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Bio-accelerated mineral weathering
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Higher weathering rates

Higher earthworms activity

Main aim: test the suitability of earthworms for an artificial ' 8 \

system and optimal weathering conditions N
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Earthworms survival according to rock type

Dunite Basalt

Rock type

W A. caliginosa

B A. chlorotica

Earthworms survival according to food source

Straw

Food source

Co-digestate

W A. caliginosa

M A. chlorotica

Basalt highly accepted
by earthworms

Hay is less preferred
than straw and co-
digestate

No significant
differences between
earthworm species
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Earthworms survival according to temperature and substrate

Sand_25
Treatment

Earthworms survival according to flow rate and substrate

EA.c
WmA.c

aliginosa

hlorotica

W A. caliginosa

W A. chlorotica

No significant
differences between
temperatures

No significant
differences between
flow rates

No significant
differences between
earthworm species
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