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Using aquaria containing natural sediment, medium-term burrow development was investigated. After initial construction,
and over the first month, relatively little burrow development was observed in terms of the number of openings and tunnels
created. After an additional six months, however, there was a significant increase in the number of openings and tunnels
constructed. In contrast to what might be expected from the number of openings and tunnels created during this period, a
significant proportion of the sediment movement was sub-surface and relatively little sediment expulsion occurred. The
concentration of nitrite, ammonia and phosphate in the burrow water was generally greater than that of the surface
water, whilst the nitrate and sulphate measurements showed no particular pattern. Only the differences in phosphate
concentrations were found to be significantly different. These results were indicative of Calocaris macandreae influencing
rates of denitrification. This study also provided further evidence of carnivory and caching behaviour in this species.
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I N T R O D U C T I O N

Soft sediment ecosystems have a fundamental role in the func-
tioning of marine systems both for the remineralization of
organic matter and nutrients and as food producers for
larger macrofauna and fish (Norling et al., 2007; Olsgard
et al., 2008). It has been estimated that continental shelf
environments receive approximately half the nutrients
required for primary production from remineralization
within sediments (Pilskaln et al., 1998), whilst in some
coastal seas it can be as high as 80% (Dale & Prego, 2002).

Although organic matter remineralization in sediments is
undertaken mainly by microorganisms, benthic macro- and
megafauna inhabiting the sediments can significantly influ-
ence these processes through bioturbation, i.e. the turnover
and movement of sediment (Papaspyrou et al., 2005; Koller
et al., 2006; Waldbusser & Mainelli, 2006; Fanjul et al.,
2007; Kinoshita et al., 2008). Variation in the availability of
organic matter supply to the benthic environment also has
an influence on the bioturbatory activities of the benthic
organisms, thereby having a subsequent effect on carbon
cycling and other biogeochemical processes (Nickell et al.,
1995; Blair et al., 1996; Atkinson & Taylor, 2005).

In recent years, thalassinidean mud-shrimps (Crustacea:
Decapoda: Thalassinidea) have been recognized as one of
the most important bioturbating groups of organisms in the

marine megabenthic community. Through their burrowing,
burrow irrigation and feeding activities, these megafauna
have been shown to have profound effects on biogeochemical
cycling and on the structure of benthic communities
(Atkinson & Taylor, 2005; Papaspyrou et al., 2005; Koller
et al., 2006; Waldbusser & Marinelli, 2006; Berkenbusch et al.,
2007; Norling et al., 2007; Pillay et al., 2007; Kinoshita et al.,
2008; Vonk et al., 2008).

Calocaris macandreae Bell (Calocarididae) is abundant in
muddy sediments around British east and west coasts, extend-
ing from Scandinavia to West Africa and the Mediterranean,
occurring from 15–1400 m (Ingle & Christiansen, 2004). This
species constructs a characteristic burrow, whose tripartite
junctions often result in surface openings occurring in
groups of three (the total number of openings per burrow
may be as many as seventeen, but is usually approximately
half this number). The burrow consists of two horizons, one
at approximately 10 cm depth in the sediment and another
at around 20 cm depth where semicircular galleries of unes-
tablished function are developed (Nash et al., 1984).

Generally considered to be a deposit feeder, it has been
speculated that the burow structure may be indicative of
microbial gardening (Nash et al., 1984; Pinn, 1995). A diver-
sity of feeding strategies has, however, been attributed to this
species. Pinn et al. (1998) suggested that, although predomi-
nantly a deposit feeder, C. macandreae may supplement its
diet with material of animal origin, which appeared to be con-
firmed by the mandible and gastric mill morphology (Pinn
et al., 1999; Coelho & Rodrigues, 2001). In addition, there
has been some debate about the role of caching behaviour
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and the potential for bacterial gardening activity by C. macan-
dreae (Nash et al., 1984; Pinn, 1995).

It was therefore decided to investigate burrow dynamics
since it might be expected that the geometry of the burrow
of a deposit feeder will regularly change as it mines new sedi-
mentary horizons. Secondly, a preliminary examination of
nutrient exchange associated with burrow maintenance was
undertaken. Finally, the suggestion that this species might
be an opportunistic carnivore, an unusual strategy amongst
thalassinideans, was revisited.

M A T E R I A L S A N D M E T H O D S

Calocaris macandreae were collected from the Main Channel
of the Clyde Sea Area (508460N 048580W) using a 2 m Aggasiz
trawl. Fifteen individual acrylic aquaria (internal dimensions
25 � 10 � 35 cm—length � width � depth) were set up
with native mud (to a minimum depth of 20 cm) and the sedi-
ment allowed to settle and compact for 8–16 weeks before
individual C. macandreae were introduced. In addition, a
large circular community mesocosm tank (120 cm diameter,
mud depth 25 cm) was also set up and eight individuals
were introduced. This density was chosen to represent a
density within the range reported for the natural environment
(e.g. Buchanan, 1963; Calderon Perez, 1981; Nash et al.,
1984; Pinn & Robertson, 1998). The aquaria were kept in
subdued lighting with a 12:12 light:dark regime in phase
with their natural environment. Fresh filtered seawater was
provided on a constant basis for the aquaria using a gravity
fed system.

Medium-term burrow development and
sediment movement
In the individual aquaria, bioturbatory activities were
observed by eye during initial burrow construction and then
assessed at intervals over the following seven months. The
method of initial burrow construction will not be considered
further here, having been described elsewhere (Nash et al.,
1984; Pinn, 1995). Instead, this work concentrated on the
medium-term development of the burrow and associated sedi-
ment movement. Surface sediment profiles were used to assess
changes in the surface topography over seven months from
initial construction. The profiles were drawn on acetate
which was placed against the aquarium wall, positioned
using permanent markers so that the acetate could be reposi-
tioned and changes in surface topography assessed. Changes
in the surface topography were analysed using fractal geome-
try. Fractals have regularly been used as a means of descriptive
parameterization of patterns of tortuosity and topographical
complexity (Baas, 2002). The fractal dimension characterizes
the extent to which the fractal fills up the embedding space
(Baas, 2002). In the current study, this could vary between
one for a completely straight line and two for a line that com-
pletely fills the plane on which it occurs.

The sediment profiles were digitized using TechDig 2.0
(R.B. Jones#) and the fractal dimension (D) of each digitized
profile was evaluated using the Fractal program (Nams, 1996).
Mean fractal values were calculated, which estimated the
fractal D using a resampling version of the divider method.
These fractal D values, over time, were compared using a

mixed model between and within subjects ANOVA, also
known as a split-plot design (SPANOVA). Time was
defined as the between subjects factor and side of aquarium
as the within subjects factor, and aquarium as the subject.
Prior to analysis, data were tested for homogeneity of var-
iances using Levene’s test and homogeneity of intercorrela-
tions using Box’s M-statistic. Mauchly’s test was used to
determine sphericity. A Student–Newman–Keuls post-hoc
test was conducted where significant SPANOVA results
were obtained to determine where variations occurred.

Nutrient analysis
Concentrations of nitrite, nitrate, ammonia, phosphate and
sulphate were measured in burrow and surface water collected
from aquaria inhabited by Calocaris macandreae and a control
aquarium that contained no C. macandreae. A cannula was
permanently inserted into five of the individual aquaria so
that water samples for nutrient testing could be removed
without significant disturbance. Despite this precaution,
several of the animals closed tunnels where the cannula had
been inserted, thus preventing further sample collection,
whilst another individual opened up a tunnel directly to the
surface following the route of the cannula. These activities
severely limited nutrient sample collection and it was only
possible to take water samples over the period of 5 days.
Consequently, these samples were treated as replicates result-
ing in N ¼ 15 for the burrow water and overlying water
samples and N ¼ 5 for the control tank. Nutrient analysis
was conducted using a standard Palin test kit with a
Photometer 5000 and results analysed statistically using a
Kruskal–Wallis test comparing results from within the
burrow, surface water and the control tank.

Carnivory and caching behaviour
To test caching behaviour and carnivory in C. macandreae,
Nephtys spp. (probably both N. caeca and N. cirrosa) and
Angulus (¼Tellina) tennuis were collected intertidally. The
A. tennuis flesh was removed from the shell and the poly-
chaetes killed using heat. In five aquaria containing individual
C. macandreae, either Nephtys or A. tennuis flesh was deliber-
ately introduced close to a burrow opening and observations
made over a fifteen minute period. Similarly, in the large com-
munity aquaria, polychaetes and the bivalve flesh were intro-
duced close to burrow openings along with pellets of
commercially available salmon food. Time-lapse video record-
ing was undertaken over a three day period to document the
fate of the food, after which any remaining flesh or pellets
were removed from the aquaria.

R E S U L T S

Burrow development and sediment movement
Within the first month, once initial burrow construction was
completed, there was very little evidence of opening and
tunnel development. Surface topography within the small
aqauria varied relatively little in the first month of obser-
vations indicating that relatively little sediment expulsion
occurred (Figure 1). Over the subsequent six months,
however, considerable differences were observed, which
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were related to the development of shafts, tunnels and burrow
openings (Figure 1). Despite this extensive burrow develop-
ment, a considerable proportion of the sediment movement
was of a subsurface nature and relatively little sediment was
expelled from the burrow. SPANOVA found the changes in
surface topography to be significant for date (F ¼ 57651,
df ¼ 2, P , 0.001) but not ‘side of aquarium’ or the inter-
action between ‘side of aquarium’ and date (Table 1). The
Student–Newman–Keuls test revealed two groupings, no sig-
nificant difference was found for the fractal results over the
first month. These were, however, significantly different
from those obtained six months later.

The development of burrows in the large community
aquarium over seven months also demonstrated little evidence
of surface expulsion of sediment. Over time, the density of
burrow openings increased from 11.26 + 11.36 m22 after

the initial period of burrow construction to 137.91 +
49.00 m22 seven months later. This equates to 1.4 openings
per Calocaris macandreae after the initial burrow construction
period which rose to 17.2 openings per individual seven
months later, i.e. similar to the maximum observed in the
field. It should be noted, however, that during this period,
burrow shafts were opened and closed at various intervals.

During the present study, it was noted that within the indi-
vidual aquaria, areas of sulphide developed within the sedi-
ment. Where burrow tunnels were constructed, no sulphide
patches were observed within approximately 15 mm of the
burrow wall. In addition, C. macandreae was observed back-
filling sections of the burrow, usually vertically descending
shafts. These backfilled areas would eventually become
anoxic with clear evidence of the presence of sulphide.
Weeks or months later, some of the backfilled sections were
opened up and the sediment moved elsewhere within the
burrow complex during a period of intense activity lasting
15–30 minutes.

Nutrient analysis
In general, levels of nitrite, ammonia and phosphate tended to
be higher within the burrow than observed in the surface
water or the control tank without Calocaris macandreae
whilst no obvious pattern was observed for nitrate and sul-
phate (Figure 2). However, only the phosphate results were
found to be statistically significant (Kruskal–Wallis, K ¼
12.85, df ¼ 2 P , 0.01).

Carnivory and caching behaviour
The Calocaris macandreae individuals in the large community
mesocosm reacted much less strongly to the presence of animal
material compared with individuals in the smaller individual
aquaria. Approximately one-third of the material placed in
the community tank was taken into the burrows, usually
within 12 hours of it being placed on the sediment surface. In
contrast, C. macandreae reacted almost immediately to the
presence of Nephtys and A. tennuis flesh in all of the individual
aquaria and the material was taken into the burrows. At the first
tripartite junction below the opening used to access the flesh, or
at the next junction, the individuals were observed macerating
and consuming small quantities of the animal material for
approximately five minutes. During this time, the large chelae
were used to support the material and hold it before the
mouthparts. Where the material was completely consumed,
C. macandreae immediately began a period of grooming.

Where material remained after approximately five minutes
of feeding activity, it was buried in the floor of the burrow
away from the tripartite junction. Once a bolus of sediment
had been placed over the remaining flesh, C. macandreae
moved to the surface of the bolus and began to irrigate the
burrow for approximately one minute. Sediment was then col-
lected and moved from the nearest descending shaft to the
burial site and, over a period of two minutes, the burrow
walls/floor smoothed and flattened at the burial site. After
this, the burrow was again irrigated, with the mud-shrimp
positioned on top of the burial site. After approximately one
minute of irrigation activity, C. macandreae moved to the
nearest tripartite junction and began to groom.

Fig. 1. Variation in surface topography including burrow openings when
visible. Start of measurements represented by dotted line, after one month
by dashed line and after seven months by solid line.

Table 1. Fractal geometry SPANOVA results comparing changes in
burrow morphology over time. NS, non-significant results.

df MS F Significance

Between subjects factors
Date 2 0.0523 57651 0.001
Error 18 0.0016

Within subjects factors
Side 3 0.0012 0.998 NS
Side�date 6 0.0015 0.262 NS
Error 54 0.0012
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D I S C U S S I O N

Medium-term burrow development and
sediment movement
The degree of sediment turnover by thalassinideans has been
linked to feeding mode and organic content of the sediment
(Stamhuis et al., 1997), with deposit feeders having higher
levels of sediment bioturbation than suspension feeders or sca-
vengers/gardeners. Calocaris macandreae is considered to be
predominantly a deposit feeder (Buchanan, 1963; Nash et al.,
1984; Pinn et al., 1998), so the lack of sediment expulsion after
initial burrow construction seen in the present studies is in con-
trast to other thalassinidean deposit feeders. For example,
Callianassa subterranea has been reported to expel up to
45.6 g dry wt ind21 d21 (Nickell et al., 1995) and C. filholi up
to 61.6 g dry wt ind21 d21 (Berkenbusch & Rowden, 1999).

This lack of sediment expulsion is also evident when
observing Calocaris-dominated sea bed using underwater tel-
evision because there is little surface topography. The meso-
cosm tank imitated the lack of surface topography seen
naturally. The average number of openings created by the
individuals in the mesocosm tank was equivalent to the

highest numbers recorded from the field, approximately 17
(Nash et al., 1984). Perhaps the settled conditions within the
tank and the lack of other burrowing megafauna enabled
burrows to develop to greater complexity than is usually the
case in the sea.

In addition to deposit feeding, C. macandreae is thought to
supplement its diet with material of animal origin or possibly to
garden bacteria (Nash et al., 1984; Pinn et al., 1999; Coelho &
Rodrigues, 2001). If the organic content of the diet is being
increased by the presence of animal material, it could be a poss-
ible explanation for the relative lack of sediment expulsion from
the burrow. Also, C. macandreae may be creating conditions
within its burrow that favour the development of microbial,
protozoan or meiofaunal communities of dietary benefit.

The apparent deliberate creation of anoxic, sulphide-
bearing sediment, which is then redistributed throughout
the oxic areas of the burrow complex, is difficult to explain.
Calocaris macandreae has a very high sulphide tolerance,
similar to that of the hydrothermal vent crab Bythograea ther-
mydron (Atkinson & Taylor, 2005) and is able to detoxify sul-
phide through the formation of thiosulphate (Johns et al.,
1997). It is capable of withstanding prolonged hypoxia and
even anoxic conditions by switching to anaerobic respiration

Fig. 2. Variation in nutrient concentrations from burrows, surface water and the control tank. Error bars represent standard deviation.
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(Atkinson & Taylor, 2005). The creation of anoxic, sulphide-
bearing sediment that is subsequently redistributed could be
related to the utilization of the products of bacterial degra-
dation as a potential food source, either directly or indirectly
by promoting the growth of microorganisms within the
burrow wall sediment (see discussion later). These activities
would indirectly affect nutrient fluxes within the burrow
and between the burrow water and the water overlying the
sediment.

Nutrient analyses
Burrow irrigation by thalassinidean shrimps results in an
influx of oxygen rich water into the burrow and creates an
efflux of water containing dissolved nutrients from microbial
decomposition processes (Webb & Eyre, 2004; Atkinson &
Taylor, 2005). Although differences in the nutrient content
were observed between the overlying water and that of the
burrows, these differences were generally not significant.
The only exception to this was phosphate, where there was
a significantly greater concentration in the burrow waters
than in the overlying water or control aquaria which did not
contain Calocaris macandreae.

The nutrient results indicate that the presence of the
C. macandreae does influence the rates of remineralization.
For phosphate, in particular, a similar pattern of higher phos-
phate concentrations in burrow water than for the overlying
water has been observed for two other thalassinideans,
Callichirus major (D’Andrea et al., 2002) and Neaxius
acanthus (Vonk et al., 2008).

In the current study, although not statistically significant,
the concentrations of nitrite and ammonia tended to be
greater within the burrows and nitrate greater in the overlying
water, suggesting enhanced rates of denitrification within the
burrow system. Similar results have been observed for the tha-
lassinideans C. major (D’Andrea et al., 2002), Pestarella
(¼Callianassa) tyrrhena (Papaspyrou et al., 2004), Trypaea
australiensis (Webb & Eyre, 2004) and Upogebia deltaura,
but not Callianassa subterranea (Howe et al., 2004) or
Neaxius acanthus (Vonk et al., 2008). Most recently,
Olsgard et al. (2008) reported that the presence of Calocaris
macandreae in sediment cores resulted in an increased
uptake of dissolved inorganic nitrogen in the sediment.

Associated with the increased sediment –water interface
area of burrows, an increased supply of nitrate to anaerobic
sediments will promote denitrification (Howe et al., 2004).
However, if this was the sole mechanism through which deni-
trification rates were influenced by thalassinideans, then
similar results would be expected for all species that create
burrows increasing the area of the sediment–water interface.
Consequently, Howe et al. (2004) proposed that the increased
rates of denitrifcation observed for some species but not
others were fuelled by nitrate generation from within the sedi-
ment. Similarly, Webb & Eyre (2004) found that T. australien-
sis stimulated denitrification through the tight coupling of
nitrification and denitrification processes. It is likely that a
similar mechanism operates in relation to C. macandreae
burrows.

Feeding, carnivory and caching behaviour
In the present work, Calocaris macandreae readily fed on
animal tissue. This appears to be the first direct observation

of carnivory in this species. It is likely that this is opportunistic
behaviour. Thalassinideans, including C. macandreae, rarely
leave their burrows once constructed, but this species was
observed to sequester material adjacent to the burrow
opening in the present study and it is likely that some
animal material will be encountered sub-surface during bur-
rowing activities. Although predominantly a deposit feeder,
there is some evidence that C. macandreae supplements its
diet with material of animal origin.

Blegvad (1914) found ‘bottom detritus’ and remains of a
goniadid polychaete in the stomachs of C. macandreae and
concluded it was ‘a carnivorous detritus eater’. Interestingly,
Elmhirst (1935) reported ‘the shrimps feed on mud, refusing
vegetable material and burying any animal material offered
to them. Whether such buried food stuff is used later is not
yet clear.’ Runnstrøm (1925) had earlier observed similar
caching behaviour of pieces of mussel flesh, but did not
observe any feeding on this material. He did not consider
this material to be a food reservoir but did think that the nutri-
tional quality of the mud would be improved when the
material decomposed.

Buchanan (1963), though finding polychaete setae and
shell fragments in the gut, concluded that the proportion of
these was no different than in the surrounding sediment
and that C. macandreae was a non-selective deposit feeder.
Calderon-Perez (1981) reported that most of the 200
C. macandreae stomachs examined in his study contained
mud, but some contained polychaete setae and pieces of
flesh (probably polychaete), Calocaris eggs, crustacean
remains, and in one case the remains of a small conspecific,
indicating cannibalism. He found that C. macandreae would
bury pieces of bivalve muscle whereas live polychaetes were
offered but ignored. Calderon-Perez (1981) concluded that
‘the feeding habits of C. macandreae are far from clear’ and
speculated that filtering re-suspended sediment may also be
a possibility.

Pinn et al. (1998) found unidentifiable well-macerated
animal material in the guts of C. macandreae throughout
the year, dominating the diet in one set of monthly samples.
Gut contents analysis suggested that the species showed
varied feeding strategies including scavenging, carnivory, sus-
pension feeding and deposit feeding, with the ability to selec-
tively feed to enhance its diet. Further, Pinn et al. (1999) noted
that the structure of the gastric mill of C. macandreae was sug-
gestive of a cutting and tearing function as well as grinding
sedimentary material. Coelho & Rodrigues (2001), in a discus-
sion of thalassinidean feeding, drew attention to the unusual
mandibles of C. macandreae and suggested that their structure
would merit further investigation given the varied diet attrib-
uted to C. macandreae. Most recently, Hill (2008) used stable
isotope analysis to demonstrate that C. macandreae collected
from a site in the western Irish Sea had a signature consistent
with deposit feeding. Carnivory is rare amongst thalassini-
deans (Coelho & Rodrigues, 2001). Most species are deposit
feeders, suspension feeders or cache plant material
(Atkinson & Taylor, 2005). The abundance and wide depth
distribution of C. macandreae, which is much greater than
most thalassinideans, may be facilitated by its ability to oppor-
tunistically utilize a range of different food sources.

The deliberate burial of material within the burrow
complex was observed in the present study, reinforcing past
observations (Runnstrøm, 1925; Elmhirst, 1935;
Calderon-Perez, 1981). In other thalassinidean species,
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accumulation of plant material within burrows has been
observed directly or inferred from some burrow mor-
phologies. For example, Pestarella (as Callianassa) tyrrhena
and Corallianassa longiventris have been observed accumulat-
ing seagrass debris in burrow chambers, possibly for
microbially-mediated fermentation and future nutrition
(Abed-Navandi et al., 2005; Dworschak et al., 2006).
Neaxius acanthus collects and shreads significant quantities
of seagrass material which float past the burrow opening
and incorporates it into the burrow lining, which was con-
sidered to be indicative of microbial gardening (Kneer et al.,
2008; Vonk et al., 2008). However, there have been no
reports of material of animal origin being treated in a
similar manner by species other than Calocaris macandreae.

In the present observations, the careful flattening of the
burial area and subsequent irrigation, suggests that flesh was
buried permanently, possibly to simulate bacterial degra-
dation. In contrast, sulphidic patches that reflect anaerobic
metabolic procesess within the sediment, did not appear to
be fed upon directly by C. macandreae, but were redistributed
within the burrow; both these activities are indicative of
microbial gardening. Clearly, much is still to be elucidated
about the feeding ecology of this mud shrimp.

A C K N O W L E D G E M E N T S

Thanks are due to the crew of RV ‘Aora’ for sample collection.
This research was funded by a Nuffield Foundation Grant
(NAL/00612/G) to E.H.P.

R E F E R E N C E S

Abed-Navandi D., Koller H. and Dworschak P.C. (2005) Nutritional
ecology of thalassinidean shrimps consructing burrows with debris
chambers: the distribution and use of macronutrients and micronutri-
ents. Marine Biology Research 1, 202–215.

Atkinson R.J.A. and Taylor A.C. (2005) Aspects of the physiology,
biology and ecology of thalassinidean shrimps in relation to their
burrow environment. Oceanography and Marine Biology: an Annual
Review 43, 173–210.

Baas A.C.W. (2002) Chaos, fractals and self-organisation in coastal geo-
morphology: simulating dune landscapes in vegetated environments.
Geomorphology 48, 309–328.

Berkenbusch K. and Rowden A.A. (1999) Factors influencing sediment
turnover by the burrowing ghost shrimp Callianassa filholi
(Decapoda: Thalassinidea). Journal of Experimental Marine Biology
and Ecology 238, 283–292.

Berkenbusch K., Rowden A.A. and Myers T.G. (2007) Interactions
between seagrasses and burrowing ghost shrimps and their influence
on infaunal assemblages. Journal of Experimental Marine Biology
and Ecology 341, 70–84.

Blair N.E., Levin L.A., De Master D.J. and Plaia G. (1996) The short
term fate of fresh algal carbon in continental slope sediments.
Limnology and Oceanography 4, 1208–1219.

Blegvad H. (1914) Food and conditions of nourishment among the com-
munities of invertebrate animals found in the sea bottom in Danish
waters. Report of the Danish Biological Station to the Board of
Agriculture 22, 41–78.

Buchanan J.B. (1963) The biology of Calocaris macandreae (Crustacea:
Thalassinidea). Journal of the Marine Biological Association of the
United Kingdom 43, 729–747.

Caldereon-Perez J.A. (1981) Some aspects of the biology of Calocaris
macandreae Bell (Crustacea: Decapoda: Thalassinidea) in Isle of Man
waters. PhD thesis. University of Liverpool, UK.

Coehlo V.R. and Rodrigues S. de A. (2001) Trophic behaviour and func-
tional morphology of the feeding appendages of the laomediid shrimp
Axianassa australis (Crustacea: Decapoda: Thalassinidea). Journal of
the Marine Biological Association of the United Kingdom 81, 441–454.

Dale A.W. and Prego R. (2002) Physico-biogeochemical controls on the
benthic–pelagic coupling of nutrient fluxes and recycling in a coastal
upwelling system. Marine Ecology Progress Series 235, 15–28.

D’Andrea A.F., Aller R.C. and Lopez G.R. (2002) Organic matter flux
and reactivity on a South Carolina sandflat: the impacts of porewater
advection and macrobiological structures. Limnology and
Oceanography 47, 1056–1070.

Dworschak P.C., Koller H. and Abed-Navandi D. (2006) Burrow struc-
ture, burrowing and feeding behaviour of Corallianassa longiventris
and Pestarella tyrrhena (Crustacea, Thalassinidea, Callianassidae).
Marine Biology 148, 1369–1382.

Elmhirst R. (1935) Annual Report 1934–35. Millport: Scottish Marine
Biological Association, 24 pp.

Hill J.M. (2008) Structure and flow of carbon and nitrogen to the western
Irish Sea Nephrops fishery: a stable isotope approach. PhD thesis.
Queen Mary University of London, UK.

Fanjul E., Grela M.A. and Iribarne O. (2007) Effects of the dominant SW
Atlantic intertidal burrowing crab Chasmagnathus granulatus on sedi-
ment chemistry and nutrient distribution. Marine Ecology Progress
Series 341, 177–190.

Howe R.L., Rees A.P. and Widdicombe S. (2004) The impact of two
species of bioturbating shrimp (Callianassa subterranea and
Upogebia deltaura) on sediment denitrification. Journal of the
Marine Biological Association of the United Kingdom 84, 629–632.

Ingle R.W. and Christiansen M.E. (2004) Lobsters, mud shrimps and
anomuran crabs. In Crothers J.H. and Hayward P.J. (eds) Synopses
of the British Fauna (New Series) No. 55. Shrewsbury: Field Studies
Council, for the Linnean Society of London and The Estuarine and
Coastal Sciences Association, 271 pp.

Johns A.R., Taylor A.C., Atkinson R.J.A. and Grieshaber M.K. (1997)
Sulphide metabolism in thalassinidean Crustacea. Journal of the
Marine Biological Association of the United Kingdom 77, 127–144.

Kinoshita K., Wada M., Kogure K. and Furota T. (2008) Microbial
activity and accumulation of organic matter in the burrow of the
mud shrimp Upogebia major (Crustacea: Thalassinidea). Marine
Biology 153, 277–283.

Kneer D., Asmus H. and Vonk J.A. (2008) Seagrass as the main food
source of Neaxius acanthus (Thalassinidea: Strohlaxiidae), its burrow
associates and of Corallianassa coutierei (Thalassinidea:
Callianassidae). Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 79, 620–630.

Koller H., Dworschak P.C. and Abed-Navandi D. (2006) Burrows of
Pestarella tyrrhena (Decapoda: Thalassinidea): hot spots for
Nematoda, Forminifera and bacterial densities. Journal of the
Marine Biological Association of the United Kingdom 86, 1113–1122.

Nams V.O. (1996) The VFractal: a new estimator for fractal dimension of
animal movement paths. Landscape Ecology 11, 289–297.

Nash R.D.M., Chapman C.J., Atkinson R.J.A. and Morgan P.J. (1984)
Observations on the burrows and burrowing behaviour of Calocaris
macandreae Bell (Crustacea: Decapoda: Thalassinidea). Journal of
Zoology 202, 425–439.

252 eunice h. pinn and r. james a. atkinson

https://doi.org/10.1017/S002531540999066X Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S002531540999066X


Nickell L.A., Hughes D.J. and Atkinson R.J.A. (1995) Megafaunal bio-
turbation in organically enriched Scottish sea lochs. In Eleftheriou
A., Ansell A.D. and Smith C.J. (eds) Biology and ecology of shallow
coastal areas. Fredensborg: Olsen & Olsen, pp. 315–322.

Norling K., Rosenberg R., Hulth S., Gremare A. and Bonsdorff E.
(2007) Importance of functional biodiversity and species-specific
traits of benthic fauna for ecosystem functions in marine sediment.
Marine Ecology Progress Series 332, 11–23.

Olsgard F., Schaanning MT., Widdicombe S., Kendall M.A. and Austen
M.C. (2008) Effects of bottom trawling on ecosystem function. Journal
of Experimental Biology and Ecology, doi:10.1016/j.jembe.2008.07.036.

Papaspyrou S., Thessalou-Legaki M. and Kristensen E. (2004) Impact of
Pestarella tyrrhena on benthic metabolism in sediment microcosms
enriched with seagrass and macroalgal detritus. Marine Ecology
Progress Series 281, 165–179.

Papaspyrou S., Gregersen T., Cox R.P., Thessalou-Legaki M. and
Kristensen E. (2005) Sediment properties and bacterial community
in burrows of the ghost shrimp Pestarella tyrrhena (Decapoda:
Thalassinidea). Aquatic Microbial Ecology 38, 181–190.

Pillay D., Branch G.M. and Forbes A.T. (2007) Experimental evidence
for the effects of the thalassinidean sandprawn Callianassa kraussi
on macrobenthic communities. Marine Biology 152, 611–618.

Pilskaln C.H., Churchill J.H. and Mayer L.M. (1998) Resuspension of
sediment by bottom trawling in the Gulf of Maine and potential geo-
chemical consequences. Conservation Biology 12, 1223–1229.

Pinn E.H. (1995) Studies on the feeding biology of thalassinidean
mud-shrimps. PhD thesis. University of London, UK.

Pinn E.H. and Robertson M.R. (1998) The effect of bioturbation on
RoxAnn, a remote acoustic seabed discrimination system. Journal of
the Marine Biological Association of the United Kingdom 78, 707–715.

Pinn E.H., Atkinson R.J.A. and Rogerson A. (1998) The diet of two
mud-shrimps, Calocaris macandreae and Upogebia stellata
(Crustacea: Decapoda: Thalassinidea). Ophelia 48, 211–223.

Pinn E.H., Nickell L.A., Rogerson A. and Atkinson R.J.A. (1999) A
comparison of the gut morphology and gut microflora of seven
species of mud-shrimp (Crustacea: Decapoda: Thalassinidea).
Marine Biology 133, 103–114.

Runnstrøm S. (1925) Beitrag zur Kenntnis einiger hermaphroditischen
dekapoden Crustaceen. Bergens Museums Skrifter Ny Række 3,
1–115þ figs.

Stamhuis E.J., Schreurs C.E. and Videler J.J. (1997) Burrow architecture
and turbative activity of the thalassinid shrimp Callianassa subterra-
nea from the central North Sea. Marine Ecology Progress Series 151,
155–163.

Vonk J.A., Kneer D., Stapel J. and Asmus H. (2008) Shrimp burrow in
tropical seagrass meadows: an important sink for litter. Estuarine,
Coastal and Shelf Science 79, 79–85.

Waldbusser G.G. and Marinelli R.L. (2006) Macrofaunal modification of
porewater advection: role of species function, species interaction and
kinetics. Marine Ecology Progress Series 311, 217–231.

and

Webb A.P. and Eyre B.D. (2004) The effect of natural populations of the
burrowing thalassinidean shrimp Trypaea australiensis on sediment
irrigation, benthic metabolism, nutrient fluxes and denitrification.
Marine Ecology Progress Series 268, 205–220.

Correspondence should be addressed to:
E. Pinn
Joint Nature Conservation Committee
Dunnet House, 7 Thistle Place
Aberdeen, AB10 1UZ
email: eunice.pinn@jncc.gov.uk

calocaris burrows, nutrient fluxes and caching 253

https://doi.org/10.1017/S002531540999066X Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S002531540999066X

