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(RO KT, Al A T D T A0, TR MR 5 860 T 9%, 1 510642)

2 (T AREAR RGBT, TR A RIS RIHA A sk i =, )M 510640)
3 (GF & TR RBBHERR), IR E BB AR CRIT AU, (17-7% & 260000)

WE: W ENEDER R T, St -34S RGEMIAER BRI . AN A 7 ERFH X 3 EE R H
1) ¢ J5 328 15 3 (Amynithas corticis) 5132 5 45l (A. morrisi). CH:ARE H /(A robustus). ZIRuE E 15 (A. aspergillum).
B934 515 (Pontoscolex corethrurus) iz 74 JIE U5l (Eisenia fetida) (4= A 4H4E, A 1 EA7 5 HI3EpHE . BEvEME. 4
J & SRR R s . FLIE AN SR AT il (R R 35 DG AR (L) ] A A7 1 3 R M 3 BB (pH M 3.8-7.9),
HARE RS LR GBS Aoy a5 G FE AN SRR O, ()T A | s fik P (1 T % 12 2
TFRAL T Wl B 0 IR IRIR AR R RERRAE; (3)Melsl e 0% & AR AN R AR 1 & T B oA 2, X
S A A LA o ] L <5 e o S () AN L 3 2 Y 2 [) PR 2 S (4) L1 30y o JHG AR 77 )| S5 e 5O AR Sl g P AR FLIE
SO I A SR AR . R/NAN G AT ] 1) IR AR AT AR g e b B R U7 4R A . LIRS RIS Y el e
IR R A I S I R P b - SR S A 5 T B TR R T S HRT, BT AR R I ] AR B R AL 2
WD, I EEEE BRI Z —E R BRI T 1X L by 5] 7 i BRI R 2 RS R B FH R AR BRI AT
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Abstract: A key soil invertebrate, earthworms significantly affect soil quality and the broader ecosystem. In
this paper, we review the ecological characteristics of earthworm species Amynthas corticis, A. morrisi, A.
robustus, A. aspergillum, Pontoscolex corethrurus and Eisenia fetida in southern China and their effects on
soil pH, enzyme activity, metal accumulation and availability, the formation of soil pores and
micro-aggregates, and the decomposition of organic waste. In sum: (1) Earthworms in southern China can
survive in soil with a wide range of pH (3.8-7.9), and their survival rates are related to soil type, organic
matter content, soil contamination level and earthworm species; (2) Enzyme activity in earthworm guts,
castings and drilosphere indicate the appetite of different earthworm species, the process of soil nutrient
cycling and soil microbial characteristics, respectively; (3) Earthworms are capable of accumulating different
metals and altering their availability, but this capability varies depending on earthworm species, element
and soil type; (4) Earthworm activity and cast production can change soil structure, increase the amount of
soil pores and affect the size, amount and distribution of soil aggregates. Moreover, we highlight the potential
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application of earthworms toward resolving the acidification of red soil, nutrient imbalance in tea gardens,
soil metal contamination, the compaction and destruction of soil during expressway construction, and the
utilization of agricultural and urban organic waste. At present, due to insufficient investigations into the
physiological characteristics of earthworms and a lack of Amynthas sp. breeding technology, earthworm
applications are scarcely conducted at medium and large scales. Hence the promotion of earthworm
technology is especially limited in southern China. It will be necessary to explore the potential of earthworms
in soil restoration further and to analyze the mechanisms earthworms employ during soil construction and
management in order to develop technologies to perform the functions currently occupied by earthworms.
Key words: earthworm; South China; soil; application; ecology and environment

bt NS i ) FH 5 P A Bl R oK,
ERRGAZIE S AW, TR, 1R
o FROAAGT . 150 A2 FEPEE S ) H
i ™ 1K (Marrugo-Negrete et al, 2017; Kovacs &
Szemmelveisz, 2017). 1F“44 R4t THEIT”(Jones
et al, 1994), Wil % 3/ RS G R i AE + 5 5T,
BN AR R DT ORI AR (K BAE A,
2007; [%fB K45, 2012; Blouin et al, 2013). ZEMf 1] 1]
. AR R IR g0 AR
filts FROTHEA, LSO IREE RN A 22 REE I R A 45
J7 1 2 K= 5T (Lavelle & Spain, 2001; Karaca,
2011). 7EFRE, Wl VE 9 PR FEVI IR ) A4 T A
AR 35 35 7K O I A R ) AR ) A BT A S A T AR
AR PRI B AR 1 S B (BSYT S, 2000; FihRE,
2004).

A4 57 2 %0 R M sl 4045 4,000 %, {EAAT]
A e A D EOR SR A ) 2 R R AR S 2 T e
A7t (Edwards, 2004; 5k P54, 2007), HAEXT
SV DX AR ) e ] e S ] AR T . ARSI
Y4 7 HEEE H X 32 TR RIS R ] A A
fiE R IIRE, BERF4ET LRI A &8
TS VBRSNS R, SRR T AR AR A
W M EE A R BLR, DU ] 3 5
FIEDEORRIWE R AR F $R 5%

I8 5] & (Amynthas) i 15| & T A 311 5% E
g e el 5 ESIRE, PL57.8% [ L7 7E s R A ik
T3 ) (B4 a5, 2015) 0 FRIE A tH S 1ot 15 ] e i 4]
A2 W E 5K B PNER (2013) P A, 12 il 754
g XA 175 g0 A . Hor B R il (A
morrisi). CH:F i H 15 (A. robustus). 7 i E 5] (A
corticis) F1 2Rz & 15l (A. aspergillum)Z534) /2 43 Ak

I B0 AR % B sl (K i A, 2012; FRIE K AR,
2014; U4 F 45, 2015; Zhang et al, 2016). FH4k, —
BB SRARIIE, UFE 9% 5] (Pontoscolex corethrurus)
AN L 325 8] 7% 152 fk 4] (Eisenia fetida) th /& H A1
N FRIFE ) 32 EERR R (R 45, 20123, b; ZEiFIE5E,
2013; k%%, 2011; Huang et al, 2015; Lv et al,
2016). AR AN [F A A RAURIRFE, A6 R H X b 5] 7]
Wi NRAER . PR RLRTA A 2 (Lavelle & Spain,
2001) o S oz T W51 o5 DL 8 Al s U - B LR )
M 0-10 emt 2, BN, RRBIERIR.
K P, BhJa. DAV IER SN
1, AR X R A s E RS, B
FEARKFIEIARFAE . ARV 7E B R B Hh0-15 cm+:
JEERZEE, B CIA YRR S
BT 12— A AP Y e 4] (Zhang et al, 2016). o
izt B W R0 e 52 R | R FE DA RN &, AEVETE
5-15cm+ )2, Rk, MBS, Bk, %
FERNE, BN A& PR di i) (Fragoso & Lavelle,
1992; skith4, 2012). £ -FBEH. WifET
T EIRAE . RRBEER. AT, B
ORI E W AR AR B 45 (Wu et al, 2018).
BEAh, N T FRBE] 552 W] B )2 1 3 A s
Bl DL @AM R, DEERIIE. &M
PERRZEFR, (HIAE BRI th Bt zh Ae 77 A 22,
B SN R

2 HEEIRIERIL

21 HESIRER T IRAIIEEIER

Wi 5] 7% 3 e % 2 3 e - 3 pHAE (Laverack,
1963; Basker et al, 1994; Yu et al, 2005; Fxt%%,
2013). XI#E45(2012b) & Bl 1 52 LS A WL
pHAE PRI T 0.074 L. 7kith 55 (2012) B 78 A IH:
2 T 0 R B S5 7 T A A P i X R KR - ¥ pH
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B4 425 1 0.09F10.19N HAf7 . 72 A %5 (2017a)
W9t o SALABACBEA EL, o572 k0l 4] e 1
BE PR - EpH . WU (2018) 1 Rl R 35 881 AT
I H I A SR 0 | B R v B b, R EpHE &

F1Rm0.2-0.8 AL, T H = Lk T i,

L E PR AR & LB SIS E S E.
355 (2008) A 7 o, T 5] JE Ml 5 A LA K
A AR R E IR B S 7R [l 438, i) kb 2
TSR pHAE T BRI AR T R A AL B

ZE EPR, FESEIR F AT R, Mg Shn 115
FROSE A —E T ER, (322 B R WA R REE
N RIS F i | 2R A7 R AL L3RBT AL
2.2 HrE[fE SRR TIRAMERHLEI: RE%5| X pHAY
it 2 5E S

pHAE A& 520 LI A WSS B E R 7, AH
(R 951 X6 pH ) T 52 g ) AN Rl . ButtFlLowe (2011)45
7R 2 M| ol A K pH A6.5, [ P KES 4
B 50 448 SR 3 7 HOdE B AR K R pHAB £ 6-9 2 [H]
(APEEE, 2011; X4, 2012b; ZEHIASE, 2013).
ButtAlLowe (2011)A 7t 5 7~ i iy P ATG 2R e | 2 €61
J& 15 (Allolobophora Chlorotica) «  Aporrectodea
caliginosa F1 i 4l 214 itz 45| Aporrectodea  longa il fif; 1
15 (Lumbricus terrestris) fx i& 4= 17 pHAE 7£ 67 2 ] ;
AR SR E LR X, Wu%(2018) & IH B 32 /7 il , O
Him G w2 R G fEpH  4.25 K P A 1 1%
R 7735 2 00 ) N T9% . 97% A1185.8%; Huang %%
(2015) fi1Shao %% (2017)7EpH 3.8/ L3 h Eefpin 5
o) JeB | R e 56 R, AT T T A S B
Hh AT SEG, BRI RE e IEH A K, EREHE
BRI IN. IbaT W, 7 el A R 58 i £ pH
{8 793.8-7.950 [ N 3 RE A, (H B I8 A i sl A= A7 1)
pHE XA i IE .

Wiz 5l E A% TR 32 — 5 B IR MR 2 58tV 5 gl AR 45
JUR B Ath Ji T8 AR R A3 WA AR D% o M) e e AR
¥ 5 i & L CaC O3 3 HE i 7k 4k (Lee, 1985;
Garcia-Montero et al, 2013), {75852 pHIE & T
J 8, XATRER R EpHTt m IR —. B
18204F & I 45 45 B LA, JU-F Br A 1) IR ds R (4
7R 52 W1 ) R ST R (R 38 5 41 ) i ] 38 % A
| SEIGAIF S B A 45 I (Lee, 1985; Briones et al, 2008;
Karaca, 2011). | m] LU i 45 i 18 55 PR R i Pk,
i B & BAABERIIpHIT 32 58 /1. SR P (2013) Al

it Hy
(2015) R KB 432 15 ] g i s 04 A6 5 e, R b O
T 15 A R 21 e s i ] e R 4% R T A
PAK anfrr sz +3pH, B AT GHRE . AR R
W] (15 57 R 2r W K BRI, il HE =) vt 7
AHAR. WA, HRARFISFEILRR . FER(ES
S BE A e ECatt . MgPt MIK T VA I TE KL
A EA-COOH. —NH,. —C=O%53F M 3L [ 1) K4
T EREYIF (% RILEE, 2006; Sizmur & Hodson,
2009; Wu et al, 2018), tH¥Fix Eeg o)t et 5% 5
RERS AT HIEpHI IR K 2 —

FAh, MEPpHT, W X pHI 52 (g 715 158
KA, IR K, IS YeRe I R AR < 1)
Fhi) Z A — 8RR K5 (2012)HF 7 s A XS
T RAWRD R o E e, AR AR
B KA LA e b R AR SRR, S AT A
JEEEEE LNk, AR A
BLJSE 20 73 B e 3= R 2 25 A A R U AT e 2 B
PR RAERRE . BRI KEE(2014)F 7L s f &
i3t & ] AN 75T ] VR A 3 RS YR K RS
MEMASE, (OB ER RSN, &R
55 (2015) R BLH i H W /EpH N 4.5F1 7.9 2 & )&
T3 B g 1A TS 240 D 50% F145%, 1 AR T
Jik 5] 1) A7 3% 2R 0 43 ) R 97.3% F173.3% . Zhang %5
(2016)HF 7 I B A it & 15l 72 pHAE 4. 181 & g 5
Yo+ B 171 %A 9.5%, ZEVR A HLAEL. +3EpH
Lt E5.5)5, Ml A7 2R 2 4 A 4] B
WA WL TS IE — 8 F2 BB AT DLYR /D i |
X5 YL 1) B B AR B R X P R AR R . (R
I, B 50 R iR T 5 PR AR R AT R s N AE B
LT P 438 7S 240 1 800 F195% . £ TG
AT, AR IS E UK, &R E T
SR, PTREE HIRILG AR (1) )5 Kl (Langdon et al
2005).

g BRTIR, HE— 5 B A R W s ) pH R A2
U, e AEAR R IR P e, A
BTN TR A AR B S SR LR AR TR

3.1 HEBIEISRTRES TN
W ] 3 AN BESRE i 3 < R A A, T L
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Refg (e ik = SR AR, kT 1 o SRR
W EmEe ), mAIRFMEE TS 50 H M (Yu
et al, 2005; Zhang, 2011; #%E#5, 2016”). Zhang
(2010) 76 SEHG % 26 A1 T, B & SR AR e R
(Sedum alfredii){E AMEE MY, @S HIHER T EH
WA ARG BB Z AR R, DY
&R AR, 25 5 st i) db 3 2 2 ek T
R mRALRENEE T EEMNESE H T
[ dth bR ELIE E S . BEEREE(2016) 7 R B
(Amaranthus hypochondriacus)fE & & 4, 1% H
T T 0 79 b A [ A 25 S 28 1) ke s (A % s Rt
i B ) 1E A =B BRI, DUAEE
Hhy X YA X R A R S e IR R, M
“REAT + sl + FPRLEEICE B R R, TR
Foony, siREWHHIEPEESEDERIK, LR
IR

SR, FdR R A AT B R s e g &
ST RS R = NN ) s, H A S
2/ JOh ] b AP AN SRR b, A B — DA
X AN [) 5 G o 35 p IR 1 AT M| A R R B B A A 1) O
i, fEHEKRE N7 iE - e E &Es Rkt
BEORIH A S25 . 34b, BEE BRI R 1)
JSEFH, AR AR FH AN K R B A ARk ok 38 < g 1 R o
T RIS AT R S 2 0R . I
XS bR ] R A R A s B Ak
R, WAt e EEE G g%, EHAE— PR
o T 4 JE KSR, AEREAT Wil 3 3
IAEPINE R AR AR RA N, B2 0 W i8] v 4
(P, A A KT SRR 4 RIS R AT S =R
fiti, 7 EABR AR ) <6 125 i Lo pRstb g A KA
AHAMBIREYIAE, 5 RIFEE KK (Zhang et al, 2016).
3.2 BEE|xTiTHRITIFES RS MBI &
JER:OEA

W ] %o <5 B Jole 2 L A P v R T AR T R 1) A
) ZFUEE 1(Dai et al, 2004; Yu et al, 2005). Becquer
5(2005)F 7T S i P E I R SRV NI AR, TR L
VB S U] 3 B s A R N, [FIR, &8
TR A P (1) 5 4 X a5 e ] P S AN G IR Rl 2 A K

@© KL (2016) A HLGE—H 1516 15 (6 FH X D 28 A B < Jal Y B2
W2l se, BRI, T

@ 3% (2017) Fx7- 3 M5l (Eisenia fetida)FiF b RETA LI KSR
WA LRI 9. B2 e S, R AR R, T,

R Z W5 s, 4 5> 4@ /£ Aporrectodea
caliginosa f& N 1] J5 7H 1k i& (Morgan & Morgan,
1998) . Lumbricus rubellus /) % €2 410 ffg [X 35 41 21
(Vijver et al, 2005) . 715 85 40 M %5 52 (Li LZ et
al, 2009) 13 Ji7 (Bt 2k, 2015). % f#5% il (Eisenia
andrei)4: B & 1 (Yu & Lanno, 2010), Ti4E 2
o AR Tl W % 2% B MO B2 21 b (Vijver et al
2005). HHixT-AN R4 8 e 4R re I B 1A A 1)
AL BRI Z 8 9E . 4b, & B AEm A A 1)
BEREESHRESEEEVIME, K RsRE
N HEREIEMI KR (Dai et al, 2004; Becguer
etal, 2005; 3%, 2017%). A [FIME 1 0 4 & 2L fE
()22 5 v DLl IS 4 J8 AW s 4R RECR R R (R IE K
85, 2012). AT BB 34T LR AP Y i | BE 2 5
48 4. HY4E E 428 (Morgan & Morgan, 1999; Dai
et al, 2004). CF BN FL4EE KRB IHEA RS Gk
() sy, PR R A2 T o R ) ' AR R
TR R, K TR A Y B e s HAA
SRICEE S ERRE ), fEmT ek A BRI =
Ry, EARTT G W A BE iR ' SRR
(17K, 2014). L4k, Zhang (2011)i i 775 1110%
AR TS Y IR O Rl ], I T
AN SR . AR s R Bl s . B, oY
FER AR B fe 213 s o, A B o Iz i
R A28 T bl RN R AR ) S R R
TR AL 1 52 ME sl 4 )8 s SRR T i 55 . Wuss
(2018) 1 7% S v 4 JB AR AE W & 4 R ACH: 5 i E
(0.158) > B4 35 /515(0.087) > Z:{Rik H 11 (0.002). H
12 /U = o B 0 NS DG e R = K 5/
Sl AT R s e i ]

WIS PEEE S A R A A A S sl R T
P LI S 8 1 AW A (Yu et al, 2005;
Zhang et al, 2016), X n[ 5 T 4pH. Eh{EMAE ., 1]
T 1t B S5 4 B T B B A DA R i | g 3 PN ) AR
YIREVE S IE A 5% & (Sizmur & Hodson, 2009; Zhang
et al, 2016). MrdsliA& A AL A B PR EAR AL 5
FLEE i A HLA R R AT G (Aira et al, 2016;
i A, 2018). BT & @i Qe HIEA AL & 2
SRS ERL YT et al, 2009), gl fEAR A E S
TAE P 3 RORL DAYE RF AR 17 (Garvin et al, 2000).
X e Ty E S R 1) B IR N e ] 17 3 S T R e
PR 7 SRS e R (0 AR R (L) — T,
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SR SE: s 75 B E 7 LB R R 1095

— 043 B Bl CREAE B 1) T e 7R M 5] B 9 41 4 K
M. BERREFEIER TREA, WA & FE L
ToHLE G R B 5 1 4 Ja8 DAL T R e i RE I HE ok, FE T
Wl A PN 245 B P L A 4 B TR A (B R 3h 45 & A5 BB A
SEAERSE) IR A RSN, S —TJr T, —
073 B CREAIE B 1) 72 5] 42 1 308 R FH T PT R
FOE (Brown et al, 1995), HAE . AW EBTE K
WEFEHE g, RENS T RE R Hh el AR i 6] i Y 5 & )
FYIARIBALRHE, 0 5200 5 58 TS TR
FALHERR . WS AR YRR E FH AT RE S
T8N A PpH ) ETH BN R, TR 65 i <5 1) TR 2
FHE(Ma et al, 2002; Wen et al, 2004; Udovic et al,
2007; Maity et al, 2008); 7] fE<xid EhFF(K
PEEFeMIMNE T /7 2t (Lin et al, 2007), A&
INEREREE SRR & &, WEEMINE /> i LA 1L
i, BRI AN, MRt aiaas
SRR, AREH L (2015) KN, HrlE—4 )& V5 4L
gk & s B AR M L B R
K B & (Myroides) . 2 U B & (Bacillus) . #5220 BEAT
J& (Sphingobacterium) . 4 # T & J& (Chryseo-
bacterium). i 5 g FF 54 J& (Pseudomonas) . A EH.
Jits 4 J& (Comamonas). A ah#T 14 J& (Acinetobacter) Ay
RHAFHE, HEESBINTBR MR EME. FIt,
PR 15 e - 3 v i [ e 5] V5 44 4 S 1) I e A
BRI PRI D e S A FE B2 0 A BRI e f R

4 HEBIETIRSE

41 FEABIGFAHIESESRHNA

A I I o R AT B 7 OR R g G
N B VLI 5 A 38 i T AU SR N A B i
&, M EAEMMEE. SAKRRIE. LA BRI
MR RE ISR S (R ESE, 2009). 3= K (2015)

VA AT, T I R b A B S S
E SSMAZOREL. AERR, R, fL
BEURE FREAIG B 7K &R TRk B ksl ok - 43 pHAE
SR B B AL, AP, 2R, AR
A5 4 & 2 SRR, I PG, 2
P55 R 7 A A R L B B A 1 R A )
SOMR), SRR 1 0 PRI, SRR A R
Rk, fRiPER L2 HEA IRy Z g, R
AL R I F R R S BN . H AT A
sl g = T A )RR B A S 3 5 R
IR FEAR R B, A 72 A5 (2017a, b, 2018)4k
T8 38 I it i g ok B . ZE b K55 (20173)
#4257 (Neyraudia reynaudiana) fif A2 T i 38 2 4% T
T LAY S ) 338 it B o1 22 PR RO S s,

L PRI, AL AN (8] K R R,

A 2R AR REAR K . ARRTHAL . ARAARFA AR
HAREW I, DA A 3 5 10 A PR 58 25 ek
IR AR R, Emi Il IREE. dEE
. BRVERETREG. B-HIAIMEEEE. CBEEIEE AN
T 2SRRI S, (R A&
KGR K, 2017b, 2018). Y341, A R 2] 3R 44
Ae A RAEPTRE K i (Jouquet et al, 2007), H AT
77 112 4 7 P b 398 42 e i — 25 i
42 BRI AREIEE A TIEE RAERALE:
5] 3of - S TR LR A A B2

W e 1 458 445 g (L AN [ SR AR (A 2 B AR
KK P55, 2007), XS54 RS ME EA A
IF) PP B s 4 R A B A O o AT 28 i o ] Ak 42
1-2.5 mm, HICHA I, St b3 ki (1 e m
71Ny T PP RS B 0] ] A B 42 2-4.5 mm, B R
T 05 0 B 2 4—8 mim,  HL YRR E A R A

LR G 7pE]
Earthworm gut

AR R R,

; HENHA S LiE
. *%{EE%I Bk \&% i) gy A Me?als in cells are Cast
Microorganisms I W —>Tissue dissolution released and conversed YR(ELRET)
BEE to other forms HethkshAl
Ingested A Substances (including g
%@@ %} g’!‘gg G L RBEANRE metals) are excreted
&3 Stimulated H ar S Metalin guts are
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KHERETT physical and chemical other forms
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Fig. 1 The possible pathway of microorganisms entering the earthworm gut and their effects on metal movement and transformation

5| 159 e I 2 5 ) 9 1K) UM DL AK 43 i 7% (Lave-
lle & Spain, 2001; Kavdir & llay, 2011), Langmaack
25(1999)K B L. terrestris W 5] iE Eh B A FLIE B4R
A]1A82.3 km/ha. Bastardie®(2005) /< HL A 2 s
TG BN R FLIE S KT R RS . Ernst4%(2009)
AFF 5 R 30 PA) A R R 2R P o ) 3 0 T R T )
KA FLAE PTIE IR K ik . % TR R b X it
gl Xof -3 FLTE SR BT 78 H RTATI SR = o |32 51k
IR OR A B A e 49 o 1) 22 )i [T (Blanchart et all,
1997). CVH = AR IR EOR, EARA S, JA
AUl g 38 R ] AR H s s AR R B E A T
TR R gl 2 K08 5 I, Z3 i 9 0.118 . 0.076 A1
0.039 g-g~fw-d™* (Wu et al, 2018); T IN10%F Hl
YRk S G s, RGBT 2 e . R E
5| 0 2R P A B i | B R W ) e e R R T
TR R M e ep i =1 M S SV R Py =1 FRsE t 8 =g
71(0.460 g-g fw-d™), Ho I 8 R RAR (N
0.243 g-g *fw-d ™) (Zhang, 2011; Zhang et al, 2016).

5 W Tz W AR A, caliginosa 77 3% % 0.5-1.5
g-g fw-d A B, AR X 0] 7 3 2R A
(Zhang et al, 2009). WinsomeF1McColl (1998) % ¥,
338 KRS K T B A 1 L A1) s ot s £ o A ) 2
SR ) | TR ) P =i 7 o N VTV A w2 E00=

1855 -+ AR K A8 J1(Six et al, 2000; 2= UE %,
2013), Tl SR AR A HLJST A R OR3P R B L
Ji B B 7 5 AR LA A U B0 45 HA T IR T R AR

{77 A K (Shipitalo & Protz, 1989; Barois et al,

1993). i, FHRFAN[FIZ 5 sl X e R b X AN A 1
VB LRI SR L] R T e o

5 I AR 3R

51 MEBIMFRELIERENRA

oy ] % ] 38 o A ) 2B KR T R RS e
KEMIIE, Feal RABHR KT K LS AAR
RHR BRI . ZEW ARG SR 1 A5 K A2 i ] 5 0
W] (Lavelle & Spain, 2001; FKERMFI%E, 2013;
R4, 2013). W 5E Son %P 430-40 g/m?
Wi 5] ) N B R L R AR A K (Lavelle &
Spain, 2001). 7EFREERHIX, H Fibs a2
A K R AR T AS ], T AR L8 18 0

B o Achd 2 SR A AR E R A S R4t (A2
AT U R B A A 4 it P A s 1 7™ R ) L 3R 4
T A, 25 1) L (F 2h Bt 2%, 2008; FEiSE, 2011). OF HIF
FU 7 VS NI R 08 0 A HUIE 8 7 a2 i
+ A RGP (Zhang et al, 2005; Dai et al,
2007; JEUE%E, 2017). Dai% (2007 )44 i 15 5l (LA 57 i
TEE W BRI E ] I W ) e B 4
R bl 3%, A B4 I S Yk v i | A 3 ) - 3
AUl DREG . oSSR I . 2t
5 (2016) 7 4 & % el ik AT 3 2L 54 H [A] S B8 B 9 15
HARBL 25 5, R iz 5 ] A mT DA 35 484 11 0-20
emt B EACERG . IRER . A0 BN B R Y
TV RS AR O AR IR A R SR M RALE,
SR m 7 2% R 3 ) . Zhang % (2005) 1 £
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Fig. 2 Earthworm digestion processes. Dotted lines refer to earthworm gut associated processes, and solid lines extend to the

earthworm drilosphere.
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