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Abstract: With the rapid development of urbanization and industrialization, a great deal of toxic contaminants are
introduced into the environments, posing an increasing risk to human health. Recently, many studies have demon-
strated the profound relationships between gut microbiota (GM) and host health. However, very limited information
are available on the interactions among pollutants, GM, and host health. This paper reviews the possible effects of
environmental pollutants including heavy metals, persistent organic pollutants, microplastics, antibiotics and resist-
ance genes on GM and their subsequent impacts on host health. Furthermore, we propose the key steps/models of
GM disorder induced by environmental pollutants, providing a new insight into interaction between environmental
pollutants and GM.
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SRR %D N O e S 2 R /B =K G st/ I
SERRANTE | EE L A Sh ) A R A R, Hor
e B il R R R, AR ERER ]
AP R T IR W] R W] APk
TS AR N S B i i E B 99% LA 3R Sk B
T, IHAE AR FRAL Y pH | feyse K1 FH AL g2
AN, AR, P A 8 A A AR R R 25 5,
YA B s BRI o B B g s (10" ~ 10"
CFU-mL™") /M#(107 ~10° CFU-mL™") 25 #5(10° ~
10° CFU-mL™") .+ —##5(10° ~10* CFU-mL™")
#B(<10* CFU-mL ™) BF5E R, TR L
R P A s PR | A 3 O AR RS 0 22 5, Ho e
YRR a5 M 2 REPEAF AR B 22 R0 il
Wt AR, AR B A Y 2R R
FERRAG, 1Rz & A e B %) g 3 Tl 26 0 v 3% FG 7R
JT o B B A B

YR AR EZ AR B W E A e
ek T A R AL £ Fh A B B 45 7 I
KL EEAERY . e E2Yge T LA
YR HESP T IE T R A0 M Y R I ) e (BB R B L Ak
22 BB A ) 5 I R S0 0 S5 ) 5 90 6 A RS BT
JiE 0T 5 Vo T G R GE A S AL B,
T ZEA AR5 7 s AR AR, an a5 A 105
FR(SCFAs) M4 A= ZZ % g i ok R T
AR SRAE I I NI 5 DR A ZE B AR R
WF5E R, s B R I JHE W I 9 R A 25 52 5 1Y
KA B R SRS AR S A R
MNR R BEACRE , 5 W iE A%V RE R,
TEAZ P E B 2 88 TR 82 | RIAE JHIE
1EH AR B e B AR K AT g R BB D 2
BLU il B R g T AR A B AR AL o St e |
AT

BT, & TH5% T15 YL W% i 18 DA T 52 ) i F 5
FEAET T B R SR 2N X TR TS
gy N B A PR g il B 2 ) B AR AL A 5 i
FAHGE, BT ey B AR A
B, LS hEMAEYHEEAER, BRI R R,
MU 5 |35 % WA e 1 R 588 3R 45 ) e
AL

Bifidg 7 3R 2 AR 2 e s R B L
HORBY B, L EFRA T M i DR B A 5 e 5
BT W /4 AR Z R B PR O R . AR SCER R
TORIRI PR T YL Wi i 18 ZE LR LR, 480 T A

o3 A A RLAR B M TS e R T e R I ) 5%
SEBTR O TR Y R R ST AR T ) S B

1 INE S Y3 7 E R A 9 5 82 I ( Effects of
pollutant on gut microbiota)
1.1 H4JE X B A 05 e

HITHREAE AW s R Bk, )R
TR BRI 15 Y [n) i Z R0 4w g
TLEH L (WHO) A E PR EAE TS HLA (TARCYS N £
mn {5 Qe E AR G, ST AR K, O T E 43 R A g 1
TR 5 2 A 0l DU BRI 542,
VA 4 R T G A B B B i T — R Y
5y
1.1.1  Cd X i A Y s

Cd & FARIREE b AN 3 ) 25 1 dc i 1Y)
IRz — WA [ BR B MR 58 5 S A BRI G )
R, 8 WHO i b P S 45 i & fhois gt
Cd Z& 85 23511 F M 18 B R S AR S i 7>
WE9E AR B, Cd B2 i 5L 30 ) i 1 TR A ) T 46 1
M T Cd W28 | AR K BB IE N B R ARTE 48R
LR A 1) S 2R /N U T AR A TR e (Als-
tipes) F1 N E B SHT 1 ( Odoribacter) ) = F & 35 54
M A H (Mollicutes) FJRE B B3R F+H(Ruminococ-
caceae) 1Y F= FE i /05 5 41, Cd 15 Y i i i B
AW 40 T R0 R B A B AR T 0.14% |
1.22% F12.52% , 11 oty T 14 = FE IS 1 99.16%
Cd {59478 T 5 Fnal A= e A Qi 2 10 o M ik
TR Ao i i A A SRR 1k 43 b H IR
FRIAR DG B R Gk b 2 550 BE R I 1R 1) G
SHERC PR P8 DLEH S 1 T BB, ol T 45 W e % s
R /KF- W R % 52 i b e 4 e A e s R0 i
pH R e SBT3 3 D IR
PR KBTI e R 55 18 A= BRI RE , T 68175 & i
EBS /TSI

o 8 A ) B R T B 4 s e AR NS 1Y
Ui, wlan, H Cd #EH 6 Ji i/ BURE T 52 5 45
FW, IO/ BUIFIE B A i E 1) Cd 7
5l SPF /NEAY 5 A% ~ 10 45, Ui B i ik 9 ml L
U T 1 G e B AR R R iR R
Wi SPF /)N 18 2H 20N 19 48 Jas i A 1 AH DG 3 ]
Ml T M2 AR R B, I B B A S bz
K ESMNE M, ¥l SPF /N RS T B /N RE AR
PRE5HY A A AN JCE /N BB B A R A B AR
1B G 5h 22 1% | FAR T Sl RO 32 a8 A 0
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M), L S A TE TE PRPIR A T 2 B | 3 26 PR 22 #40
PR TC /N B Ll SPF /N AL 2128 B N Fr B2
HHEEREZ
1.1.2  As X RAE Y 052

AR As 285 B9k 2 32 28 230 1k 3 AT YL Y
AR HEY) , i W i b 32 2152, DH9E R,
As BT LI JLE 7 B TR, S As 52
&) )L 5 P A8 JE 1 ] (Proteobacteria) 1Y 3 & 15
FARVESE As B EEAH K EBEM F D, /N As 2
#£(10 mg-L™")4 Ji J5 , 9 T8 G0k 4 28 s A A & A
W ARk, Fo ) JELBE B ] (Firmicutes) =F B2 F#AIG, #1
FFEE T (Bacteroidetes) = B2 38 fin, 7 18 H B B Qi 7™~
Wy S e | S R A AR R A G
PR AEBUERY ) As Fl Fe L[R2 88 T 80N R iE
AP FLAT B (Lactobacillus) £ JE #4101, As 5§ Fe Hu
h%EE J5 , LFT [ ] (Bacteroidetes) | B BT [% B @
(Barnesiella) 1 {l #T 15 J& ( Bacteroides) I J& ) 3 & [%
ik, %] Fe ZREZREMEHE DT As XFIAiBE T E BB
T o 1B F i 18 A AR DL S 5 v TR & B Fe Xof
As UM B — i FS /e P, Chi 6P
i R F ARG T As X/ U T AE W)
520 AL 1 78 B K A A WA T T, DY BR R &
T S i 7 IR G AN v b A 85 D7 T A 1 R
224k,
1.1.3  Cr X AE AW

Cre 5 W E SR, # %A Cr(VD)F Cr
(M2 Fhog B, Hordr, Cr(VI) 8 55 B R B4R 47 )5
(US EPA) Il g A 26 N2 B0 o AL S 42 il 75
P 5 Cr(VIR[E, eI FAE sh P A ARG
EILRAMEFRITR M H Cr(IDAYE R 2, R MER:
NP ) R4S Cr 2 AR TR TR (Had i
NS BTN VLR I S5 K Cr(VD &
HAE 1 ~10 mg- L7 B AR R 20, Ko E 1 iE
REREHE Cr(VD#5 4k Cr(IDH™, K2 Cr(VI)(10
mg-L™)AR&EE 10 A5 X E e s £ 155,
RI Cr(VD) R 8 3 FLAT & (Lactobacillus) AR £p il
A J& (Pseudomonas spp.)FI K W#T 7 (Escherichia colli)
LT IR B W B B Cr 25 4B ST AE FHPY . Wu
AEPTRGREFE 26W,7 i 1 mmol-L™" Cr(VDALFRR , /]
SEMAEY P ASIE W] AUFF R T TR R ] &
AT AR UL Cr(VD X i iE A ) B —
FEHIRE
1.1.4  Pb X i A= Yy i 52

Pb fiE 4% H By ML 1A BB 5t 9 7 A8 0Ll AR i

FECS T B S AR A BT
YERT. Pb 15 Y% 2% 8 T BB MEVE IRE 5 40 7 18 rPoRS
WA N, R 8 A W 1) = 5 B RN 22 Al 2 A
1t a-ZEH ] (a-Proteobacteria) fit) = & i 2 F#AIG,
JEERE BT (Firmicutes) 19 F B 2 2 0 1A= M0 A
FER AT R BN 0 41 BRI Y B A AR,
X AR A 32 5 SRR IR S AT | 2 R R A A A%
TERR I8 3% A OGP, Pb 2 88 U T Wil il
YIREIE S5 2 R X e R B O IR A AR
5 R T | S Th I RN 95 1 /A B ] A 22 R
WHERIA B T, Po AMAREXT W 1B AL D)
77 N S S 36 - Pt 5 e S i 15 A A
K AL Rk, FEUF A =AY

1 JE TR T i ik S Bl AR ) R AT U
DG RIURRGE . IEE YR AT DL 2
b A 4 Jm MR 38 ) A1 JE I s 4 28
¥ T T A 0 X645 % A g i oy AR AR D B8 PR v A £
EYEZERL, BT LGE S R A R A S, S
JOR SRME I TR 11%) 25 S 48 S 1, 3 3 A% T WL I
N PEAEUIE , 5 R AR 55, AR A
AR B/MA IR AR ) 5 A T AR AH T AR T
P Y A R e T LR R 3 B
(e RV | I B I A B B LA = ] LA
JVr 1B NI A0 45 pH B, STk T A R0 il S PR 53X
ST I BT A E TS Y RE 1 AR, Dk
TR as R won AR W 2 5 e Wik = T W iE A
YR M E A Y bRic Y, PeikaE, S PLAR K
IKACE W ReZE A B A DS ™ Py s %
P B A YRR S R R AR R AR
BF KA G PR TCHLES £ iz A A=A
TR A A B as A AT DL S R R i s
PR R RE DGR R 2R3k =F B 3 R 2k i 25 8 Ak, Ui W
4 )& W38 BRAES T W 1B T MR TR A SR AR AL
M5 RN . EETE Y 3 B U E R Vs 4510
FTBE A AR | T A7 P ele A2, A ™ P o ek
7 SRk e e iy S A s B, B T i
WA BT AL, e S A R R A5 Y Wy N i T Tk
AW RE N B BB SRS TS e B A )
HARE =L RIVE R T W B 4 ) SR AT B
1.2 FRAMEA LTS BP0 I 8 A P 0 52 i)

Fr A HLT5 YL (persistent organic pollutants,
POPs) L 8 i R ARk ME Y IR R, 51 S T 4% I BUR 1Y /5
JEEM, FEAFEAPLER S 2 EBRE  ZTRR
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BERNZ 30 05 18 55 & W) FOK 9 48 A BN J2
POPs - [ 22 F2 ik 42, KA i rh 4 i POPs s 1]
e FEULER 2 BUBE R IG™ . POPs k21 I 5
4B RN ], 1t B I 38 A ) S
faBR B VR ML AN TA]
1.2.1  ZHI7)2(PAHs) X B WA W) 4 5 i

PAHs E A 8 K 80 1F . A /9 i w] s
PAHSs H4 A0 K PE LAY X Lo A i L
FCAHN A RR AL S P FE o K™ AR AR
PAHs #F A J 20 B 1 40 B WT AR o 22 34 05 & a2 Ak
(ARR)ECA , 36 A= W T A AL PAHS % 4k Sk BR 555
W, XFP AP R AT BE 2 PAHs B ME T 7EHL
I PR 5 38 A AR HE T 20 A 38 AR
YIAE I8 T VA S X P T A 0 P R T (v AN
%, KVYEEES 0 ( Gadus morhua)%:#% T 0.0 ~0.1 mg
LR Ts Y 28 d JE, AE IR g AR I ) T
PAHSs A=) , 4 e W B2 1) J o 2 % BOR P
i £ Jizp SR T A W R AR 2 R PRl 2R TRTRE G5 /8 4 A 2
Ap  Hirp 28 P 5 Bl (Porphyromonadaceae) | BB 7
J& (Rikenella) . J% 5 & F} (Ruminococcaceae) | ¥3 ¥ B
J& (Alistipes) FI#2 1 H (Clostridiales) %5 A /] 7 A4 #H %
FREREAL, BALAT i H (Deferribacterales) FH % 3= 2 7¢
B4, BT H (Deferribacterales) 1] RE A o K P ¥
fi £ 27 DM VS e AR RROIR 0 ) B P dm i v, R
/NI 50 mg- kg™ IYARIFEE(B[a]P), /N L
THIBEFNGE I 85 B 480 2 B0 4 AR s Ny, 7 HE 2 v 41
F1-1##} (Bacteroidaceae) ¥ #T 14 J& ( Bacteroides) | i1 41
- [C B B (Paraprevotellaceae ) I $37 3% X 7 J& (Parapre-
votella) K1 = B3 FT 15 B (Alcaligenaceae) 55 [ 1Y) L 151 7
a4, FL R 40 & Bk (Lactobacillaceae ) & 7+ [C FL T
(Lactobacillus)F19% & P&+ (Ruminococcaceae ) i 12
J& (Oscillospira) ¥ F A7) J8 /1) | Defois 547 iz F {A&
SN e — 2 RS HT T Bla]P X A ZEAE 1 18 1
AW S RN A B 52 ), Ba]P 2R 8 A 51 R 3
i A W A 1) 2 7 Ak AR SRAE SA W A= W T
PERIFE R EA LI (VOCs) A A4 T B As , 544 R A
Tl B DR A 4 BE 52 5 AR DNA & 52 A &2 Tl
RY S EEACE P AU A5 2 R A R AR AH DG
SRAS K 138 T 5 AR T A - S A SR A RN 2 T A
VERTR 5 A KT, FERIESE T Bla]P 23
A N AR 8 S R R TR BT
1.2.2  ZEBIK(PCBs)X 3B A= 1 i 52 M

Zhang ZF 5T % 30, 2,3,7,8-DU 58 2K IF 1k il

(TCDF)#( 22 1 /N B 18 o R v 5 I R AR A o6
(1) JEBE TR ] (Firmicutes) FTHUUFT 1 | ] (Bacteroidetes) 19
L, TR Bk %% 3T PRSI I8 (Butyrivibrio spp.) i) = £ 1
Jn, 78 AT B (Oscillobacter spp.) 3 FERFAR , 3 H. TC-
DF A BE M 1 il 2 JE B8 X ZARA5 538 1, T BUR IE
SO A fE EACEIEEEL, LA ARR M8 7 2O T
RE A i W S A RO o i . PCBs A IR IR E B
YERT DL 35 28078 20 54 )52 BE T | ] (Firmicutes) A1 FUUFTF B4
I"l(Bacteroidetes) ¥ LU FI=F B . & 5% T PCBs 33
T AR B A b RE R T BRI AR M R AR AR
A P 7 E13E TNF-o ,iNOS il IL-6 1k
I BT G Wxof o 1B s A= ) A ) i DAL RN R Pk
TR, 38 R 8 T EE R SZ AR (ER) I AR A S 1915
ST BE X B RERLEHR PCBs AL &)
T I S AR SR 1) 4R s, H 3 A3 4 BT 45 R R
ER Fl AhR 7£2: 5 38 (4= W) 2% 8 J5 T2 1) 4 T
/N EIEXF AN T | LB EE AR AE AR
A PEAS AT, FEXT R 18 R AR 3 ) A A [R) 7
R E
1.2.3 L7 k(PBDESs) X i il £ 0 i) 5 i

PBDEs HA AR VR AR R 54 , 23 i 0 HH AR A
RGN E PR LRGN KT , X iE
A2 B R AR D K AR B £
FREeREE T 50 ng- L7 W HRARIR & ¥ (DE-71), B
A iy 3 GO P 1 el A B M AR R o, S A
(Mycoplasma) Jii ¥ 2 7 J& (Ruminiclostridium) | J& &%
# J& (Firmicutes sensu stricto) F1#2 T 18 J& (Fusobacte-
rium) 35 R YRR G B R Rl
YR AR D) BB A2 DE-71 fUsZ I, 4 45 BE 2 X5
BT P AU 5T 2L A0S S RN RO N AR, W
TH AR P 2k (R A R R B DR A A TR
(AAF 75 DE-71 BB T, WA AR, a7
ARSI R BB 0 i B U E ) 5 AR B B
(A A N SR PR 2A% 338 RN I e 4 A 5 3 1) 1Y
B EAHOCPEN
1.3 ARZ% i 1 A M 5 el

ARGT] LS B REAR s e NFEh Y, B T —
S 2 HAG SR BT T M, DRI 23 X6 i B T A
PEEENFIFE R AR 245060 W B A 1 ) A R A
BRFZM . WEFEER WY, A% HUR) e it/ B 18 1
A T A ) S e EL A R S, B R TR R
(Lachnospiraceae) 4 13 £E ) 75 B 11 1 0 /)N U i
H g 2 R AN T VR AR AT M B0 1A A A e G H
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(Burkholderiales) H 7£ HE P /N B A W22 3], 6 08 1 B
(Lachnospiraceae) .J& /5 & FF(Ruminococcaceae) 1% B
Bl(Clostridiaceae) Fll '} 7 22 5 £l (Erysipelotrichaceae)
T ) A48 T DO T T A ) B R R v gk 2 5 —
Z: 5 28 o SO AR & B SRS PR 0k 32
TR, R S Y, R G R B A
RRARG, T EE /N B e W AR Ak (W] 3 2 B, f
Ji7 18 v IR 46 & ( Bacteroides) A% 1 J& ( Clostridium) |
ELFT 1 J& (Eubacterium) FLFF 1 (Lactobacillus) F1 & 7y
[ 7 )& ( Escherichia) N 158 18 il 28 7 ] (Actinobacte-
ria) FIZE T 1] (Proteobacteria ) 3 [] I8 25 1) 1B 71 iR
JEA ] 5 AR B2 Lozano 4 HFSY kR, B H i
X T T8 A W 1 5 e LA — 0 P A R R
RS s AR S 10 1T R S 7 S — Tl P 43 -
B E R R Y R B b L
FHMACE P, BEVEIER 55 I 0 s 28 I 15 ] g
55 1 B A W P S RS A DG i — AL H R iE
NIEEE

FOH AR 0% 52 ) B A L 04 19 4T Sk B R
7. B RE R v 0 18 A W A AR, — S i
W T A A 0 R T o R M A U AN RD AT
A 54 B X T W 2E R -3 R G
(EPSPS)HA—3, T 2 B0 H B s sk 1 28 (X
HIREA IR ; W 108 TR 0 2R 8 23 185 I S0 RS B
75 1 (Serratia marcescens) Nz JLR | B 252 i 8 1 1)
KB EFFAVH R B AYRE ST, X Ll B A Y+
YT RE 2 5 e W 25 ) 32 B IR e T s ), A 4
EFRA RARFEARARE,

— SR AT B AR, T H SRR AL
A 18 e I, 5 SR RE S 1 R B i 9 1 K A
B 1 (CPF) L J& — AP A AL 8% % B 57, Condette
ZEPS ORI gT 26 18 1 CPF 88 X%) b ¢ ik B A R 5if
B2, JGHIR AL RGIEA AT, PR B,
ZO-1 M claudin 4 fOZ0 I 5E (7 K AR BIUR . fieJm LS
FILE A 40 & B BV, PRI, CPF 5% R, T) & A
FEIRFE 7 1 AR FT i 5 R v ) g IR B D g e
AT 5 o K3 T T s Jirt TR A A2 45 il i 2o g 3
R AT BRI TH AL TE RAE R D fE e L 2R

AYEAL pp’ - T (p,p” -DDE)HI B-75 75
7N (B-HCH)X /)N B T8 13 A 4 I - R A 38 1 52 i
7R, p,p’ -DDE F1 B-HCH RS il JERE B [ ](Firm-
icutes) FlIE JE [ ] (Proteobacteria) 1Y 3= B, 17 A AIG $U
FFH ] (Bacteroidetes ) , P 3% I ] (Verrucomicrobia)

Jit 28 1 1] (Actinobacteria) F1 4 £k 41 1 ] (Candidatus
Saccharibacteria)) - &, p,p’ -DDE #I B-HCH gk 7%
Jor T R A W 45 g 1 TR) B U2 T T i ALY R A R
W, 5 IR T R 1) & . L, p,p’ -DDE Al
B-HCH Z:#& il A5 AT BR 10 2560, rTRES A
FAHICE IR X B T 0E Ik U L o TP L BE A
W WE W R R W HRORTI A S8 TR B b /N BRGHEA T
9T B0, 1 235 e g net /N B 3 A 2 9 ) B sl
R AT A BRI LE i 52 48 A R4 AT 9
W IR A AR 25598 2 T BUN R TE f A W 35 L, i
S B P RE SR PRI
1.4 Bk ZXiE M R

Pk ZRAR — AT ARSI S AT A
WTE BT RIR A B A Bk &Y,
FEAFEA - M 28 RPN R
PUIRZEE WA TS IR e S 4, PrAE Ry iz il
FH S 34t 25 B RR LA B 25 Fh S i G o 25 9
PR BB, 5% ~35% iRy AR Bl A E A
KBRS Bk R T L H e e E Y,
RVl B ok BE AR, 2 3 BUm I A B
A AL, KRINBRTR TR, BB N
BRI G TR IIERIR . bR T 2Rl i %
PRI IE AP 0 e 5 MR OC R AN, N2 ¢
FEARBE R UL RA S IE A Y= b BB

FEMERE BT, Bt Rh st
Yo/ NI TE RS, I N 7 % £ B A g
A [ ](Proteobacteria) it 3= B, il il 1% W F I XULE AT 1
J& ( Bifidobacterium) 1 F. #T ¥ ( Lactobacillus) 1) =
JEO ) USREFREE 2 A, DB E R 194 4
JEFAK R 89 A&, i J5 BE IF ] (Firmicutes) =F & M\
24.9% 4 #) 39.8% , LT 7 ] (Bacteroidetes) 3
M 69.8% BEAREN 51.2% ) A FE S 301 B I v 125 i 2%
N B-N B R G, i e Y SRR T
25% , K EET A R I T AUFF R [/ BE T ] (Bacte-
roidetes/Firmicutes) Lt 4] (p=0.0007 , FDR =0.002),, iX
2 BT AE R T AT T H 5 (p=0.0003 , FDR =
0.016)™, BRIz it RIGIF X HiE R 5
A RFELPE R, 3 TG R 8 0 B A 4 41 A 2
AT

KM EbR AT 85 3R (300 mg - kg™ ) Rl FE bR 5
(200 mg-kg )28 d J& , Hilm it ) 2 ek S R
%, #UFT 54 ] (Bacteroidetes ) FIPE i & ] (Verrucomi-
crobia) 1) 3= B 2RI B, JE2BE 14 ] (Firmicutes ) 145
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JE TR ] (Proteobacteria) i = i 1d 25 38 i, 4K BE T 1]
(Tenericutes) F1 it 2k #F B4 ] (Deferribacteres ) 5 4 14
I M F RN A P n 52 2 RS RE TR A
FHOCARU ) | B M AR AL S WA A T
Ak R IR B4 52 32 B 0 A 5 e, R —Fhd
NG G/ EE S A E N AW [ I |
WV B ZREE T WEPE /S BRUR RN 2S5 A9 A AR
HZH) TR E W, 5k T A e -
WA e R 7 R 1 7 A R AR 1 O/ O A
AL, KEE R 3 MO R A 2= O B2
BRMPLER), Y5 YA 2 6%
SEEEH

FUWRINBEED LA R 1/ 1 B
PRIG(TID)) & J& | bifi 5 P A R A AT R R 3 m, 3L
Jo 18 DA 0 2 R 3 T I TRl R B T AL
TR W & A AR X T gy 0 I A % €8 JofR 285
PR R SR R e, JT PR AL ] R R 3k KT
U E R BB TEDUAE RS L2 E/IE B
B IR T b 2 B, P 3R 2 5 5 ) L e /I e
B, AT B 5 HUFF R ) /S BE TR ] (Bacteroidetes/
Firmicutes) ¥ LU % V) 5 2, Pk R shL4d
FRIRF , 7T 02 Mg fg XUR: ™, 1996—2012 48, fin&E K
213 661 X B SERA AT T K B, 36.8% JLFAT P HiHt
R RETR,10.1% JLE R B 2 i, B8 P i PSR
25 LEem XS AR AR R, 4F
PRAHH 2T 9 A A RS 9 AN H BESEERPUE R,
55 L EE i R DI AR AL, 1 G B Sy Al L4 PR 2R G
EEE |2 (2 SR A L7 M R R TR NG (B 11
Az BN O A A R R R A 4 TR AT N B
il ORI, A3 2R H R R (150 mg- kg™
(A7) R KEE @G mg-kg - dT)HTH S (30 mg -
kg™ - dBR A PUAE R NG IEAT 10 B E R FE BT
Az F AR SR 30 v [ i T AE 2EL G, L ) il i T S
PRIE A 2R, B AP 2 R M RN 3 5 B, 250 il v AN
T F A A O R A R 2 ek D PR R B i
T TR FEIR(AAA)NTAEY) 5-F2 (1 22 L e vk i
TR B 2R3 B i B RS R R A . BiAE
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Fig. 1

Evaluation of the influence of contaminants on intestinal microorganisms

Note: Yellow indicates the low toxic pollutants; blue indicates the middle toxic pollutants; red indicates the high toxic pollutants; toxicity can be

distinguished according to the half lethal dose (LDs,) of experimental rats/mice; (a) the richness and diversity of gut microbes could be reduced

during the exposure in different toxic pollutants, and the richness and diversity of gut microbes can quickly recover to the initial level after stopping

the low toxic pollutant exposure; the richness and diversity of gut microbes may quickly recover to their initial levels after stopping the middle toxic

pollutant exposure; however, the richness and diversity of gut microbes is very difficult to recover to initial levels or cause intestinal disorders and

disease after cessation of exposure to highly toxic pollutants; (b) fluctuations of intestinal microorganisms affected by pollutants: yellow indicates that

fluctuations can recover quickly, blue indicates that fluctuations can recover quickly, and red indicates that fluctuations cannot recover

or recover slowly; (c) decisive steps and important events in the impact of pollutants on host health.
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