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Abstract; The earthworm intestine is an anaerobic microzone, mainly colonized by (facultative) bacteria. It plays
an important role in maintaining the earthworm metabolism, nutrient cycling, and pollutant degradation in soil. To

improve the agricultural production and soil quality, it is of great significance to explore the bacterial composition

ESWE . BRI A5 H Q018FYC1803100); F BT 4F A A FE25 1 H (2018 QNRCO01) ; [F1 58 A 44} 22k 4 il L35 H (41771350)
FE—1EE  RB(1995—), L L5 IF5E 7 ) S5 e 1384 252  E-mail: 2017103073 @njau.edu.cn
* B flYE# ( Corresponding author) , E-mail: sunmingming@ njau.edu.cn



36 s #F

FLIN

%15 %

and diversity in the earthworm gut, and the potential environmental functioning of the earthworm intestinal bacteria.

Here we review the bacterial composition in the earthworm gut, their detoxification mechanism of the soil pollu-

tants, and the close involvement in the soil nutrient transformation. This review provides important information

concerning the status quo and the future prospective of the earthworm intestinal bacteria in the ecological functio-

ning and the toxicology research.

Keywords : environmental pollutants; earthworm intestinal bacteria; ecotoxicology; soil

e | g T R B KRN AR AR B T T R e T
T A DA RIR AU B R 22 4Py 12 £ ~
40 f5F1 10 5 ~4 000 A%, EATASO e 5 F B 5 Bk
R ML RE R B EEA S E R, s FlF
e 5| XoF - 498 A BILA T ) A B 7 43 TG 3 (Rl LR
Ok AN 1 71).775 (= P 75 e m PN = R N UK 5 €1
B, Hod AN E BEVE EEORE T I (RS
21 B AE 7 5 A RN A R A 5 ) AN (D T A7 A B 2
ST R 0 A B AR R i ) i T A AR R L
Ak A MBET R R ), R N 2
£ ~ 5 A%, ol 45 ir W51 B T 400 A1 7 A a0 B AT HIL
15 ) SRR AE R 0 R LA T 4 R 1Y 5
R RE T EEAEMY, BRI AF
TEtL 2 S M 5] [ B 505 R G0 e i i 0 T O RE VR SR
PEF=AE SRR PRI, S — 25 B ke 1) i 3 40 R
TETE 25 AT BB 22 R 1 0 R TIE B0 A 2 9l e ) i 1
YU PREE DI RETE J1 , %02tk Al A= 7 i e + 3¢
AIRFERE IR PEEA S P AL 3

1 15| A% 18 40 B B 7% ZH B ( Bacteria community in
earthworm gut)

e M5 o A T A Y - T, A5
2Bl A W 18 3 3 RN R T e HE 7 Ak 5 T 1 e 5] S5
I HE ] 28 4y AR - A TR R kAol g
5 fi 3 R 245 e ) A48 R R s R AR ELI R U —
(A DX BET i s i 8 200 R 7 L X ) 35 1) 7
TSI BT A B I R T 51 25 v 4 A 1) 2
B MG A2 G S YL )R Y G
P DR 4B 3 A J5 v 40 B8 R 7 25 4 1 Y
TEICIR AN 22 5 RE A% Sy - 3353 0 4 L S M| 28 %) ot S 1)
FETFHR AR 22K
1.1 5] 7 T8 240 B RV 2 AR i

e ] B R M W AL RS I AR E L —,
i R RIS, H pH #238 F ke ~ 7)™, Wi,
b 5 R A 2 RT3 R TR DR A B A SR T
AT DAAEAF B R BR TR R, 4910 40 . A8 JE TR 1] (Proteobacte-

ria) JERE B [ ] (Firmicutes) . #{ #F B '] (Bacteroidetes)
FiLZE B ] (Actinobacteria)™ 5 [R] i P4 A= B #F ) 25 44
ZH A 2 Bt i | A 2 A 3 ) MR 3 A A
WAE & A sh 25754k . Knapp 55 % 83 1F 15| (Lumbri-
cus rubellus)\1) 7 18 T AFFEA TR, 12 e 15 B 1) BT 7R
LA Lk B 0 s L O, IF BAE AR 2E ISR 6 A
S, R B G b S I -2 P e B 5 M v Dk e AR A
RV JERERE ] AT BT PR T (Ver-
rucomicrobia) FELZE B 1 0 18 DL 3 R, 76 118
ARTE AR B B2 5 H o 36% .20% (17% 10%
F13% (3 1);Pass %R ] 16S rRNA FEBERRI T4
AR5 % b DXy 1 H5] 7 iz 1 A TR R 9 R A T RN
RIZM G 1B h LU BT T R AU )
FRRAF ] (Acidobacteria) A OL 3 & , 42 B2 73 51
ST REVS 1Y 50% 30% 6% F1 3% (3 1), Meier
SOV Y v R AR 2] e b o i 1 95] ( Lumbri-
cus terrestris) W 7 18 0 5 T8 B 23 51 R 28 8 1 1)
(30%). i £k B 1] (28%) . %K BE 1 ] (Tenericutes)
(13%) L2511 (Chloroflexi)(7% ) . 1% 2% 14 | ] (Planc-
tomycetes)(7% ) FIPE TR 1(4%) (K 1), % 15 &
(Eisenia)e— 43 A8 R |12 W e ) PR HG A i T A
R B T v RN Sy T SR A R L, B T 2
5%, Wang S5 SE 4 28 HE R Hh AR 2 Bk 15 ( Eise-
nia fetida)¥) 18 40 TR A1 A%, ) FH e 38 o B AR A H
W51 R T8 TR A AEAT 24 NTT SRR F B B R B
I3 AR TEAT B (50% ) > FREE TR T 1(33% ) > L4k 1 1)
9% )>TUFTHE T 1(7% )(FE 1); Singh 251 FH A Jii £F 4
F AW I TSR IR T % HE S| ( Eisenia foetida)Fl Peri-
onyx excavates 30 d J& , 1| FH 22 J& R 200 B2 AR 4 #r
2 i | fizy T A4 TR R 9 AL, R R 2 A i ) i 3 4R
T LLEREG T ARS8 JEid a1 TSR 25 T T H
TEDR T2 WM oS | TR EAAR T 1A AE Perionyx ex-
cavates [ ARSI M (3% 1), JEHE 3 SR XTIk JE 11
R [RIFEU5| (Pheretima carnosa)lfi 1) w1 55 27 41 b 2
T gs , R A 23K )E TIERERE ] AIE ]
T, F B 53 50 68% \29% Fl 3% (% 1),
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PRI, i s i 36 200 TR R 9 7 o 215 R == 3 i 2 e 5] 7
i AP RSN AR A 22 DR 2 R AR AR I AR Ak, H AR IR
BT JEREGE T i T 1) RAUURT 727 118 5 2 e 451
B rh FE AR

1.2 i 050 R A S A R 2 B 2%

S M A X AR T AR AR 09 37 i,
5] A AR TS B A AR 5 (RIS i 5] i i A
G sl R He e R EYE S5 1 e
ALY A, R AR Ik A 2 4], A2
SRR AR S RIEEUKE pH DL MR
3 Wb A - B 5 M A T AR AR s AR AR T 5 451
TE (1R DR AR AN R v 1 e A ke R0 00 &5 o8 A 00 T )
FAFAATG PR T — X R 2 (8], 2R P e
(Bacillus)FH 4R ZF ML T 16 J& ( Clostridium) & + 3 vh
B UL A TR (E TR 3 v ) B8 A L i 5]
TEAIR, 3B R A i 1A v s 3 et ) 2 R R IS )
RERECE T Y B A A8, DRI Y 2 AT 1 s AR
DR ZE AT TR i %) A BT 2E A e 151 g 1 0, 0 R
B4 g RmY | — S PR el e M R AR, W A
BRI J& (Staphylococcus) <, 5. i 14 J& (Aeromonas) 1E
i 5] fi7 30 A A AE R T AR R BRI Ak, ik
1 7w, il R il | 4 498 M i1 26 rh 40 DA A v LA
— 2B M [RIEAE | SRR 1] B 7K1 B AE X b ) A —
JEZE5E, Montagna 551 ) FH i 38 A U 2 AR & B
By IR ST L R DR A B v AR TR TR 1] AR AR X = R
15% , A0 1) JEERE R 11 5 170 7 ) 1l XA A9 1 ] fi 1
A BT B RE X R B R I 36% , JERBE B 1] 4 AT
XFE BN 20% PR 1) 48 HZ b IX L 25 i i %) 7 4+
b AR R T VRN RE TR T A SR f bR 5C &R |
Liu S04 5 PG R B M| S 7E B AR P R 5% 10 d
S, S 5] gy 3 A8 I TR 1T A A 3 BE SR 45% 1T
THERASE R T0FEE H o 22% , I Hd e I 2 b
i i 3 v JERRE BRI 1T A LG AR T B AR B 43
SIh 42% Fl1 2% (3£ 1), Navratilova 252" F)] i & i
TR S5 A e A B v 2 TR VR 2 A, e B g D
MR R T1(8% ) AT HE , 45 B2 L A9 ] it/ 1 2
Hurho RS A B I T1(30% (3R 1), 4RI, IEA
ST AN P REIE N M W5 i T AT, Pass S5 7EMF
FEROT A L M| A A Al A 0 2 52 W B ke B R T TR
TR R REE ARz —, 5 BB 35%
{ELALE (] — b DX 3 e 051 i 1 R R AT AT T D A Ak
19 3% (% 1); Liu 2817 [ B A 90 e 45] 17 1 v BR AT 1A
VR RS /N T 3 2B 515 1% F131% (K 1);

Naether 55" 2R AN [R) FRBE P 7 X R AT 17 119 52 M)
I, K BZ R W AE IR e 2 IR BT RE A K R 4F,
AT Shie G i 52 GORH O 1 e 34 i e ) i 3 ik |
RO BRI 2 M5 ~5 5, XTa S+
e IR AT P T | B R PR,
1ML 15 fi 316 200 A AR V5 2H 22 57 B EORIR T o
(AN ], ke 1 g T e g R 4l S e RS T 1 5 o
3 e A4
1.3 i i 1 RS 24 v 200 T R 2H 22 S
MRS R AR R h 2R A HUE S S RS,
FEMC ISR I AL RS ZR G E T T 40 1 i
AR B — S R BT A U 20 35 3% o A WL B
W, 51 288 v 200 TRV 104 28 RS RT ke s i 3 P9 A TR R A
FHEARTEER . BT i o s A R A s
AR AR AL T U R 2t il s i e, w512
H RSB 80 R )RR L 5P, Koubova S5EP1KE
LA W I5| ( Eisentia andre) A 428 FE S AT AIA
P 720 A A JEE T rh AT i 3%, IR 2R 5 I -
A AR U A PR TR B AR, ot R e 51 3 B 51 3% v
A R A TR, 2 BRAE S S R IR BE A T 1 E
AN BEREVR Y 19% |, T 0 5] gy 18 0 ] 2% v JEEBE )
1Y = B HE 9] 49 50 3k 31 63% A1 36% (35 1), Huang
P SLBEBR A RN AR - M M| R AT HERE R A2
SR il SN2 P A R U L Uk R AR o 5] 2 b A 4
PR HEAT RGN, 2 B M) 286 vy JRE R G 1) 3 B v 1
RILIT, Sy A, b | A T (B B | v Re S A A
R 28 v > R OH R 2% G PHY: B 14 )
B, Villar 5P A8 2 05 TS Ye A THEAE , OF
) B BB W5 52 (phospholipid fatty acid analysis, PL-
FAs)/ M S| 2 A0 s BEVS (2, R A it ), 2
22 P BHE A A it 2 /), 20 T i Bl 5] 286 v A 24 [
oy N AN A R e O B WA N =1 2
(R 2H WA 37 B T FP IS E R, Aira 2524051 2L 5
& SRR R FE T VS N 2418 2 JE s A 7 HE A
JEIARIHT 168 rRNA AR 02 e R 25 ) A
0 ke P T PR LA, 5 SR R, DA SRR ZR 3R ON 3
JoT | 28 b AR TR TR T S R R, O BV
82% I 76% 3 LAME FE 5L 5 Y 5] 35 v JEE BE TR 1] T o5 A1
Fe i B i, oM 57% . Wang 250 s i f 4 oK, X
A2 I P S| D R A 2 R A 5 e 1 |
FEVEAT T AR RETE AN, 43 AE A 25 | ke 51 i 2 )
FEPRINE] 15 24 F133 A4M171,79 182 F1 184 4N .
DAL I, 51 288 200 T 7 2L B 5 ke s R S R | 258 3 i L
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ST AR ML 5 i 18 240 1R A A5 T BE e R B R WS O 39

AR IR A, Hol b s i s 5 Jn el
PRAEC TR OSSR 23 A JT 8 o, ) ek 5] 28 v &4 e A 9 1
B HC R 51 3 P A R R O s Y e =2
R,

2 dEAENEX T IERISEMBERSER (De-
toxification of earthworm intestinal bacteria to soil
pollutants)

VAR WA 3 B Tl iy Ui kR 4
AU G OB AE 2R SE Y e R TP AR
RO, 453 b A SR V5 IR B ROl Y2 4
Az 7 e N AR BT SR 5 T B R Rl BRIk, $e 3] 22
& GGTPRE RUIR T U R e | 7
g Tz A A I R AT LAE R A P RS
By A AN A= P R 3R A5 T 200 IR A P 8 95 Y ) AT AR
R, BAS =4 ks AR T RS RS
RS S MRS I AT Hp 2 i Je e
2.1 MG T A TR OGS 4 e 4 Y A R

i S|V DAy ol A 25 R G AR W) B B R B TR )
Y, C8) 2R T 4 S T Y Y T B A b
I, WGl Z BT LLRERS 1 2% ik B 45 R B 1 AR b
FEVER], RN H A B e R AU R 48 LA K
EHNARRNS5Y, oagiF2uts R, oL
TEMC IS 18 v o3 15 L B A R BT T BB A AR
FEREFEANN AR, Biswas FP% + /5
[ IR 15| ( Metaphire posthuma)ig il 143 85— ¥R X —
R MR T AR B E P R, @
16S rDNA P31 R 584 7 o3 M 7 W 2 9 HA 25 78
FF I (Bacillus licheniformia strain KX 657843); 1%
PRXS ] B 5 R0 0 A 8 1 ) B R 52 e J3E 0|
8 mmol + L™ F16 mmol « L™, ifif FL7F 5 43 & W i
925 mg-L7' 1 LB #5575 B E 72 h 5, @ il 4
WL Ah 2 & W) (extracellular polymeric substances,
EPS) % 4 J@ B 7 M 46 5 A, 6 A0 4 2 7 A — A
BT R 4 SR AK 35% 1 54% ., J5 ] Biswas
LGP A J s PR v SRR 3 MR LA
] 25— I 0 B B 1 W TR 3k 3 5 AT (Phosphate
solubilizing bacteria, PSB), 43311 >A F K ZEH1FT 15 (Ba-
cillus megaterium strain MF589715) i A& 2 f #T &
(Bacillus licheniformia strain MF589720) A1 Ifil. % %5
BK T (Staphylococcus haemolyticus strain MF589716),
WSS BRI T A It R 1 V5 A, AR fulf 3 b B R
MR8 B TR G, DR 4 | B ok iy

e, [R5 A0 — B 5 - 19 d K A2
W EVEE N 2 ~6 mmol + L', BAbh, ikt iz 38 b 3
A5 5 A AR BRI 11 i (Pseudomonas sp )t HL A [ &
BB rae I, W BB PR Y B ( Pseudomonas
putida)i iz B INBEIRER (A1 A (1 40 25 e AL R Y 2
FREMl IR A IV SRR T T 8 1) X4 ) [T DR/ N 25
TR EE . Goswami FEVHE SR T % Y 5] A
Lampito mauritii & T8¢ | F1 5 55 5 4 Jm a1 26
SNSRI 3 A R g ke i S 1 /L= R e AN =R i)
SR, LS & 4 Jm e s A (1), AR
SHFEPUES RGOSR 1 FE,
I | W 3 R BT 4 WA 4 T B- PN T G il (B-
lactamase) A 41 B , U1 K B J& (Myroides sp.) F1A 3
¥ & (Acinetobacter) , A & A] DL 73 16 42 T8 B-N Tt
JHe T S rh ) B B T2 A, DRt i ) i
TR AT LA It A R R A R R R A e AR A Ty
Ko AR E & Jm X R R B EAE DY,
2.2 | A 20 R R X 1 R A LTS G Y R
fif A H

ARG QW ita LA T ok A6 &4 BB
FHEIRSF I X AFAE TR N ISR E 38 i f6 35 1A L
fhezy i, Hodr 15 A PEH LTS Y W) (persistent or-
ganic pollutants, POPs), 411 Z ¥ 35 #% (polycyclic aro-
matic hydrocarbons, PAHs), K H: AT XER# R | =8k
FRP R SR 5 X A MR W AT RR e R A T
BRMATHR ,, O A V2058 & P57 18 4 0
BEMS AT R FR IR Th A LTS Y P Verma 5527
TE A 5 S g 18 rh 432 — ik AT AR A A ) A B
¥k Rhodococcus MTCC 6716 , 1% B ¥R 75 i )1 47 18 7Y
5 0T 8 2ok R SN P R A Ry BT B RN A
FHABREG 2 FhICHEE AR, H 15 d INTRBEXT R
FH 5 i 58 35 97% (18 1), Mudziwapasi 255 58
it 16S rRNA FORTESR 7% Pl izl b e B i B A
[ fi# 4,4-3% 1% 7 (4,4 -dichlorodiphenyltrichloroethane,
4 4-DDT)HE 71 #) 21 Bk 1 (Rhodococcus) Fl ZF L FT- 14
Z 2RI i 43 I 4,4-DDT 8 JF 0 fi 1< 2 B 6F Vo
Y W A Ry TR T /N 4,430 1% 1% (4.,4-1,1 -dichloro-
2,2-bis(4-chlorophenyl) ethylene, 4, 4-DDD), Jf- H.[#fi#
A5 35 88% il 85% ; Singh A5 I FH 22 KL K 41
WU 5% 2 2 FEE 51 RN 418 7 < B8 N5 (Perionyx excava-
tus)iX 2 P 4] 4 Bz 18 AR P B D RE RN 43 2 AT T
5, A IAE AR 2 45 i 1 T A 22% B 4a T AT LA
S 51 1, A 4% H1 2% B 20 AT AR AT R
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P FNZE  FEHE O N i h R R B T AT L2 5
Jot pi 2k AR A AR TR, =B R R TR TE Y 17% o i)
Jo T AV AR A i F A, S A ) AR A A e it T
AT RE, Il v ™= o R T DA it % PR AR s e,
St AT L SRy DR AU AE D B €2 5P 0 )& ( Pseudoxan-
thomonas) B L HL T 44 | {2 JF FH JE45 (methyl orange,
MO)SEA HLTG YWy W B A DRI , i 3] g 0 R
Xof e G HILTS Y i 2 S R RE A EAA EL R
M TT
2.3 ) Rz T 2 TR v 0T - S R o E
TIB R RIAE<S mm B SR} AR 0RO
A 5 W ot 2 4 S AT ML TS G ) YRR ff S5 R L 4R
IESIR B Ok T 8 ™ B RPN B, 2
ARG i W51 1 1 2 AR O R R B
T NAEANEE B A i R RE . Lwanga 555
T ity T ] i 3 B TR R TR R RE TR T T, T
HAELFAE S FEAE N 1% (w/w) IR 25 B 5 2 M (low
density polyethylene, LDPE)[ ¥R 1,21 d J& #a I 2]
RO B 2R AR R i R TR 3] 60% |, R AR U3/
34% ~56% , B EEEE T \BE ke
TR A =R SR (K1), KA S (Brevi-
bacillus borstelensis) e 5| g 18 & UL 0 240 TR AP 2k, 7E
Hadad 26" (BIFFE o & B0, S 2 AT 1R AT 68 fie A1 235
FER IR CH, F8E, IF AR % B IR O G AE Rtk
JEHEAT R, 30 d PSR 20 B 43 F R 30%
ZEFOAT R PRI BL I P B v AT )i AR T R KDL &
JWiE A CA R ZE AT TR i 151 7 1
MBS Auta S50 R 2R I FT 1R 2 A K i
N M (polypropylene, PP)HIHE 1, J5 WG H & T &
ARG SRR 5557 40 d J5 RINZ Rk R 2
38 35 3 DA L 71 Tk B T RS TN s T 2 T, 0168 7 R
A2 BN B A K 3R T S I 2D 3 il SR N M Y
R SR, e 451 0 T DR A R A SRR TR BT
SRk, 23 Xo) e #5] N iz 18 TR R 7 AR 2, Wang
SEESHE i M e 45] ( Metaphire californica) 1 57 76 8 &
2 (polyvinyl chloride, PVC)#¢ & 7 2 000 mg-kg™'
158 28 d, i il EER KR A LI
TEREAR T W& rh a2 B T TR RR AT TR T T A AR N T2
Lwanga 250K Bl 1F 18] B F R & & IR E R &
H5(<150 pm)T5 4 +HEP SR 60 d, & IUAENE i f
T+ A0 4 K F A 10 mg-worm ™ -d | TR AN
TYREE R 60% RIS FE IR £ 0 T e - e v i ]
AR R A7 2] I ], AR K HE <0, Zhu S50

Enchytraeus crypticus % & 15 41 Kk 2 7 £, & (nano-
polystyrene) & 8 10% (1) -3 v | J5 1 i 5] 44 . 1]
T R, 1M EL 38 AR JE R Bl (Rhizobiaceae) FI &
& Bl (Isosphaeraceae) 14 = & 43 5l F F% 6% #1 33% .,
PRI, ke 5] i 30 20 TR AN (H BB IR MR B 3R 4%
IR REXT FREE A ORI b 2= 25 A TR A . (R
TR st i i, S R AR 451 1 S A ML RE LA S ek
735 fr 5 g T 4 DR RV 2L
2.4 W A A0 e TS T TR T A R T A E
PUAE 2RI AR Wl e S5 s W e A I B P
Jir A A 6 PR ) — 2R IR A =, TR R
ARG, CRERZHF GG )
17 I SELHE A7 46 R IX Sl ] 30 0 oG D 3] 2 A AR
EQINRIS UL 4P NN 195 I P 7 e ce 9 A
TELE R T R R A o e A A 2 1
gk BB AE R ABRME LA iem miE Ak +
HErR RS Bl A PR AU, 8 1 - 5 v DR AR T AR
i AR - SR AR s R T D 1 ke B e
2 Cao PN IR T M I5] il B 7E 15 &K (oxytet-
racycline, OTC)¥¢ & 4 100 mg-kg ™' () +3%H 56 d,
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Fig. 1 Detoxification of earthworm intestinal bacteria to soil pollutants
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Fig. 2 The effect of earthworm intestinal bacteria on soil substance circulation
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