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Abstract
Asian pheretimoid earthworms (e.g. Amynthas andMetaphire spp.) are invading North

American forests and consuming the vital detrital layer that forest floor biota [including the

keystone species Plethodon cinereus (Eastern Red-backed Salamander)], rely on for pro-

tection, food, and habitat. Plethodon cinereus population declines have been associated

with leaf litter loss following the invasion of several exotic earthworm species, but there

have been few studies on the specific interactions between pheretimoid earthworms and P.
cinereus. Since some species of large and active pheretimoids spatially overlap with sala-

manders beneath natural cover objects and in detritus, they may distinctively compound the

negative consequences of earthworm-mediated resource degradation by physically disturb-

ing important salamander activities (foraging, mating, and egg brooding). We predicted that

earthworms would exclude salamanders from high quality microhabitat, reduce foraging

efficiency, and negatively affect salamander fitness. In laboratory trials, salamanders used

lower quality microhabitat and consumed fewer flies in the presence of earthworms. In a

natural field experiment, conducted on salamander populations from “non-invaded” and

“pheretimoid invaded” sites in Ohio, salamanders and earthworms shared cover objects

~60% less than expected. Earthworm abundance was negatively associated with juvenile

and male salamander abundance, but had no relationship with female salamander abun-

dance. There was no effect of pheretimoid invasion on salamander body condition. Juvenile

and non-resident male salamanders do not hold stable territories centered beneath cover

objects such as rocks or logs, which results in reduced access to prey, greater risk of desic-

cation, and dispersal pressure. Habitat degradation and physical exclusion of salamanders

from cover objects may hinder juvenile and male salamander performance, ultimately

reducing recruitment and salamander abundance following Asian earthworm invasion.

Introduction
The invasion of non-native species is thought to be a major driver of worldwide biodiversity
loss [1]. Exotic species can negatively influence native populations through diverse direct inter-
actions, including predation and competition [2,3]. Invasive species can also have important
indirect, non-trophic effects by altering the physical environment and availability of resources
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as “ecosystem engineers” [4]. Although some invasive ecosystem engineers [such as Castor
canadensis (beaver) in Cape Horn, Chile] [5], positively facilitate other biota by increasing hab-
itat complexity [6], resource degradation is a common result of invasive ecosystem engineering
[7]. Interactions between indigenous and non-indigenous species are complex, and predicting
the net effects of invasion requires identifying the presence, direction, and magnitude of these
direct and indirect pathways. Further, discerning the variable importance of these interactions
with respect to seasonal, short-term, and long-term ecosystem processes is essential for under-
standing the consequences of invasion [8].

Some earthworms are cosmopolitan ecosystem engineers that have invaded and colonized
all continents, except Antarctica [9]. During the Pleistocene epoch, glacial denudation of North
America extirpated native earthworms from forests covered by the Laurentide ice sheet, which
includes the Great Lakes region [10]. Since earthworms are limited by slow dispersal rates
(0.5–1.0 km in 100 years) [11], these forests remained earthworm-free until human activities,
such as European settlement in ~1700 CE, introduced exotic species [12]. Subsequently,
anthropogenic activities, including composting, bait dumping, development, horticulture, and
international commerce, have been the primary vectors for European, Asian, and African
earthworm dispersal [13,14].

Forest floor communities lacking native earthworms are particularly vulnerable to the trans-
formative effects of invasive earthworms [15,16]. Previously-glaciated forests evolved in the
absence of ecological equivalents to earthworms. In these forests, shed organic matter gradually
developed on the forest floor and formed a thick, multi-layered habitat (organic soil horizon,
or O horizon) as a consequence of bacterial-dominated decomposition and nutrient cycling.
This detrital duff layer traps moisture, creating a humid microhabitat that buffers inhabitants
from thermal and hydric extremes, offers refugia from predation, and provides a nutrient base
for the entire forest food web [17]. Rapid earthworm-driven consumption of the nutrient-
dense, insulative O horizon that accumulated over thousands of years has exposed native biota
to environmental conditions outside of their recent evolutionary experience.

The effects of earthworm species belonging to different ecological groups can vary based on
particular trophic and microhabitat characteristics [18]. However, in general, invasive earth-
worms accelerate leaf litter (LL) decomposition and nutrient release, reduce the O horizon
depth by consuming detritus, and alter edaphic properties via cast (excrement) production and
bioturbation [19–21]. Non-indigenous earthworms reduce the diversity and abundance of
native plant, microinvertebrate, amphibian, mammal, and avian species [13,18] while facilitat-
ing other exotics (i.e. invasional meltdown; exotic understory plants and deer) [22].

Asian pheretimoid earthworms (e.g. Amynthas andMetaphire spp.) are rapidly expanding
their range in previously-glaciated regions of the United States [23] and causing a drastic
reduction of LL layers in both disturbed and undisturbed forests following colonization [24–
26]. As recent arrivals to the United States (1939) [27], the ecology and impacts of Amynthas
andMetaphire spp. invasion are poorly-studied in comparison to the longer-established Euro-
pean genera. Some pheretimoid species, and particularly those encountered in northeastern
Ohio (likely Amynthas agrestis andMetaphire hilgendorfi; hereafter referred to as “large phere-
timoid earthworms” or “large pheretimoids”), live at the soil surface and construct shallow,
temporary burrows in upper topsoil layers. These relatively large (65 mm average total length
for A. hilgendorfi) [28] earthworms voraciously consume LL and associated microorganisms
[29], and produce large quantities of casting material that changes the physical, chemical, and
biotic properties of the topsoil [19,30]. The pheretimoid earthworms commonly encountered
in northeastern Ohio and the focus of our study are highly active, exhibiting a unique thrashing
behavior when disturbed and a serpentine style of locomotion that makes them conspicuous
surface occupants. These large pheretimoid earthworms are trophically plastic [31] and some
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species are parthenogenetic [23], which contributes to their successful colonization and com-
petitive domination of newly invaded environments [32]. Additionally, these large pheretimoid
earthworms are negatively associated with European earthworm species in previously-glaciated
forests of Ohio [25]. Finally, in contrast to most invasive European earthworm species, these
large pheretimoid earthworms have an annual life cycle (Table 1). Given their aggressive colo-
nization and combination of unique morphological, locomotory, feeding, and life history char-
acteristics, it is likely that the effects of these large pheretimoid earthworms on the soil layers
and the organisms that inhabit the forest floor community differ from those of the well-studied
European species.

Some invasive earthworm species co-occur with terrestrial salamanders, such as Plethodon
cinereus (Green 1818) (Eastern Red-backed Salamander), in the LL and beneath natural cover
objects (COs; rocks and logs) [36]. Studies on the behavioral interactions between woodland
salamanders and invasive earthworms have largely focused on the deep-burrowing European
earthworm, Lumbricus terrestris (Linneus 1758) (Common Nightcrawler). Red-backed sala-
manders will use the permanent vertical burrows of L. terrestris, which can improve salaman-
der overwintering success and provide refugia from predators [37–40]. Lumbricus terrestris
burrows can also provide an additional fossorial habitat for salamanders that may alleviate
some of the negative impacts of LL consumption that degrades surface microhabitat [40]. The
only study that has examined the effect of large pheretimoid earthworms on P. cinereus behav-
ior found altered salamander CO use and increased salamander movement between microhab-
itats over time as LL was consumed by earthworms in laboratory microcosms [41]. Since large
pheretimoid earthworms remove the detrital habitat of salamanders, but do not construct per-
manent soil burrows that serve as an alternate spatial resource, impacts of their invasion on P.
cinereus populations likely differ from European species. For instance, pheretimoid-mediated
consumption of the vital LL buffer may negatively impact salamanders by exposing them to
harsh surface conditions and increased predation pressure. Additionally, the presence of the
large, active pheretimoid individuals in scant suitable surface microhabitat may physically dis-
rupt normal salamander activities.

Despite their small body size [P. cinereus average ~40 mm in snout-vent length (SVL) and
weigh ~1 g in Ohio] [35], red-backed salamanders contribute an impressive amount of biomass
to northeastern temperate forest communities (densities > 2.8 individuals per m2) [42]. As
predators of microinvertebrates and prey for larger vertebrates, red-backed salamanders are
integral trophic links in forest ecosystems and indirectly influence forest floor carbon dynamics
[43,44]. Plethodon cinereus are lungless, and require moist substrate to respire passively
through the skin [45]. Between periods of rainfall, when the dry forest floor becomes inhospita-
ble for the desiccation-prone salamanders, natural COs are crucial refugia. Salamanders aggres-
sively defend these valuable territories from intra- [46,47] and interspecific competitors [48–
50]. Natural COs are also critical oviposition sites for these direct-developing terrestrial sala-
manders [35].

Table 1. A comparison of large pheretimoid earthworm population characteristics [33, 34] at the soil surface and Plethodon cinereusmicrohabitat
occupancy [35] throughout the year in Ohio, USA.

Fall Winter Spring Summer

Pheretimoid population at the soil surface Large adults and some juveniles Cocoons Hatchlings Juveniles

Location of P. cinereus activity Surface Underground Surface Underground

There is a spatial overlap between the taxa in the spring (small earthworms are consumed by salamanders) and fall (dense populations of large

pheretimoid earthworm adults may physically disturb important salamander activities).

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0151591.t001
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In the northeastern United States, populations of P. cinereus spend the majority of winter
and summer underground in natural soil crevices, avoiding suboptimal surface conditions,
except for mild winter days and when rainy, cool summer nights allow for sporadic nightly for-
aging. Since climatic factors constrain a salamander’s use of its microhabitats (underground
retreats vs. LL and the substrate beneath natural COs) at different times of the year, it is possi-
ble that the habitat modification and physical effects of earthworms may shift seasonally
(Table 1). Pheretimoid earthworm ontogeny may also be an important factor to consider, as
smaller juvenile earthworms could provide important food sources for gravid females in the
spring [51,52], but would be full-grown, and therefore too large for consumption by gravid
females in the fall. Most salamander surface activity occurs in the spring and fall, during an
extended breeding season [35]. Large pheretimoid earthworms may have the greatest potential
to physically interfere with important salamander activities that occur both in the LL and
under COs in the fall. Dense populations of large adult earthworms could disturb salamander
foraging behavior, territorial defense, mating, and egg brooding (in Ohio, 6–9 weeks following
oviposition in late-July) [35].

In this study, we used manipulated laboratory trials and field surveys to investigate the
potential interactions between invasive pheretimoid earthworms and ecologically important
terrestrial salamanders. Laboratory experiments focused on isolating the direct effects of the
physical interaction between pheretimoid earthworms and P. cinereus on salamander micro-
habitat use and foraging behavior. In cohabitation trials, we predicted earthworms would
exclude salamanders from high quality microhabitat (beneath artificial COs), resulting in sala-
manders using high quality microhabitat less frequently when paired with an earthworm than
when alone. For the foraging trials, we posited that the presence of an earthworm would
lengthen a salamander’s latency to the first attack and reduce the number of flies that a sala-
mander is able to consume.

The focus of the field study was to evaluate the differences between populations of P. ciner-
eus in pheretimoid earthworm-invaded and non-invaded forests of northeastern Ohio. We pre-
dicted that salamander populations in invaded forests would exhibit declines in body condition
and egg production compared to those in non-invaded forests. Specifically, we hypothesized
that salamander abundance, body condition, and eggs per female would decrease with phereti-
moid abundance due to earthworm-mediated LL degradation and physical disturbance. Since
salamanders rely on LL for camouflage from visual predators, we also expected that rates of tail
breakage (a proxy for predation pressure) [53] would increase with earthworm abundance.

Materials and Methods

Ethics statement
All specimen collection for this study was conducted under an Ohio Department of Natural
Resources collection permit (16–06) and Geauga Park District special use permit. Laboratory
trials were conducted with prior approval of the Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee
at John Carroll University (IACUC protocol number JCU1302).

Laboratory experiments
Adult (snout-vent length> 35 mm; N = 120) red-backed salamanders (Plethodon cinereus)
were collected from the Manatoc Boy Scout Camp property (MBSC; 41°13'37.2"N, 81°31'17.2"
W) in Summit County, OH on 17 April 2014. European and Asian earthworms were observed
throughout the field site. We recorded wet mass (g) and SVL (mm) in the laboratory for all sal-
amanders using a digital scale and digital calipers. Plethodon cinereus is polymorphic, and the
“striped” and “unstriped” color morphs were collected for the laboratory trials. However, we
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only used “striped” individuals for the microhabitat trials, as there is evidence for slightly dif-
ferent thermal and moisture preferences between color morphs [54,55]. Before the beginning
of the experiment, salamanders were maintained individually in Pyrex dishes (11 cm diameter;
470 ml volume) with LL substrate (collected fromMBSC), on a natural light: dark cycle at an
average temperature of 18.5 ± 1°C. Salamanders were fed wingless Drosophila melanogaster
(fruit flies) ad libitum.

Pheretimoid earthworm specimens were purchased online (The Worm Dude, California,
USA). Only intact, clitellate individuals with total lengths> 65 mm were used for trials. Earth-
worms were housed in plastic containers (5 earthworms per container; 20 cm long x 12 cm
wide x 6 cm deep) with a layer of topsoil covered by moist detritus (collected fromMBSC)
until the experiment began.

Cohabitation trials. For the cohabitation trials, a salamander and either 0 or 1 earthworm
(s) were placed in a test chamber with zones of high and low microhabitat quality for 12 hours.
We predicted that salamanders would use the high quality zone beneath the artificial CO more
frequently when alone in the chamber than when paired with an earthworm. Each salamander
(N = 36) was tested twice, once alone and once paired with an earthworm for a total of 72 trials.
The order of the trials for each salamander was assigned randomly. An equal number of male
and female salamanders were tested. Each earthworm was used for only one trial.

Test chambers were Thermo Scientific Nunc Square BioAssay dishes with lids (24.5 cm x
24.5 cm x 2.5 cm) [54]. Each chamber included an artificial CO (small ceramic tile; 7.5 cm x 7.5
cm x 0.9 cm) in a random corner of the dish, propped up by a 1 cm piece of plastic surgical
tube (0.6 cm diameter), on top of a piece of moistened filter paper (7.5 cm diameter). To con-
trol for potential differences in humidity, 1 ml of commercially available spring water was
applied to the center of the dry filter paper immediately before an animal was added to a cham-
ber. Zone quality was defined by the level of moisture (protection from desiccation) provided.
The high quality zone was the space beneath the artificial CO and on top of moist filter paper,
and the low quality zone was the dry plastic bottom of the chamber. Pilot data indicated that
earthworms occupied the high quality zone both when alone in the chamber and when paired
with a salamander.

At the beginning of each trial salamanders were placed in a random corner of the chamber
that did not contain the CO (in paired trials, earthworms and salamanders were placed in
opposite corners) and the movements of the animals were video-recorded for 12 hours. Each
salamander’s set of trials (alone and paired) occurred on consecutive days. We sampled each
30 minute interval (N = 24) of the salamander’s 12-hour videos to establish how frequently the
individual used each zone when alone and when paired with an earthworm. The video was
paused and the salamander’s location was determined based on which zone contained> 50%
of the salamander’s trunk or 50% of the salamander’s trunk and its head. Three digital video
cameras (Sony HDR-CX240 Full HD Handycam camcorders) recorded 12 trials per sampling
date. Each video camera filmed a group of chambers, with two replicates of each treatment (sal-
amander only and paired) arranged in a randomized block. Trials were conducted on 9–15
August 2014 from 2100–0600 hours, under dim red illumination (Safelight B, 15�W bulb;
Kodak, Rochester, NY, USA) [56] and from 0600–0900 hours under ambient illumination to
approximate a natural night: day lighting regimen.

Foraging efficiency trials. The foraging efficiency trials evaluated the effect of phereti-
moid earthworms on salamander foraging behavior. Salamanders were tested in the same
chambers used in the cohabitation experiment with either 0 or 1 earthworm(s). The chamber
substrate was a saturated paper towel covered by a single layer of moistened leaves (dried in an
oven for 48 hrs to remove invertebrates). Each animal was only used for one trial. Salamanders
were ranked by mass and distributed evenly among treatments. Salamander morphs (striped
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and unstriped) and genders were also distributed evenly among treatments. Since light inten-
sity has been shown to alter foraging efficacy in nocturnal amphibians [57], all trials were
under dim red light (Safelight B, 15�W bulb; Kodak, Rochester, NY, USA) [56]. Before the
beginning of a trial, food was withheld from the salamander for 7 days to standardize the hun-
ger level among individuals. Trials were conducted on 16–23 June 2014 during the day.

At the beginning of each trial, a salamander and either 0 or 1 earthworm(s) were placed in
opposite corners of the chamber and allowed to acclimate for five minutes. During the acclima-
tion period, the salamander was covered by an opaque petri dish (5 cm diameter). Following
acclimation, 15 wingless D.melanogaster were randomly added to the chamber and the accli-
mation cover was removed. Salamander foraging behavior was observed and timed until the
first fly was captured (latency to first attack). The trials lasted for 20 minutes and the number
of flies consumed by the conclusion of the trial was recorded. All earthworms were killed
immediately after the experiments. Salamanders were either euthanized via immersion in
MS222 or they were used in additional experiments. No salamanders were released, due to the
risk of disease transmission to natural populations. All salamanders were deposited into the
Cleveland Museum of Natural History.

Field experiment
To evaluate the effect of pheretimoid earthworm invasion on the fitness of P. cinereus, mea-
sures of salamander abundance, body morphometrics, predation pressure, and reproductive
effort were compared between populations from “pheretimoid earthworm-invaded” and “non-
invaded” forests. We predicted that salamander populations at pheretimoid earthworm-
invaded sites would have lower abundances, reduced body condition, greater rates of tail break-
age, and fewer eggs per gravid female than those at non-invaded sites. We also hypothesized
that pheretimoids would exclude salamanders from COs, resulting in less co-occurrence of
earthworms and P. cinereus beneath the same CO than expected by chance.

Site classification. All field sites were within previously-glaciated, beech-maple hardwood
forests in northeastern Ohio (S1 Table, S1 Fig). Vegetation, detrital fauna, and land use history
were similar for all field sites. These sites were classified as pheretimoid earthworm-invaded or
non-invaded based on the presence of earthworm individuals (or earthworm casting material)
and LL quality (modified from a European earthworm invasion rapid assessment method)
[58]. Pheretimoid earthworms were identified based on the presence of an annular clitellum,
“jumping” behavior, and caudal autotomy [59]. Current taxonomic flux regarding the classifi-
cation of pheretimoid earthworm species [60] did not allow for the resolution of our earth-
worms to species. However, individuals belonging to Amynthas agrestis andMetaphire
hilgendorfi have previously been identified at these field sites [25].

The leaf litter quality (LL score) of each site was evaluated by sampling four random 1 m2

quadrats. Individual quadrats were ranked on a scale of 1–3 and then added together to obtain
the LL score for each site. A rank of 1 indicated a low quality forest floor, with a thin organic
horizon composed of leaf-fall from only the previous year. A rank of 3 indicated a high quality
forest floor, with a thick, multi-layered organic horizon with 3+ years of leaf-fall. A rank of 2
indicated intermediate forest floor quality. The maximum LL score that a site could receive was
a 12 (a rank of 3 at all four sampled quadrats; an intact, healthy forest floor), while the mini-
mum LL score a site could receive was a 4 (a rank of 1 at all four sampled quadrates; a highly
disturbed, scant forest floor). Sites were classified as “non-invaded” if there were intact, healthy
LL layers (LL score> 9) and low European earthworm burden (< 5 individuals found from
raking through LL during forest floor quality assessment and< 50 individuals found at the site
in total).
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Animal surveys. Salamander and earthworm data were collected during the day (0800–
1700 hrs) from 18 September–25 October 2014, during the fall breeding season for P. cinereus.
We visited the localities in semi-random order, alternating between pheretimoid earthworm-
invaded and non-invaded forests to control for the effect of differences in precipitation on sala-
mander detection (during and immediately following rainfall, salamanders will leave COs to
forage in the LL) [61]. Forests that contained both pheretimoid earthworm-invaded and non-
invaded areas were surveyed on consecutive days (The West Woods and Holden Arboretum;
S1 Table).

To obtain measures of earthworm (pheretimoid and surface-dwelling European spp.) and
salamander abundances, we flipped the first 100 natural COs encountered at the site (within an
area up to 0.5 hectares) and recorded how many individuals were found. Only rocks or logs
that were 25–50 cm2 (containing no space for refuge from interaction) were flipped to ensure
that we were measuring actual co-occurrence of pheretimoid earthworms and P. cinereus. We
also recorded if salamanders were alone or sharing the CO with a pheretimoid earthworm. Sal-
amander SVL, wet mass, eggs (counted through the ventral body wall), and age class [juvenile
(sexually immature): SVL< 35 mm, adult: SVL> 35 mm] were recorded. Tail breakage (or
regrowth) was recorded as a proxy for predation pressure. After the initial 100 COs were
flipped to determine a standardized salamander abundance per site, we continued to flip any
CO encountered until body morphometrics were collected for at least 50 total salamanders per
site.

Statistical analysis
Before all analyses, the Shapiro-Wilk and Levene’s tests were performed to determine if the
data met the test assumptions of normality and homoscedasticity. When necessary, appropri-
ate remedial transformations and weighting (by the inverse variance) [62] were applied to non-
normal and heteroscedastic data. For the microhabitat trials, two-tailed, paired t-tests were
used to evaluate the effect of pheretimoid earthworms on salamander microhabitat use. For the
foraging trials, the effect of earthworm presence on a salamander’s latency to attack and the
number of flies consumed by the end of the trial were analyzed using a randomized complete
block ANOVA. The main effects were earthworm presence (absent or present), gender (male
or female), and morph (striped or unstriped). There were no significant two-way interactions,
so the models were decomposed to include only the main effects.

Univariate linear regression was used to compare the relationship between pheretimoid
earthworm abundance and variables of interest (LL score, European earthworm abundance,
salamander abundance, number of eggs/female salamander, and tail breakage). For phereti-
moid earthworm-invaded sites, the probability of P. cinereus and pheretimoid earthworm co-
occurrence beneath a CO was evaluated using a chi-square test with four categories (salaman-
der present, earthworm present, earthworm and salamander present, neither present). Chi-
square analyses were not completed for individual pheretimoid earthworm-invaded sites
because the data did not meet the test assumptions. Body condition was calculated for juvenile,
male, and female salamanders using the scaled mass index [63]. Nested ANOVA analyses were
used to compare salamander body condition between populations at invaded and non-invaded
sites. For all analyses, α = 0.05. Analyses were completed using SPSS v. 21.

Results

Laboratory experiments
Seven salamanders never used the CO during the 24-hour microhabitat trials when alone in
the chamber, so they were excluded from the analyses. We found a significant effect of
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earthworm presence on the quality of microhabitat used by salamanders (t28 = -3.4, P = 0.002;
Fig 1). Salamanders used low quality microhabitat ~34% more when paired with an earthworm
than when alone.

Eleven salamanders did not attack a fly during the 20 minute foraging trials (N = 120) and
eight of those salamanders were in trials with earthworms. There were significant effects of
earthworm presence (F1,109 = 4.187, P = 0.043; Fig 2) and salamander gender (F1,109 = 11.656,
P = 0.001) on the number of flies consumed. On average, salamanders in trials with earth-
worms (mean ± SE, 5.92±0.5) ate ~19% fewer flies than those not paired with an earthworm
(7.18±0.49), and males (7.54±0.47) ate ~31% more flies than females (5.53±0.5), regardless of

Fig 1. Equal probability plot for high quality (HQ) microhabitat use when salamanders (Plethodon cinereus) were alone or paired with pheretimoid
earthworms. The diagonal line indicates no difference in a salamander’s HQ zone use when they were alone vs. paired with an earthworm. Points above the
line represent salamanders that used the HQ zone more often when alone, while points below the line represent salamanders that used the HQ zone more
often when paired with an earthworm.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0151591.g001
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treatment. There was no significant effect of earthworm presence (F1,109 = 1.830, P = 0.179) on
a salamander’s latency to first attack. Yet, several salamanders were observed following the
earthworm around the chamber, displaying aggressive postures (all trunk raised [64]), and
even biting at the earthworms throughout the trials (S1 Video).

Field experiment
No pheretimoid earthworms were found at sites classified as “non-invaded” (N = 7), while a
total of 133 individuals were found at “pheretimoid earthworm-invaded” sites (N = 6). Phereti-
moid abundance at invaded sites ranged from 3–50 individuals (S1 Table). Although only sur-
face-dwelling European earthworms would have been detected with this sampling design, very
few of these individuals were found at non-invaded (36) and pheretimoid earthworm-invaded
sites (3). There was a significant negative linear relationship between pheretimoid earthworm
abundance and LL score (R2 = 0.886, F1,11 = 85.634, P< 0.0001). Thinner, lower quality LL lay-
ers were associated with higher abundances of pheretimoid earthworms. At sites where

Fig 2. The effect of pheretimoid earthworm presence on the number of flies consumed in salamander (Plethodon cinereus) foraging efficiency
trials. Salamanders consumed fewer flies in the presence of earthworms than when alone (F1,109 = 4.187, P = 0.043). The bars represent standard error.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0151591.g002
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earthworms were detected, there was also a significant negative association between abun-
dances of pheretimoid and surface-dwelling European earthworms (R2 = 0.544, F1,8 = 9.562,
P = 0.015).

Red-backed salamanders and pheretimoid earthworms co-occurred beneath COs ~60% less
often than expected (χ2 = 25.86, df = 1, P< 0.0001) and salamanders and earthworms were
found alone more often than expected (25% and 21%more often, respectively). Juvenile (R2 =
0.501, F1,11 = 11.064, P = 0.007) and male (R2 = 0.301, F1,11 = 4.738, P = 0.052) salamander abun-
dances were negatively correlated with pheretimoid earthworm abundance (Fig 3). However,
there was no association between pheretimoid earthworm abundance and overall (R2 = 0.179,
F1,11 = 2.405, P = 0.149) or female (R2 = 0.018, F1,11 = 0.206, P = 0.658) salamander abundance
(Fig 3). It is possible that negative relationships between salamander and earthworm abundance
might emerge from seasonal shifts in surface activity of salamanders and mortality of earth-
worms. LL score is the result of earthworm activity over multiple years and should be indepen-
dent of temporal factors that might be at play within the short time scale of our field study. We
examined relationships between LL score and salamander abundance and found similar patterns,
except that LL score was not significantly related to abundance of male salamanders (juvenile sal-
amanders, F1,11 = 10.469, P = 0.008; male salamanders F1,11 = 1.866, P = 0.199; all salamanders,
F1,11 = 1.925, P = 0.193; female salamanders F1,11 = 0.187, P = 0.678). Pheretimoid earthworm
invasion had no effect on juvenile (F1,6.097 = 1.719, P = 0.262), adult male (F1,6.010 = 1.495,
P = 0.319), or gravid female (F1,6.008 = 0.0935, P = 0.531) salamander body condition. There was
no effect of pheretimoid earthworm abundance on the number of eggs/female salamander (R2 =
0.064, F1,11 = 0.748, P = 0.41) or salamander tail breakage (R2 = 0.028, F1,11 = 0.32, P = 0.58).

Discussion
Invasive Asian pheretimoid earthworms are drastically altering the resource quality and indige-
nous biodiversity of detrital communities in the United States [25,32]. Previously-glaciated for-
ests that lack native earthworms are particularly vulnerable to habitat degradation following
exotic earthworm invasion [15]. Some pheretimoid earthworms live at the soil surface and spa-
tially overlap with Plethodon cinereus, an ecologically important forest floor amphibian [23].
The purpose of this study was to investigate the interactions between aggressive, understudied
invasive earthworms and a native keystone salamander. We hypothesized that the physical
presence and ecosystem engineering of pheretimoid earthworms would disturb normal sala-
mander activities and reduce salamander fitness. Consistent with our predictions, pheretimoid
earthworms excluded salamanders from beneath COs and reduced prey capture in laboratory
trials. A comparison of P. cinereus populations from pheretimoid earthworm-invaded and
non-invaded forests of northeastern Ohio also supported our hypothesis because there was
reduced juvenile and male salamander abundance at invaded sites, as well as fewer instances of
pheretimoid earthworm-salamander co-occurrence beneath COs than expected. In contrast to
our predictions, there was no evidence to support an effect of pheretimoid earthworm invasion
on salamander body condition, egg production, or tail breakage.

Natural COs are vital resources for terrestrial salamander success because they provide pro-
tection from desiccation when the forest floor is dry, as well as dependable access to prey and
mates [65]. Red-backed salamanders are territorial and aggressively defend the space beneath
rocks and logs from con- and heterospecifics [47,49,50,66]. Data collected from laboratory tri-
als and field observations indicate that pheretimoid earthworms exclude P. cinereus from valu-
able CO microhabitat. These findings are consistent with a previous laboratory microcosm
experiment that found altered P. cinereusmicrohabitat use in the presence of pheretimoid
earthworms and increased importance of CO microhabitat following earthworm-mediated LL
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Fig 3. The relationship between pheretimoid earthworm and P. cinereus asmeasured by earthworm abundance and LL score. Juveniles were
significantly associated with earthworm abundance (A) and LL score (D). There was a negative relationship between earthworm and male salamander
abundance (B) but no relationship between male salamanders and LL score (E). Female salamanders were neither associated with worm abundance (C) or
LL score (F). Asterisks indicate statistically significant results.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0151591.g003
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consumption [41]. In the present study, salamanders used low quality microhabitat (dry areas
outside of the CO) significantly more often when paired with earthworms than when alone in
laboratory trials. Correspondingly, in the field, P. cinereus and pheretimoid earthworms shared
COs significantly less than expected by chance. Although pheretimoids may physically displace
salamanders, there is evidence that Amynthas agrestis produces distasteful skin secretions
when perturbed that may also deter salamanders [67]. Yellow, mucous-like earthworm secre-
tions were found in several chambers following microhabitat trials. Since red-backed salaman-
ders have well-developed chemoreception via nasolabial grooves [68], potential chemical-
based avoidance of pheretimoid earthworm-occupied microhabitat should be investigated. As
surface-dwelling animals that require moist substrate to respire through their skin, earthworms
and P. cinereus are limited by natural CO availability. Domination of surface spatial resources
by pheretimoid earthworms at our field sites in NE Ohio may result in negative fitness conse-
quences for salamanders, since they could be more prone to desiccation, have reduced access to
microinvertebrate prey, and fewer mating opportunities without the maintenance of stable
territories.

Red-backed salamanders use both ambush (vision-based, under bright or dim lighting) and
active (chemosensory-based, in the dark) predation methods to opportunistically consume LL
microinvertebrates [69]. In laboratory foraging trials, the presence of large pheretimoid earth-
worms significantly reduced the amount of prey captured by salamanders, but did not affect
the latency to a salamander’s first attack. A salamander’s latency to first attack seemed to be
heavily influenced by the random initial proximity of a prey item to the salamander, and there-
fore may not be the best measure of predation efficiency. The presence of an earthworm
reduced salamander prey capture by 19% which could result in a substantial energy loss for sal-
amanders under natural conditions. The reduced prey capture in trials with pheretimoid earth-
worms may be due to visual impediment (large earthworms block salamanders from locating
or attacking prey).

We observed that some salamanders followed the earthworm around the chamber and dis-
played aggressive behaviors (look toward, all trunk raised, and biting) [64] instead of foraging.
Aggression toward earthworms could accrue an energy cost for salamanders (expensive aggres-
sive activity combined with lost foraging time) [64]. Since there is evidence that male red-
backed salamanders are more territorial than females [70], we expected males to exhibit territo-
rial responses toward pheretimoid earthworms more often or for a longer duration than
females, resulting in reduced prey capture [46]. However, we found that male salamanders con-
sumed significantly more flies than females, which is particularly surprising, since previous
studies on P. cinereus found either no difference in foraging between genders [71], or superior
foraging by females (in terms of prey size and quantity) [72]. It is unclear why females con-
sumed fewer flies than males in this study. Behavioral trials to quantify salamander aggression
and escape effort in the presence of earthworm invaders may provide insight into P. cinereus-
pheretimoid earthworm competition dynamics and clarify the difference in foraging responses
between genders we found.

Consistent with previous studies, forests invaded by large pheretimoid earthworms had
thinner, lower quality LL layers and an abundance of casting material covering the soil surface
[19,24,26]. Since red-backed salamanders rely on a thick detrital matrix to buffer extreme ther-
mal and hydric surface conditions, provide refugia from predators, and gain access to microin-
vertebrate prey [71], we expected reduced salamander fitness and abundance in pheretimoid
earthworm-invaded forests. Despite the significant negative effect of pheretimoid earthworms
on LL quality, we found no difference in salamander body condition between populations at
invaded and non-invaded sites. However, juvenile and male salamander abundances signifi-
cantly declined with increasing pheretimoid earthworm abundance. These results are
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consistent with past studies that reported declines in red-backed salamander populations fol-
lowing exotic earthworm-mediated LL loss [73]. However, this study is the first to find different
responses among age/sex classes of salamanders. We found that, unlike that of juveniles and
males, female salamander abundance was not affected by pheretimoid earthworm invasion.

Overall, red-backed salamanders have low vagility (dispersal less than 80 m/year) [74],
small home ranges (5–25 m2) [75] and exhibit site tenacity to CO territories from year-to-year
[76]. Dispersal in P. cinereus is thought to be male-biased, occurring both during the juvenile
stage (allowing smaller salamanders to avoid resource competition with larger adults) [77], and
after maturation (allowing non-resident males to avoid mate competition with territorial resi-
dents) [78]. The absence of a LL buffer could be a significant dispersal barrier to desiccation-
prone terrestrial salamanders. It is possible that juveniles and males in pheretimoid earth-
worm-invaded forests must disperse farther, through habitat lacking LL cover to successfully
find territories unoccupied by conspecifics or earthworms. Thus, juvenile and male salamander
success could be disproportionally reduced in pheretimoid earthworm-invaded forests because
of increased risk of desiccation or predation during dispersal.

Compared to adult salamanders, juveniles have a higher surface area: volume and therefore
experience greater physiological constraints on surface activity because they desiccate more
easily [79]. Therefore, juvenile salamanders may not be able to reach unoccupied spatial
resources, and subsequent competition with superior adults could reduce recruitment rates
[80]. Since there was no difference found in the number of eggs per female salamander at pher-
etimoid earthworm-invaded vs. non-invaded sites, it is likely that the decline in juvenile abun-
dance is related to the success of individuals following oviposition. There has been no research
regarding the effects of exotic earthworm invasion on salamander brooding or hatchling suc-
cess. Earthworm casting material that covers the soil surface has different chemical, physical,
and biotic characteristics than topsoil [19,81]. The pellet-like, granular casts of large phereti-
moid earthworms have higher pH, retain less moisture, and contain different microflora than
soil [25,82], so it is possible that salamander eggs may develop differently in pheretimoid earth-
worm-invaded forests. The large pheretimoid earthworms at our field sites do not construct
permanent burrows, and it is unknown if there are animal burrows or natural crevices present
in earthworm casting. Since red-backed salamanders do not excavate their own burrows for
oviposition, but instead rely on burrows made by other animals and natural crevices in the soil
beneath natural COs [35,83], a lack of appropriate oviposition sites could reduce reproductive
success. Additionally, large pheretimoid earthworms could physically disturb brooding female
salamanders, compromising their efforts to protect the eggs from desiccation, predation, and
lethal microbial infection [35,84]. More research concerning salamander egg development, egg
brooding, and recruitment in pheretimoid earthworm-invaded forests is needed.

The differing effects of pheretimoid earthworm invasion on the abundances of adult male
and female salamanders at our field sites may be due to variable surface activity between gen-
ders. Field data indicated that male salamander abundance decreased with increasing phereti-
moid earthworm abundance, but there was no relationship between pheretimoid earthworm
invasion and female salamander abundance. In Ohio, the greatest surface activity for red-
backed salamanders occurs during the breeding season (late fall–early spring) [35], when males
aggressively vie for access to mating partners at the soil surface [85]. Male P. cinereus are repro-
ductive annually, whereas females only reproduce once every two years (due to the high cost of
egg production) [86]. Since males are actively searching for mates at the soil surface every year
(and particularly in the fall when large adult pheretimoid earthworm abundance is greatest),
there is a greater overlap with earthworms, which could explain the unique negative conse-
quences for males found in this study.
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The lack of data concerning large pheretimoid earthworm invasion history in northeastern
Ohio forests was a potential drawback of this study. Although pheretimoid earthworm abun-
dance and LL score may be used as crude measures of how long pheretimoid populations have
been established, there were no data available confirming a site’s invasion history [87]. It is pos-
sible that some signals of pheretimoid earthworm invasion on salamander fitness (body condi-
tion and predation pressure) could have been obscured by differences in the amount of time
that the earthworms have been established at the invaded sites. There are conflicting findings
concerning the effect of large pheretimoid earthworms on microinvertebrate diversity and
abundance [18,25,73], so it is possible that short-term vs. long-term impacts of earthworm
invasion may differently influence LL arthropods. For instance, initial earthworm invasion rap-
idly releases nutrients bound up in detrital layers, potentially bolstering microinvertebrates,
but unused nutrients will be leached, leading to drastically reduced resources over time [18,25].
Eventually, when pheretimoid earthworms remove the entire organic horizon, microinverte-
brate abundances will decline and salamanders may have to expend more energy to locate
prey. Red-backed salamanders have low metabolic rates, are adapted for climate-based shifts in
prey availability, and regularly experience periods of starvation (during egg brooding, dispersal,
and inhospitable surface conditions) [88]. So, it is also possible that the effects of pheretimoid
earthworm-mediated LL degradation on microinvertebrate prey populations at the sites used
for this study may not yet be strong enough to significantly alter salamander body condition.
Further, despite low detection of surface-dwelling European earthworms at the sites used for
this study, between-site differences in the presence of other invasive species (flora and fauna)
might have confounded the ability to obtain a clear measure of pheretimoid invasion on sala-
mander populations. Surveying efforts to track large pheretimoid earthworm population estab-
lishment and subsequent ecological impacts on an accurate temporal scale are essential for the
ability to quantify short term vs. long-term effects of pheretimoid invasion [18,25].

Conclusions
This is the first study to identify disparate effects of earthworm invasion on age classes and gen-
ders of red-backed salamanders. We found that pheretimoid earthworm invasion negatively
impacts red-backed salamander populations in northeastern Ohio, resulting in declines in
juvenile and male salamander abundances. The negative spatial association of salamanders and
large pheretimoid earthworms in the field was consistent with results from laboratory trials, in
which earthworms excluded salamanders from high quality microhabitat beneath COs. Addi-
tionally, salamander prey capture was significantly reduced in the presence of large phereti-
moid earthworms. The removal (LL) and domination of spatial resources (natural COs) in
forest floor communities by large pheretimoid earthworms may pose a significant threat to the
social, trophic, and physiological success of red-backed salamanders. Although P. cinereus pop-
ulations are quite robust throughout the species’ range, declines in red-backed salamanders
could have important trophic ramifications for detrital communities. Removing keystone sala-
mander predators of LL microinvertebrates could have ecosystem-level effects on nutrient
cycling and carbon retention [44].

Since large pheretimoid earthworms have also invaded and altered communities of ungla-
ciated forests in the United States [32,33], there is also cause for concern for populations of
less-abundant, ecologically similar forest floor plethodontids that may be likewise negatively
affected by pheretimoid earthworm invasion. Populations of rare, endangered, or endemic
plethodontid species like P. hubrichti (Peaks of Otter Salamander), P. nettingi (Cheat Mountain
Salamander), and P. shenandoah (Shenandoah Salamander) may not be as resilient to effects of
pheretimoid earthworms and more prone to extirpation following invasion. The potential for
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interactive effects of pheretimoid earthworm invasion, anthropogenic stressors, and climate
change may further threaten these sensitive forest floor amphibians. As large pheretimoid
earthworms rapidly expand their ranges throughout the United States [34], understanding
how native forest floor biota are impacted will be vital for monitoring detrital community sta-
bility and informing conservation priorities.

Supporting Information
S1 Fig. Map of field sites in northeastern Ohio. Study site localities in northeastern Ohio.
Areas of Ohio denuded by the Laurentide ice sheet during the Wisconsinan glaciation (con-
taining very few North American earthworms) are shaded gray. Non-invaded sites were: Rocky
River (RR), Mill’s Stream Run (MR), Hinckley (HI), Chapin (CH), and Swine Creek (SC).
Pheretimoid earthworm-invaded sites were: Doan Brook (DB), Bedford (BE), Squire (SQ), and
Chagrin River (CR). Two sites: The West Woods (WW) and Holden Arboretum (HA) had
both non-invaded and pheretimoid earthworm-invaded areas.
(TIF)

S1 Table. Descriptions of field sites in northeastern Ohio. Field sites in northeastern Ohio.
Sites were classified as “non-invaded” or “pheretimoid earthworm-invaded” based on presence
of large pheretimoid earthworms (or casting material) and the quality of the leaf litter (LL;
based on Loss et al. 2013). LL was evaluated at four random locations within the site, each of
which was scored from 1–3, with a lower score indicating lower quality. The maximum score a
site could receive was a 12 (indicating an intact, healthy forest floor composed of LL from 2
+ years), while the minimum score a site could receive was a 4 (indicating a highly disturbed,
scant forest floor containing only LL from the previous year).
(PDF)

S1 Video. Salamander aggression towards an earthworm during a pilot trial. Pilot feeding
trial of the high structure + earthworm treatment. The salamander (Plethodon cinereus) exhib-
its aggressive behavior toward the pheretimoid earthworm, followed by escape behavior. The
salamander first displays the “all trunk raised” aggressive posture and then bites the earthworm
twice. After the attacks, the salamander quickly moves away from the earthworm and toward
the edge of the arena. Lastly, the salamander attempts to find an escape route by poking its
snout against the side of the arena. The combination of expensive aggressive behavior toward
earthworms and reduced foraging time could result in significant energetic losses for salaman-
ders under natural conditions.
(ZIP)

Acknowledgments
We would like to thank the fall 2014 John Carroll University Terrestrial Ecology class, K
Rubin, S Turk, J Traub, and Team Cinereus for their assistance with field work. We are grateful
to R Drenovsky, J Johansen, and BMWalton for their helpful comments and suggestions. Per-
mission to use forested sites for data collection was granted by the Manatoc Boy Scout Camp,
the Geauga Park District (P Pira), the Holden Arboretum (MWatson and C Kinsley), and N
Kittle. All specimen collection was conducted under an Ohio Department of Natural Resources
collection permit (16–06) and a Geauga Park District special use permit. This research was
conducted with prior approval of the Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee at John
Carroll University (IACUC protocol number JCU1302). Finally, we thank the John Carroll
University Biology Department and the Geauga Park District for providing funding for this
work.

Invasive Earthworms Negatively Impact Salamanders

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0151591 May 4, 2016 15 / 19

http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0151591.s001
http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0151591.s002
http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0151591.s003


Author Contributions
Conceived and designed the experiments: JLZ CMH CDA. Performed the experiments: JLZ.
Analyzed the data: JLZ CMH CDA. Contributed reagents/materials/analysis tools: CMH CDA.
Wrote the paper: JLZ CMH CDA. Obtained permits: JLZ CMH. Wrote Animal Care and Use
Committee (ACAUC) protocol: CDA.

References
1. Butchart SHM, Walpole M, Collen B, van Strien A, Scharlemann JPW, Almond REA, et al. Global biodi-

versity: indicators of recent declines. Science. 2010; 328: 1164–1168. doi: 10.1126/science.1187512
PMID: 20430971

2. Human KG, Gordon DM. Exploitation and interference competition between the invasive Argentine ant,
Linepithema humile, and native ant species. Oecologia. 1996; 105: 405–412.

3. Wiles GJ, Bart J, Beck RE, Aguon CF. Impacts of the Brown Tree Snake: Patterns of Decline and Spe-
cies Persistence in Guam's Avifauna. Conserv Biol. 2003; 17: 1350–1360.

4. Jones CG, Lawton JH, Shachak M. Organisms as ecosystem engineers. Oikos. 1994; 69: 373–386.

5. Anderson CB, Rosemond AD. Ecosystem engineering by invasive exotic beavers reduces in-stream
diversity and enhances ecosystem function in Cape Horn, Chile. Oecologia. 2007; 154: 141–153.
PMID: 17587063

6. Jones CG, Lawton JH, Shachak M. Positive and negative effects of organisms as physical ecosystem
engineers. Ecology. 1997; 78: 1946–1957.

7. Crooks JA. Characterizing ecosystem-level consequences of biological invasions: the role of ecosys-
tem engineers. Oikos. 2002; 97: 153–166.

8. Kéfi S, Berlow EL, Wieters EA, Navarrete SA, Petchey OL, Wood SA, et al. More than a
meal. . .integrating non-feeding interactions into food webs. Ecol Lett. 2012; 15: 291–300. doi: 10.1111/
j.1461-0248.2011.01732.x PMID: 22313549

9. Hendrix PF, CallahamMA Jr, Drake JM, Huang C-Y, James SW, Snyder BA, et al. Pandora’s
box contained bait: The global problem of introduced earthworms. Annu Rev Ecol Syst. 2008; 39: 593–
613.

10. Tiunov AV, Hale CM, Holdsworth AR, Vsevolodova-Perel TS. Invasion patterns of Lumbricidae into pre-
viously earthworm-free areas of northeastern Europe and the western Great Lakes region of North
America. Biol Invasions. 2006; 8: 1223–1234.

11. Hale CM, Frelich LE, Reich PB. Changes in cold-temperate hardwood forest understory plant commu-
nities in response to invasion by European earthworms. Ecology. 2006; 87: 1637–1649. PMID:
16922315

12. James SW. Earthworms and earth history. In: Edwards CA, editor. Earthworm Ecology, Proceedings of
the 5th international symposium on earthworm ecology. Boca Raton: St Lucie Press; 1998. pp. 3–14.

13. Bohlen PJ, Scheu S, Hale CM, McLean MA, Migge S, Groffman PM, et al. Non-native invasive earth-
worms as agents of change in northern temperate forests. Front Ecol Environ. 2004; 2: 427–435.

14. CallahamMA Jr., González G, Hale CM, Heneghan L, Lachnicht SL, Zou X. Policy and management
responses to earthworm invasions in North America. Biol Invasions. 2006; 8: 1317–1329.

15. Hale CM, Frelich LE, Reich PB. Exotic European earthworm invasion dynamics in northern hardwood
forests of Minnesota, USA. Ecol Appl. 2005; 15: 848–860.

16. Frelich LE, Hale CM, Scheu S, Holdsworth AR, Heneghan L, Bohlen PJ, et al. Earthworm invasion into
previously earthworm-free temperate and boreal forests. Biol Invasions. 2006; 8: 1235–1245.

17. Gessner MO, Swan CM, Dang CK, McKie BG, Bardgett RD, Wall DH, et al. Diversity meets decomposi-
tion. Trends Ecol Evol. 2010; 25: 372–380. doi: 10.1016/j.tree.2010.01.010 PMID: 20189677

18. Migge-Kleian S, Mclean MA, Maerz JC, Heneghan L. The influence of invasive earthworms on indige-
nous fauna in ecosystems previously uninhabited by earthworms. Biol Invasions. 2006; 8: 1275–1285.

19. Burtelow AE, Bohlen PJ, Groffman PM. Influence of exotic earthworm invasion on soil organic matter,
microbial biomass and denitrification potential in forest soils of the northeastern United States. Appl
Soil Ecol. 1998; 9: 197–202.

20. Brown GG, Barois I, Lavelle P. Regulation of soil organic matter dynamics and microbial activity in the
drilosphere and the role of interactions with other edaphic functional domains. Eur J Soil Biol. 2000; 36:
177–198.

Invasive Earthworms Negatively Impact Salamanders

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0151591 May 4, 2016 16 / 19

http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1187512
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20430971
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17587063
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2011.01732.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2011.01732.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22313549
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16922315
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2010.01.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20189677


21. Resner K, Yoo K, Sebestyen SD, Aufdenkampe A, Hale C, Lyttle A, et al. Invasive earthworms deplete
key soil inorganic nutrients (Ca, Mg, K, and P) in a northern hardwood forest. Ecosystems. 2015; 18:
89–102.

22. Dávalos A, Nuzzo V, Blossey B. Interactive effects of deer, earthworms and non-native plants on rare
forest plant recruitment. Biol Conserv. 2015; 187: 173–181.

23. Görres JH, Melnichuk RDS, Bellitürk K. Mortality pattern relative to size variation with Amynthas agres-
tis (Goto & Hatai 1899) (Oligochaeta: Megascolecidae) populations in the Champlain Valley of Ver-
mont, USA. Megdrilogica. 2014; 16: 9–14.

24. Greiner HG, Kashian DR, Tiegs SD. Impacts of invasive Asian (Amynthas hilgendorfi) and European
(Lumbricus rubellus) earthworms in a North American temperate deciduous forest. Biol Invasions.
2012; 14: 2017–2027.

25. Schermaier AF. Influence of earthworms on plant and soil invertebrate communities of the Cleveland
Metroparks. M.Sc. Thesis. Cleveland State University. 2013. Available: http://rave.ohiolink.edu/etdc/
view?acc_num=csu1367843264

26. Richardson JB, Görres JH, Jackson BP, Friedland AJ. Trace metals and metalloids in forest soils and
exotic earthworms in northern New England, USA. Soil Biol Biochem. 2015; 85: 190–198. PMID:
25883392

27. Gates GE. Farewell to North American megadriles. Megadrilogica. 1982; 4: 12–77.

28. Greiner HG, Costello DM, Tiegs SD. Allometric estimation of earthworm ash-free dry mass from diame-
ters and lengths of select megascolecid and lumbricid species. Pedobiologia. 2010; 53: 247–252.

29. Hendrix PF, Bohlen PJ. Exotic earthworm invasions in North America: Ecological and policy implica-
tions. Bioscience. 2002; 52: 801–811.

30. Redmond CT, Kesheimer A, Potter DA. Earthworm community composition, seasonal population struc-
ture, and casting activity on Kentucky golf courses. Appl Soil Ecol. 2014; 75: 116–123.

31. ZhangW, Hendrix PF, Snyder BA, Molina M, Li J, Rao X, et al. Dietary flexibility aids Asian earthworm
invasion in North American forests. Ecology. 2010; 91: 2070–2079. PMID: 20715629

32. Snyder BA, Boots B, Hendrix PF. Competition between invasive earthworms (Amynthas cortices,
Megascolecidae) and native North American millipedes (Pseudopolydesmus erasus, Polydesmidae):
effects on carbon cycling and soil structure. Soil Biol Biochem. 2009; 41: 1442–1449.

33. CallahamMA Jr, Hendrix PF, Phillips RJ. Occurrence of an exotic earthworm (Amynthas agrestis) in
undisturbed soils of the southern Appalachian Mountains, USA. Pedobiologia, 2003; 47: 466–470.

34. Reynolds JW, Wetzel MJ. Terrestrial Oligochaeta (Annelida: Clitellata) in North America, including
Mexico, Puerto Rico, Hawaii, and Bermuda. Megadrilogica. 2008; 12: 157–208.

35. Anthony CD, Pfingsten RA. Eastern Red-backed salamander, Plethodon cinereus. In: Pfingsten RA,
Davis JG, Matson TO, Lipps G Jr., Wynn D, Armitage BJ, editors. Amphibians of Ohio. Ohio: Caddis
Press; 2013. pp. 335–360.

36. Görres JH, Melnichuk RDS. Asian invasive earthworms of the genus Amynthas Kinberg in Vermont.
Northeast Nat. 2012; 19: 313–322.

37. Cáceres-Charneco RI, Ransom TS. The influence of habitat provisioning: Use of earthworm burrows
by the terrestrial salamander, Plethodon cinereus. Population Ecology. 2010; 52: 517–526.

38. Ransom TS. Earthworms, as ecosystem engineers, influence multiple aspects of a salamander’s ecol-
ogy. Oecologia. 2011; 165: 745–754. doi: 10.1007/s00442-010-1775-1 PMID: 20848134

39. Ransom TS. Behavioral responses of a native salamander to native and invasive earthworms. Biol
Invasions. 2012a; 14: 2601–2616.

40. Ransom TS. Comparison of direct, indirect, and ecosystem engineer effects of an earthworm on the
red-backed salamander. Ecology. 2012b; 93: 2198–2207.

41. Ziemba JL, Cameron AC, Peterson K, Hickerson CAM, Anthony CD. Invasive Asian earthworms of the
genus Amynthas alter microhabitat use by terrestrial salamanders. Can J Zool. 2015

42. Burton TM, Likens GE. Salamander populations and biomass in Hubbard Brook Experimental Forest,
New Hampshire. Copeia. 1975; 3: 541–546.

43. Walton BM. Top-down regulation of invertebrates by a terrestrial salamander. Herpetologica. 2013; 69:
127–146.

44. Semlitsch RD, O’Donnell KM, Thompson FR. Abundance, biomass production, nutrient content, and
the possible role of terrestrial salamanders in Missouri Ozark forest ecosystems. Can J Zool. 2014; 92:
997–1004.

45. Spotila JR, Berman EN. Determination of skin resistance and the role of the skin in controlling water
loss in amphibians and reptiles. Comp Biochem Phys A. 1976; 55: 407–411.

Invasive Earthworms Negatively Impact Salamanders

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0151591 May 4, 2016 17 / 19

http://rave.ohiolink.edu/etdc/view?acc_num=csu1367843264
http://rave.ohiolink.edu/etdc/view?acc_num=csu1367843264
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25883392
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20715629
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00442-010-1775-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20848134


46. Jaeger RG, Nishikawa KCB, Barnard DE. Foraging tactics of a terrestrial salamander: Costs of territo-
rial defence. Anim Behav. 1983; 31: 191–198.

47. Mathis A, Jaeger RG, KeenWH, Ducey PK, Walls SC, Buchanan BW. Aggression and territoriality by
salamanders and a comparison with the territorial behaviour of frog. In: Heatwole H, Sullivan BK, edi-
tors. Amphibian Biology. Vol.2: Social Behaviour. Chipping Norton: Surrey Beatty & Sons; 1995. pp.
633–76.

48. Jaeger RG. Competitive exclusion as a factor influencing the distributions of two species of terrestrial
salamanders. Ecology. 1971; 52: 632–637.

49. Hickerson CM, Anthony CD, Wicknick JA. Behavioral interactions between salamanders and centi-
pedes: Competition in divergent taxa. Behav Ecol. 2004; 15: 679–686.

50. Hickerson CM, Anthony CD, Walton BM. Interactions among forest-floor guild members in structurally
simple microhabitats. AmMidl Nat. 2012; 168: 30–42.

51. Maerz JC, Karuzas JM, Madison DM, Blossey B. Introduced invertebrates are important prey for a gen-
eralist predator. Divers Distrib. 2005; 11: 83–90.

52. Ivanov KI, Lockhart OM, Keiper J, Walton BM. Status of the exotic antNylanderia flavipes (Hymenop-
tera: Formicidae) in northeastern Ohio. Biol Invasions. 2011; 13: 1945–1950.

53. Schoener TW. Inferring the properties of predation and other injury-producing agents from injury fre-
quencies. Ecology. 1979; 60: 1110–1115.

54. Lotter F, Scott NJ Jr. Correlation between climate and distribution of the color morphs of the salaman-
der Plethodon cinereus. Copeia. 1977; 1977: 681–90.

55. Smith GR, Johnson T, Smith WO. Effects of colour morph and season on the dehydration and rehydra-
tion rates of Plethodon cinereus. Amphibia-Reptilia. 2015; 36: 170–174.

56. Siddiqi A, Cronin TW, Loew ER, Vorobyev M, Summers K. Interspecific and intraspecific views of color
signals in the strawberry poison frog Dendrobates pumilio. J Exp Biol. 2004; 207: 2471–2485. PMID:
15184519

57. Buchanan BW. Effects of enhanced lighting on the behavior of nocturnal frogs. Anim Behav, 1993; 45:
893–899.

58. Loss SR, Hueffmeier RM, Hale CM, Host GE, Sjerven G, Frelich LE. Earthworm invasions in northern
hardwood forests: A rapid assessment method. Nat Area J. 2013; 33: 21–30.

59. Hale CM. Earthworms of the Great Lakes. Duluth: Kollath Stensaas; 2007.

60. Blakemore RJ. Japanese earthworms (Annelida: Oligochaeta): A review and checklist of species. Org
Divers Evol. 2003; 3: 241–244.

61. Jaeger RG. Fluctuations in prey availability and food limitation for a terrestrial salamander. Oecologia.
1980a; 44: 335–341.

62. Neter J, WassermanW, Kutner MH. Applied linear statistical models: Regression, analysis of variance
and experimental design. 3rd ed. Massachusetts: Irwin; 1990.

63. Peig J, Green AJ. New perspectives for estimating body condition frommass/length data: the scaled
mass index as an alternative method. Oikos. 2009; 118: 1883–1891.

64. Jaeger RG. Agonistic behavior of the red-backed salamander. Copeia. 1984; 1984: 309–314.

65. Fraser DF. Empirical Evaluation of the hypothesis of food competition in salamanders of the genus
Plethodon. Ecology. 1976; 57: 459–471.

66. Jaeger RG, Forester DC. Social behavior of plethodontid salamanders. Herpetologica. 1993; 49: 163–
75.

67. Gorsuch JP, Owen PC. Potential edaphic and aquatic predators of a nonindigenous Asian earthworm
(Amynthas agrestis) in the Eastern United States. Northeast Nat. 2014; 21: 652–661.

68. Dawley EM, Bass AH. Organization of the vomeronasal organ in a plethodontid salamander. J Morphol.
1988; 198: 243–255.

69. Playck JS Jr, Graves BM. Foraging behavior of the red-backed salamander (Plethodon cinereus) under
various lighting conditions. J Herpetol. 2001; 35: 521–524.

70. Wrobel DJ, Gergits WF, Jaeger RG. An experimental study of interference competition among terres-
trial salamanders. Ecology. 1980; 61: 1034–1039.

71. Maerz JC, Panebianco NL, Madison DM. Effects of predator chemical cues and behavioral biorhythms
on foraging, activity of terrestrial salamanders. J Chem Ecol. 2001; 27: 1333–1344. PMID: 11504031

72. Maerz JC. Prey availability and phenotypic differences between local salamander populations. PhD
thesis, State University of New York at Binghamton. 2000.

Invasive Earthworms Negatively Impact Salamanders

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0151591 May 4, 2016 18 / 19

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15184519
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11504031


73. Maerz JC, Nuzzo VA, Blossey B. Declines in woodland salamander abundance associated with non-
native earthworm and plant invasions. Conserv Biol. 2009; 23: 975–981. doi: 10.1111/j.1523-1739.
2009.01167.x PMID: 19236449

74. Cabe PR, Page RB, Hanlon TJ, Aldrich ME, Connors L, Marsh DM. Fine-scale population differentiation
and gene flow in a terrestrial salamander (Plethodon cinereus) living in continuous habitat. Heredity.
2007; 98: 53–60. PMID: 17006531

75. Kleeberger SR, Werner JK. Home range and homing behavior of Plethodon cinereus in northern Michi-
gan. Copeia. 1982; 1982: 409–415.

76. Gillette JR. Population ecology, social behavior, and intersexual differences in a natural population of
red-backed salamanders: a long-term field study. PhD thesis, University of Louisiana. 2003.

77. Marsh DM, Thakur KA, Bulka KC, Clarke LB. Dispersal and colonization through open fields by a terres-
trial woodland salamander. Ecology. 2004; 85: 3396–3405.

78. Liebgold EB, Brodie ED III, Cabe PR. Female philopatry and male-biased dispersal in a direct-develop-
ing salamander, Plethodon cinereus. Mol Ecol. 2011; 20: 249–257. doi: 10.1111/j.1365-294X.2010.
04946.x PMID: 21134012

79. PetermanWE, Semlitsch RD. Spatial variation in water loss predicts terrestrial salamander distribution
and population dynamics. Oecologia. 2014; 176: 357–369. doi: 10.1007/s00442-014-3041-4 PMID:
25154754

80. Jaeger RG. Microhabitats of a terrestrial forest salamander. Copeia. 1980b; 2: 265–268.

81. Mclean MA, Parkinson D. Changes in structure, organic matter and microbial activity in pine forest soil
following the introduction of Denodrobeaena octaedra (Oligochaeta, Lumbricidae). Soil Biol Biochem.
1997; 29: 537–540.

82. Jouquet P, Bottinelli N, Podwojewski P, Hallaire V, Tran Duc T. Chemical and physical properties of
earthworm casts as compared to bulk soil under a range of different land-use systems in Vietnam. Geo-
derma. 2008; 146: 231–238.

83. Test FH, Heatwole H. Nesting sites of the Red-backed Salamander, Plethodon cinereus, in Michigan.
Copeia. 1962; 1962: 206–207.

84. Highton R, Savage T. Functions of the brooding behavior in the female Red-backed Salamander,
Plethodon cinereus. Copeia. 1961; 1961: 95–97.

85. Gergits WF, Jaeger RG. Field observations of the behavior of the red-backed salamander (Plethodon
cinereus): Courtship and agonistic interactions. J Herpetol. 1990; 24: 93–95.

86. Petranka JW. Salamanders of the United States and Canada. Washington, DC: Smithsonian Institution
Press; 1998. pp. 335–346.

87. Ricciardi A. Predicting impacts of an introduced species from its invasion history: An empirical
approach applied to zebra mussel invasions. Freshwater Biol. 2003; 48: 972–981.

88. Milanovich JR, Maerz JC. Realistic fasting does not affect stable isotope levels of metabolically efficient
salamander. J Herpetol. 2013; 47: 544–548.

Invasive Earthworms Negatively Impact Salamanders

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0151591 May 4, 2016 19 / 19

http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2009.01167.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2009.01167.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19236449
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17006531
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2010.04946.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2010.04946.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21134012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00442-014-3041-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25154754

