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Abstract; In order to screen soil invertebrates for deriving soil environmental criteria, representative native soil in-
vertebrates were selected according to their ecological significance and geographical distribution range. The toxicity
data of soil invertebrates were collected from published literature and authoritative databases such as ECOTOX, and
further analyzed with sensitivity distribution method. The results showed that: Eisenia (Eisenia fetida, Eisenia an-
drei), Lumbricus (Lumbricus terrestris, Lumbricus rubellus), Allolobophora (Allolobophora caliginosa trapezoides),

Lumbriculus (Lumbriculus variegatus), Pheretima (Pheretima guillelmi), and Fridericia (Fridericia bulbosa, En-
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chytraeids albidus) can be used as the test soil Annulata organisms for deriving soil environmental criteria; Dolicho-

ceras (Folsomia candida, Folsomia fimetaria, Sinella curviseta), Isomeris (Proisotoma minuta), and Platychthys

(Platynothrus peltifer) can be used as the test soil Arthropod organisms for deriving soil environmental criteria;

Achatina (Achatina fiilica) of the Achatinidae family can be used as the test soil Mollusca organisms for deriving

soil environmental criteria. Caenorhabditis (Caenorhabditis elegans) and Meloidogyne (Meloidogyne incognita) can

be used as the test soil Nematoda organisms for deriving soil environmental criteria. According to the toxicity data,

17 soil invertebrates species belonging to 4 phyla and 15 families were selected, which could be used as the test or-

ganisms for deriving soil environmental criteria.

Keywords: soil ecological environment criteria; soil invertebrates; species sensitivity distribution; base subject or-

ganism
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;¥ RILEhY) LIE s e s R s ) R
ey s ML s 8 s, LI
TCHEHESI Y AT B 53 K ANT Bl /N A 3
HPIIRTE 2 ~100 wm) EFEL R S5k S F— L
AN WANZE /INRY A 38 50 Wy 3 AR T TR TR K B AL
B LR R T K B L EATTARER TR
FfE, b E e B R E, R
A= BRI 53 B2 R TE LR s Bl e 1 2 A PR
(), % HIER Y BREE M I R B /N TR AR Sh i R
ik Z SR B DL AR R B AR 2 I
AP I T — SO EE A A, R HURHER F R
2 HUIReR B R E 2 A shYy, 48 17
ET AR S 7E 4 000 m & LA E A& 14
WA, —ERIVAESRENLFE R, S m £
TR e R AR A AR PE Ly, TR Uiy D)
— DRI R R IR YR A S RS L
RN, | AR RRKO A S Rz T
Yoy fE g s B SR Y (PR FE 100 pm ~ 2
mm) : L FE B Bk B W6 S DL R L], R 2 B TR AR
Fe A BB, R AN A5 35 O R R 2 IR
Ho Mg TR rh R A R 20—, K
S0 IR 2 R TS W AN R K 2B BT
BB DAL AR W F0 R T ) S5 R A R RTR S R
B, Bk WK RBRIEEE LIAMY 5 — KT
sy, e BR 7KL T, JLPAT A A4
ATAEAE I b 7 &R A Bk i A= A7 KA sy (14
$i 2 ~20 mm) . GLFETR R H AR R W
2 AN e NN T A N E S NI W5 =
i (L O R 87 N b UL 7/BEIESY A LA

A AR AT T, H T4 E AR ST T A

JOF 14 - S A BT HE AR A A 7 1%, AN 38 [ A9 AR A T O
{H (ecological soil screening levels, ECO-SSLS)  Jill &
K 3 i 4 S (soil quality guideline, SQG) B
] ) 33 07 5 {8 (soil screening values, SSVS) . &
F . 59 A= 25 18 7% {H (ecological investigation levels,
EIL) B P8 2% i) A 25 % 2 5% 48 5 {H (environmental
guideline values, EGV)® 3k [# T 20 it 22 80 4E1C)5
R T e - 5895 S H M L R R N | i i & T
FE®,1995 4F WA T ( 1 38 35 5% i = bR ofE ) (GB
15618—1995) " Jf-TF 2018 4E FHF BT & A T ( +
HEASE i A M - 1875 g XU A P A i (X1 7))
(GB 15618—2018)"", Fk E A 5¢ TAF B A % 1& 5|
S Y A SRS I8 AR v BT TAE R E
TSI SR R, (0 R AR R TR
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{HIRA P A ST R AT B = |, I AE 7R TS Y T
AR W SE YRR B — 2 R MO Ty
PBAG SN, 7E BETr kA A SRR,
T TCHE S b 4 IR & Bk 5| (Eisenia fetida) %
1% W W3] ( Eisenia andrer) , Bk Bt (Folsomia fimetaria)
£ W5 ( Enchytraeus) 5" 8 2 B By Be s o AL bl A= 2
SRR 2R, NIEEDRRE,
TCEHES YYD o A HIERNE B 5 R IR R 4
T 32 120 28 W) A BT 3R 15 55 8 o 0 2 M 4L
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fili A AR SR HLR S YA A A SRR . B TAE
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HERBE A 0 32 R (R 5 S A 5T

BT R I B A A S R G IE RS A AR 5K
Ry i 16 AT I Z i E B M, BT AR
BDEHS Y I MG i F B R
A 25 R S 3R A3 A 3 PR A o oh A ARER MR AR
+EHETCHE MW, A TF & R SCHk  ECOTOX
SRR 1 % A IR R, R FH 4 A AR
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PEITHT . MR TR RO i 2 AR A 17 A HETC A
SWIE 4 171,15 BE, A LIRS 1 R 85 5L i 32 4
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B E SR

1 ##57% (Materials and methods)
1.1 ARERNE LI TCE HESh ) i ik

T hR AL T IE S W HEE Y R D | i e TR
A IFEPRIT R TR R SZ iR TAE AL B A A S A
AR AL LIRS A AR a2l S S Wy i vt e
AP E SR | b 3 Y U 12 (http://
www. zoology. csdb. cn) . "' [ 4= W ¥ Fl 44 5 2022
(http://www.sp2000.org.cn/CoLChina) , Web of Science
(https://access. clarivate. com), CNKI ¢ 4§ /£ (http://
www.cnki.net)2A F & 2 1 SCHR , MR8 AH OC - 5 3
TEF% [ 0 HB FE A3 A5 S5 3 AN I L L) A i
S GNE S o AR (B 315 o THE L = 5%
T UINFREAE) &8 b , 7800 7% AR S g rh
FHEGIR Rl o b B Ak LRl
A L2 R IEEY)
1.2 sEtEEdE L 5 o i

M ECOTOX #i 4 g K 23 F & 3% 1) SCHik (WOS
A1 CNKI S5 5504J5 22 ) v 48 A2 0 ok s i AR SR M a2
WM BEPE R , 255 36 [ K A A W S il e B R
FFR IR A K A A A 5 B 1 AR T U )
T 5 2 SO 5 AR O R D 00 Ry - (1) 3 Sh A Y
AR N LC 8 BC; )M e #EXT 5L R
TR B WS N U I B B LA S 32 T A
AR BB 25 2R 5 B) [A) A i Ge 1y 1) Stk B P

QSR 2 S sk K 17 A B Sy A T R A B A A
P AR P 5 (4)— 26 ) E A B A A B (R
WAL I IR A5 B A B2 B il e A= )
ZRE it 1205 YL W BIASRE R FHE s ()BT A F 1 5
PR SR AL FE A A8 I X 28 00 ) Ao il 3
W BBl bR B4, X6 T[] — S bl ] — A~ 2 i
A ZABEPEAE AT B Al T H U ME 05
PEEHEART = (B & A 3 M 3 ML Bis Y a
PRI 1) 32 XA

XoF i A5 2 A B B 2t B B A T A B A
J¥ , R 0 Fh B8R B2 4 A1 7 (species sensitivity distri-
bution, SSD)®"X [ii] — ¥ il () A ] 775 Gt Uy 1) 2 B 2
SRR RHATHE Y, S0t A 4= 3 sh Py L i
RURR TS G200, I 0 2 ok 45 W b 240 A BE T B
PAREPETS G . KX S35 e i A+ + RSl W i
M THET 76 5 b AR S S TAE R
T VPR RURE R A WU RI D B A2 AR . T
24 (1) SSD Il it (38 M Fh e ER AR B
PERERUBMEHE R AL TH0 3 A7 iR Ry - PR
HEZ Y ;(2)24 SSD ElH /T 8 MM ai 1k
B SRR HE Y S T AL W R A Sy
W RMEZ I LIS

2 ZR 51718 (Results and discussion)

T b B S B S R 254 A U S %
FERYRI AR RN W3AT R TG S AR R A=)
BEARIRAL T &SRS 7 0 L IEEh R4
7 BRI B IR T AR W 2R 23% P, —
TP EEERD I EA Y, LT EULE &
DL BE AR 2 RIS AR 1Y)
R Z B e K, MR Z R F R AL SIS
S M S — DI RESS N I W R 2 AR
AT DAHEWT TR PSR A I R AR B DA AR S R G Tl
M AME, 2 ISR YRR B R
T 1R, BRI, ARG 50 M BRI, Ak TR | Al
MBI 2 2 e, TRV R Y R 2
M5 AN 22 3 A W 2= 0 5% i U 4
B, SRR RE SR AR LHEshx LIS £
FEMERAEGY, BT, B2 LIESY T E R e 4
TG T 3 FHAR 2R . tein fZ4em) 1
Heek B AN e AR RERT Y, 5 HAR 240 AR Mk %
FE . BUCRE | WX ISR 2 AR S )
REMFSE NI I AN | BV R O 20 H T 2 E bR EfL I
RSB FAR SBFFER RORMSA B =
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TIETEME Y A YRR N T AR BE
Y 10% , HIES Y Z 8], HIEY) S5 Z
[AfEEE MM EAE G R . RIS YA 28T
fiE 3 B0 o BUE A HH (trophic effect) A1 E BUCE 7 H
(non-trophic effect) R SE B, 5 Ak Bl Wy Bt e K |
R PR U A S YA B () BCR A TG Bk B Ak
A DTR AT DA UL 2 5 A0 T 1Y TR 5 SR T R 2 4L
Hh /NS SEEh ) A B A R R Bk U A Y DTk
TR T S RUEY) e AT DU o RV R A
A Wy T S e Bk R Ak, R sl W Y
WLk I A e P T A A RIS R TR e AT
ol it GRS RS + EAE A RGE A R R
el e 5] SR AL ISR T AT LAE o R

PRI, il LA od AR R A P e g, T
W e RS
2.1 AN LT A S b R Rl F B2
38 M3 A1 Y B X B v E A A AR AR )
MEAT 1 1 , IR 25 & SCHR I IH% 0, 16 1 29 e
T A 73 AU - S TC B MESH Y, 25 A 32
B KRR WLAR 2, T H T L Sl
KRGO Z 55 W Fh AR A0 AL ) 200 A X ek,
HL 12 AR S A ECR T 5 AN TS BT I R
PR , o0 A 2 ek 01 i | T30l 22 051 P |
JE KSR AR PR D EIRE ARAEL
HUBFATL S 5y 17 DR o > &
IS YH A ARG 107 ~10° mg-kg™' .
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Table 1  Species number and density of major soil animal types™ ™"
it s
LA O AP T EOFH WA

Soil animal types

Number of named species

Estimated total

number of species

Species density

+HEP B 1500 25

36 000 ZFf

JRA B Protozoa More than 1 500 species More than 36 000
have been named in soils species are known
. CLA14 30 000 Fif £J1 000 000 Fift
281 Nematode . .
About 30 000 species are known About 1 000 000 species
s . ELH14 50 000 Fi 41 000 000 Fif
LS Acari . .
About 50 000 species are known About 1 000 000 species
LA 7 600 ZFf
f# 50 000 Ff
i Collembola More than 7 600 .
. Over 50 000 species
species are known
CLA14 4 000 Fif
7 8 000 Fi
e 15| Earthworm More than 4 000 .
. Over 8 000 species
species are known
L1 43 678 Fif 76 000 ~ 170 000 Ff
LHILYR Spider ) )
43 678 species are known 76 000 ~170 000 species
B 40 000 Z 7
A E
HRH H Ground beetle More than 40 000 )
Indeterminate

species are known

— A 3E+ 1 000 ~10 000 & ;47 Jok 107 ~
10° 2585 0.05 ~3 g fof J5i it

Generally 1 000 ~ 10 000 pieces per gram of soil;
107 ~10° pieces per square meter or 005 ~3 g

fresh mass

VIR 106 ~107 5k 1 ~ 10 g fif i
10% ~ 107 pieces per square meter or 1 ~ 10 g

fresh mass

P ITRE R JL T2 1000 000 2, KL 4
4720 000 ~200 000 H 5% 05 ~60 g ff
The range per square meter is thousands to 1
million, most of which are 20 000 to 200 000
pieces or 0.5 to 60 g fresh mass

- JK 100 ~670 000 H, RZ Ak
10 000 ~ 100 000 H % 0.03 ~6 g fif JFi it

100 ~ 670 000 per square meter, most of which
are 10 000 ~ 100 000 pieces per square meter or
0.03 ~6 g fresh mass

BEF-T7K 100 ~500 45,29 30 ~100 g i Fid
100 ~ 500 pieces per square meter, about 30 ~
100 g fresh mass

e

Indeterminate

BEIOREDT 1 HBEIZ T 1000 HZ[E35)
It fluctuates from less than 1 to more than 1 000

animals per square meter
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Table 2 The distribution and toxicity data of soil invertebrates that have been recorded in China
2L PSS
Species information M K, B

B I Yl 4 R T 2% Main distribution area Data volume
Family Genus Species name Latin name
I (IR |
PO (HR)
JEE GRS A FL)AF
Y ] IR 5% | Eisenia fetida Heilongjiang (Harbin), Y(>160)
Eisenia Sichuan (Chengdu),
Beijing (Dongcheng,
Shijingshan), et al.
EIER BT R0 Eisenia andrei n.a. Y (>40)
Lumbricidae [if; 1 45 Lumbricus terrestris n.a. Y(12)
E85] AL P
Lumbricus A3 1 45 Lumbricus rubellus Northeast China, NQ3)
Northwest China
5 151 Allolobophora
T G S e ) . PO na NQG)
Heterocheilus caliginosa trapezoides
XUt 45 .
,J Ao IN KU | Bimastus parvus n.a N(1)
Amphithorax
s - PRI TR (R
A LR 201 s . . L)
. . ) Jeqei42M5|  Lumbriculus variegatus Heilongjiang, Y(7)
Filamentidae Lumbriculus . .
Jiangsu (Nanjing)
PAID N/ AN i [
JERBRFR R 5 Pheretima guillelmi 7 i 8 }r Y(6)
Jiangsu, Zhejiang, Hubei, et al
A VLA T e
EANEZ TG Pheretima carnosa . 7 . ﬁ# N@3)
Jiangsu, Zhejiang, Anhui, et al
HEE R -
; . TLIp VL A A
Pheretima A PR B 5 Pheretima robusta . 7 . i ,,é NQ@)
Jiangsu, Zhejiang, Fujian, et al
IR} Tt g A
o AL KT
uperiumbricicas Bz et Pheretima tschiliensis North China, Yangtze N@3)
River basin, et al
B N 25 A o3 A
- BEEEAZ
FE ) [ ) . ) ) o
. V4 - JEMdIE  Ocnerodrilus occidentalis It is distributed all over NQ@3)
Ocnerodrilus
the country, but the
number is not large
i 5]} I 451 R — BEGER
- o iariemst ] Amynthas corticis o ( i ) N(1)
Megalobiliidae Telomonas Taiwan (Pingdong)
i i R LR LG) R N Drawida japonica 6| O e [ W
T SRR o S N(D)
Streptostomidae Dura Michelsen Beijing, Hebei, Liaoning, et al
, FEEE RS54 X
A a5k Folsomia candida oy Y(@31)
Most parts of our country
KR NN
'\ﬁ]ﬂ . L\,ﬁ Bk Folsomia fimetaria na N@)
Longicornithidae Dolichoceras
B ik Sinella curviseta na NQ@)
FRFTAEA Sk Entomobrya sp. na NQ)
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LZEL DS
Species information T X B, B
B I Yl 4 R T 24 Main distribution area Data volume
Family Genus Species name Latin name
Ly A 44—):- -
i ,ﬂ i FE" N AT ik Proisotoma minuta n.a. NQ@3)
Isomeridae Isomeris
J5 HERFA Sk s ; Ceratophy sell:
i ;kﬁ]ﬂ, . 1L Sl 6 £ ok o op y‘sc ? n.a. N@2)
Protosphaeroceridae Goniosaltus duplicispinosa
Ji Rt e
R . PR EBEYE  Orthonychiurus folsomi n.a. NQ)
Proto-Acanthidae Acanthophora
PR
S 5| 12 5] R R 2 08 Fridericia bulbosa ﬁ 8 é@” N Y(5)
Nanjing, Hainan Island, et al
Filiculidae Fridericia
EELY] Enchytraeids albidus n.a. Y(5)
e AR ST .
STt Y PI th Itife a. Y(©6
Phoridae Platychthys Rl atynothirus peiiier e ©)
TR AR R Y
PR Achatina fuli a. Y@®
Onychidae Achatina LS chatina fufica fa ®
5z 2 th R M2k 28 MRESk L Meloidogyne incognita n.a. Y(10)
Heterodermatidae Meloidogyne AL AR 4t 4k e Meloidogyne hapla na. NQG)
VKPR HUR PR R .
R T 2% Caenorhabditis el a. Y(>100
Rhabdidae Euryrhabditis FMBAFRM  Caenorhabdits elegans na (>100)
28 Al Lk _ .
75 kmﬂ A R AHELL Heterodera glycines n.a. NQ)
Heterodermatidae Cystonematode

Y NA 5 AES A UL LTRSS N A 5 A EUF Bt

Note: Y indicates that there are 5 or more toxicity data; N indicates that there are less than 5 toxicity data.

2.2 TIERREEEMEZ AR IR S e AT

WFoE— i e 2 799 R 7 A 22K By AH e d bk
MRS, FEORIE TR E i) b E s &
FUEHE 2 (http://www. zoology. csdb.cn) . {1 [E A= 1 #)
24 5% 2022 (http://www. sp2000. org. cn/CoLChina)
Web of Science(https://access.clarivate.com) , CNKI %§
P& 2 (http://www. enki.net) 2 T & 2 1) [E P 7 SCHik .
X B B A v 1) 3 B (0T Qe W R B A T
AN TR i a2 € L S A G e A D Bl w2 4 € L R
YW T e 5 R R 3, HER 3 Al X L)
YR K H R VB B 2 075 G W) 43 ol ol H 4
J& R RAEFNAES SR 5T Y R
TR HE e (B 1) AT T, ] | i 1 ] | e 2%ty 22 15
G HICEMES X Cd BUBRBE RS &), Jeday 220 |
T I 5 Jrs | S5 T S 0 ME S ) 6T Po BIURR B
3 RG] Bl 1 ] 45 A 45 TCH ME S X Cu BURREE 3
1o, 1T Bk L 256 He N 19 B808% B A 78 B UK
AR B W51 R e il SRR A e

2.3 Wie

A SR BRI 5 U2 IR A ) (4 T R N
SMIFFREE D TR TR ] 138 AR 25 U Ak 0 AR S B
BB rh OGS AP R AN AR AR B A AR U A G
T U R He Al H S 2 — 3 (HIA Rl A AR AR
AP P RE 2 T SR E AL S A Yl
15 e A SRR AR B = | AEAE TS Qe YR a AN
BB RCE YRR R B — 28 R bR SRR T A
g —E, R TCE MY DI R RS E
B WG Ay, EA T R S A ORI RN L R K B
fih; e AR EE TG Y R, B AR Y AL
IO 2L Lb At 3l B 25 2 ol W 2 AE B i e i A AR A
BRI b, I TC A ME Sl W ol 2R o e
(Eisenia fetida) "% 15 5% [k W5 ( Eisenia andrer) . Bk H1
(Folsomia fimetaria) . 2% 15| (Enchytraeus) 55" ™'Y ; A iifi
Ve A BRI A7 3K - A HE S W, KPR L
AR A TR S H I3 A7 e 1R A g 1 B AR MR A
A ITCEESI Y, WATT AR SCHR ECOTOX 45
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Table 3 Toxic contaminants and data volumes for soil animals® "
BRI BRI
, s Bt~ . , o B~ . ;
Wes 15 YL . B A IR WS 1Y) . B A IR
Amount of available Amount of available
Sort Pollutants . o Data source Sort Pollutants . o Data source
species toxicity data species toxicity data
/number /number
o 1 IR (CNKI) Tt EY AL I (CNKI)
WOS ECOTOX]|| Inorganic compound Copper chloride WOS .ECOTOX
P 0 AIFICENKD | eyt g1 2 * 3 FIFIENKD
WOS .ECOTOX . Phenanthrfene WOS .ECOTOX
1T (CNKI) compounds s 2 HIF(CNKT)
Cu 12 N Ethylene glycol WOS .ECOTOX
FoE WOS .ECOTOX —
: TP el 6 I (CNKT) |
Heavy metal " ; 1P (CNKI) Methamidophos WOS .ECOTOX
g
WOS .ECOTOX A RE 3 JHIM (CNKI)
hl h
. ; 51 F(CNKI) . ;{zgﬁ C oro#n#t oate WOS .ECOTOX
1 WOS .ECOTOX Pesticide A q 5 A1 (CNKI) |
Chlorpyrifos WOS .ECOTOX
n ; HIRY(CNKD). R ; 1R (CNKI)
WOS .ECOTOX Malathion WOS ,ECOTOX
100 — 100 100
rf&a&Pﬁ%ﬂz;ﬁ;;{ﬁﬂﬂgi'ﬁfe’;:ﬁ"da' I T B WL Eisenia fetida= *F% ffj;ﬁti ngZZrz::fa;fZa .
sor e /]éf;‘zﬁﬁ E[fﬂl Eventa andn:z ’ sor VTR EI| Pheretima guillelmi 80 0 2zl ] Pheretima ;’uillelmi .
&J%ﬂ‘ﬁmf/;m)’:;l::;fvizzrf' I8t Folsomia candida « BRI Sinella curviseta
60 HAK-R185] Drawida japonica Michelsen = 60 TN Bimastus parvus « 60 LA NED| Eisenia andrei «

= LRI Achatina fulica
= R (1£R18] Fridericia bulbosa
= TR BEATLR . Caenorhabditis elegans
= bili IE 35| Lumbricus terrestris
[ = WYES| Lumbricus rubellus
= & i Platynothrus peltifer

WIS Allolobophora caliginosa trapezoides =
1455k Folsomia candida =
T PakTLk . Caenorhabditis elegans
u e Bt 2495 Lumbriculus variegatus
= BRESS] Lumbricus terrestris o i olobon e

= BRVF[ZR I Friderici s P rosat ¢
. Eﬁm VAR Fridericia ulbosa = JeJ 2285| Lumbriculus variegatus
| " 1R8] Enchyiraeids albidus ) )

. . . 0 . .
0.5 1.0 15 20 25 30 0 05 1.0 15 20 25 30 35 40 0.5 1.0 15 20 25 30 35

log,(Cd)/(mg-kg™) log,(Pb)/(mg-kg™") log,(Cu)/(mg-kg™)
100 100 100

I TR WEW| Eisenia fetida «

Fe J5 e 5 U5 Amynthas corticis =
F A KL dg]
Drawida japonica Michelsen *
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