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Hydrozoans (Cnidaria) are distributed worldwide and exhibit alternating benthic polyp (hydroid) and pelagic 
medusan life-history forms. Zygophylacidae are a hydrozoan family with an exclusive hydroid stage throughout 
their life cycle. Within Hydrozoa, they are unusual in that a relatively large proportion (50%) of species occur in deep 
waters, but their validity and systematic affinities have been controversial for more than a century. Here, 97 deep-sea 
specimens, collected by manned submersible or bottom dredging, were investigated using an integrative taxonomical 
approach. Molecular data concatenating the 16S, 18S and 28S rRNA genes support the validity of Zygophylacidae 
and their placement within Macrocolonia, instead of Lafoeida. Fourteen zygophylacids and one relevant lafoeid are 
described or re-described, including three newly proposed species: Zygophylax lighti sp. nov. and Z. tankahkeei 
sp. nov. from the South China Sea, Z. pseudosibogae sp. nov. from Portugal and five species introduced by Eberhard 
Stechow (1883–1959) through the re-examination of type material. Four candidate generic diagnoses are discussed 
for future Zygophylacidae fine systematics by integrating a taxonomic review of all 74 zygophylacids. Morphological 
characters such as long hydrothecae and complex protective gonothecal structures mostly present in the deep-sea 
zygophylacids are heuristic for future functional morphology and evolutionary studies.

ADDITIONAL KEYWORDS:  hydroid – Leptothecata – molecular phylogeny – new species – species redescription 
– Zygophylax.

INTRODUCTION

Marine benthic hydroids (Hydrozoa) are frequent 
colonizers of hard substrates in both shallow and deep 
waters worldwide. Within Hydrozoa, Leptothecata 
are the most species-rich order (Bouillon et al., 2006), 
with more than 2100 accepted (nominal) species 
(Schuchert, 2021). The family Zygophylacidae Quelch, 
1885 are distributed worldwide, mostly in waters of 
the deep sea (Cornelius, 1995; Vervoort & Watson, 

2003). At present, Zygophylacidae comprise 74 valid 
species (Bouillon et al., 2006; Schuchert, 2021; this 
study), grouped into three nominal genera: Abietinella 
Levinsen, 1913, Cryptolaria Busk, 1857 and Zygophylax 
Quelch, 1885. However, the validity and systematic 
affinities of Zygophylacidae have been controversial for 
more than a century and are still unclear at present.

Initially, the presence of a pair of nematophores 
at the base of the hydrotheca was proposed as a 
diagnostic character for Zygophylacidae (Quelch, 
1885). Later, Stechow (1921) treated them as a 
subfamily, Zygophylacinae, and assigned them to the 
family Lafoeidae Hincks, 1869, together with three 
other subfamilies: Bonneviellinae, Hebellinae and 
Oswaldariinae, based on a single shared character, 
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their tubular hydrothecae. This classification was 
broadly accepted for a long time, including the studies 
by Bouillon et al. (1985, 2006), Rees & Vervoort (1987), 
Vervoort (1987), Calder (1991), Hirohito (1995), Calder 
& Vervoort (1998), Schuchert (2001) and Marques 
et al. (2006). Bouillon et al. (2006) even disregarded the 
subfamily Zygophylacinae and incorporated their genera 
into the family Lafoeidae. Nevertheless, Stepanjants 
(1979) and Antsulevich (1988) treated Zygophylacidae 
as a valid family due to the deep hydrothecae and the 
presence of hydrothecal diaphragms.

Recent molecular phylogenetic analyses, solely 
using the 16S marker, pointed out that Lafoeinae and 
Zygophylacinae might represent clades belonging to 
different families (Moura et al., 2008, 2012, Peña Cantero 
et al., 2010, Galea & Schuchert, 2019), with so far unclear 
phylogenetic positions within the Macrocolonia clade 
(Maronna et al., 2016). However, the clade stability of 
Zygophylacidae in previous molecular trees based on 
the single 16S rRNA (Moura et al., 2008, 2012; Peña 
Cantero et al., 2010; Maronna et al., 2016) was not well 
supported, with the exception of a tree contributed by 
Galea & Schuchert (2019) that only included three 
zygophylacids. This is mainly attributable to the 
limited resolution of the 16S rRNA gene (Song et al., 
2016a) and the low number of relevant taxa considered 
in previous analyses (Moura et al., 2008; Peña Cantero 
et al., 2010; Maronna et al., 2016; Galea & Schuchert, 
2019). According to verification by the molecular 
cloning method, the full DNA lengths of 18S and 28S 
genes amplified in some Macrocolonia hydrozoans are 
1789–1837 bp and 3175–3381 bp, respectively (Song 
et al., 2016b), while the full length of the 16S rRNA 
amplified by the commonly used primers SHA and 
SHB (Cunningham & Buss, 1993) is only 628–637 bp 
(Song et al., 2016b). The use of 18S and 28S markers 
is preferable to investigate systematic relations above 
the genus level. In Hydrozoa, the concatenation of the 
16S, 18S and 28S rRNA genes has been widely applied 
and showed high resolution for the systematics 
of order, family or genus levels (e.g. Cartwright 
et al., 2008; Leclère et al., 2009; Maronna et al., 2016,  
Song et al., 2018, 2019).

In the present study, the validity, systematic position 
and phylogenetic relationships of Zygophylacidae are 
resolved using both morphological and molecular 
approaches. A combination of 16S, 18S and 28S rRNA 
sequences derived from 56 species has revealed 
detailed tree topologies. Specimens belonging to 
14 deep-sea zygophylacids and one lafoeid are 
morphologically described and illustrated. The present 
work investigates 14 Zygophylax species, including 
the descriptions of three new Zygophylax species and 
the redescriptions of five poorly known additional 
congeners based on type material.

MATERIAL AND METHODS

SpecimenS examined

In the present study, 97 specimens belonging to 14 
zygophylacids and one lafoeid were investigated. The 
recently gathered specimens were collected either by 
the manned submersible Shenhaiyongshi or by bottom 
dredgings in the western Pacific (Japan, South 
China Sea), Indian, Atlantic and Southern Oceans  
(Fig. 1). All species, except for specimens of Zygophylax 
pacifica Stechow, 1920 (coastal water of Japan), 
originated from deep waters. Inspected specimens 
include: (1) syntypes of Z. abyssicola (Stechow, 1926), 
Z. africana Stechow, 1923, Z. curvitheca Stechow, 1913, 
Z. pacifica and Z. valdiviae Stechow, 1923 deposited in 
the Zoologische Staatssammlung München (with 
registration prefix ZSM, collected from Japan and the 
Indian and Atlantic Oceans, 178–1644 m depth); (2) 
the holotype and paratype of the new species Z. lighti 
(37 specimens, collected in the South China Sea, at 
921–1816 m) and Z. tankahkeei (two specimens, collected 
in the South China Sea, at 2359 m) deposited in the 
Collection of Benthos, Museum of Marine Science 
and Technology, Xiamen University (with registration 
prefix XMUB); (3) specimens of six deep-sea species 
sampled from the north-eastern Atlantic, at depths of 
526–1419 m (Moura et al., 2008, 2012) and deposited 
in the Department of Biology, University of Aveiro 
(with registration prefix DBUA; several colonies for 
each species illustrated and re-assessed herein were 
simultaneously deposited and re-registered in the 
ZSM) including Z. biarmata Billard, 1905, Z. brownei 
Billard, 1924, Z. leloupi Ramil & Vervoort, 1992, 
Z. levinseni (Saemundsson, 1911), Z. cf. pseudafricanus 
Vervoort & Watson, 2003 (previously identified as 
Z. sagamiensis Hirohito, 1983 by Moura et al., 2012) and 
the new species Z. pseudosibogae (previously identified 
as Z. sibogae Billard, 1918 by Moura et al., 2012); (4) 
specimens of Z. pacifica recently collected from Shimoda, 
Japan (XMUB, 86–91 m depth); (5) specimens of Z. cf. 
sagamiensis collected in the South China Sea (XMUB, 
1322–1426 m depth); (6) specimens of Lafoea dumosa 
(Fleming, 1820) from Maxwell Bay, Antarctic (XMUB, 
260–420 m depth). The investigation of L. dumosa serves 
to compare the difference between zygophylacids and 
lafoeids. Detailed collection information is presented 
in the Supporting Information, Table S1. A map 
showing the collection locations was prepared with 
Ocean data View v. 4.5.3 (Fig. 1).

mOrphOlOgical examinatiOnS

Photography and light microscopy
At Xiamen University, images of hydroid colonies 
were taken using a Canon 6D camera provided 
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with a 100 mm macro-lens; photomicrographs were 
obtained using a Leica DFC495 camera connected to 
a stereomicroscope (Leica MDG41), using the Leica 
ApplicatiOn Suite 4.5.0.418 software. At the ZSM 
(Stechow’s hydroid collection), images of larger hydroid 
colonies were taken using a Sony Alpha 6000 camera 
provided with a 60 mm macro-lens; photomicrographs 
were taken with a Nikon 1 V1 camera attached to 
either a Leica DMRBE compound microscope or a 
Leica Z16 APO macroscope. Most high-magnification 
images were produced by stacking a z-series of 5–20 
images using the software HelicOn FOcuS 7.6.1.

Scanning electron microscopy (SEM)
Hydrocladia and coppiniae selected for SEM imaging 
were dried at 60 °C for 20 min, mounted on double-
sided carbon NEMTAPE tape and sputter-coated 
with gold for 90 s. Images were captured on a Gemini 
Zeiss SEM (Suppa 55 Sapphire, 20 kV, Xiamen 
University).

Measurements and morphological plates
Sixteen selected morphological characters of Zygophylax 
abyssicola, Z. lighti, Z. pseudosibogae, Z. tankahkeei and 
related species were measured (Table 1). Nineteen 
morphological plates were prepared for all species 
using the adObe phOtOShOp cc 2019 software (Figs 
2–20). All original images that support this study have 
been deposited in MorphoBank (https://morphobank.
org/permalink/?P4108).

Morphological comparisons
For detailed morphological comparisons and character 
evolution analyses, 34 characters from all 74 nominal 
species of Zygophylacidae (Bouillon et al., 2006; 
Schuchert, 2021; this study) were reviewed based on 
specimens examined in this study and in literature 
data (Supporting Information, Table S2). For the 
validation of these three new species, described herein, 
and the detection of potential synonyms of Zygophylax 
abyssicola, six key diagnostic characters of these species 
were compared with other morphologically similar 
taxa (Table 2).

lectOtype deSignatiOnS

To provide an objective standard of reference for 
Zygophylax abyssicola, Z. africana, Z. curvitheca, Z. pacifica 
and Z. valdiviae (material in the ZSM), the largest 
colony portion of each species preserved in ethanol was 
chosen as the lectotype. The remaining syntypes were 
chosen as paralectotypes. See details in the Systematic 
Account.

dna extractiOn, amplificatiOn and Sequencing

Non-destructive DNA extraction
Selected hydroid fragments (hydrocauli, hydrocladia 
or coppiniae) were detached from the corresponding 
colonies, immersed directly in 1.5-mL centrifuge tubes 
containing 100 μL manufacturer’s LB14 buffer and 
20 μL Proteinase K and shaken slowly (120 rotation 

Figure 1. The collecting localities of the Zygophylax and Lafoea specimens examined herein.
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per minute) at 55 °C for 6–12 h, depending on their 
size. The dissolved solution was used for further DNA 
extraction according to the manufacturer’s protocol 
(Micro Genomic DNA EE181Kit, Transgen, Beijing, 
China). The remaining hydroid chitin skeletons were 
washed twice with deionized water, then dried at 50 °C 
for 1 h and finally kept in 1.5-mL centrifuge tubes 
for museum deposition. Some newly dried hydroid 
fragments were directly used for SEM mounting and 
morphological analyses.

DNA amplification and sequencing
DNA amplification and sequencing of the 16S rRNA 
and COI genes were performed as described by Song 
et al. (2016b), except for the direct sequencing of 
purified polymerase chain reaction (PCR) products 
(done by Thermo Fisher Scientific, Guangzhou, China). 
For the 18S and 28S rRNA genes, primers designed 
by Song et al. (2018) were used to amplify several 
overlapping short fragments, considering possible 
DNA degradation in older specimens. Thirty-two new 
sequences in the course of this study were deposited 
in GenBank with the accession numbers MT261928–
MT261948, MT262560–MT262562, MZ680504, 
MZ680505, MZ686450–MZ686455 (Supporting 
Information, Table S3).

phylOgenetic analySeS

Construction of phylogenetic trees
Three maximum likelihood (ML) and Bayesian 
phylogenetic trees were constructed (Figs 21, 22; 
Supporting Information, Fig. S1) based on three 
datasets (Supporting Information, Datasets S1–S3). The 
concatenated tree (16S + 18S + 28S) was designed to 
determine the phylogenetic position of Zygophylacidae 
within the order Leptothecata (Fig. 21), whereas the 
16S tree was designed to reveal phylogenetic relations 
between the zygophylacids with available 16S rRNA 
data (Fig. 22). The COI tree was prepared to test the 
validity of the two new species (Zygophylax lighti and 
Z. tankahkeei) in this study (Supporting Information, Fig. 
S1). In addition to the 32 new sequences contributed 
by the present study, public sequences (Cunningham, 
2004, direct submission; Govindarajan et al., 2006; 
Leclère et al., 2007, 2009; Cartwright et al., 2008; Moura 
et al., 2008, 2012; Peña Cantero et al., 2010; Maronna 
et al., 2016; Song et al., 2016b, 2018, 2019; Boissin et al., 
2018; Galea & Schuchert, 2019) of the representative 
taxa of the main clades of Leptothecata, as well as 
selected available sequences (Moura et al., 2008, 2012; 
Peña Cantero et al., 2010; Boissin et al., 2018; Galea & 
Schuchert, 2019) of all zygophylacids, were extracted 
from GenBank as reference. Type species were 

prioritized for taxa selection. Due to the absence of 
reference sequences, the COI tree was constructed using 
only the five new sequences contributed by the present 
study. Hydractinia symbiolongicarpus Buss & Yund, 1989 
or Clytia hemisphaerica (Linnaeus, 1767) were chosen as 
outgroups.

The protocols for phylogenetic analyses are described 
in detail by Song et al. (2016b). The final sequence 
length after alignment for the concatenated, 16S and 
COI trees were 5446 bp (16S: 486 bp; 18S: 1661 bp; 28S: 
3299 bp), 548 bp and 762 bp, respectively. According to 
the Akaike information criterion, GTR+I+G, TIM2+I+G 
and TIM2+I were chosen as the optimal probabilistic 
evolution models for the concatenated, 16S and COI 
trees, respectively. The Bayesian analyses for the 
concatenated and COI trees were integrated in the ML 
tree as they shared almost the same topologies (Fig. 
21; Supporting Information, Fig. S1). The Bayesian 
results for the 16S tree were shown and annotated 
separately, as their topologies were slightly different 
from the ML tree (Fig. 22).

Genetic distances
Pairwise Kimura 2-Parameter (K2P) genetic distances 
for inter- and intraspecific within Zygophylacidae were 
calculated as specified in Song et al. (2016b) in order to 
detect cryptic or potential new species. Available 16S 
rRNA sequences of 14 zygophylacids from GenBank 
(Moura et al., 2008, 2012; Peña Cantero et al., 2010; 
Boissin et al., 2018; Galea & Schuchert, 2019) and 
sequences contributed by this study were calculated. 
For calculating the interspecific genetic distance, only 
one representative sequence, which takes up the middle 
position within its species clade on the 16S tree (Fig. 
22), was selected to simplify the calculation (Table 3). 
Five COI sequences of Zygophylax contributed by this 
study were also used for the genetic distance analysis 
(Table 4). To determine the intraspecific genetic 
distance, all available 16S sequences of several selected 
species, including Cryptolaria pectinata (Allman, 1888), 
Z. biarmata, Z. levinseni, Z. niger Galea, 2019 and Z. rufa 
(Bale, 1884) (Moura et al., 2008, 2012; Boissin et al., 2018; 
Galea & Schuchert, 2019), were calculated (Table 5).

RESULTS

mOlecular phylOgeneticS

Affinities of the monophyletic Zygophylacidae 
within Macrocolonia
The monophyly of the Macrocolonia clade within 
Leptothecata is well supported by the concatenated 
tree (16S + 18S + 28S) (Fig. 21) with high clade 
stability values of ML bootstrap (98) and Bayesian 
posterior probability (1). The ML bootstrap and 
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Bayesian posterior probability values for the entire 
monophyletic Zygophylacidae clade are 93 and 1, 
respectively. The Zygophylacidae clade clusters with 
the nearest monophyletic clade of Plumularioidea 
within Macrocolonia (clade stability values: 97, 1). 
Additionally, both ML and Bayesian analyses, solely 
with the 16S rRNA (Fig. 22), also highly support 
the monophyly of Zygophylacidae (clade stability 
values: 96, 1). All these results provide solid support 
for the validity of the family Zygophylacidae and  
its placement within Macrocolonia instead of Lafoeida.

Inter- and intraspecific genetic distances
Based on all available Zygophylacidae molecular data, 
the interspecific K2P genetic distances of the 16S 
rRNA and COI genes and the intraspecific K2P genetic 
distances of the 16S rRNA gene for zygophylacids were 
calculated (Tables 3–5). The 16S rRNA interspecific 
genetic distances within zygophylacids are 0.010–
0.181. The distances between Zygophylax lighti and 
Z. tankahkeei is 0.010, lower than the distance between 
Z. pseudosibogae and Z. lighti (0.022), and Z. pseudosibogae 
and Z. tankahkeei (0.022). This result is consistent with 
the two phylogenetic trees (Figs 21, 22): Zygophylax 
lighti clusters with Z. tankahkeei first (having the closest 
phylogenetic relationship) and both cluster with 
Z. pseudosibogae. The intraspecific K2P genetic distances 
of the 16S rRNA also reveal that both Cryptolaria 
pectinata and Z. rufa have large intraspecific genetic 
distances, 0.000–0.028 and 0.000–0.038, respectively.

The COI interspecific genetic distances within five 
zygophylacids are 0.041–0.159. The COI interspecific 

K2P distances are higher than the corresponding 16S 
interspecific K2P distances between every two species 
(Tables 3, 4), indicating that the 16S gene is more 
conservative than the COI gene in the Zygophylacidae 
clade. The COI distances between Zygophylax lighti and 
Z. tankahkeei is 0.041, higher than that for the 16S 
rRNA (0.010), providing a genetic basis for species 
distinction.

SyStematic accOunt

claSS hydrOzOa Owen, 1843

SubclaSS leptOthecata cOrneliuS, 1992

Order lafOeida bOuillOn, 1984

family lafOeidae hinckS, 1869

genuS Lafoea lamOurOux, 1821

Lafoea dumosa (fleming, 1820)

(fig. 2)

Lafoea dumosa: Cornelius, 1995: 261–263, fig. 60 
(synonymy).

Type locality:  Arbroath, Scotland.

Specimens examined: Ten infertile colonies from the 
Antarctic; see details in Supporting Information, Table 
S1.

Molecular sequences: 16S rRNA (Cunningham, 2004, 
direct submission; Peña Cantero et al., 2010), 18S rRNA 
(this study) and 28S rRNA (Cartwright et al., 2008; 

Figure 2. Lafoea dumosa (Fleming, 1820). A, colonies; B, a polysiphonic hydrocaulus with three polysiphonic hydrocladia; 
C, magnification of a cauline hydrotheca (arrow); D, two hydrothecae; E, F, two collapsed hydrothecae (arrows); A–D: 
XMUB6498; E, F: XMUB6468; all from Maxwell Bay, Antarctica. A–F, light microscope images. Scale bars: A = 5 mm; 
B = 2 mm; C–E = 500 μm; F = 100 μm.
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this study) genes; see sequence details in Supporting 
Information, Table S3.

Measurements: See details in Supporting Information, 
Table S2.

Description:  Trophosome. Colonies erect, about 2 cm 
in height (Fig. 2A). Hydrocaulus straight, polysiphonic, 
branched, unsegmented, with almost verticillate 
hydrothecae (Fig. 2B). Hydrocladia forming angles 
of about 45° with hydrocaulus, without axillary 
hydrotheca; almost verticillate, straight, polysiphonic 
except distally, unsegmented (Fig. 2B). Hydrothecae 
also verticillate, form three longitudinal rows, the 
adjacent two rows forming an angle of about 120° 
(Fig. 2B, D); borne on short pedicels, the distal part of 
hydrotheca straight or forming the angle of about 30° 
with the proximal part, without diaphragm, renovation 
or nematotheca (Fig. 2C–F), pedicels with one to four 
twists (Fig. 2D).

Gonosome: Absent.

Distribution:  Widely distributed in the Antarctic, 
Pacific, north-eastern Atlantic and Indian Oceans 
(Fleming, 1820; Cornelius, 1995; Schuchert, 2001; this 
study).

Remarks: Schuchert (2001) found variations in the 
hydrothecal length and the presence or absence of a 
hydrothecal pedicel in sympatric specimens of Lafoea 
dumosa from Greenland and Iceland. Moura et al. (2012) 
found three distinct 16S rRNA lineages corresponding 
to specimens collected from Iceland and Antarctica, and 
suspected the existence of possible cryptic species. The 
current identification of L. dumosa in Antarctica relies on 
the original description of L. dumosa and Antarctic records 
by Peña Cantero et al. (1995) and molecular data obtained 
in the present study. The morphology of the investigated 
Antarctic specimens is also consistent with European 
records (Cornelius, 1995). Lafoea dumosa resembles the 
investigated Zygophylacidae species through its tubular 
hydrothecae (see below). However, the latter have one or 
two hydrothecal diaphragms and numerous nematothecae, 
while L. dumosa has none (Bouillon et al., 2006).

Order macrOcOlOnia leclère et aL., 2009

family zygOphylacidae quelch, 1885

Diagnosis:  Solitary hydrothecae arising from 
hydrorhiza directly, or erect, pinnate or flabellate 
colonies, with polysiphonic hydrocauli in most 
species, otherwise monosiphonic. Hydrocladia mostly 
arranged in one plane, alternate to subopposite. 
Hydrothecae mostly tubular, seldom campanulate or 

subuliform, with short to long pedicel, with one or two 
diaphragms, with or without indentation (intrathecal 
projections) at distal part of the hydrothecae, and 
with one to numerous nematothecae on hydrocauli, 
hydrocladia and/or apophyses of hydrocladia. 
Gonothecae congregate to form coppiniae on stem or its 
hydrocladia; coppiniae with or without defensive tubes, 
the latter occasionally provided with hydrothecae 
or nematothecae. Individual gonothecae solitary or 
adnate, generally elongate or ovoid, seldom flask- or 
carrot-shaped, apices either with a circular aperture 
or with one to three straight or curved short tubes.

Remarks: Molecular data contributed by the present 
study support the genetic distinction and validity of 
the family Zygophylacidae (Figs 21, 22). Based on 
specimens examined in this study and morphological 
diagnoses proposed by Rees & Vervoort (1987), Vervoort 
(1987) and Cornelius (1995), both zygophylacids and 
lafoeids have similar tubular hydrothecae. However, 
they differ in the fact that nematothecae and 
hydrothecal diaphragms are commonly present in 
Zygophylacidae, but are absent in Lafoeidae (Bouillon 
et al. 2006; this study).

genuS ZygophyLax quelch, 1885

ZygophyLax abyssicoLa (StechOw, 1926)

(figS 3, 4, 5a–f)

Lictorella abyssicola Stechow, 1926: 99; Ruthensteiner 
et al., 2008: 19.

Zygophylax abyssicola: Rees & Vervoort, 1987: 76; Galea 
& Schuchert, 2019: 59.

?Zygophylax bifurcata Billard, 1942: 34–35, figs 1–3.

Type locality: Somalia, near Mogadishu, north-west 
Indian Ocean; 1644 m.

Specimens examined: Eight syntypes from the Indian 
Ocean, four of them with gonothecae; see details in 
Supporting Information, Table S1.

Lectotype designation:  Lectotype, a fertile, formalin-
fixed then ethanol-preserved colony, ZSM 20040197 
(Fig. 3A, arrow); paralectotypes, the remaining colonies 
from sample ZSM 20040197 (Fig. 3A, the left colony, G), 
ZSM 20040726 (Fig. 3A, the right colony, D), formalin-
fixed then ethanol stored, ZSM 20043537–20043542 
(Figs 3B, C, E, F, H, I, 5A–F), microslides.

Measurements: See Table 1.

Description:  Trophosome. Colonies erect, up to 5 cm  
high (Fig. 3A, B). Hydrocauli upright, branched, 
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polysiphonic (Fig. 3C), nodes not observed, with 
alternate hydrothecae (Fig. 3B). Hydrocladia forming 
an angle of 60°–90° with the hydrocauli (or their 
higher-order counterparts) (Fig. 3B), with one axilliary 
hydrotheca per branching site (Figs 3E, 4B); coplanar, 
dichotomously branched, straight or slightly geniculate, 
polysiphonic proximally, monosiphonic distally (Fig. 
3B, C), monosiphonic part divided by regular nodes, 
each internode with one or two hydrothecae (Figs 3D, 
4A). Hydrothecae arranged alternately, forming angles 
of about 60° with the corresponding hydrocladium (Fig. 
3B); borne on well-defined pedicels, tubular distally, 
tapering proximally, the distal part of hydrotheca 
straight or forming angles of about 15° with their 
proximal part; diaphragm straight (at junction with 
pedicel), with or without renovations. Only one tubular 
nematotheca observed on the hydrothecal pedicel (Figs 
3F, 4C).

Gonosome: Female gonothecae observed. Gonothecae 
aggregated into coppiniae encircling both hydrocauli 
and hydrocladia (Fig. 3G); coppiniae with numerous 
d i chotomous  pro tec t ive  branches, w i thout 
nematothecae (Figs 3I, 4E). Individual gonothecae 
free, urn-shaped, distal end with two lateral short 
tubes provided with circular apertures (Figs 3H, 4D).

Distribution:  Only recorded from the type locality, off 
East Africa (Stechow, 1926; this study).

Remarks: The original description of Zygophylax 
abyssicola does not contain any morphological 
illustrations (Stechow, 1926). It is known exclusively 
from the type locality, with no additional records 
in the literature (Stechow, 1926; Rees & Vervoort, 
1987; Ruthensteiner et al., 2008; Galea & Schuchert, 
2019). In the present study, we find that Z. bifurcata 
Billard, 1942, another deep-sea species (type locality: 
Malay Archipelago), may be a synonym of Z. abyssicola. 
Both species branch dichotomously, have straight, 
tubular, similarly sized hydrothecae (Table 1) and 
their gonothecae have two apertures (Table 2). They 
differ in the number of internodes on the hydrocladia: 
abundant internodes were observed in the type 
material of Z. abyssicola, while internodes of Z. bifurcata 
are rare, according to the original description (Billard, 
1942). The geographic distance between the type 
localities of both species is noteworthy (about 9000 
km). Consequently, whether Z. bifurcata is a synonym 
of Z. abyssicola needs further confirmation by molecular 
data. Zygophylax elongata Ramil & Vervoort, 1992 is 

Table 3. Interspecific K2P genetic distances for zygophylacids with available 16S rRNA data

No. Species No. 1 No. 2 No. 3 No. 4 No. 5 No. 6 No. 7 No. 8 No. 9 No. 10 No. 11 No. 12 No. 13 

1 Abietinella operculata              
2 Cryptolaria pectinata 0.029             
3 Zygophylax biarmata 0.037 0.042            
4 Zygophylax brownei 0.037 0.044 0.050           
5 Zygophylax leloupi 0.037 0.041 0.046 0.020          
6 Zygophylax levinseni 0.037 0.046 0.050 0.048 0.046         
7 Zygophylax lighti 0.039 0.048 0.048 0.044 0.046 0.050        
8 Zygophylax niger 0.131 0.137 0.137 0.128 0.138 0.122 0.136       
9 Zygophylax pacifica 0.075 0.087 0.081 0.094 0.105 0.095 0.071 0.164      
10 Zygophylax cf. 

pseudafricanus
0.016 0.022 0.029 0.039 0.035 0.033 0.039 0.131 0.080     

11 Zygophylax rufa 0.088 0.107 0.088 0.103 0.111 0.101 0.092 0.181 0.069 0.091    
12 Zygophylax cf. sagamiensis 0.022 0.035 0.035 0.039 0.044 0.033 0.031 0.125 0.072 0.014 0.088   
13 Zygophylax pseudosibogae 0.028 0.037 0.039 0.033 0.035 0.048 0.022 0.136 0.084 0.031 0.095 0.033  
14 Zygophylax tankahkeei 0.035 0.044 0.048 0.039 0.041 0.046 0.010 0.136 0.076 0.035 0.098 0.031 0.022

Notes: 16S sequence length after alignment is 522 bp. The 16S GenBank accession numbers of all taxa (No. 1–14) are FN424136, JN714656, JN714683, 
MT261944, JN714681, AM888344, MZ686452, MK073107, MT261948, MT261945, MH108228, MZ686453, MT261946, MT261947, 
respectively. Accession numbers in bold were contributed by this study. Information on sequences see Supporting Information, Table S3.

Table 4. Interspecific K2P genetic distances for zygophylacids 
with available COI data

No. Species No. 1 No. 2 No. 3 No. 4 

1 Zygophylax brownei     
2 Zygophylax pacifica 0.138    
3 Zygophylax cf. sagamiensis 0.128 0.139   
4 Zygophylax lighti 0.110 0.141 0.134  
5 Zygophylax tankahkeei 0.119 0.159 0.136 0.041

Notes: COI sequence length after alignment is 761 bp, the COI GenBank 
accession numbers of all taxa (No. 1–5), contributed by this study, are 
MT262560, MT262562, MZ680505, MZ680504, MT262561, respectively. 
Information on sequences see Supporting Information, Table S3.
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also similar to Z. abyssicola, but the hydrothecal length 
of Z. elongata is about twice that of the investigated Z. 
abyssicola specimens. Furthermore, the former species 
has more curved hydrothecae.

ZygophyLax africana StechOw, 1923

(figS 5g, h, 6)

Zygophylax africana Stechow, 1923a: 106–107; 1925: 
445–446, fig. 18; Millard, 1964: 15–18, fig. 4A–F; 

1968: 263; 1973: 28, fig. 4B; 1975: 189–190, 
fig. 62A–E; 1977: 106; 1980: 131; Gravier-Bonnet, 
1979: 29; Rees & Vervoort, 1987: 75; Bouillon et al., 
2006: 341; Ruthensteiner et al., 2008: 25; Altuna, 
2012: 5–8, figs 2, 3; Campos et al., 2020: 540–543, 
pl. 2A–G.

?Zygophylax africana: Hirohito, 1983: 22–24, fig. 6; 1995: 
136–138, fig. 40a–e.

Zygophylax africanus: Vervoort & Watson, 2003: 69 
[incorrect subsequent spelling].

Table 5. Intraspecific K2P genetic distances for zygophylacids with available 16S rRNA data

Species Haplotype numbers Genetic distances Sequence length (aligned) Sequence source 

Cryptolaria pectinata 7 0.000–0.028 521 bp Moura et al. (2008, 2012)
Zygophylax biarmata 6 0.000–0.008 514 bp Moura et al. (2008, 2012)
Z. levinseni 2 0.014 519 bp Moura et al. (2008, 2012)
Z. niger 2 0.014 603 bp Galea & Schuchert (2019)
Z. rufa 10 0.000–0.038 589 bp Boissin et al. (2018)

Notes: See GenBank accession numbers for analysed sequences in Supporting Information, Table S3.

Figure 3. Type material of Zygophylax abyssicola (Stechow, 1926). A, B, colonies with dichotomous branching patterns, the 
arrow in A indicates the lectotype; C, a polysiphonic hydrocaulus; D, three successive nodes (arrows) on a hydrocladium, 
each internode bearing a hydrotheca; E, an axillary hydrotheca; F, a hydrotheca with diaphragm and renovations, and a 
nematotheca (arrow) near the hydrotheca; G, a coppinia; H, an isolated gonotheca, whose apex bears two apertures; I, a 
gonotheca with dichotomously branched defensive tubes. From samples: ZSM 20040197, paralectotype [A (left colony), 
G]; ZSM 20040197, lectotype [A (middle colony)]; ZSM 20040726, paralectotype [A (right colony), D]; ZSM 20043538, 
paralectotype (B, E); ZSM 20043539, paralectotype (C, F); ZSM 20043542, paralectotype (H, I). A–I, Indian Ocean. A–I, light 
microscope images. Scale bars: A = 1 cm; B = 0.5 cm; C, D, G, I = 1 mm; E = 0.5 mm; F, H = 200 μm.
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Type locality: South Africa, off Cape Town, north of 
Agulhas Bank; 178 m.

Specimens examined: Three infertile syntypes from 
South Africa; see details in Supporting Information, 
Table S1.

Lectotype designation:  Lectotype, an infertile, 
formalin-fixed then ethanol-preserved colony, ZSM 
20040731 (Fig. 6A, arrow); paralectotypes, the 
remaining colonies from ZSM 20040731 (Fig. 6A), ZSM 
20041574, ZSM 20043579 (Figs 5G, H, 6B–D), all as 
microslides.

Measurements: See Table 1.

Description:   Trophosome. Incipient colonies 
composed of solitary hydrothecae arising directly from 
the hydrorhiza, well-developed colonies erect, about 
1.8 cm high, pinnate (Fig. 6A). Hydrocaulus straight, 
polysiphonic, tapering upwards, unsegmented, 
bearing alternate hydrothecae and hydrocladia 
(Fig. 6A, B). Hydrocladia coplanar, straight, 
monosiphonic, undivided, forming angles of about 
75° with the hydrocaulus, each branching site with 
an axillary hydrotheca (Fig. 6B). There are one or 
three hydrothecae between two successive pairs of 
hydrocladia. Hydrothecae forming angles of about 
45° with the longitudinal axes of the corresponding 

hydrocladia (Fig. 6B, C), borne on short pedicels, 
tubular, distal part curved abaxially and forming 
angles of 15°–45° with the proximal part, diaphragm 
straight to oblique, margin slightly everted, with 
or without renovations (Fig. 6C). Nematothecae on 
hydrocladia, hydrocauli and apophyses of hydrocladia; 
tubular, with basal diaphragm (Fig. 6D).

Gonosome: Absent.

Distribution:  South Africa (Stechow, 1923a; Millard, 
1964, 1975; this study); Iberian Peninsula (Altuna, 
2012); Réunion Island (Campos et al., 2020).

Remarks: Campos et al. (2020) proposed designating 
the ethanol material and microslides as the holotype 
and paratypes, respectively, but did not examine the 
type material deposited in the ZSM. In the present 
study, lectotypes were designated with details following 
their proposal (Campos et al., 2020). Millard (1964, 
1975) provided accounts on the morphology of the 
gonothecae based on fertile specimens from the type 
locality. The Japanese records by Hirohito (1983, 1995) 
are questionable because his specimens have three to 
six hydrothecae between two successive hydrocladia, 
while the type material usually exhibits two of these.

ZygophyLax biarmata billard, 1905

(fig. 7)

Zygophylax biarmata: Ramil & Vervoort, 1992: 59–65, 
figs 11e–h, 12a–i, 13e, f (synonymy).

Type locality: Bay of Biscay, north-east Atlantic;  
411 m.

Specimens examined: Three colonies from the 
Gulf of Cadiz, one fertile; see details in Supporting 
Information, Table S1.

Molecular sequences: 16S rRNA gene (Moura et al., 
2008, 2012); see sequence details in Supporting 
Information, Table S3.

Measurements:  See Supporting Information, Table 
S2.

Description:  Trophosome. Colonies upright, about 
0.9 cm high (Fig. 7A). Hydrocaulus geniculate, 
polysiphonic, unsegmented, branching regularly (Fig. 
7A, B). Hydrocladia coplanar, forming angles of 60°–
90° with the hydrocaulus (Fig. 7B), dichotomously 
branched, mono- or polysiphonic, with irregular 
nodes (Fig. 7B, C), axillary hydrothecae present at the 

Figure 4. Line drawings of Zygophylax abyssicola (Stechow, 
1926). A, three successive nodes on a hydrocladium, each 
internode bearing a hydrotheca; B, an axillary hydrotheca; 
C, a hydrotheca, showing its diaphragm and renovations, 
and a nematotheca; D, an isolated gonotheca, whose apex 
bears two apertures; E, a gonotheca with dichotomously 
branched defensive tubes. Scale bars: A = 1 mm; 
B–D = 500 μm; E = 500 μm.
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branching sites (Fig. 7D). Hydrothecae alternating 
regularly in one plane, forming angles of 60°–90° with 
the longitudinal axes of the corresponding hydrocladia 

(Fig. 7C), short-pedicellate, tubular, the distal part 
straight or curved away from the internode and forming 
angles of about 30° with the proximal part; diaphragm 

Figure 5. Type materials (all paralectotypes) of five Zygophylax species deposited in the Zoologische Staatssammlung 
München. A–F, Z. abyssicola (Stechow, 1926), ZSM 20043537–ZSM 20043542; G, H, Z. africana Stechow, 1923, ZSM 20041574, 
ZSM 20043579; I–M, Z. curvitheca Stechow, 1913, ZSM 20043570–ZSM 20043574; N–Q, Z. pacifica Stechow, 1920, ZSM 
20041554–ZSM 20041556, ZSM 20043569; R–U, Z. valdiviae Stechow, 1923, ZSM 20041566–ZSM 20041569. Scale bars: 
A–U = 2 cm.
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oblique, margin slightly everted, with two to seven 
renovations (Fig. 7C, E, G). A tubular nematotheca 
present at apophyses of hydrocladia, with one to six 
renovations (Fig. 7C, E, F).

Gonosome: Gonothecae clustering into coppiniae on 
hydrocaulus (Fig. 7A, B); coppiniae with dichotomously 
branched defensive tubes and hydrothecae. The 
morphology of individual gonothecae could not be 

Figure 6. Type material of Zygophylax africana Stechow, 1923. A, various colonies; B, portion of polysiphonic hydrocaulus 
with four monosiphonic hydrocladia, the left and the right arrows indicate an axillary hydrotheca and a nematotheca, 
respectively; C, hydrothecal diaphragm (lower arrow) and renovations (upper arrow); D, magnification of the nematotheca 
in B, the arrow indicates a diaphragm within the nematotheca. From samples: A, ZSM 20040731, the arrow indicates the 
lectotype, other colonies are parelectotypes; B–D, ZSM 20041574, paralectotype. A–D, near Cape Town, South Africa. A–D, 
light microscope images. Scale bars: A = 1 cm; B = 1 mm; C, D = 100 μm.

Figure 7. Zygophylax biarmata Billard, 1905. A, two colonies; B, hydrocaulus with coppinia; C, hydrothecal arrangement 
along a hydrocladium; D, an axillary hydrotheca (arrow); E, a hydrotheca with diaphragm (left arrow) and basal nematotheca 
(right arrow); F, magnification of a nematotheca; G, distal part of a hydrotheca showing multiple renovations. From samples: 
A–G: ZSM 20220294, Gulf of Cadiz. A, B, D, E, light microscope images; C, F, G, SEM images. Scale bars: A, B = 2 mm; 
C = 200 μm; D = 500 μm; E = 100 μm; F, G = 50 μm.
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established properly without destructive methods, and 
the coppiniae in the present material are obscured by 
adhering particles, not allowing a detailed examination 
to be done.

Distribution: Gulf of Cadiz (Moura et al., 2012; this 
study); Bay of Biscay north-west of Spain; the Azores; 
Madeira; the Canary Islands; the east coast of South 
Africa; the Madagascar area; the Zanzibar area (See 
Ramil & Vervoort, 1992).

ZygophyLax brownei billard, 1924

(fig. 8)

Zygophylax brownei: Ramil & Vervoort, 1992: 65–70, 
figs 13a–d, 14a–c (synonymy).

Type locality: Bay of Biscay, north-east Atlantic; 186 m.

Specimens examined: Three colonies from the Gulf of 
Cadiz, one of them fertile; see details in Supporting 
Information, Table S1.

Molecular sequences: 16S rRNA, 18S rRNA, 28S 
rRNA and COI genes (this study); see sequence details 
in Supporting Information, Table S3.

Measurements: See Supporting Information, Table S2.

Description: Trophosome. Colonies erect, about 2.5 cm 
high. Hydrocaulus straight, polysiphonic, branched 
regularly (Fig. 8A). Hydrocladia coplanar, forming 
angles of 30°–60° with the hydrocaulus (Fig. 8A, 
B), axillary hydrothecae present at the branching 
sites (Fig. 8C), dichotomously branched, straight, 
polysiphonic except towards the distal ends, with 
irregular nodes (Fig. 8D). Hydrothecae arranged 
alternately along the hydrocladia, forming angles 
of 45°–60° with their longitudinal axes; borne on 
moderately long pedicels, tubular, distal parts straight 
or slightly curved, with a slightly oblique diaphragm 
basally and one or two renovations of their apertures, 
with or without annulations on the proximal part of 
the pedicel (Fig. 8C, D).

Gonosome: Gonothecae clustering into coppiniae, 
encircling the hydrocaulus halfway (Fig. 8B), 
without defensive tubes. Individual gonothecae 
solitary or adnate, elliptical in shape, tapering 
basally into an indistinct pedicel, apices with two 
or three rounded apertures mounted on short necks 
(Fig. 8E, F).

Figure 8. Zygophylax brownei Billard, 1924. A, three colonies; B, portion of hydrocaulus with coppinia; C, axillary hydrotheca 
(arrow); D, magnification of the node (left arrow) and the apophysis of hydrocladia (right arrow); E, a gonotheca; F, a 
gonotheca with three apical apertures (arrows). From samples: A–F: ZSM 20220295, Gulf of Cadiz. A, B, light microscope 
images; C–F, SEM images. Scale bars: A = 5 mm; B = 1 mm; C, E = 200 μm; D, F = 100 μm.
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Distribution: Gulf of Cadiz (Moura et al., 2012; this 
study); Bay of Biscay (see: Ramil & Vervoort, 1992).

ZygophyLax curvitheca StechOw, 1913

(figS 5i–m, 9)

Zygophylax curvitheca Stechow, 1913a: 139–140; 1913b: 
11, 116–117, fig. 89; 1923b: 10; Nutting, 1927: 
212–213, pl. 41, fig. 3; Yamada, 1959: 47–48; Rees 
& Thursfield, 1965:78, 201; Smaldon et al., 1976: 
16; Rees & Vervoort, 1987: 72; Hirohito, 1995: 142, 
fig. 43a–d, pl. 9, fig. A; Ruthensteiner et al., 2008: 25.

Type locality: Sagami Bay, Japan; 600 m.

Specimens examined: Six infertile syntypes from 
Japan; see details in Supporting Information,  
Table S1.

Lectotype designation:  Lectotype, a fertile, formalin-
fixed then ethanol-preserved colony, ZSM 20040199  
(Fig. 9A–C); paralectotypes, ZSM 20043570–ZSM 
20043574 (Figs 5I–M, 9D–F), microslides.

Measurements: See Table 1.

Description:  Trophosome. Colony erect, up to 
8 cm high, pinnate (Fig. 9A). Hydrocaulus straight, 
polysiphonic, unsegmented, with numerous 
nematothecae and alternate hydrothecae, branching 
(Fig. 9A, B). Hydrocladia coplanar, forming angles 
of 60°–80° with the hydrocaulus, each branching 
site with one axillary hydrotheca (Fig. 9B); straight, 
polysiphonic except towards the distal ends, 
unsegmented. Hydrothecae arranged alternately, 
forming angles of 30°–45° with the hydrocladia (Fig. 
9B); tubular, short-pedicellate, distal part strongly 
curved abaxially, forming angles of 60°–90° with their 
proximal part, basally a straight diaphragm, margin 
slightly everted, with or without renovations (Fig. 9B, 
D, E). Nematothecae slender and tubular, present on 
hydrocauli, hydrocladia and the base of hydrothecal 
pedicels. (Fig. 9D–F).

Gonosome: An incipient coppinia with only defensive 
tubes but no gonothecae.

Distribution:  Japan (Stechow, 1913a, b; Hirohito, 
1995; this study); Philippines (Nutting, 1927).

Figure 9. Type material of Zygophylax curvitheca Stechow, 1913. A, a colony; B, portion of a polysiphonic hydrocaulus 
with several basally polysiphonic hydrocladia, the arrows indicate two axillary hydrothecae; C, an incipient coppinia (with 
only defensive tubes but no gonothecae) on hydrocladium; D, a hydrotheca showing marginal renovations (upper arrow), 
diaphragm (middle arrow) and basal nematotheca (lower arrow); E, two hydrothecae and nematothecae (arrows) on a 
hydrocladium; F, magnification of the nematothecae in E. From samples: A–C: ZSM 20040199, lectotype; D: ZSM 20043572, 
paralectotype; E, F: ZSM 20043573, paralectotype. A–F, Sagami Bay, Japan. A–F, light microscope images. Scale bars: 
A = 1 cm; B, C = 2 mm; D, E = 500 μm; F = 250 μm.
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Remarks: There are nematothecae on the defensive 
tubes of the coppiniae in the specimens collected from 
the type locality (Hirohito, 1995). Such nematothecae 
are absent in the Philippine material examined by 
Nutting (1927) and it can be assumed that they may 
have been overlooked.

ZygophyLax LeLoupi ramil & VerVOOrt, 1992

(fig. 10)

Zygophylax leloupi: Vervoort, 2006: 239–240, fig. 15 
(synonymy).

Type locality: off Rabat, Marocco; 890 m.

Specimens examined: One infertile colony from Portugal; 
see details in Supporting Information, Table S1.

Molecular sequences: 16S rRNA (Moura et al., 2012) 
and 28S rRNA genes (this study); see sequence details 
in Supporting Information, Table S3.

Measurements: See Supporting Information, Table S2.

Description: Trophosome. Colony erect, about 1.3 cm in 
height (Fig. 10A). Hydrocaulus straight, polysiphonic, 
unsegmented, branched regularly. Hydrocladia coplanar, 
alternate, straight, monosiphonic (Fig. 10A, C), forming 
angles of 45°–120° with the hydrocaulus (Fig. 10A), 
axillary hydrothecae present at branching sites (Fig. 
10E), with irregular nodes (Fig. 10D). Hydrothecae 
arranged alternately in two planes forming an angle of 
about 60° (Fig. 10C); borne on moderately long pedicels, 
tubular, distal part straight or slightly curved, diaphragm 
oblique, with one to four marginal renovations (Fig. 
10E–G), with or without annulations at basal part of the 
pedicel (Fig. 10D). Only one nematotheca observed on an 
accessory tube of the hydrocaulus (Fig. 10B).

Gonosome: Absent.

Distribution:  Near the Azores (Leloup, 1940); off 
Rabat, Morocco (Ramil & Vervoort, 1992); the Mid-
Atlantic Ridge (Calder & Vervoort, 1998); Mound near 
Lisbon, Portugal (Moura et al., 2012; this study).

ZygophyLax Levinseni (SaemundSSOn, 1911)

(fig. 11)

Zygophylax levinseni: Vervoort, 2006: 240–242, fig. 16 
(synonymy).

Type locality: Near the Vestmannaeyjar Archipelago, 
Iceland; 510 m.

Specimens examined: Five colonies from the Gulf of Cadiz, 
two fertile; see details in Supporting Information, Table S1.

Molecular sequences: 16S rRNA (Moura et al., 2008, 
2012); 18S rRNA and 28S rRNA genes (this study); see 
sequence details in Supporting Information, Table S3.

Measurements: See details in Supporting Information, 
Table S2.

Description:  Trophosome. Colonies erect, up to 4.5 cm 
in height (Fig. 11A). Hydrocaulus straight, polysiphonic, 
unsegmented, branching. Hydrocladia coplanar, 
dichotomously branched, straight, monosiphonic 
(Figs 11A, B), with irregular nodes (Fig. 11E), forming 
angles of 30°–60° with the hydrocaulus (Fig. 11A), 
axillary hydrothecae present at branching points 
(Fig. 11E). Hydrothecae arranged alternately in two 
planes forming angles of 30°–60° (Fig. 11B); borne on 
moderately long pedicels, tubular, distal part straight 
or slightly curved, one or two oblique diaphragms 
basally (Fig. 11D), margin slightly everted, with one 
to three renovations (Fig. 11D–F). One nematotheca 
present on apophyses of hydrocladia (Fig. 11F, H).

Gonosome: Gonothecae clustering into coppiniae 
encircling the hydrocaulus (Fig. 11C), with abundant 
protective tubes, one nematotheca observed on the 
base of one protective tube (Fig. 11G, I). Gonothecae 
free from one another, elliptical, tapering basally, 
apices with two lateral, curved tubes (Fig. 11C, G).

Distribution: Gulf of Cadiz (Moura et al., 2008; this 
study); south of Iceland (Saemundsson, 1911); the 
Azores region (Leloup, 1940); near the coast of Rabat, 
Morocco (Ramil & Vervoort, 1992); one tropical Atlantic 
locality, south of Cape Verde Islands (Vervoort, 2006); 
Madeira (Moura et al., 2012).

Remarks: Zygophylax tottoni Rees & Vervoort, 1987 
resembles Z. leviseni by the hydrothecal morphology, 
but Z. leviseni has comparatively more numerous and 
smaller nematothecae; see details in Supporting 
Information, Table S2.

Zygophylax lighti gu & SOng sp. nov.
(figS 12, 13a, b, 14a)

Z o o b a n k  r e g i s t r a t i o n :  u r n : l s i d : z o o b a n k .
org:act:536BAF1F-9924-41D1-AF33-6612D85F206A.

Type locality: South China Sea; 921–1816 m.

Etymology: The specific name honours Professor Sol 
Felty Light (1886–1947) who served as the chairman of 
the Department of Zoology at Xiamen University from 
1922 to 1924, and memorizes the centenary celebration 
of the biological disciplines in Xiamen University. 
Light’s systematic studies on marine invertebrates 
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Figure 11. Zygophylax levinseni (Saemundsson, 1911). A, three colonies; B, hydrothecal arrangement along a hydrocladium; 
C, a coppinia; D, two hydrothecal diaphragms (arrows); E, axillary hydrotheca and a node (arrow); F, two hydrothecae 
and two clearly identifiable nematothecae (arrows); G, a gonotheca and one nematotheca on an accessory tube (arrow); H, 
magnification of nematothecae on apophysis of hydrocladia (in F, lower arrow); I, magnification of nematothecae on the 
accessory tubes (in G). From samples: A–I: ZSM 20220297, Gulf of Cadiz. A–D, light microscope images; E–I, SEM images. 
Scale bars: A = 1 cm; B, C = 1 mm; D–G = 200 μm; H, I = 50 μm.

Figure 10. Zygophylax leloupi Ramil & Vervoort, 1992. A, fragmentary colony; B, a nematotheca (arrow) on an accessory 
tube of hydrocaulus; C, hydrothecal arrangement along a hydrocladium; D, annulations of the hydrothecal pedicel (upper 
arrow) and a node on a hydrocladium (lower arrow); E, axillary hydrotheca; F, a hydrotheca, showing its diaphragm (arrow); 
G, hydrothecal renovations. From samples: A–G: ZSM 20220296, Lisbon, Portugal. A, C–F, light microscope images; B, G, 
SEM images. Scale bars: A = 5 mm; B, G = 100 μm; C = 2 mm; D–F = 500 μm.
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initiated the early development of marine science at 
the Xiamen University.

Type material:  Holotype, XUMB7904, fertile; paratype, 
XUMB7905, fertile; see Supporting Information, Table S1.

Other material:  Thirty-five infertile colonies 
deposited separately, each specimen containing 
one colony (XMUB7863, XMUB7869, XMUB7906–
XMUB7938), also collected from South China 
Sea. See details in Supporting Information,  
Table S1.

Measurements: See Table 1.

Molecular sequences: 16S rRNA, 18S rRNA, 28S 
rRNA and COI genes (this study); see sequence details 
in Supporting Information, Table S3.

Description:  Trophosome. Colonies erect, about 
2 cm in height, pinnate (Fig. 12A). Hydrocaulus 
slightly geniculate, polysiphonic basally grading to 
monosiphonic distally, unsegmented, one to three 
alternate hydrothecae between successive hydrocladia. 

Figure 12. Type material of Zygophylax lighti sp. nov. A, a colony; B, hydrothecal arrangement; C, two axillary hydrothecae 
and four gonothecae; D, magnification of an axillary hydrotheca; E, magnification of nematothecae (arrow); F, I, hydrotheca, 
the arrow in I indicates a nematotheca; G, J, magnification of the indentation (arrows); H, magnification of an oblique 
hydrothecal diaphragm (arrow); K–M, gonothecae; N, gonotheca with dichotomous defensive tubes; O, magnification of a 
node (arrow) on the defensive tubes. A–O: XMUB7904, holotype, South China Sea. A–H, K, L, light microscope images; I, J, 
M–O, SEM images. Scale bars: A = 5 mm; B, C = 1 mm, D, F, I, M, N = 200 μm; E, G, H = 100 μm; J, O = 50 μm; K, L = 500 μm.
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Hydrocladia coplanar, alternate, forming angles of 
60°–80° with the hydrocaulus, with one hydrotheca 
per axil (Fig. 12C, D); straight, monosiphonic, with 
irregular nodes. Hydrothecae with long pedicels, 
the pedicels borne on apophyses of hydrocladia, 
unilaterally arranged, while the distal hydrothecal 
ends alternately turn left and right, respectively (Figs 
12B, 13A), pedicels forming angles of 60°–90° with the 
hydrocladia; tubular (Fig. 12F, I), all the hydrothecae 
are distributed on the same side of the plane of the 
hydrocladia, distal part curved away and forming an 
angle of about 60° with the proximal part, with an 
oblique or convex (inverted funnel-shaped) diaphragm 
(Fig. 12H), with or without renovations, a conspicuous, 
internal, abaxial projection (indentation) below 
the curved part of the hydrotheca (Figs 12G, 14A). 
Nematothecae present singly on the hydrocaulus and 
apophyses of hydrocladia (Figs 12E, I, 14A), tubular, 
slender, with circular aperture, up to three annulations 
in the middle part (Fig. 12I).

Gonosome: Gonothecae form coppiniae on the lower 
part of the hydrocaulus (Fig. 12C), with dichotomously 
branched, disseminate defensive tubes (Figs 12N, 
13B). Nematothecae present on defensive tubes, and 
on the accessory tubes of the stem near the coppinia. 
Individual gonothecae urn-shaped, tapering abruptly 
basally, two short, curved tubes present apically, each 
bearing a circular aperture (Figs 12K–N, 13B).

Distribution:  Known only from the type locality, in 
the South China Sea (this study).

Remarks:  Four species, namely Zygophylax lighti, Z. 
pseudosibogae, Z. sibogae and Z. tankahkeei, are highly 

relevant based upon both morphological (Table 2) and 
molecular data (Figs 21, 22; Supporting Information, 
Fig. S1). They can be distinguished from other congeners 
through the following shared characters: the bases of 
hydrothecal pedicels are unilaterally arranged, while 
the distal hydrothecal ends alternately point left 
and right; long hydrothecal pedicels; much-curved 
hydrothecae; twisted tubes on gonothecal apices.

Within Zygophylacidae, d ist inct ly  curved 
hydrothecae  are  a lso  present  in  Zygophylax 
infundibulum Millard, 1958, Z. kakaiba Campos et al., 
2016, Z. convallaria (Allman, 1877), Z. curvitheca, 
Z. pseudoabietinella Peña Cantero, 2020 and Z. tizardensis 
Kirkpatrick, 1890. The curved hydrothecae of these 
zygophylacids are illustrated in Figure 14, and could 
be thus separated morphologically. They are also 
different in the following characters (Supporting 
Information, Table S2): Z. curvitheca, Z. kakaiba 
and Z. tizardensis have much shorter pedicels; 
Z. pseudoabietinella has a hydrothecal operculum; 
Z. infundibulum, Z. kakaiba, Z. convallaria and Z. sibogae 
do not have hydrothecal indentations. A similar 
hydrothecal indentation was also found in the 
original description of Z. tizardensis (Table 2) and was 
described as a half-ring (Kirkpatrick, 1890).

These four species can be easily separated from 
each other. Zygophylax lighti and Z. tankahkeei differ from 
the other two in the following characters: the distal 
end of their hydrothecae is shifted at about 60°, and 
not perpendicularly to the lower hydrothecal axis; 
their hydrothecae have indentations. Differences 
between Z. pseudosibogae and Z. sibogae can be found 
in the remarks of Z. pseudosibogae.

The two new species proposed, Zygophylax lighti and 
Z. tankahkeei, are similar in the following four characters: 

Figure 13. Hydrothecal arrangement and gonothecae of three new species. A, B, Zygophylax lighti sp. nov.; C, D, 
Z. pseudosibogae sp. nov.; E, F, Z. tankahkeei sp. nov. A, C, E, hydrothecal arrangement, the bases of hydrothecal pedicels are 
unilateral arranged, and the distal hydrothecal ends alternately turn left and right, respectively; B, D, F, gonothecae (with 
defensive tubes). Scale bars: A–F = 500 μm.
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(1) the curvature angle of their hydrothecae is about 
60°; (2) the hydrothecal pedicels are slender; (3) there 
are obvious hydrothecal indentations; and (4) the 
gonothecae are urn-shaped, with curved, short tubes 
on their apices. Conversely, they differ in the following 
five characters: (1) when examining the fertile type 
material of both species in the same Petri dish, the 
general appearance of the colonies of Z. tankahkeei 
is robust, and slender in Z. lighti; the colony color of 
Z. tankahkeei is deep brown, while Z. lighti is light yellow; 
(2) the hydrothecal proportions of Z. tankahkeei are 
about 1.3 times bigger than in Z. lighti; (3) Zygophylax 
lighti has more numerous and much larger (three to 
five times) nematothecae than Z. tankahkeei; (4) the 

gonothecae of Z. lighti are arranged in two rows along 
the accessory tubes of the stem, while in Z. tankahkeei 
they are arranged radially; and (5) Zygophylax lighti has 
long, tubular nematothecae around the coppiniae, a 
situation not met with in Z. tankahkeei.

ZygophyLax pacifica StechOw, 1920

(figS 5n–q, 15)

Zygophylax biarmata: Stechow, 1913b: 114–115, fig. 88.
Zygophylax pacifica Stechow, 1920: 11; 1923b: 10; 1923c: 

141–142; Vervoort, 1941: 198–199; Yamada, 1959: 48; 
Hirohito, 1983: 29, fig. 10; 1995:142–144, fig. 43e, f, 

Figure 14. Morphological comparisons of selected zygophylacids with curved hydrothecae. A, Zygophylax lighti sp. nov.; B, 
Z. tankahkeei sp. nov.; C, Z. pseudosibogae sp. nov.; D, E, Z. sibogae Billard, 1918; F, Z. unilateralis Totton, 1930; G, Z. convallaria 
(Allman, 1877); H, Z. infundibulum Millard, 1958; I, Z. concinna (Ritchie, 1911); J, Z. reflexa (Fraser, 1948); K, Z. adhaerens 
(Fraser, 1938), hydrothecal basal portion is adherent on the hydrocladium; L, Z. tizardensis Kirkpatrick, 1890; M, Z. kakaiba 
Campos, Marques, Puce & Pérez, 2016; N, Z. curvitheca Stechow, 1913; O, Cryptolaria prima Busk, 1858, the hydrotheca is 
almost completely immersed in the hydrocladium. A, XMUB7904, holotype; B, XMUB6200-1, holotype; C, ZSM 20220300, 
holotype; N, ZSM 20043572, paralectotype. The following images were redrawn from the related original descriptions: D, 
Schuchert (2003); E, Billard (1918); F, Totton (1930); G, Allman (1877); H, Millard (1958); I, Ritchie (1911); J, Fraser (1948); 
K, Fraser (1938); L, Kirkpatrick (1890), Hirohito (1995); M, Campos et al. (2016); O, Busk (1858), Ralph (1958). All arrows 
indicate hydrothecal indentations. Scale bars: A–D, F–I, L–O = 500 μm; E, J, K, unknown.
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pl. 9, fig. B; Rees & Vervoort, 1987: 74; Ruthensteiner 
et al., 2008: 25.

?Zygophylax pacifica: Leloup, 1938: 10.

Type locality: Sagami Bay, Japan; 250 m.

Specimens examined: Five syntypes and two colonies 
from Japan, all the specimens are infertile; see details 
in Supporting Information, Table S1.

Lectotype designation:  Lectotype, an infertile, 
formalin-fixed then ethanol-preserved colony 
ZSM 20040198 (Fig. 15A–D); paralectotypes, ZSM 
20041554–ZSM 20041556, ZSM 20043569 (Figs 5N–Q, 
15E, F), microslides.

Measurements: See Table 1.

Molecular sequences: 16S rRNA, 18S rRNA, 28S 
rRNA and COI genes (this study); see sequence details 
in Supporting Information, Table S3.

Description:  Trophosome. Colonies erect, up to 
7.5 cm in height (Fig. 15G). Hydrocaulus straight, 
polysiphonic except distally, one to three alternate 

hydrothecae present between two successive 
hydrocladia, unsegmented, branching (Fig. 15A, B, 
G, H). Hydrocladia forming angles of 60°–80° with 
the hydrocaulus (Fig. 15B, H), each branching point 
with an axillary hydrotheca (Fig. 15C, I). Hydrocladia 
arranged alternately and distributed in one plane, 
straight, basal part polysiphonic or monosiphonic, 
distal part monosiphonic, unsegmented (Fig. 15B, H). 
Hydrothecae arranged alternately, forming angles of 
45°–60° with the corresponding hydrocladia (Fig. 15B, 
H); borne on short pedicels, campanulate, straight-
sided or nearly so, with a straight diaphragm and two 
to six marginal renovations, rim slightly everted. One 
or two tubular nematothecae present at base of each 
apophysis of hydrocladia (Fig. 15D–F, J).

Gonosome: Absent.

Distribution:  Japan (Stechow, 1913b, 1923c; Hirohito, 
1983, 1995; this study); the Philippines (Vervoort, 
1941).

Remarks: Zygophylax pacifica and Z. rufa are similar in 
hydrothecal morphology. They form a monophyletic 
group with high support in the phylogenetic trees (Figs 

Figure 15. Type material and recent material of Zygophylax pacifica Stechow, 1920. A, G, colonies; B, H, polysiphonic 
portions of hydrocauli with alternate, monosiphonic hydrocladia; C, I, two axillary hydrothecae; D, E, J, three hydrothecae, 
showing diaphragms, renovations and basal nematothecae [D and J showing single nematothecae, E and F (magnification) 
showing a pair of nematothecae]. From samples: A–D: ZSM 20040198; E, F: ZSM 20041556; G–J: XMUB6610. A–D, lectotype; 
E, F, paralectotype; G–J, materials in this study. A–F, Sagami Bay; G–J, Shimoda, Japan. A–J, light microscope images. Scale 
bars: A, G = 1 cm; B, H = 2 mm; C, I = 500 μm; D, E, J = 200 μm; F = 50 μm.
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21, 22). They are different in the presence or absence 
of nematothecae attached to apophyses of hydrocladia. 
Nearly each apophysis of Z. pacifica has one tubular 
nematotheca, although in some rare cases there are 
two of these. Conversely, the hydrothecal pedicels of 
Z. rufa are devoid of nematothecae on apophyses of 
hydrocladia (Supporting Information, Table S2).

Schuchert (2015) proposed Zygophylax pacifica as a 
junior synonym of Z. cyathifera (Allman, 1888), because 
he thought that the only difference between the two 
species, namely the presence of a distinct node in 
Z. cyathifera separating the basal part of the hydrotheca 
from the apophysis (Rees & Vervoort, 1987), may 
not be reliable enough for species distinction. By 
re-examinating the type material of Z. pacifica, we found 
that distinct nodes were absent from the hydrocladia.

In this study, the sequences of the 16S rRNA, 18S 
rRNA, 28S rRNA and COI genes of Zygophylax pacifica 
are provided. Molecular data of Z. cyathifera from 
the type locality (New Hebrides, Vanuatu) are still 
required to clarify its relationship with Z. pacifica.

ZygophyLax cf. pseudafricanus VerVOOrt & 
watSOn, 2003

(fig. 16)

Zygophylax pseudafricanus Vervoort & Watson, 2003: 
78–80, fig. 13A–F.

Type locality: South-west Pacific; 520 m.

Specimens examined: Two infertile colonies from 
Portugal; see details in Supporting Information, Table S1.

Molecular sequences: 16S rRNA, 18S rRNA and 28S 
rRNA genes (this study); see sequence details in 
Supporting Information, Table S3.

Measurements: See details in Supporting Information, 
Table S2.

Description: Trophosome. Colonies erect, about 1.3 cm 
in height (Fig. 16A). Hydrocaulus straight, polysiphonic, 
unsegmented, with alternate hydrothecae, branching 

Figure 16. Zygophylax cf. pseudafricanus Vervoort & Watson, 2003. A, two colonies; B, portion of polysiphonic hydrocaulus 
with several monosiphonic hydrocladia; C, hydrothecal arrangement; D, hydrothecal diaphragm (arrow); E, an axillary 
hydrotheca (arrow); F, magnification of the hydrothecal margin, showing renovations. From samples: A–F: ZSM 20220299, 
Lisbon, Portugal. A–D, light microscope images; E, F, SEM images. Scale bars: A = 5 mm; B = 2 mm; C = 500 μm; D, 
E = 200 μm; F = 20 μm.

D
ow

nloaded from
 https://academ

ic.oup.com
/zoolinnean/article/196/1/52/6609882 by guest on 19 April 2024

https://academic.oup.com/zoolinnean/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/zoolinnean/zlac036#supplementary-data
http://academic.oup.com/zoolinnean/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/zoolinnean/zlac036#supplementary-data
http://academic.oup.com/zoolinnean/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/zoolinnean/zlac036#supplementary-data
http://academic.oup.com/zoolinnean/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/zoolinnean/zlac036#supplementary-data
http://academic.oup.com/zoolinnean/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/zoolinnean/zlac036#supplementary-data


SYSTEMATICS OF ZYGOPHYLACIDAE (CNIDARIA) 75

© 2022 The Linnean Society of London, Zoological Journal of the Linnean Society, 2022, 196, 52–87

(Figs 16A, B). Hydrocladia forming angles of about 60° 
with the hydrocaulus (Fig. 16B), axillary hydrothecae 
present at branching points (Fig. 16E). Hydrocladia 
alternate, coplanar, straight, basally polysiphonic, 
distally monosiphonic (Fig. 16B), with irregular nodes 
(Fig. 16C). Hydrothecae arranged alternately in 
one plane, the distal part straight or slightly curved 
(Fig. 16C); borne on short pedicels, with one oblique 
diaphragm (Fig. 16D), margin slightly everted, with one 
or two renovations (Fig. 16D–F), only one nematotheca 
present on the apophysis of hydrocladium.

Gonosome: Absent.

Distribution: Southwest Pacific (Vervoort & Watson, 
2003); Lisbon, Portugal (Moura et al., 2012; this study).

Remarks: The investigated specimens mostly resemble 
Zygophylax pseudafricanus and Z. sagamiensis. The latter 
species has more abundant nematothecae (Supporting 
Information, Table S2). The present specimens were 
provisionally assigned to Z. cf. pseudafricanus because 
only a few nematothecae were found. The investigated 
specimens also resemble Z. cervicornis (Nutting, 1906), 
Z. dispersa Peña Cantero, 2020, Z. echinata Calder & 
Vervoort, 1998 and Z. recta Jarvis, 1922, but these species 
have differences: the distal part of Z. cervicornis is curved, 
while in Z. cf. pseudafricanus it is straight; the hydrothecal 
length in Z. cf. pseudafricanus (about 600 μm) is twice 
that of Z. dispersa and Z. echinata (both about 300 μm); 
the distal part of the hydrothecae of Z. recta is distinctly 
expanded, while in Z. cf. pseudafricanus it is not.

Zygophylax pseudosibogae gu, mOura & 
SOng sp. nov.

(figS 13c, d, 14c, 17)

Z o o b a n k  r e g i s t r a t i o n :  u r n : l s i d : z o o b a n k .
org:act:A687734F-7329-41B6-993C-7BEA45F1C2E3.

Type locality: Off Lisbon, Portugal; 1294 m.

Etymology: The specific name pseudosibogae illustrates 
its close similarity to Zygophylax sibogae Billard, 1918.

Type material:  Holotype, ZSM 20220300, fertile; 
paratype 1, ZSM 20220301, fertile; paratype 2, ZSM 
20220302, fertile; paratype 3, DBUA1303.01, fertile; 
see Supporting Information, Table S1.

Molecular sequences: 16S rRNA, 18S rRNA and 28S 
rRNA genes (this study); see sequence details in 
Supporting Information, Table S3.

Measurements: See Table 1.

Description:  Trophosome. Colonies erect, up to 
3.8 cm in height (Fig. 17A). Hydrocaulus straight, 
polysiphonic, unsegmented, branching, one to three 
alternate hydrothecae present between two successive 
hydrocladia (Fig. 17A–C). Hydrocladia forming angles 
of about 60° (Fig. 17A, B) with the hydrocaulus, axillary 
hydrothecae present at branching points (Fig. 17C, 
D). Hydrocladia distributed alternately in one plane, 
straight, polysiphonic except distally, with irregular 
nodes (Fig. 17D, F). Hydrothecae forming angles of 
about 60° with the hydrocladium (Fig. 17B–D); borne 
on long pedicels, the base of hydrothecal pedicels 
unilateral arranged, while the distal hydrothecal ends 
alternately turn left and right (Fig. 13B); tubular, distal 
part curved adaxially, the bent forming angles of about 
90°, with an oblique diaphragm, margin everted, with 
or without renovations (Figs 14C, 17C–F). Tubular 
nematothecae present on hydrocauli, hydrocladia and 
apophyses of hydrocladia (Fig. 17C, D, F, H, I).

Gonosome: Gonothecae clustering into coppiniae 
(Fig. 17A, B), the latter spherical, with numerous 
dichotomous defensive tubes (Figs 13D, 17B, G) 
bearing tubular nematothecae (Fig. 17G, J). Individual 
gonothecae urn-shaped, tapering downwards into the 
base, apex with two lateral, short, curved tubes with 
circular apertures (Fig. 17G).

Distribution: Lisbon, Portugal (Moura et al., 2012; this 
study).

Remarks: Within the known Zygophylacidae species, 
the morphology of Zygophylax pseudosibogae mostly 
resembles that of Z. sibogae. The most reliable records 
of Z. sibogae are those dealt with in the original account 
(Billard, 1918) and specimens from the type locality, Kei 
Islands, Indonesia (Schuchert, 2003). However, all this 
material was infertile. Nevertheless, Z. pseudosibogae 
and Z. sibogae could be easily distinguished, even 
based only on the hydrothecal morphology: (1) 
the hydrothecal dimensions of Z. pseudosibogae are 
about 1.5 times bigger compared to Z. sibogae; (2) the 
distal end of hydrotheca of Z. sibogae is twisted and 
apparently much extended. Moreover, the geographic 
distance between the type localities of both species is 
considerable, and their bathymetric distributing in 
their original descriptions also varies much. Zygophylax 
sibogae was originally described from Indonesia, at a 
water depth of 310 m, while Z. pseudosibogae originates 
from Portugal, at 1294 m. Although molecular data for 
Z. sibogae from the type locality are still unavailable, 
the above morphological, geographic and bathymetric 
data support proposing the Portuguese samples as 
a new species. For morphological comparisons of 
Z. pseudosibogae and other zygophylacids also with 
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curved hydrothecae, see details in the remarks of 
Z. lighti and Figure 14.

Some records previously identified as Zygophylax 
sibogae, but distributed far from its type locality, seem 
to be questionable due to apparent morphological 
differences. For example, nearly half of the whole 
hydrothecae are curved in the record collected from 
New Zealand (Vervoort & Watson, 2003) and Sagami 
Bay (Hirohito, 1995). The hydrothecal aperture 
recorded by Vervoort (2006) does not expand obviously. 
A comprehensive revision of material identified as 
Z. sibogae from several localities mentioned above is 

still needed, including the corresponding barcodes, 
in order to shed more light on this issue, to detect 
potential cryptic complex and to subsequently describe 
potential new species.

ZygophyLax cf. sagamiensis hirOhitO, 1983

(fig. 18)

Zygophylax sagamiensis Hirohito, 1983: 6, 30–31, fig. 11; 
Rees & Vervoort, 1987: 85–86; Hirohito, 1995: 144, 
fig. 44a–e, pl. 9, fig. C; Vervoort & Watson, 2003: 69; 

Figure 17. Type material of Zygophylax pseudosibogae  sp. nov. A, colonies; B, portion of hydrocaulus with a coppinia (arrow); 
C, portion of a polysiphonic hydrocaulus with an axillary hydrotheca (arrow) and abundant nematothecae; D, nematothecae 
on the hydrocladium (lower arrow) and hydrothecal renovations (upper arrow); E, magnification of the hydrothecal margin, 
showing renovations; F, a node (left arrow) and a nematotheca (right arrow) from a hydrocladium; G, isolated gonotheca 
(right arrow) and dichotomously branched defensive tubes, the left arrow indicates a nematotheca on the defensive tubes; 
H–J, magnification of the nematothecae on hydrocladium (H), apophysis (I) and defensive tubes (J), respectively. From 
samples: ZSM 20220300, holotype [A (the left colony), C–F, H, I]; ZSM 20220301, paratype 1 [A (the right colony), B, G, J]; 
ZSM 20220302, paratype 2 [A (the middle colony)]. A–J, Lisbon, Portugal. A, B, light microscope images; C–J, SEM images. 
Scale bars: A = 1 cm; B = 2 mm; C = 500 μm; D, G = 200 μm; E, I = 50 μm; F = 100 μm; H, J = 20 μm.
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Watson, 2003: 160–161, fig. 10A–F; 2006: 245–247, 
fig. 20.

Type locality: Sagami Bay, Japan; 250–300 m.

Specimens examined: Two fertile and 10 infertile 
colonies from South China Sea; see details in 
Supporting Information, Table S1.

Molecular sequences: 16S rRNA, 18S rRNA and COI 
genes (this study); see sequence details in Supporting 
Information, Table S3.

Measurements: See Supporting Information, Table S2.

Description: Trophosome. Colonies erect, about 2.5 cm 
in height (Fig. 18A). Hydrocaulus straight, polysiphonic, 
unsegmented, with alternate hydrothecae, branched 
alternately, axillary hydrothecae present at branching 
points. Hydrocladia forming angles of about 60° with 
the hydrocaulus (Fig. 18A); distributed alternately in 
one plane, straight, polysiphonic except distally, with 
irregular nodes. Hydrothecae arranged alternately 
in two planes forming an angle of about 60°, the 
distal part of hydrotheca straight or slightly curved 
ad- or abaxially (Fig. 18C, D). Hydrothecae borne on 
short pedicels, with a straight diaphragm, margin 
slightly everted, with renovations, at most one 
nematotheca present on each apophysis of hydrocladia  
(Fig. 18C–E).

Gonosome: Gonothecae aggregated to form coppiniae 
(Fig. 18B, F, G), the latter surrounding the hydrocaulus, 
and provided with protective tubes bearing hydrothecae. 
Individual gonothecae piriform, provided with one or 
two slender tips on the top (Fig. 18H).

Distribution: Sagami Bay (Hirohito, 1995); Macquarie 
Island (Watson, 2003); Atlantic Ocean (Vervoort, 2006); 
South China Sea (this study).

Remarks: The investigated specimens from the South 
China Sea are provisionally identified as Zygophylax 
sagamiensis based on morphological similarity 
(Supporting Information, Table S2). They differ from 
the original description of Z. sagamiensis (Hirohito, 1983) 
by the hydrothecal arrangement: the hydrothecae are 
arranged in two planes forming an angle of about 60°, 
while in the type material they are coplanar (Hirohito, 
1983).

Zygophylax tankahkeei gu & SOng sp. nov.
(figS 13e, f, 14b, 19)

Z o o b a n k  r e g i s t r a t i o n :  u r n : l s i d : z o o b a n k .
org:act:A5BD0B58-428E-473F-A080-206CCAC77CDE.

Type locality: South China Sea; 2359 m.

Etymology:  The specific name honours the founder 
of Xiamen University, Tan Kah Kee, as well as the 

Figure 18. Zygophylax cf. sagamiensis Hirohito, 1983. A, a colony; B, F, G, images of the same coppinia; C, alternate 
hydrothecae with one nematotheca (arrow); D, hydrothecae and nematothecae (arrows); E, magnification of a nematotheca; 
H, two (fused) gonothecae. From samples: A–H: XMUB8109, South China Sea. A–C, light microscope images; D–H, SEM 
images. Scale bars: A = 5 mm; B = 500 μm; C, D, F = 200 μm; E = 20 μm; G, H = 100 μm.
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research vessel Tan Kah Kee (served Xiamen University 
since 2016) that collected the type material of this 
species, and in memory of the University’s 100th and 
101st Anniversary Celebration (1921–2022).

Type material:  Holotype, XUMB6200-1, with one 
coppinia; paratype, XUMB6200-2, infertile; see 
Supporting Information, Table S1.

Measurements: See Table 1.

Molecular sequences: 16S rRNA, 18S rRNA, 28S 
rRNA and COI genes (this study); see sequence details 
in Supporting Information, Table S3.

Description:  Trophosome. Colonies erect, about 2 cm in 
height (Fig. 19A). Hydrocaulus geniculate, polysiphonic, 
unsegmented, one to three alternate hydrothecae present 
between two successive hydrocladia, branching (Fig. 19A). 
Hydrocladia forming angles of 60°–90° with the hydrocaulus 
(Fig. 19A), the whole holotype with two axillary hydrothecae 

Figure 19. Type material of Zygophylax tankahkeei  sp. nov. A, two colonies, holotype (left), paratype (right); B, portion of 
the polysiphonic hydrocaulus and a monosiphonic hydrocladium, and an axillary hydrotheca (arrow); C, arrangement of the 
hydrothecae in two different planes; D, a hydrotheca; E, magnification of a node (upper arrow) and apophysis (lower arrow); 
F–J, hydrothecal diaphragms (lower arrow in F, arrows in G, H), perisarc projection (upper arrow in F, and arrow in I) and 
distal renovations (J); K, L, the same nematotheca at different magnifications (arrows); M, coppinia; N, gonothecae (arrow) 
with repeatedly, dichotomously branched defensive tubes; O, P, isolated gonothecae, the arrows in P indicate three apertures. 
From samples: A, the left colony, XMUB6200-1, holotype; the right colony, XMUB6200-2, paratype; B–P: XMUB6200-1, 
holotype. A–P, South China Sea. A–C, F–I, K–M, O, light microscope images; D, E, J, N, P, SEM images. Scale bars: A = 5 mm; 
B, F, K, N = 500 μm; C, M, O = 1 mm; D, I, P = 200 μm; E, G, H, J, L = 100 μm.
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present at the branching points (one hydrotheca shown 
in Fig. 19B). Hydrocladia distributed alternately in two 
planes forming an angle of 120°–150° (Fig. 19A); straight 
to geniculate, monosiphonic, with irregular nodes (Fig. 
19E). Hydrothecae with long pedicels, borne on apophyses 
of hydrocladia, the pedicels unilaterally arranged, while 
the distal hydrothecal ends alternately turn left and right, 
respectively, forming angles of about 45° (Figs 13E, 19C); 
tubular, distal part curved and forming angles of about 60° 
with the proximal part (Figs 13E, 14B, 19D, F); diaphragm 
oblique and/or a convex above (Fig. 19G, H), with or without 
marginal renovations (Fig. 19J); an internal, conspicuous 
perisarc projection (indentation) present opposite to the 
curved direction on the distal part of hydrotheca (Figs 
14B, 19F, I). Five nematothecae observed on accessory 
polysiphonic tubes of the hydrocaulus; four nematothecae 
on four apophyses of hydrocladia (Fig. 19K, L).

Gonosome: Three gonothecae aggregated into a 
coppinia on top of the hydrocaulus of holotype material 
(Fig. 19M), surrounded by numerous dichotomous 
defensive tubes (Figs 13F, 19N, O), the latter without 
nematothecae. Individual gonothecae urn-shaped, 

narrowing at the base, two or three short, curved tubes 
present on the apex (Figs 19O, P).

Distribution:  The type locality, South China Sea (this 
study).

Remarks: See details in the remarks of Zygophylax 
lighti.

ZygophyLax vaLdiviae StechOw, 1923

(figS 5r–u, 20)

Zygophylax valdiviae Stechow, 1923d: 6–7; Stechow, 
1925: 446–447, fig. 19; Rees & Vervoort, 1987: 75; 
Ruthensteiner et al., 2008: 25.

Type locality: 7 km south of St. Paul Island, southern 
Indian Ocean; 672 m.

Specimens examined: Five infertile syntypes from the 
Indian Ocean; see details in Supporting Information, 
Table S1.

Figure 20. Type material of Zygophylax valdiviae Stechow, 1923. A–C, colonies (in dotted rectangles) growing on Sertularella 
valdiviae Stechow, 1923; the arrows in C indicate two solitary hydrothecae; D–G, solitary hydrothecae (arrows); H–J, 
magnification of various hydrothecae, the arrows in J indicate a nematotheca (left arrow) and the straight diaphragm 
(right arrow). From samples: A: ZSM 20040930, lectotype; B, J: ZSM 20041566, paralectotype; C, E, H, I: ZSM 20041569, 
paralectotype; D, F, G: ZSM 20041568, paralectotype. A–J, Indian Ocean. A–J, light microscope images. Scale bars: A, 
D = 2 mm; B, C, E = 1 mm; F, G = 500 μm; H = 100 μm; I, J = 200 μm.
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Lectotype designation:  Lectotype, an infertile, 
formalin-fixed then ethanol-preserved colony ZSM 
20040930 (Fig. 20A); paralectotypes, microslides ZSM 
20041566–ZSM 20041569 (Figs 5R–U, 20B–J).

Measurements: See Table 1.

Description:  Trophosome. Hydrorhiza creeping on 
Sertularella valdiviae Stechow, 1923, giving off either 
short, erect hydrocauli or solitary hydrothecae. 
Hydrocauli monosiphonic, up to 0.23 cm high, 
unbranched, divided by transverse nodes, each 
internode with one or two hydrothecae. Hydrothecae 
forming angles of 30°–60° with the corresponding 
hydrocauli (Fig. 20A–C); arranged alternately in one 
plane, borne on short pedicels, tubular, straight, basally 
a straight diaphragm, margin slightly everted, with 
or without renovations (Fig. 20D–J). Nematothecae 
present on apophyses of hydrocauli or directly on the 
hydrorhiza (Fig. 20J).

Gonosome: Absent.

Distribution: Only recorded from the type locality, 
south of St. Paul Island, Southern Indian Ocean 
(Stechow, 1923d; this study).

DISCUSSION

integratiVe analySiS Of zygOphylacidae

The newly obtained molecular phylogenetic trees 
cover all available sequences for 14 zygophylacids 
(Figs 21, 22; Supporting Information, Table S3). The 
combined tree and the 16S tree support the monophyly 
of Zygophylacidae that closely clustered with 
Plumularioidea in Macrocolonia. This supports the 
validity of the family Zygophylacidae. However, the 
fine systematics of Zygophylacidae is controversial. 
The monophyly of the genus Zygophylax is not supported 
due to the inclusion of members of the genera Abietinella 
and Cryptolaria. This corresponds to the findings by 
Moura et al. (2008, 2012) and Peña Cantero et al. 
(2010) based on fewer taxa. Given that Abietinella and 
Cryptolaria represent valid taxa, the topologies of the 
concatenated and 16S trees generated in the present 
study (Figs 21, 22) indicate that the circumscription of 
the genus Zygophylax has to be reassessed or split up.

On the combined and 16S trees (Figs 21, 22), 
the phylogenetic position of the genus Abietinella is 
represented by its type species A. operculata (Jäderholm, 
1903), but the position of the genus Cryptolaria is still 
doubtful because molecular sequences for its type 
species (C. prima Busk, 1858) are still missing. The 
position is provisionally provided by the only species 

available with molecular data, C. pectinata. It should 
be noted that the morphology of C. pectinata seems to 
be different from the type species of that genus. The 
hydrothecae of the latter are completely immersed 
into the hydrocladia, while those of C. pectinata are only 
partially adnate. This difference might be related to 
the age of the colonies and the degree of hydrocladium 
polysiphony. Hence, molecular data of the type species of 
Cryptolaria are still required to clarify the phylogenetic 
position of that genus.

pOtential generic diagnOSeS fOr 
zygOphylacidae

Obvious morphological variations between different 
‘groups’ of species within Zygophylacidae hint towards 
dividing Zygophylax into several genera, and the 
polyphyly of Zygophylax was already found previously 
(Moura et al., 2008, 2012; Peña Cantero et al., 2010). 
These ‘groups’ were annotated manually on the 16S 
tree (Fig. 22). For instance, clades C1 and C7 with 
straight hydrothecae (e.g. Z. pacifica), clade C9 with 
obvious curved hydrothecae (e.g. Z. pseudosibogae); 
clades C1, C3, C4, C6 and C7 with one gonothecal 
aperture (e.g. Z. pacifica) and C2, C8 and C9 with 
two gonothecal apertures (e.g. Z. tankahkeei) (Fig. 22; 
Supporting Information, Table S2). An integrative 
analysis combining morphological comparisons of all 
nominal zygophylacids and molecular data (Figs 21, 
22; Supporting Information, Table S2) suggests four 
candidate characters for future generic diagnoses 
of Zygophylacidae. These candidates are only 
provisionally discussed here, providing a reference for 
further taxonomic revisions of this family.

 1. Presence or absence of a hydrothecal operculum: this 
has been treated as a generic diagnostic character 
in Zygophylacidae. It has been observed only in 
Abietinella operculata and Zygophylax pseudoabietinella. 
One of the different characters of these two species 
is the obviously larger hydrothecae in the former 
species (Peña Cantero, 2020); huge differences are 
seen in many other genera and families. Whether 
the latter species should be transferred to the genus 
Abietinella should be verified by additional molecular 
data.

 2. Hydrotheca free or adnate: Zygophylax adhaerens 
(Fraser, 1938) and the present Cryptolaria species 
have adnate hydrothecae. They also share other 
similar features, such as the curved hydrothecae 
and the long cylindrical nematothecae (Supporting 
Information, Table S2). Thus, Z. adhaerens could 
be moved to a genus together with Cryptolaria 
species if also supported by molecular data.

 3. Hydrotheca obviously straight or curved: among 
the species for which molecular data are available, 
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Figure 21. Maximum likelihood phylogenetic analyses with concatenated partial sequences of the 16S, 18S and 28S 
rRNA genes (5446 bp after multiple alignments) using the GTR+I+G model. Numbers near the nodes indicate bootstrap 
and Bayesian posterior probability values. Values lower than 50 or 0.5 were omitted and labelled with ‘<’. The scale bar 
represents 0.1 substitutions per site. Bayesian analyses using the GTR+I+G model. Sequences of species in bold were 
contributed by this study. ‘+’ (or ‘-’) indicates the families, or superfamily, use (or not) of opercular flaps or nematothecae as 
the protective strategies.
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Figure 22. Phylogenetic analyses derived from partial sequences of the 16S rRNA gene (548 bp after multiple alignments). 
A, B, maximum likelihood analyses using the TIM2+I+G model; C, Bayesian analyses using the GTR+I+G model. A, with 
phylogram topology, the scale bar represents 0.2 substitutions per site; B, C, with transform cladogram topology. Numbers 
near the nodes indicate bootstrap or Bayesian posterior probability values, values lower than 50 or 0.5 were omitted; 
numbers alongside the taxa names indicate the last four digits of the GenBank accession numbers. Different topologies 
between different phylogenetic analyses in B and C are shown in colour. Sequences of taxa in bold are contributed by this 
study.
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three species, Zygophylax pacifica, Z. rufa and Z. niger, 
have decidedly straight hydrothecae and form two 
monophyletic groups (C1 and C7 on Fig. 22), and 
three other species, Z. pseudosibogae, Z. tankahkeei 
and Z. lighti, have decidedly curved hydrothecae 
and form another clade (C9 on Fig. 22) (Supporting 
Information, Table S2). Species within the ‘straight 
or curved hydrothecae’ groups can also be further 
separated into several groups. For example, the 
three species with straight hydrothecae take up two 
distinct clades on the trees (Figs 21, 22): the former 
two species form a monophyletic group (C1 on Fig. 
22) and the third species takes up a single clade 
(C7 on Fig. 22). These two clades could be separated 
by the length of the hydrothecal pedicel. The 
hydrothecal pedicles of the former clade (C1) are 
short, while those of the other clade (C7) are much 
longer. Similarly, species with curved hydrothecae 
(e.g. Zygophylax pseudosibogae) could also be further 
distinguished into several groups by the degree 
of curvature, the proportion of the curved portion 
relative to the whole hydrotheca, and the pedicel 
length. Clade C9, comprising Z. pseudosibogae, 
Z. tankahkeei and Z. lighti (Fig. 22) provides a typical 
example for species of this group with longer 
pedicels (see Systematics). In contrast, Z. kakaiba 
and Z. tizardensis represent species of this group 
with a shorter pedicle (Supporting Information, 
Table S2).

 4. Number of gonothecal apertures: according to the 
Supporting Information, Table S2, 20 zygophylacids 
with one gonothecal aperture (e.g. Zygophylax pacifica) 
and 25 species with two or three gonothecal apertures 
(e.g. Z. pseudosibogae). Zygophylax pseudosibogae, 
Z. tankahkeei, Z. lighti (C9 on Fig. 22), Z. leloupi and 
Z. brownei (C8 on Fig. 22) could be assigned to a 
single group with two gonothecal apertures. In 
clades C8 and C9, the terminal tubes are straight 
or curved; clade C8 includes Z. leloupi and Z. brownei 
with short and straight terminal tubes, while the 
nearby clade C9 includes Z. tankahkeei, Z. lighti and 
Z. pseudosibogae with longer curved terminal tubes 
(Supporting Information, Table S2).

prOtectiVe StructureS in zygOphylacidae

Nematophores, hydrothecal opercula, chitinous 
perisarc plugs, cysts, bracts and gonothecae (coppiniae, 
glomulus, scapus, phylactocarps and corbulae) are 
diverse protective structures in Hydrozoa (Bouillon 
et al., 2006). Within Macrocolonia, nematothecae are 
only present in the family Zygophylacidae and the 
superfamily Plumularioidea that form a clade on 
the concatenated tree (Fig. 21). Zygophylacids have 
tubular nematothecae that are distributed on the 

hydrocauli, hydrocladia, apophyses of hydrocladia 
and/or reproductive organs (Supporting Information, 
Table S2). Nematothecae seem to be lost in at least 
four zygophylacids, including Zygophylax flexilis (Pictet 
& Bedot, 1900), Z. geniculata (Clarke, 1894), Z. niger and 
Z. stechowi (Jäderholm, 1919) (Supporting Information, 
Table S2). It would be interesting to know if the species 
without nematotheca form a clade (i.e. if nematothecae 
were lost once in the evolution of the group). The loss 
or absence of hydrothecal operculum was also found in 
the Plumularioidea, Zygophylacidae, Haleciidae and 
Starurothecidae within the Macrocolonia (Fig. 21).

Additional protective structures for gonophores 
are present in the coppiniae of Zygophylacidae, or 
the phylactocarps and corbulae in Plumularioidae. 
The gonothecae of 46 zygophylacids aggregate into 
coppiniae, while for 28 species their gonothecal 
structures are still unknown (Supporting Information, 
Table S2). Secondary defensive tubules are found 
in the coppiniae of 30 zygophylacids (Supporting 
Information, Table S2).

According to the statistics provided by the present 
study, 45 species have been reported in the deep sea, 
21 species were reported in shallow water and nine 
species have been reported both in shallow and deep 
water (Supporting Information, Table S2). This large 
portion of deep-water species is relatively unusual 
among hydrozoan taxa, though Gonaxia Vervoort, 
1993, Solenoscyphus Galea, 2015 and Streptocaulus 
Allman, 1883 are also deep-water genera; the last 
two have only four and nine species, respectively. 
Based on the original descriptions of all zygophylacids 
(Supporting Information, Table S2), when compared to 
its shallow-water species, the deep-sea zygophylacids 
seem to have longer hydrothecae and nematothecae 
and mostly have complex coppiniae with secondary 
protective tubes. These may be due to the deep-water 
environment (e.g. temperature, salinity and food 
source), and they may be more stable than in shallow 
water. The number of nematothecae in zygophylacids 
has no obvious correlation to water depth. The above 
characters shared by the deep-sea zygophylacids may 
be valuable for future functional morphology studies 
combined with modern genomic approaches.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We thank Emily King (COSEE China, Xiamen 
University) for revision of the language and writing, 
Drs Marina Cunha and Ascensão Ravara (Universidade 
de Aveiro) for the loan of the European specimens from 
the COBI-DBUA collection, Drs Dhugal Lindsay (Japan 
Agency for Marine-Earth Science and Technology) and 
Hiroshi Miyake (Kitasato University), sponsors of the 9th 
Hydrozoan Society Workshop, for organizing the cruise 

D
ow

nloaded from
 https://academ

ic.oup.com
/zoolinnean/article/196/1/52/6609882 by guest on 19 April 2024

http://academic.oup.com/zoolinnean/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/zoolinnean/zlac036#supplementary-data
http://academic.oup.com/zoolinnean/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/zoolinnean/zlac036#supplementary-data
http://academic.oup.com/zoolinnean/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/zoolinnean/zlac036#supplementary-data
http://academic.oup.com/zoolinnean/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/zoolinnean/zlac036#supplementary-data
http://academic.oup.com/zoolinnean/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/zoolinnean/zlac036#supplementary-data
http://academic.oup.com/zoolinnean/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/zoolinnean/zlac036#supplementary-data
http://academic.oup.com/zoolinnean/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/zoolinnean/zlac036#supplementary-data
http://academic.oup.com/zoolinnean/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/zoolinnean/zlac036#supplementary-data
http://academic.oup.com/zoolinnean/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/zoolinnean/zlac036#supplementary-data
http://academic.oup.com/zoolinnean/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/zoolinnean/zlac036#supplementary-data
http://academic.oup.com/zoolinnean/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/zoolinnean/zlac036#supplementary-data
http://academic.oup.com/zoolinnean/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/zoolinnean/zlac036#supplementary-data
http://academic.oup.com/zoolinnean/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/zoolinnean/zlac036#supplementary-data
http://academic.oup.com/zoolinnean/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/zoolinnean/zlac036#supplementary-data
http://academic.oup.com/zoolinnean/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/zoolinnean/zlac036#supplementary-data
http://academic.oup.com/zoolinnean/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/zoolinnean/zlac036#supplementary-data


84 Z. GU ET AL.

© 2022 The Linnean Society of London, Zoological Journal of the Linnean Society, 2022, 196, 52–87

in Shimoda, Japan, 2019. XS thanks Drs In-Young Ahn 
(KOPRI), Xiaotong Peng and Kaiwen Ta (Institute of 
Deep-Sea Science and Engineering, Chinese Academy 
of Sciences) for hosting him during his visits examining 
the Antarctic and Submersible specimens, respectively. 
This is the authors’ scientific research report QT10.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

XS designed the study. ZG and XS prepared the 
manuscript drafts. ZG, XS, RZ and LL conducted the 
morphological and molecular analyses. BR examined 
the ZSM material. ZG, RZ, CM and BR examined the 
COBI-DBUA material. BR and CM revised the paper. 
All authors wrote the paper.

FUNDING

This work was supported by the National Natural 
Science Foundation of China (41876180), the Natural 
Science Foundation of Fujian Province (2019J01019), 
the China Postdoctoral  Science Foundation 
(2018T110647, 2018M632579), the Korea Polar 
Research Institute (KOPRI) project CHAMP2050 
(PE18070, PE20120); the 2018 KOPRI Asian Polar 
Science Fellowship and the MEL Postdoctoral 
Scholarship from Xiamen University. Some reference 
samples were collected onboard of R/V Tan Kah Kee 
implementing the open research cruise NORC2021-
06 supported by NSFC Shiptime Sharing Project 
(42049906).

CONFLICT OF INTEREST

The authors declare no conflict of interest.

DATA AVAILABILITY

Molecular data contributed by this study are available 
in GenBank at https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/genbank/, 
and can be accessed with the accession numbers 
MT261928–MT261948, MT262560–MT262562, 
MZ680504, MZ680505, MZ686450–MZ686455. All 
original images that support this study have been 
deposited in MorphoBank (https://morphobank.org/
permalink/?P4108).

REFERENCES

Allman GJ. 1877. Report on the Hydroida collected during the 
exploration of the Gulf Stream by L. F. de Pourtalès, assistant 
United States Coast Survey. Memoirs of the Museum of 
Comparative Zoölogy 5: 1–66.

Altuna A. 2012. New records of bathyal Leptolida (Cnidaria: 
Hydrozoa: Leptothecata) from the Bay of Biscay and the 
north-western Iberian Peninsula (northeastern Atlantic). 
Zootaxa 3565: 1–17.

Antsulevich AE. 1988. Hydroids of the genus Zygophylax 
(Hydrozoa, Zygophylacidae) in the fauna of the USSR. 
Zoologicheskii Zhurnal 67: 123–127.

Billard A. 1918. Notes sur quelques espèces d’hydroïdes de 
l’Expédition du ‘Siboga’. Archives de Zoologie Expérimentale 
et Générale, Notes et Revue 57: 21–27.

Billard A. 1942. Note sur une nouvelle espèce et une nouvelle 
variété de Zygophylax (Hydroïdes). Bulletin de la Société 
Zoologique de France 67: 34–36.

Boissin E, Hoareau TB, Postaire B, Gravier-Bonnet N, 
Bourmaud CAF. 2018. Cryptic diversity, low connectivity 
and suspected human-mediated dispersal among 17 
widespread Indo-Pacific hydroid species of the south-western 
Indian Ocean. Journal of Biogeography 45: 2104–2117.

Bouillon J. 1985. Essai de classification des hydropolypes-
hydroméduses (Hydrozoa-Cnidaria). Indo-Malayan Zoology 
l: 29–243.

Bouillon J, Gravili C, Pages F, Gili JM, Boero F. 2006. An 
introduction to Hydrozoa. Mémoires du Muséum National 
d’Histoire Naturelle 194: 1–591.

Busk G. 1858. Zoophytology. Quarterly Journal of Microscopical 
Science 5: 172–174.

Calder DR. 1991. Shallow-water hydroids of Bermuda: 
the Thecatae, exclusive of Plumularioidea. Royal Ontario 
Museum Life Science Contributions 154: 1–140.

Calder DR, Vervoort W. 1998. Some hydroids (Cnidaria: 
Hydrozoa) from Mid-Atlantic Ridge, in the North Atlantic 
Qcean. Zoologische Verhandeligen, Leiden 29: 1–65.

Campos FF, Marques AC, Puce S, Pérez CD. 2016. 
Zygophylax kakaiba, a new species of hydroid (Cnidaria: 
Hydrozoa: Zygophylacidae) from the Philippine Islands. 
Zootaxa 4088: 438–444.

Campos FF, Pérez CD, Puce S, Marques AC. 2020. A new 
species of Zygophylax (Quelch, 1885) (Cnidaria, Hydrozoa) 
from South Africa, with taxonomic notes on the southern 
African species of the genus. Zootaxa 4779: 535–552.

Cartwright P, Evans NM, Dunn CW, Marques AC, 
Miglietta MP , Schuchert P , Collins AG.  2008. 
Phylogenetics of Hydroidolina (Hydrozoa: Cnidaria). Journal 
of the Marine Biological Association of the United Kingdom 
88: 1663–1672.

Clarke SF. 1894. The hydroids, in Report on the dredging 
operations off the west coast of Central America to the 
Galapagos, to the west coast of Mexico, and in the Gulf of 
California, in charge of Alexander Agassiz, carried out by 
the U. S. Fish Commission Steamer ‘Albatros’, during 1891. 
Commander ZL. Tanner, USN, commanding. Bulletin of the 
Museum of Comparative Zoölogy at Harvard University 25: 
71–77.

Cornelius PFS. 1995. North-west European thecate hydroids 
and their medusae. Part I: Introduction, Laodiceidae to 
Haleciidae. Synopses of the British Fauna 50: 1–347.

Cunningham CW, Buss LW. 1993. Molecular evidence 
for multiple episodes of paedomorphosis in the family 

D
ow

nloaded from
 https://academ

ic.oup.com
/zoolinnean/article/196/1/52/6609882 by guest on 19 April 2024



SYSTEMATICS OF ZYGOPHYLACIDAE (CNIDARIA) 85

© 2022 The Linnean Society of London, Zoological Journal of the Linnean Society, 2022, 196, 52–87

Hydractiniidae. Biochemical Systematics and Ecology 21: 
57–69.

Fleming J. 1820. Observations on the natural history of the 
Sertularia gelatinosa of Pallas. Edinburgh Philosophical 
Journal 2: 82–89.

Fraser CM. 1938. Hydroids of the 1934 Allan Hancock Pacific 
Expedition. Allan Hancock Pacific Expedition 4: 1–105.

Fraser CM. 1948. Hydroids of the Allan Hancock Pacific 
Expeditions since March, 1938. Allan Hancock Pacific 
Expeditions 4: 179–343.

Galea HR, Schuchert P. 2019. Some thecate hydroids 
(Cnidaria: Hydrozoa) from off New Caledonia collected 
during KANACONO and KANADEEP expeditions of the 
French Tropical Deep-Sea Benthos Program. European 
Journal of Taxonomy 562: 1–70.

Gravier-Bonnet N. 1979. Hydraires semi-profonds de 
Madagascar, (Coelenterata Hydrozoa), etude systématique 
et écologique. Zoologische Verhandelingen, Leiden 169: 3–76.

Govindarajan AF , Boero F , Halanych KM.  2006. 
Phylogenetic analysis with multiple markers indicates 
repeated loss of the adult medusa stage in Campanulariidae 
(Hydrozoa, Cnidaria). Molecular Phylogenetics and Evolution 
38: 820–834.

Hirohito. 1983. Hydroids from Izu Ôshima and Niijima. 
Publications of the Biological Laboratory, Imperial 
Household, Tokyo 6: 1–83.

Hirohito. 1995. The hydroids of Sagami Bay. II. Thecata. 
Publications of the Biological Laboratory, Imperial 
Household, Tokyo 1–244.

Jäderholm E. 1919. Zur Kenntnis der Hydroidenfauna 
Japans. Arkiv för Zoologi 12: 1–34.

Kirkpatrick R. 1890. Report upon the Hydrozoa and Polyzoa 
collected by P.W. Bassett-Smith, Esq., Surgeon, R.N., during 
the Survey of the Tizard and Macclesfield Banks, in the 
China Sea, by H.M.S. ‘Rambler’, Commander W.U. Moore. 
Annals and Magazine of Natural History 5: 16–24.

Leclère L, Schuchert P, Manuel M. 2007. Phylogeny of 
the Plumularioidea (Hydrozoa, Leptothecata): evolution of 
colonial organisation and life cycle. Zoologica Scripta 36: 
371–394.

Leclère L, Schuchert P, Cruaud C, Couloux A, Manuel M. 
2009. Molecular phylogenetics of Thecata (Hydrozoa, 
Cnidaria) reveals long-term maintenance of life history 
traits despite high frequency of recent character changes. 
Systematic Biology 58: 509–526.

Leloup E. 1938. Quelques hydropolypes de la baie de Sagami, 
Japon. Bulletin du Musée Royal d’Histoire Naturelle de 
Belgique 14: 1–22.

Leloup E. 1940. Hydropolypes provenant des croisieres du 
Prince Albert Ier de Monaco. Résultats des Campagnes 
Scientifiques Accomplies par le Prince Albert I. de Monaco 
104: 1–38.

Maronna MM , Miranda TP , Peña Cantero Á, L , 
Barbeitos MS, Marques AC. 2016. Towards a phylogenetic 
classification of Leptothecata (Cnidaria, Hydrozoa). Scientific 
Reports 6: 1–23.

Marques AC, Cantero ALP, Migotto AE. 2006. An 
overview of the phylogeny of the families Lafoeidae and 

Hebellidae (Hydrozoa: Leptothecata): their composition and 
classification. Invertebrate Systematics 20: 43–58.

Millard NAH. 1958. Hydrozoa from the coasts of Natal and 
Portuguese East Africa. Part I. Calyptoblastea. Annals of the 
South African Museum 44: 165–226.

Millard NAH. 1964. The Hydrozoa of the south and west 
coasts of South Africa. Part II. The Lafoeidae, Syntheciidae 
and Sertulariidae. Annals of the South African Museum 48: 
1–56.

Millard NAH. 1968. South African hydroids from Dr. Th. 
Mortensen’s Java-South Africa expedition, 1929–1930. 
Videnskalbelige Meddelelser fra Dansk Naturhistorisk 
Forening 131: 251–288.

Millard NAH. 1973. Auto-epizoism in South African 
hydroids. In: Recent trends in research in coelenterate 
biology. Proceedings of the Second International Symposium 
on Cnidaria, Publications of the Seto Marine Biological 
Laboratory 20: 23–34.

Millard NAH. 1975. Monograph on the Hydroida of southern 
Africa. Annals of the South African Museum 68: 1–513.

Millard NAH. 1977. Hydroida. The South African Museum’s 
Meiring Naude cruises. Part 3. Annals of the South African 
Museum 73: 105–131.

Millard NAH. 1980. The South African Museum’s Meiring 
Naude cruises. Part 11. Hydroida. Annals of the South 
African Museum 82: 129–153.

Moura CJ, Harris DJ, Cunha MR, Rogers AD. 2008. 
DNA barcoding reveals cryptic diversity in marine 
hydroids (Cnidaria, Hydrozoa) from coastal and deep-sea 
environments. Zoologica Scripta 37: 93–108.

Moura CJ, Cunha MR, Porteiro FM, Rogers AD. 2012. 
Polyphyly and cryptic diversity in the hydrozoan families 
Lafoeidae and Hebellidae (Cnidaria: Hydrozoa). Invertebrate 
Systematics 25: 454–470.

Nutting CC. 1927. Report on Hydroida collected by the Unites 
States Fisheries steamer ‘Albatross’ in the Philippine region, 
1907–1910, in Contributions to the biology of the Philippine 
Archipelago and adjacent regions, part 3. Bulletin of the 
United States National Museum 100: 195–242.

Peña Cantero AL. 2020. On six new species of Zygophylax 
Quelch, 1885 (Cnidaria, Hydrozoa, Zygophylacidae) from the 
New Calendonian region. Zootaxa 4822: 389–404.

Peña Cantero AL, García-Carrascosa AM. 1995. Hidrozoos 
bentónicos de lacampaña Antártida 8611. Publicaciones 
Especiales del Instituto Español de Oceanografía 19: 1–148.

Peña Cantero AL, Sentandreu V, Latorre A. 2010. 
Phylogenetic relationships of the endemic Antarctic benthic 
hydroids (Cnidaria, Hydrozoa): what does the mitochondrial 
16S rRNA tell us about it? Polar Biology 33: 41–57.

Pictet C, Bedot M. 1900. Hydraires provenant des campagnes de 
l’Hirondelle (1886–1888). Résultats des Campagnes Scientifiques 
Accomplies par le Prince Albert Ier de Monaco 18: 1–59.

Quelch JJ. 1885. On some deep-sea and shallow-water 
Hydrozoa. Annals and Magazine of Natural History 16: 1–20.

Ralph PM. 1958. New Zealand thecate hydroids. Part 
II. Families Lafoeidae, Lineolariidae, Haleciidae and 
Syntheciidae. Transanctions of the Royal Society of New 
Zealand 85: 301–356.

D
ow

nloaded from
 https://academ

ic.oup.com
/zoolinnean/article/196/1/52/6609882 by guest on 19 April 2024



86 Z. GU ET AL.

© 2022 The Linnean Society of London, Zoological Journal of the Linnean Society, 2022, 196, 52–87

Ramil F, Vervoort W. 1992. Report on the Hydroida collected 
by the ‘BALGIM’ expedition in and around the Strait of 
Gibraltar. Zoologische Verhandelingen, Leiden 277: 3–262.

Rees WJ, Thursfield S. 1965. The hydroid collections of 
James Ritchie. Proceedings of the Royal Society of Edinburgh. 
Section B. Biology 69: 34–220.

Rees WJ, Vervoort W. 1987. Hydroids from the John Murray 
Expedition to the Indian Ocean, with revisory notes on 
Hydrodendron, Abietinella, Cryptolaria and Zygophylax 
(Cnidaria: Hydrozoa). Zoologische Verhandelingen, Leiden 
237: 1–209.

Ritchie J. 1911. Hydrozoa (hydroid zoophytes and Stylasterina) 
of the ‘Thetis’ expedition. Memoirs of the Australian Museum 
4: 807–869.

Ruthensteiner B, Reinicke G, Straube N. 2008. The type 
material of Hydrozoa described by Eberhard Stechow in the 
Zoologische Staatssammlung München. Spixiana 31: 3–27.

Saemundsson B. 1911. Bidrag til kundskaben om de 
islandske hydroider. II. Videnskabelige Meddelelser fra 
Dansk Naturhistorisk Forening i Kjöbenhavn 63: 67–107.

Schuchert P. 2001. Hydroids of Greenland and Iceland 
(Cnidaria, Hydrozoa). Meddelelser om Grønland, Bioscience 
53: 1–184.

Schuchert P. 2003. Hydroids (Cnidaria, Hydrozoa) of the Danish 
expedition to the Kei Islands. Steenstrupia 27: 137–256.

Schuchert P. 2015. On some hydroids (Cnidaria, Hydrozoa) 
from the Okinawa Islands, Japan. Revue Suisse de Zoologie 
122: 325–370.

Schuchert P. 2021. World Hydrozoa database. Available at: 
https://www.marinespecies.org/hydrozoa (accessed 21 April 
2022).

Smaldon G, Heppell D, Watt KR. 1976. Type specimens of 
invertebrates (excluding insects) held at the Royal Scottish 
Museum, Edinburgh. Royal Scottish Museum Information 
Series. Natural History 4: 1–118.

Song X, Gravili C, Wang J, Deng Y, Wang Y, Fang L, Lin H, 
Wang S, Zheng Y, Lin J. 2016a. A new deep-sea hydroid 
(Cnidaria: Hydrozoa) from the Bering Sea Basin reveals 
high genetic relevance to Arctic and adjacent shallow-water 
species. Polar Biology 39: 461–471.

Song X, Xiao Z, Gravili C, Ruthensteiner B, Mackenzie M, 
Wang S, Chen J, Yu N, Wang J. 2016b. Worldwide revision 
of the genus Fraseroscyphus Boero and Bouillon, 1993 
(Cnidaria: Hydrozoa): an integrative approach to establish 
new generic diagnoses. Zootaxa 4168: 1–37.

Song X, Gravili C, Ruthensteiner B, Lyu M, Wang J. 
2018. Incongruent cladistics reveal a new hydrozoan genus 
(Cnidaria: Sertularellidae) endemic to the eastern and 
western coasts of the North Pacific Ocean. Invertebrate 
Systematics 32: 1083–1101.

Song X, Lyu M, Ruthensteiner B, Wang J, Gravili C. 2019. 
Unexpected systematic affinities and geographic expansion 
of a marine alien hydroid (Cnidaria: Hydrozoa). Systematics 
and Biodiversity 17: 230–244.

Stechow E. 1913a. Neue Genera thecater Hydroiden aus der 
Familie der Lafoeiden und neue species von Thecaten aus 
Japan. Zoologischer Anzeiger 43: 137–144.

Stechow E. 1913b. Hydroidpolypen der japanischen 
Ostküste. II. Teil: Campanularidae, Halecidae, Lafoeidae, 
Campanulinidae und Sertularidae, nebst Ergänzungen 
zu den Athecata und Plumularidae. In: Doflein F, ed. 
Beiträge zur Naturgeschichte Ostasiens. Abhandlungen 
der Königlich Bayerischen Akademie der Wissenschaften. 
Supplementband zu den Abhandlungen der Mathematisch-
naturwissenschaftlichen Klasse, Verlag der Königlich 
Bayerischen Akademie der Wissenschaften, München 3: 1–162.

Stechow E. 1920. Neue Ergebnisse auf dem Gebiete der 
Hydroidenforschung. Sitzungsberichte der Gesellschaft für 
Morphologie und Physiologie, München 31: 1–30.

Stechow E. 1921. Neue Genera und Species von Hydrozoen 
und anderen Evertebraten. Archiv für Naturgeschichte (A) 
87: 248–265.

Stechow E. 1923a. Über Hydroiden der Deutschen Tiefsee 
Expedition, nebst Bemerkungen über einige andere Formen. 
Zoologischer Anzeiger 56: 97–119.

Stechow E. 1923b. Die Hydroidenfauna der japanischen 
Region. Journal of the College of Science of the Imperial 
University of Tokyo 44: 1–23.

Stechow E. 1923c. Zur Kenntnis der Hydroidenfauna des 
Mittelmeeres, Amerikas und anderer Gebiete. II. Teil. 
Zoologische Jahrbücher 47: 29–270.

Stechow E. 1923d. Neue Hydroiden der Deutschen Tiefsee 
Expedition, nebst Bemerkungen über einige andere Formen. 
Zoologischer Anzeiger 56: 1–20.

Stechow E. 1925. Hydroiden der Deutschen Tiefsee-Expedition. 
Wissenschaftliche Ergebnisse der Deutschen Tiefsee-Expedition 
auf dem Dampfer ‘Valdivia’ 1898–1899 27: 383–546.

Stechow E. 1926. Einige neue Hydroiden aus verschiedenen 
Meeresgebieten. Zoologischer Anzeiger 68: 96–108.

Stepanjants SD. 1979. Hydroids of the Antarctic and 
subantarctic waters. In: Rezul’taty biologicheskikh 
issledovanii sovetskikh antarkticheskikh ekspeditsii, 6. 
Issledovaniya Fauny Morei 22: 1–200.

Totton AK. 1930. Coelenterata. Part V. Hydroida. Natural 
History Report of the British Antarctic (« Terra Nova ») 
Expedition, 1910. Zoology 5: 131–252.

Vervoort W. 1941. The Hydroida of the Snellius Expedition 
(Milleporidae and Stylasteridae excluded). Biological results 
of the Snellius Expedition XI. Temminckia 6: 186–240.

Vervoort W. 1987. Evaluation of taxonomic characters in the 
Hydroida, particularly in the Thecata (= Leptomedusae). In: 
Bouillon J, Boero F, Cicogna F, Cornelius PFS, eds. Modern 
trends in the systematics, ecology and evolution of hydroids 
and hydromedusae. Oxford: Clarendon Press, 83–103.

Vervoort W. 2006. Leptolida (Cnidaria: Hydrozoa) collected 
during the CANCAP and Mauritania-II expeditions 
of the National Museum of Natural History, Leiden, 
The Netherlands [Anthoathecata, various families of 
Leptothecata and addenda]. Zoologische Mededelingen, 
Leiden 80: 181–318.

Vervoort W, Watson JE. 2003. The marine fauna of 
New Zealand: Leptothecata (Cnidaria: Hydrozoa) 
( thecate  hydro ids ) .  NIWA Biodivers i t y  Memoir  
119: 1–538.

D
ow

nloaded from
 https://academ

ic.oup.com
/zoolinnean/article/196/1/52/6609882 by guest on 19 April 2024

https://www.marinespecies.org/hydrozoa


SYSTEMATICS OF ZYGOPHYLACIDAE (CNIDARIA) 87

© 2022 The Linnean Society of London, Zoological Journal of the Linnean Society, 2022, 196, 52–87

Watson JE. 2003. Deep-water hydroids (Hydrozoa: Leptolida) 
from Macquarie Island. Memoirs of Museum Victoria 60: 
151–180.

Yamada M. 1959. Hydroid fauna of Japanese and its adjacent 
waters. Publications from the Akkeshi Marine Biological 
Station 9: 1–101.

SUPPORTING INFORMATION

Additional Supporting Information may be found in the online version of this article at the publisher’s web-site.

Table S1. Specimens examined in this study.
Table S2. Comparison of the 34 morphological characteristics of all zygophylacids.
Table S3. Information on molecular sequences used in this study.
Figure S1. Maximum likelihood phylogenetic analyses with partial sequences of the COI gene
Dataset S1. Dataset (16S + 18S + 28S) for phylogenetic analyses in the present study.
Dataset S2. Dataset (16S) for phylogenetic analyses in the present study.
Dataset S3. Dataset (COI) for phylogenetic analyses in the present study.

D
ow

nloaded from
 https://academ

ic.oup.com
/zoolinnean/article/196/1/52/6609882 by guest on 19 April 2024


	DISCUSSION
	RESULTS
	Phylogenetic analyses
	DNA extraction, amplification and sequencing
	Morphological comparisons
	Measurements and morphological plates
	Scanning electron microscopy (SEM)
	Photography and light microscopy

	Lectotype designations
	Morphological examinations
	DNA amplification and sequencing
	Non-destructive DNA extraction

	Specimens examined
	Genetic distances
	Construction of phylogenetic trees


	MATERIAL AND METHODS
	(Figs 5R–U, 20)
	Inter- and intraspecific genetic distances
	Affinities of the monophyletic Zygophylacidae within Macrocolonia

	(Figs 13E, F, 14B, 19)
	Remarks:


	INTRODUCTION
	Protective structures in Zygophylacidae
	Potential generic diagnoses for Zygophylacidae
	Integrative analysis of Zygophylacidae


