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Ecological functions of millipedes in the terrestrial ecosystem

Mengru Wang, Shenglei Fu, Haixiang Xu, Meina Wang, Leilei Shi”
College of Environment and Planning, Henan University, Kaifeng, Henan 475004

Abstract: Millipedes (Diplopoda) are a highly diverse group of soil invertebrates and play vital roles in
terrestrial ecosystems. Millipedes contribute to the cycling of carbon and nutrients through their feeding
activities and gut processes that help decompose litter. However, the functions of millipedes have been
poorly researched compared to other groups of soil animals such as earthworms. Here, we briefly summarize
the ecological functions of millipedes: Millipedes can fragment, consume and transform litter to
accelerate its decomposition. Millipedes prefer large amounts of semi-decomposed litter and the
efficiency of millipedes in assimilating litter can vary with litter source, temperature and microbial biomass
in the litter. Millipedes can regulate the cycling of soil carbon and other key nutrients through feeding and
excretion activities. Nitrogen enters to the soil when litter is fragmented by millipedes, but there are
different views on how millipedes affect the soil carbon cycle. Millipede faeces decompose more rapidly
than the pre-ingested litter. Such a transformation of litters to faeces would accelerate carbon cycling. However,
other studies have suggested a relatively low decomposition rate of millipede faeces when compared with
un-ingested litter, which could contribute to soil carbon sequestration and stabilization. In addition, the
survival of millipedes affects soil phosphorus cycle. They can increase the content of available phosphorus
in soil. Millipedes interact with other soil animals such as earthworms and also can regulate the abundances
of soil microorganisms. Our review indicates that further studies are required to better understand and document
the role of millipedes in ecosystem functioning.
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iR TR de, s £ 22
2 (Dipolopoda)Zh ¥ 11 K 5 Fifi & 15 I B4 T 14k B2
HUARIR TE 20 2 S5 WA 2 RV i T 8 I T HE S
YK # (Shelley, 2003). H i & & i it B kA
12,000 Z N R, 4y @ 16 H 147 £} 1,868 J& (Adis,
2002; Shelley, 2003; Sierwald & Bond, 2007). & [ 7&
R AR RGP AR 2, ERK. F,
A H DLAOAR SR A B XSmO, JF AR R
& (Hopkin & Read, 1992; Hashimoto et al, 2004). %A
1M, H AT B B 5T AR A R, ] N B f
HiRIE KT ML, 2001; Marek & Bond, 2006),
(7 = 1Y A IR B i LY B2 R
(Glomeris marginata) ()44 5% F1 A 2 20 — s it
5t (Anderson & Bignell, 1980; Marek & Bond, 2006;
Rawlins et al, 2006) .

H 201t Z8504E A LK, AF v 35 i) 25K
T, SRR B AR R RE. 1
NE TG RIR B 3RS0, TRl W I A 3R
855, AR AR i IR Y W) 2 (Drift, 1975).
KR53 TRl = LAYy &, 8 B A S
JTE R, O V& VIR e A 9 3Bk, T s [
PHTEI o0 s R e DL R 98 3% 2 TR 5 5T () TR R
FE LG R IR . BRI R DA S fi e 4
F¢ 77 TH E A AN AT B AR E 224 H (Shelley, 2003).
I, Il PR Ay i 2R A R g b R i, 2
IR AW A T BB B S, RS RGTEE
e R 7/ TR (B2 AR i O e e 2 = S ] i 7
R ZREPEAN R 6, B2 TR EATRIWT T H Aid
F BT R R T, R D HUAE O SR
A ThRE, I BAERT TR A BE 7 Tz AN
Jo FoAth = B B Wy S BE (Al o 2 e Ak 4%
(Coleman & Crossley, 1996; Shelley, 2003; Ashwini
& Sridhar, 2005).

Bt >4 4 1 P R 2 F 0T 48 AR A 2 1) EL A,
A B AN _E RT3 S ELAE B AR R A S R G
LERJFITHAE(Wang et al, 2017), TyfhAE bl A4
RGP i TR0 e R, ook 2
FIRE AL O . RIS, 25 R8 3 B B i 2 1 DL S 4y
BTz, A DN 5T L o AR 2 Dy R R N
Foo BT, AT EH NN KA RS, B
R T T S R AR A D RE R IR (EIL) . G
FELEEASRE T3NSR (V)EREY

R AR AN 3 A5 T (AR ()% S B A oK
IR TuE ALV HERAL SRR I AR D, (3) 53t
TIEYIN B R, PHELXE R, REARK
R I Ty 1, DTS B 2 2 AT AT .

AR LR % (2015) NN, THIESNI A DiRe =
SO IR E AT SRR AR R S . B R R
MM —, REBER R, ERNRES RS
R T AT DARE S R TR A, I REE T B B B
SN L IREE N . FRAEAAEYERKKE . BT
AR RGPHANN R Y L E, SHREYE) 5
fift 7 oh B 4 AR AN TA) B2 A FH S T T (Lavelle &
Spain, 2001). B4ZAEHIE S EHFEREY. 5
W S AR L, T Bl B i o R A U VR
Mo IR AFE: B, DRk B = o AR, R
FEDHE SR T Z A G S EEA .
SRRV By A o ) B B LIS, BRI
SR, I S o 8 e R A AN AR )
U 2B, 21 1 B[R4 I Ui (Sakwa, 1974; Devi
& Prabhoo, 1990; Ashwini & Sridhar, 2005). %,
o R R R I8 S A e, SRR
FRIATEND, fe 8 i V8 A R B 1 TR 8 0 45 FE R
e, 3 Byl 56 B AR T S0 B (Lyford, 1943,
Reichle et al, 1969). [HEAE 2 Bk B ki i o A e
JEHVEYD, S RPEVEY 5 A Y 2R AR, R
Ind 7 A - 358 2 W0k U v P 1 43 i (Kheirallah,
1990; Bonkowski et al, 1998). I4h, bt &5 A
FEATHA VR VIBR U A N 3E R, A9k 22
34T 43 fi# (Tajovsky et al, 1992; Wolters, 2000;
Bardgett & Wardle, 2010) . L [t [t 1% S5 55 4 H ATV
W53 D7 BT RS AR A S A K B s
W X Ao Eean Sl AE b, o i 3= 258 i
SRR E Y AN SRR, SR EEDIIEES, T
Wil EAE VR Y S LIRS, TR SR ] 5K U
W HENT X, A% 7 PR Y& W) BT Ak 147 L (Edwards
& Hendrix, 2004; 5k T {5 %%, 2007; Bardgett &
Wardle, 2010).

LT V&I TEFE R E, AR L. £
ANFUEEAS LK 2 By R B - g0 38 AR Ak, 2 5
ki H 4 FHarpaphe haydeniana, 45 K74 ¥EHIRVE
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Fig. 1 Ecological functions of millipedes

Y H B gAY E10-20% . 7EA SR ELE 4
IR T AR AR, BRI VR 4 N & 1) 36% 4 1 i BT
HFE, 22 H R ZF K T 10% (Carcamo et al,
2000) . A B 7t % -1 i B 47 2 7] LAY FE il A0 AR AR
H110-15% 1 94 7% ¥ (Golovatch & Kime, 2009).
David F1Gillon (2002)i\ Ay, L [5fi %o 18 % 4 () ¥ #E
RAFEAEZ R RE . ARBR/N BMEREIR DL 2=
VA ST S EREFE R mR . BEAE B AR
WK, HyHFERAE LRI, R R B
I Yot 10 4 0 R B K T S s, R T Y AR R
MEEMA ZR. —Frh, HFIEN DM EEY)
M HFER 5 R R E, B R FE B v R T 4
MR = T R FE AR R 54 o DBl 7E Rk i
N 4= 3 B H B f 4F (Barlow, 1957; Ashwini &
Sridhar, 2005; Buch et al, 2018), I fi & 11 7% 4

55 JRVE D I Ak 27 14 I AH 0% (Sakwa, 1974). Ashwini
FiSridhar (2005) 38 it % B A R E Y &I T
Arthrosphaera magnaf i &) B, K BLLE R
#H 8 (Acacia auriculiformis). #Hf(Areca catechu).
F#E(Musa nana). %S (Anacardium occidentale)#ll
BF ¥ (Cocos nucifera) 5% 454 1, Arthrosphaera
magnaf i AERREE YD, RO ERE. RIHFE R
JE AR R 75 70 HH T Bt Ak oA k2D 1y S A 1,
ATy TH A 2K 5 B VR YD (T S AR, 2001,
Ashwini & Sridhar, 2005), HHAKFHHEEN KE
[{%5 (Lyford, 1943; Reichle et al, 1969), TMt=EHE. #
FEEREY P & 2 R SBHEIR, FE &
FEXR T, R A

A R E il R R A T 2 R 2 R BUR (R L)
Drift (1975)il1#5Glomeris marginata*} = ¥ (Quercus
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Table 1  Assimilation efficiency of millipedes
H 7t J& Gl A A7 A D [F R &S 22 R
Order Family Genus Species Locality Litters Assimilation  References
efficiency (%)
RO H Glomeridae Glomeris G marginata i 22 #EFK B ¥k Quercus robur 9%
Glomerida Oak forests in the Netherlands
ROk H Glomeridae Glomeris G marginata 2 [E Fg #5540 A1 2% P Ik 4k Quercus ilex 6% David &
Glomerida 25 k) 25 AR SRk Gillon, 2002
Q. ilex forest of Puechabon, 25
km north-west of Montpellier
(southern France)
GiCNGHE| Xystodesmidae Harpaphe H.haydeniana jiZsKE /KRB - g A 57 AR ALSETFAA Thuja plicata 10% Carcamo et
Polydesmida — Pilnz42 Picea sitchensis al, 2000
TR FEFEA TGRS TR S A
2208 7] PRHUT B A TR A PR Tsuga heterophylla
Malcolm Knapp Research TEHERA
Forest, near the University Pseudotsuga menziesii
of British Columbia campus
in Vancouver
SHH Spirostreptidae Orthoporus O. ornatus K E MR RS E R AR FRIEJE Ephedra 20-37% Wooten &
Spirostreptida Big Bend National Park, Texas, #4254 o #t Crawford,
USA Prosopis glandulosa 1975
& H Pachybolidae ~ Trigoniulus T. lumbricinus [ Cuba i@ Coffea 55% Pobozsny et
Spirobolida AHE Hibiscus al, 1992
ZJ& Panicum

robur) ¥ ¥ ) 1) [8] 4k 25 % 4 9%, David 1 Gillon
(2002) & BLG. marginataXt4<#H BR(Q. ilex)FEIEYIH
AL R 6%, Carcamo%s(2000)HF 7T £ B, 3T
WY T R, SRR ED AR 20N
10%, AR [F) Ak R0 Bl o i 75 i i oK Bk
WAL E IR T K . T Wooten F1 Crawford (1975) ¥l &
Orthoporus ornatus 1) [F] {425 % 4 20-37%, HHAH
T EROR:, 2> B8 TR 1) THE T3 N . Pobovsny
24:(1992) & i Trigonoiulus lumbricinus ) [FI4k 8 &
1%55%. i [F) 4k 503 1) R AT R 52 B B 0 SRR AN
TSR . S [FAGIRE RV, Qo oAl d A 5,
FokBE B, RS . AR H GRS B4
Rk R, RAERCR AT 70-90%. FIF L4+
TR DI AR A 1 ORI, S s 1 17 A 3006 B o 3
fin (Crawford, 1975; Bailey, 1989; Byzov et al,
1998a). HJ W, MEWIKRIE. REE . IR E
2 P BRIV P A ) e BEAR AN [RIBF - B it 14 [+
R AE .

2.1 SRfEXHIRFRAEIA A0
BRI vE ) e, I i TE AR S K

FEER I HEIE I 52 000 6% 195 4 3L #£(Scheu: & Wolters,
1991; Carcamo et al, 2000; Makoto et al, 2014). HHl
IR T [ty 2 o] 5 ) - 38 B A1 BA A7 LE PR A SR A [
MWL BRI AN, SRR ), K
FEALONFEER, W T RVEY I LR T AR, R SRk
REOR UAEY gV, T I ms (8™ 4k 3 72 (Scheu
& Wolters, 1991). T T 104F SR IR 5 & B2 B 4
PRI S8R 5 FE AR IR b I 7R, i
153 T B3R A Fa e M. RawlinsZE(2006) i 7 1 Bk
[ (Glomeris narginata) it ¥ ¥ 56AL R 2Bk )5 14
TR 22 A B84 DA B ot 3R 2, R IRV
DRI ALY o g S RGN, B R T M R
KIFEEEYR, (6 2ER Mo ff, Mo feat 17+
BRI RS EME . B 5 Suzuki® (2013) 76 N Kl 7%
MAHFFE T 4 D i (Harpaphe haydeniana) Z$ERF11H 7%
Yo R R I 22 5, RN FEER I 73 AR 2 L TR )
TG [FIFE, FrouzZ5:(2014) A s th R B0, Rk
AN FEER, (R T 3R B E A7, b T
Wt b o BBl 3k - e e fe e PR RAR S RIS S
HEMEVIMxR, i H A% % 5 fi (Parafontaria
laminata) 7£ &% H o BB L AR A MR &4,
FEAE AR AR ST IR TR M) LR SR, AN K g
JEHIRRAR B, JUH A SR RS A LR AL
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R {2 2% (Toyota et al, 2006).

il of = SR B A PR ARG 8 M ) RS 32 B EAT
JIT BB IRV 2 R I A B Ak 3 55 PR R AR A,
e MRE IR . AH SR Sl IR 5T AR 2 B B
FE b SRR e It U7 R AR . FE 2R
FECOAIG I 81 5 T, 78 70 B AR B Jili A £ 5
T A 5 14 777 T PR A PR OGS 2 B A 25 3R G ik ] A
22 G EIRE. BIEFHSMm

TIEUAE TR A, JCHGR R BECRTE
Moo BA B AR (BT 5555, 2007). SRR iR v
Vi, G I R T R 3 A (Ander-
son et al, 1983; Fujimaki et al, 2010). Hopki F1Read
(1992) 2 Brogden%s (2018) (I 78 K B, b Bifi e 184 52
TR AR o 2 R S Bk B IONH,
BEAN TS, QAR AL £ 3% P NOs 1 £ (Iwa-
shima et al, 2011). Makoto%5(2014)WF 7T £ W, 4ik
FETrm, SRR 7 g LR S E. A
7E PG5 ) Glyphiulus granulatus, Fefhfess B2 88 hn g
e 398 o (5 B4 i (Silva et al, 2017) . Harpaphe
haydenianafE BCE JH & W J5, HEMEEK SEBR AT LSS n
JHIEY o RN BN b, IF HRm i ARk g
A=Y TE sh A2 BE M (Carcamo et al, 2000). i ik BL
SRR R R Bk, SRETICE AR AR pig
T, 13 AR (Anderson et al, 1983); H:ik,
S H AR, B REIT IR LR, B
Th It 8 2R v NH, ™38 o, 235 117 5% W - 3% o NH, T 55 &
(Iwashima et al, 2011), HI&BREEHK TR
TP, SO R A1k (Carcamo et al, 2000).
SR, FujimakiZ(2010)8 76 & B, & SRRkt
M EERE, HAERE IR S5 T 1Y b Parafontaria
laminata ™ s (1) £ e 40 3 B0 3 B P38 75 B
o IXATREAE RN HUE [ 2 8m, R
AR SR TE P F AL, SRR SRS S
b B Lk N 35 1 5 BRI (Rawdins et al,
2006). HAFEERZ, SFfxS IR R E A —
JE [N TR) S S 2808, Sy v sl i 4%, fERE S L
FE N, B R o kAR T 3% A5 4k (Anderson &
Ineson, 1984; Kaneko, 1999; Carcamo et al, 2000).

T 3R, B TR AR T SRl %
AL K520 (Silva et al, 2017). SmitflAarde (2001)
RIAE 5y Bl 5 B i) g b, 8 AT Rk R T

. Silva®i(2017)7E B4 B 575 & B0 24 5 i Glyp-
hiulus granulatus#; 45 sy, g3 pede i i
AR S E. DL EPTT Fi R e, oA
TEIREAL T A HEAE, (22 B AAR KI5 m LIS
A Rk — BT

3 DS HMEY

3.1 SFExEMAIBEER

i B B2 L R A Bk . R T
/L s W g 7 N B ) I R 1 G S
(Kéiuhler & Alberti, 1990). 7EJETEMMR G, H
KIMARR, ¥ K 7 5D, ik 7
PV 7) i (Kheirallah,1990) . 874542 0 it i
TR FERR . EERFEEH R B AW AR E
Y. WY EUR RN P 4H i (Tajovsky et al, 1992).
i () B G PR B O T R T R R, A
FEER AR E SR E D A 2 R

s S E s, AR SRR I
YN N, F IR . AndersonFlIBignell (1980)
WEFL T T 56 T 9 0 e A R S Bk 25k 2 5 1
MR . F512 X 5 Glomeris marginatak? %24 hjg,
THE T BEGERk g R B, S5 R BRI
W i 5 A B ECE G N 7 10-1004% . Maraun
Schew (1996) 1) it 7t 2 B, K B 7£ i 1 Glomeris
marginatai7 & i} bEAH B S AY) IS H B W A . Ambarish
AiSridhar (2016) & FH, FEERP IR . LT
MR MRS 2, HRwWscE M. BRE S

BN, TR ORI 23 B 2 KA B R AL,

R0 4% 1R 4 T R DAFE i3 i DA e 1) AR R T e T
5 (Byzov et al, 1996, 1998b), [Aifi#&Bk- 41 ¥=
B0 FEER AP R 2 Bl S BR T AR I ] 1) HE
R A A AR AL, B SRR AN T A m) e Bk b 1
ARSI SR 2 (Joly et al, 2015).
32 LOiEEMBINEEXR

LRGP AN O NG B o5 o < i T E 7/ i U
7. A R U RIR RIS RS
RIFHIhEe, 50, FBEE— R ES R
%; TFEIM” (Holdsworth et al, 2007 ). 7& [/ —4= %,
I [ iz | B T REAFAE IR AR FLAE R, SRR LA
AR, X FEERR TS P .

FERRIM 1L BB (Fagus longipetiolata) bk, Bz ]
Octolasion lacteum & 5 fit: Glomeris marginatalf*) &
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R, FEEIRVEY S5 ) L3 A (Scheu, 1987; Scheu
& Wolters, 1991). Bonkowski %% (1998) f il . ]
Octolasion lacteum-5 & [ Glomeris marginata e #x #&
HRTEY) o AR E Y R B LR R, A R
AN T 1L B AR B N ERE A T B, S —
R ¢ & B, K Ui 5] Amynthas  agrestis A1 I [

Sigmoria ainslieii{ B 7 — 28 B B T SLie R 8,

LA N, SRR IRES IR, M H SRR,
W] (1) TR RE ) Pt A X A SRS ) L R A
A PRBIBEIE, 385 5= A e 4, widl ol e 2>
I3 ARG TR A Ty [ (Snyder et al, 2013).

4 RRRE

OEEAES RG h s EEm e, 28N E
BRGHPA AP — R SR, HET R 1
P TR 2, H5 5 E A B IR A 2 W
(B % 1992; kTS, 2001). HTSkE%GE
PR, MEEZ, XTREDN i R EEAE
H, AR R FERRE LI A Y S BRI,
R RGP IR IE, B A 5] ik E AR
(Scheu & Wolters, 1991; Shelley, 2003). 4544711+
BRI R RGPS 0 AR i, Rk
Xof L i BRI 9 2% R DA LA 7
41 SRESEEE

iMAEZ, HEER, HAFridd8MEE
IR )15%, K2 H SRR SRAE K% |k
11572 A %1 (Naveed et al, 2014; Oeyen & Wesener,
2018). LFHfERMRESRA T ZFNE. 4. %
JE FIAE F AR 22 F 903 SRk Ui & — 30 (Shelley &
Shear, 2005; Marek & Bond, 2006; Choudhari et al,
2014). VP bR g S Al T H e 2 TR 2 AR RAT)
Xt SR T R PR (Brewer et al, 2012). BT A
KGR FRAE 780 2 A, 8 TTIEFEAR
JETARIR T ZEAR T Bl T fE 55 (2015) B 5T R, 70+
AR AT Ge o L3 5 1) 2 K B A 78R B BRI 4
MER . ATLL 9 FAM S E RS Bt 4
RATERE T HARMEAE S, &m0 S G Fh 2 E 1)
TERF I AR
42 SFEHESIhEE

305K, FEF AT LIRS YA B DI RE R 7L
H 28 ISR (51 20 1E 4%, 2015). Ml Hofh - e sh ) 25 ¢
A 70 DA B 1 i 5 H A i@, DR AR T RE RO

Fiti A= S THREIF FT AR

(1) i o T T TSt R V& P P s e o 1 i i
SIEPEEH B R AN . FALE =Y. Rawlins
2£(2006) FI] FH AL 2 5 iR S AR s iR B 7T T RV
VITE 2 T ok i 18 3 A0 R 38 BR G AR 53 1 4H I AR
fho ZERFH, SEEZERR EEE. =R H MBS, o
T 0 B K AL B W R0 B R B R T 3 BRI .
Ambarish A1 Sridhar (2016) /& B, I i & Bk o H &
. ANUR. SRS &R RE RS E
o FE4rT7K T 06T B il i T Y A 0 R 98 4 () A
058 B 2 ot B T e o R Y 4 AT 3 B AL 2
TR T I A S 1 o AT AR Ak, R LB R
BRI

(2) 5 Bl e 4% g rh IR Ay TR B o 4
(VAR DRI e Hp, S5 Bl R DGy 42>, At A FE Al
BILR B RR DY KB IES, 2015). HMH=EN
SO 5 A R AR 25 B, B T i R 3 i He
ARUNESI RS TR IR, X L IR o R AR
BRI IR e 2 5 BA — 8, st E
e e R, ST ERESENRBHAEEZ L.

(3) Ly B Xt I AE M oM . 3R 1T F FL B AN
W 3R 45 6 40 45 1T R At T 398 2R S T g IR R ¥
H9E 01 e e o LY/ T E S/ 7 W RN =2 5| 5 e we S EL |
FLBREE R, FHEM AN 2> w0t 3 48 M i L
BEZEM. s, LIENVBESZmEYIR R
K BHH RS E Y, X EESE
AR T O FE (P AL IE S, 2015). 2L B 7T 3K B,
b Jot el - 398 K SORE [ SR A4 B B3 i (Makoto et al,
2014; Silva et al, 2017). $&1M0, kT A1 R AR 5
M2 AN PR T 45 K/ 2 A5 5 Wil v 3 B v )
MR %, JiAA € (Silva et al, 2017). b4, 4
BT AR Bk Z FE K I 23 RO B IS0 1=
PSS AR B oS, BRI 6 T 5y i AR 9 AT DA [ 3
iy

(&) GBS AR A BAE. BRI, 133)
W5 LAY O R IR IR, SR
AT HUAAE DD, T A YR RE T - 3RS £ B)
BEAT Bl (Jousset et al, 2008). % —7J51Hl, +I3EEhY
SR K R 9 90 R A A AT ) R (B 2 E 2,
2015) 0 AR S Ny B bk S HAD A AR D
Bl 7E TN N 18 TR S EAT SR N AT
VAL I i i o i v e e s
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R s FEN I, X B TS RS Ly R 1 R
FNF A 2R 2 L i de 5 8 77 20 [A] ¥R E A FH g
VAR A K? B SRR B IS e, i I
TRVEPITIRETBUR, XA AR A2 75 52 MR 4 1 AR K %
I A= MeAh, NG S 5 kL 3 s M) 7E AR
AThee EAA MM, Mk E A REE NN
FITHRET, X eI ReAR LY LIRS Y AR & 5 AT
PAFE 73 KA A DIRE, T4E 425 R A A
FaE?

(B) Gl 5B RGNS . WFRIhREMIR 4R
A, VIR TR R F AR S RS R A AR
ERMES RGIRS, U RN YR il AR
R (Y0 RS, 2016) . % T O AES R
R AR, AR S R GRS SR 5 1o 52 )
CIE AP ST
43 DEERESENSSHRTWR

AT O 498 AE A e 7 0 5 4 BR AR 4K T AT
LR [ = (Allison & Treseder, 2010). )3 & % 1)
&, W SRR S S RE AL FEE =
SRFVESIN (AR JCFE %, 2015; #h4xEREE, 2018). T4E
K, RKAEDTRE Y r) o8k ™ =, PR E A
8 ) o U B e R R A T 4R E B D (R 5
2011), A REUTFEXS B it 52 (A Tt A PR . 7E 4
BRARAGTE 50N, Bl (10 A A7 3 Bl i A2 A4, G Fe B
R S U AR BRI A2 75 32 B 5 DA R A
TEFABIETE PR, FRATTATF 17 A0 o

Sk
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