearse VB, Pearse JS, Ender A, Hadrys H,

Schierwater B (2004) Placozoa – no longer a phylum of one. Curr
Biol 14:R944–R945

Wägele J-W, Welsch U, Müller W (1981) Fine structure and function of
the digestive tract of Cyathura carinata (Krøyer)(Crustacea,
isopoda). Zoomorphology 98:69–88

Wang X-W, ZhaoX-F, Wang J-X (2014) C-type lectin binds toβ-integrin
to promote hemocytic phagocytosis in an invertebrate. J Biol Chem
289:2405–2414

Weissenfels N (1982) Bau und funktion des Süßwasserschwamms
Ephydatia fluviatilis L.(Porifera). Zoomorphology 100:75–87

Whelan NV, Kocot KM, Halanych KM (2015) Employing
phylogenomics to resolve the relationships among cnidarians, cteno-
phores, sponges, placozoans, and bilaterians. Integr Comp Biol 55:
1084–1095

Willenz P, Van De Vyver G (1982) Endocytosis of latex beads by the
exopinacoderm in the fresh water sponge Ephydatia fluviatilis: an
in vitro and in situ study in SEM and TEM. J Ultrastruct Res 79:
294–306

Willenz P, Van De Vyver G (1984) Ultrastructural localization of lyso-
somal digestion in the fresh water sponge Ephydatia fluviatilis. J
Ultrastruct Res 87:13–22

Willenz P, Vray B, Maillard M-P, Van de Vyver G (1986) A quantitative
study of the retention of radioactively labeled E. coli by the fresh-
water sponge Ephydatia fluviatilis. Physiol Zool 59:495–504

Wilson EB (1883) XXIV. The development of renilla. Philos Trans R Soc
Lond 174:723–815

Wilson EB (1884) The mesenterial filaments of the Alcyonaria. Mitt Zool
Stat Neapel 5:1–27

Wilson-O'Brien AL, Patron N, Rogers S (2010) Evolutionary ancestry
and novel functions of the mammalian glucose transporter (GLUT)
family. BMC Evol Biol 10:152

Wipf D, Ludewig U, Tegeder M, Rentsch D, Koch W, Frommer WB
(2002) Conservation of amino acid transporters in fungi, plants
and animals. Trends Biochem Sci 27:139–147

Wourms JP (1987) Oogenesis. In: Giese AC, Pearse JS, Pearse VB (eds)
Reproduction of marine invertebrates, Blackwell Scientific
Publications, vol 9. The Boxwood Press, Palo, pp 50–178

Wright KA (1991) Nematoda.Microscopic Anat Invertebrates 4:111–195
Wurdak ES (1987) Ultrastructure and histochemistry, of the stomach of

Asplanchna sieboldi. Hydrobiologia 147:361–371
Yonge CM (1937) Evolution and adaptation in the digestive system of the

Metazoa. Biol Rev 12:87–114
Youson JH, Al-Mahrouki AA (1999) Ontogenetic and phylogenetic de-

velopment of the endocrine pancreas (islet organ) in fish. Gen Comp
Endocrinol 116:303–335

Yuan D, Nakanishi N, Jacobs DK, Hartenstein V (2008) Embryonic de-
velopment and metamorphosis of the scyphozoan Aurelia. Dev
Genes Evol 218:525–539

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

Cell Tissue Res (2019) 377:321–339 339


	A non-bilaterian perspective on the development and evolution of animal digestive systems
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Development and cell type diversity of animal digestive systems
	Extracellular digestion and an efficient through-gut characterize most digestive systems in Bilateria
	Sponges are efficient filter feeders that use almost exclusively intracellular digestion
	Ctenophores are an enigmatic, potentially ancient group of animals with sophisticated digestive systems
	Placozoans are ciliated, bi-layered discs with a gut-like lower epithelium
	Cnidarians use a combination of extra- and intracellular digestion in a sac-like gastrovascular system
	Origin and cell type diversity of anthozoan digestive tissues
	Exocrine pharynx and cnidoglandular tracts develop from ectoderm
	A new scenario of germ layer evolution and its consequences for the evolution of digestive systems
	Early animal ‘digestive cavities’ probably had functions in phagocytosis, but not extracellular digestion

	Conclusion
	References


