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Biological characteristics of sponge and its application in aquaculture
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ABSTRACT Sponge is one of the most primitive multicellular animals in the world, which
distributes widely on earth, from tidal zone to deep sea-bed, even can be seen in fresh water.
This article outlines the biological characteristics of sponge, including external features, inter-
nal structure, life-habits and so on. The article also introduces the prospect of using the high ef-
ficiency pump-function of sponge in purifying aquaculture water and as parts of the symbiotic

system to prevent aquaculture disease.
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1 BHENEWFEE

1.1 EEMNEEHT

BARHREBRHNE EFANZHARMIVZ - ERRTHAFIYHAT EBRKWITIE, RATRIY
T HREAKERRIFIEE BRI IELT” (Werner ez al.  2007), ¥4 AT LA K75 A 6] B9 7K A= 34030
3% (Aquatic microhabitats), AL EBEEE METKINELG N ERKEHYR LAWK L. B2
BEREKARAP LZMHEBEMEHBECHEESKBEEND FRREY. REBEEBREKERK
NI, D BE 4 KA R JK F (Bergquist et al,  1978),

WAL &M & A AL MEICR BROR R ERICRE. BREEERE —ENERMBSH
MR EAREZHERGEY —HERHANBERK EEFEENMESAFRNREZEF 20060, KEBBRAEER
BENGE,. WL B R EHARAE B - LEWBEHKEA.

BRBAEAHNALANS T, Eo LR 20 M 52 & Fp L EBHLGE . BARERE THAFL (Porous) , I X & £ L3N
B, NI R AKFL (Ostium) , KR H 7K 1 (Osculum) , iR, GHITEAREFRIKREAEN . NFEREY.
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¥E 2 (Flagella) i 4% 40 8 (Choanocyte) J& ¥, #) ¥ 5 4% 40 Juka, { Iy

Central chamber

fft 2 (Flagellated choanoderm) fff Bl B 09 25 &, LR M R dN
&0 40 i i (Choanocyte  chambers) ; B 28 /2 B9 i 3 44 fifg eﬁ:;c ”
JE R RN R L B 2 (Endopinacoderm) B B B A J Bodywal

% (Incurrent canals) f1¥E 4 § % (Excurrent  canals) s
AL
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REM
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hEESE
esoglea
~ RTER
latycyte

% 3% % 45 19 25 J¥ (Choanocyte  chambers) #l 45 2 (11 /) : B;;:ﬂr—‘;sp.mm
FL;BiE4 ] (Prosopyle) #1J5 11 (Apopyle) 4 Bl 2 i A &
BRRESESTSENEER;BHNEINERERAY Bl WANKBERGE XNEE%E 2006)

ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁm7ﬁ7@ﬁ§§ (Aquiferous system) ( 1) )% Fig. 1 The structure of aquiferous system of sponge
(From Liu Ling-yun et al. 2006)

Osteoplast

ZE 2006),
1.2 BH/EKIDEERE

MEER,BHENEFNEKENEFREAN.ESs A
RRKEMESETFESHERE. H—MEH Geodia cydo-
nium BT B RFEK 24 000 L(Vogel 1977), W48
SERANEGRBEGYNESR. BHETLUEEEHER 0.1
~50 um ZE K B BRI (Osinga et al.  1999) , £ 3% # 40
AR 27 B 4 4 (Plankton) , fIE R B M AR %
(Yahel 2003), HRFE 5~50 um # B, 768 4 W
ARBH AR FEHEMEAMER;0. 1~5 um BB 8
51 40 M 0 B 40 5 A 450 40 T4 0 B R 2 D L 4 M A 2 SR ERRAHANE
3 (Matrix) %t il — BE 2080/ 1O OB AUV R A LR B (BB Bergquist & 1978)
%834 50 pm B o SR 1 T e T R B E AA K AL+ 4B Fig. 2 Filtration and digestion of sponge
LS RETNIINEFHRER. TR G4 4
838 7 1 &5 7E F (Phagocytosis) $% Bt (Ingest) 5k 4 ML 4
(Simpson - 1984)(H 2).,

(From Bergquist et al. 1978)
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2 BHREKTHFRERFEEPHMAEER

2.1 BREREVMIHEHTARRKR

BRAYVERANEBEYMOEDERD /15, EBHEDPEYEORTHBINE 2 XU, 2R KAEL
T4 10 000 F| 15 000 FZE 4y , EHELAF I 5 000 #, H FENAREF LB ED A, B LI RSB AFE
(BPEEE 2002,

20 R LK BEE AT IR AR SRR BLSEAN BHRENSHEEY R AR, BRI BN HET
BREGEHE, R FE AW R RGEEY . AT, 848 0S8 KIIEEAEYB G AESRY Y
YERIE AR BEAANT T HEFELR

AR K FHX M E BT REEAZRE(ERBER  2003), H A FEET5 A H FBUK UK R
BALCRY % 2005), 1M BRI BT fE E R A Y (KRB E  2004)., BETRBWFEZEBIEFERRBEREER
RAY X FAEAEWAEGAEES 2000, MHNERRAFERBEEYENG BE 2005458
T EYEE AN,

BREREENY KEERARETRIFHKIEER, /T IR ALBEK (24 000 L/ d - kg) (Vogel 1977) ,
{788 80 % LA b 19 B 1% WOk (Reiswig  1971) 8RBT B (24 1 pm) B4R B ZEIX F) 96 % ( Reiswig  1975).
VAR, ¥ 403X b e 380 0 07 B BB 0 T 4 A KA rh R VR BORL A B O T 9 4 R O 4R B W A SR T (Gl ez al.
1998; Officer et al. 1982 ), Claus % (1967) 1 Madri % (1967) &5 1 KB T A BB IB AP HMA YIS
LY BE ST . Pronzato % (1998) B MELFHER R HIFE LB TX TR FHREMMEN, REF HAERIER
B ERBREK P RIS EY, S B IR A Y B WA s Milanese 4 (2003) 3B it Chondrilla
nucula Schmidt M EFHIEEEK=FE L WAEYBEER, ERAE XM RREHEITRLD.

2.2 BREEKTFEPHEARITHR

PR R, ) 4 R M B K BB ) A B PR M R B W R B e 1 b R KB KR A EFEE X
BRIFFRE S . MHEE QOO ELREHTT T EREBRIBEFREKET IR ENNFR. FREHR . AE£L
BHRELHT.0 gHENEEFEREATE 300 ml ¥ E N 1.62X10°/ml BE H Z I # Natzchia closterum ¥
W 240 h 5, AbFE 2H B R BRI vR B AN XS BRALRG 2. 9%, WA WRE R 17. 2% s A B SR A& T, b B R ke
IR M BE N 0. 87X 10°%/ml W) BEVR 220 h J5 , Ab B0 40 3 Y & - 35 M B QU X BRZEL Y 0. 05 %6, S 9] 4R Wk JEE 1Y)
64.4% . LI [RIBTFF R T B RIS 4 A0 BR SR A K A P AR R B A AR SN LARDRHE R B BRI, 1.5 g B
HWE R4 AL 200 ml, & A TEREHKEE R 200 mg/L WM K, 5 4 Xat, IBHCIBE 72. 6 PR,
HBR YR KEBREEEN 21.6X107°/d L, A, WA EYEHB M. ERRBIESH, M HES
A W 1 58, K K T BB 3 o o LK A B BR R R LR Bl b R K R H R 2B/ .

FAh MR R SE B iR 3R B, K R 4 T LA s RO BR KR b i R LK L 28 K A R K& 5F (Ribes
2005), 9 g B4 10 h Al¥ 3 L TOC & & 300 mg/L MW KL uES ;% 3 LB /KP KBITHE E. coli
(150X 10* cells/mD R 99 % L I (Reiswig 197D, ARB KX, BHERFEELAEEFEAKE D SHENGE
F1, G5t M4 24 h ARBRE MK b B AT A BR LR IR BB R AR 25. 200 ~95. 1%, JKIR 18 CHRMGT B4 Uk
BUMEMEIEE 2.0 X10°~48.8 X10° cells/24 h« g JLE N, A I ER S 4 H A Br BCPEFRIE : S E ¥ 85
BRTE 25~55 X10° cells/ml JEHE N, R B R AHYBERILFEEMF AW B T H S HE VBB ERLESS
~250 X10* cells/ml Bf , BRI B AHWER S SHHEV B R EREETEME X, KRR 0. 22(H B HFF
2007, B, BHFLUENEENEYEEE, ERERFEKETHSFEE, AEFEKEHESHE.

HEl AIABSBEKNERIEBTFRABBEBRENEDES ERTIEBRBLSHERFERAPR. AW,
HEFAMITESEHEREHBENL TS RENE  EARBELHBREN S ATFEMEE, IR EANES
ok AR RARME BHEREERAR, CEELRENKHESE. B, B¥ESR ZNHFREKE, L
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B A XK SR E YRR, B oBRAN R BR N EY ¥ I T RIEEHN T EEMFTE, #
RGHBR B, H—FH, H TFESHREEIL T RSB AR BE, EREH. Bk, %
Bk — P RBREFEKBFENERI B RO R, LA ROFEEK B EERNTRERER

T2, BRIEAF 40 17 0 A P IR 28 B8 2 O R RCR .
B2, BRETE WS BT HR 8 I RO R A S 3T m B i B SR E B B A T 4 KB

BB RARBE A MBI O 7 TR — 2 A A = i

g ¥ X W
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