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Abstract

The application of Garbage Enzyme in soil improvement, agricultural production and ecological
environmental management was summarized in this paper. Some studies on the use of garbage
enzyme in agricultural production and environmental improvement in recent years were also
summarized. The application prospect of garbage enzyme in agricultural ecology was analyzed.
The aim is to provide some new ideas for soil improvement and agricultural production. Future
research may focus on the effects of garbage enzyme fungi system on the structure of soil flora and
the underlying molecular mechanisms.
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Figure 1. Applications of garbage enzyme
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TSRV BEIR DL 2 3 B TE, N AR Ay BB A8 AT 3 & 3R R (177 b AT A A7
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16.1% [6]o IREEER T E TR MR R, AT Hh AL, B . BEERWBRNFEE;
PSR AE R I R rh 2 7 AR KR PR IR SR DA S PR PR S, REMS I R AL — SR IRy, Mo L IRy
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A — AN EEE R R 7], ARV AP Y) T E AT R H R A R IERE, OB IE . R 2 s ATk
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X P B FAE LI IR BN 1.5 pmol/L, X TR IE A K I F SR IZ A, BRI RO A =
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THEFRIARA ) — 2B 7 MRAK T ARG Y, ARBCT AR BEAT, A8 AP OR I 3 A B L 10 40 77 2
FIGIN, AR EEY 1:750 MIROREE R IBUE LA BE 6~7 I RUR BT . IRFI[ 18] H TR, KA Be it
W A FUT R CA LR BURK SRR BEAT T3 OCR , AMUHZE B AR B AR, I8 S 2 0 1 e AR R X +
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Table 1. Soil fertility changes before and after garbage enzyme treatment [3] [11] [13]
= 1. MREERGIERT R IR T3] [11][13]

TIAE TR AR bGEz ) A IR Y%
HHUF/(g/kg) 31.3 32.9 5.79
AH/(K, %) 1.68 1.76 5.39
AL (mg/kg) 193.9 242.0 6.06
AP, %) 0.068 0.070 11.11
A/ (mg/kg) 31.8 372 13.41
KA R/ (mg/kg) 105.6 139.3 0.319

W, FEYIRRBR A D) AR A R o A A SRR [19] [20]. SKSZEE[2 1 TR BH, IR 270 K %
AR A KRR RER, Ber AR LS YT, R m B e ae 7y, REmiist, i
WA KR B R R 3G — N R %A, —HES B IR HEYRRAE KA E, RESEL
AR pH (AR BL Y= A B [22], B 10 L35 pH BTN BRICMER, ES5F A,
HECOR— . HOREERTE A SRR AR h il 23 7= AR IR B (Cn L IR AT B R £ o Bk A0 ) AR e R (A 7R o B
ERBE)SE A, PR T A A 2 A Bk AR TS e R AR B (23], BERRE T DE A Z P E SR
(B34 Crv Cuv CAHMIERBUEMN I, X3 B FAREREN & 8 # E BAG 2R 2L . FRORIEE R AT 22 Bk
FRREH 7K 90% IR« S0%FT BN 25% M4k % 75 4 B [24] . Xuemin Wei S8[25]0F 50 &K,
Bl B A i FH AR A ) R R R LR 8 R 2 v AP S A R B N 9.90%~40.45%, Cd TR Y & R D
5.84%~37.90%. WAL, BAEE SR LEREGE AR AT T RN, D, P R R R

W k__Bacteria;p__Proteobacteria;c__Gammaproteobacteria;o__Betaproteobacteriales;f__Burkholderiaceae;g__Cupriavidus
" k__Bacteria;p__Firmicutes;c__Bacilli;o__Lactobacillales;f__Lactobacillaceae;g__Lactobacillus

W k__Bacteria;p__Firmicutes;c__Bacilli;o__Lactobacillales;f__Streptococcaceae;g__Streptococcus

W k__Bacteria;p__Proteobacteria;c__Alphaproteobacteria;o__Sphingomonadales;f__Sphingomonadaceae;g__Sphingomonas
mmm k_ Bacteria;p__Proteobacteria;c__Gammaproteobacteria;o__Enterobacteriales;f__Enterobacteriaceae;g__Enterobacter
mmm k_ Bacteria;p__Firmicutes;c__Bacilli;o__Bacillales;f__Bacillaceae;g__Geobacillus

Figure 2. Species and abundance distribution of garbage enzyme phylum [26]
2. MREEZEBIPLFERE 7 (E 20

DOI: 10.12677/aep.2020.104066 544 PRI AT


https://doi.org/10.12677/aep.2020.104066

A, XI5

PRI T T8 ek |, RIS MAEMIEE .

XIOR I AT mE RN T, SR ERERTHEEMZHELLEEEE, NTKPEE, HhdE
N T T ST R ], JBAKT E& S m 2 Tl B8 [27], I SR B AR 24 (h S R
(I 52 P, L ER 1 5 i 2 52 JR (As, Cu, CA)BE AR TIESE, W —EfRE Lo HhEh I ES R
F, RPHXNEEHEEFBEER ). WA, BTG e LS Ay fE ik — e sl T 2 E
Re /1, MEAYMEES R T LA AR RIS . SRR R R K A R S T oA WA 2
Ft7n, proteobacteria: ZXAZ T[] Cupriavidus: Fo4 # .

3. MREBRAERLE S5 EEES A NA
3.1. IMREERIMEME KavRnm

FRSC A28 1 S R I, P R B R SR e R AR &, AR TSR A, REma T
FH R, Pk ARSI AR AR, REmG G R rE A A R AR A R, R
Ty &g . LAREEN 1:200 SRACFSR G 15 28R, SRR, |- EEm, ik 1:12.3,
P R A3 5 1 & 2 AR P B S KO IR ST 5.6%. WA TR BRI Y B —Le Bl [29]. BR[30]E IR T2,
R RAC G 5505, RS RIFIVACR . M IS 3 AR I, SHRARAE IR 25 X K
I R KRR S BT A BR KX o PLZE[3 1 RIRI TR W 5 Bt I A= P A0 A% 45 - e
L, (AR AR RERREFIEENERKES, $ER CTEBNBEDIX LR T 88.59%, Hi
G HIEE AT o« 25 S A S5 1017 0F 70 IR PRI 20 4R B i AR K g b R B, R B R AE /K RS 8 7% 20 R IX
BEATACEE, FEADEEE RGNS NI, i H A TR MR, R I R R 2R K

FIXT[0VEM AR, HFREEZR v AR — e FE LB RAEY LR 25, ] DLV il s 1
RN B TR T AR, R B SRS A R, AU IE R TG G, 38 AT LA U Y
KA, PERECRRIFERANG R, ORI AT M LR, BERENE CRAIE RS T R e 4y, AT LA
AR IRES . B R [32)BF FE R B, KPR ORIRE 25t A T Heh 1 RS 20 1 1 v N F b, 4 SR, i
FH % AR AR 10 RO 20 35 I T AR R 3 AR, DO OR IR 3R T/ — e R BT BAR Sk bR I U 1k

W5k 2 PR R ) RARAE K 3R, WA ATER ) S o0 A i) PPN R ) AR a8 I B A B 97 3R 33 kT
FOE AR G B e R AR R BTG R, AR A AE TARBR A b, B S A B g 1 |
AR = AR bR RS E I [34]. RSR[50 IR 2R AR K S B T I, &5
SRR U 2 P W M R o B, BB T ARV AR RIVE I (2.5~50 mg/L), JURPEEER ISP I Bk Eu A
TEMEE, BH T 272 mg/L, ULHARREEZRAED A KR B R A B R E

3.2. BREEAMMA

R BB AE 20 HHE2D 40 FEAX [ AR AR IK) — IR [36], B I A H — et 28 g 24 A= A ke
— MR, EEANURAMED, CRMAEMRE R Z R UE SRR, ERIEEL AT LE
AN AR R, i B AR TSR],

KNEBUEE[3610T TER B, W R NRHRE 3R R L REOS S 3P A 23 AN, RET AR OUR . R IT
. BEERLR, MRS, IR BN BT, A PR A A HUILEL . SVE5E(37]
WHR R, BERBELRM G, AR LR EAHUKRE N EZE R RS Z IR Mg/K. MN 55);
SURS (38T LA B, e & o AL AN R A2 A HLAE 7T U KA 7 B B 25 vy, O oK 8 97
i, RE A RE RS SEIN FOK A R AR & . XA ER (3910 LR B, B A MU AR BERE S AN <k B
Bk, BEFEJLTPhRIE TR, WOREILEE . SR AREE . PRI MRBESE, AR IR R T AL N G
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i JEUT FC ISR AL REN AL, AE IR E, B A TR IR 1A IR, CE R PR
MR, SESREGEYE, M TR EE OB B IR B AR, AT ZERE A I, SR A
MR RCEBNRSLERREINSOUE 1. BRAYA VUSRI HIA ROt (et 7 B 2
AR, R THE AT BN VC B8, & TAEMRE T

33. MREBESESHERE

HI T BRSCAACR P e, HSZ & A A PR A S i, B RS2 7 E KR F4) » Ariunbaatar
SE[A01BT TR, B 2025 4, EYBLIHI AR N 44%, A AL R V) U O A BRI — N ER
I o A 258 A AL I 5 400 b 7 b 246 R i 7 2B — AN FR e, 0 2R 036 13 T 7 B AR R 505 e A
il RS ), IR A BERAE 18 V)75 BUR Rl M R E B AR R A LR, TR R &R A
WUR G 75 G vl i ] DU et A= B R T2, IR U A B, 0 SEIAS 1R & 11 BLIE 44
PRV HBGRE R T EEAE 410 (HRH T A MA b siA T, H AT T8RN A B E R &t i
R WEFUN GBI e P R PR S AL B A ORIRE 2 — PR A (R SRR, 2 I — AR ) B AR
dh, LGS DA S — B VERE AT [42]. MMOREFEERAEIG B AOPABESR AT, REAERRE IS [) Py 1A v ) B i

e

3.3.1. EBEMTRESEE

Arun, C 254310178 T IR R /LR SETH AL B TAL B S M 5 YR R B, 5 RIS ek T T
P TR BRI A 7= U LA o IX TR 72 B S B — o A 25 AT PR AT R 10 D v R R RS VR F A= A L
IR 5 P GV A 3 T 20T LA RO S5 8 PR 5 Ve TAR B AR A &, LARTRRSEM 75 30 PR ST AL 1
TR AT Z HEY A . R PR R R O S A B BN A B R LT, XL R KT S Ve AT A
b, DRI EBCR TR AR WARIE . Rk, BRTAFAR R EZE bR 1) BRI ER REE R )
FESHG IR R 2) {8 Seit T HR# e st 2 tF et s e i 2

3.3.2. IMREER B RIRIS R

Aishwarya Rani Z5[44 |0 AR, biIRBIEMER . AHULEY . VLAY RARFE KA. 7
P ANENA ALV ENE. GRMES RS2 IS RRE T Y. WIREEREN . Fis, K
PRI 2 105 P A3 R 7K AU R B3 T b S B SR A 3, FROR I 3R A0 BT 28 K JE, R I 2[4
&, Vi BHIX PP T V22 W AT VB S B 7 v o 3E— 25 (RORFF 90 AT DA Sof e A A R 2 3% ) 2 85 I TR) ROV A Lh
SR B AL T AT 2 45 L

4. g

ORI R WA T2 AR 5 3R, B IR R B, N IR R AT B e v A
PUBE. W B0 BEAEE RV, PREEER R T A KB ATE M ST, RERS i e 1k
—EEEIRIK Y, MR IEPUECR IR RE . PRI R RN IERME A E AR KR IR R
Mk, PERERR R, (R EYMERA K. WA AR BLR 77 BB R SR TS e, TR
BESZe Rl SRR

5. RE

BT HEYINMREE R AR R D 5 R BV BA R WA AT G DL FE TSI R
P AARHES: ) 7 R SRR, 3R PR TR L 52 RS [45] 0 T DAREARIRE R O A« 43 R (1 2 AF A5 21
T ot O PO TR 277 i A A7 7 R ) i
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