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Abstract

VDAL is a dry protein powder prepared by a special fermentation process of engineered strains. It
has the effects of promoting and controlling plant germination and emergence, inducing plant re-
sistance, promoting plant growth and development, increasing crop yield and improving quality.
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This experiment was carried out in Jiangyan District, Taizhou, Jiangsu. Field experiments were
conducted by applying different concentrations of VDAL to different growth periods of wheat. The
results showed that VDAL has a significant effect on improving wheat yield, enhancing seedling
quality, improving resistance to sheath blight, and preventing powdery mildew. It is better than
medication, and it has no effect in preventing head blight. The effect of spraying at jointing stage is
better than that of seed dressing. VDAL+ medication increases production and has better disease
prevention effect.
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1. 8I8

TSR (R — R R AR 2, R L S A IR MR B R 1, B SRS R
FERBE, R KR RS, (UK, BRI R, SO ES R, TR,
S FREEACIF[1]. VDAL 72 it A2 b o [ i Ml ke 2 A 05 e R0 A B0 5 2 A 2 ] 5% R S i 4 oy TR
bR R BRI A 7 TS & T TR, %0 B R R R S . B SR (PO UR)
(R KR A . R B Rt RS T T B IAE VDAL 7= 5ot N ERFURtE . 7
R, 2020 4F, TETT IR NEF- AR /NS0 QT AR 2 BOH 98 48 5 R, ZeM
X N RHE 2 AR TG 2 HE T AR VGRS, 9 VDAL 72 B e /N2 b0 A SR R S 48

2. MRER=E
2.1, RIE R

TRIG /N S e FAT o s i /N AR 2 88, B BVINE i Fh, TR REMIEH AR AR E .
VDAL M 75k 1) $Ef, INESEFET— K 4R 0.2 9667 m?, i@ /KRR E£ERN; 2) HmTiG,
INFE PR T (BE — i 8] 8 K) Wit 4k K F 50 g/ iy 5K 15 kg. PAH 2G5 ALBRVE A I, ISR ATIEA) VDAL
FEAEA R AL ER 264 R RN B . P A A R B R
2.2, Mg

NIGTEVL B NP AR REE/NERF &R 218 X = K8 K R R8T .
2.3 MEWItS5AZE
2.3.1. iR AIEF

RIGH AN 0.8 hm?, +3EZ R PH6.0, BERKIEL, AHUR 29.6 g/ky, 4% 2.12 g/kg, H 30
10.4 mg/kg, K 224 molkg. 7 I NKFE .

2.3.2. iAIEALIE
RIS AL TR W& 1o ZAbFR 22 HEAE [ — B 3E47. 11 H 4 AU IE G A& 12.5 kg/667 m?, 667 m? 3
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AW 18.3 Ji. WG ZGICSE: 3 A 17 H 667 m* BEjiERkELiZ 50 g; 4 A 7 H 667 m? 5§ =1 50 ml.
TS 100 ml; 4 F 14 H 667 m? W P9 e RIEEE 40 g; 4 H 20 H 667 m?® 5% P9 % B L RE 40 g fif
B FEHE 667 m? i 45% K A AE 25 kg, 12 A 4 H(#AE), 667 m?jii 10 kg JR &K, 3 H 10 H(Z LT
HIE) 667 m?jifi 45%% A AE 15 kg JRE 10 kg; FEANMEFITEHAN 696 m?, XHE CK2 [ 246 m?, X CK1
A 120 m?, Fra AR ES.,

Table 1. Different treatments of VDAL test (Unit: g, kg)
F 1 HRFIRE R ELEERL: g4 ko)

Qb Jite F B [ Wb T
A PrAh INFERERIRT— R H 4E R 0.2 9/667 m?, Sl KRR JE 2 i
B PR+ BT E 1 52 KM 4R 50 g/ T 5K 15 kg
c PR+ HRAZ W24 4 /N 22 T IE B IR0 i 2
D PR+ BT+ R NZE BT AL E K VDALL B/ 567K 15 kg Wi
E AN BRI
F WATH + WA
L CKL H 277 kb 2
M CK2 iz

2.4, MEILH

241 BFEE

1) BAEFWHEEDISHE, NEREHREEERE. MRS, 2038 50 %, B
JEEHR 20 BRI AR R . AR SRS 2 BRMG H BOFARECE B, BT R AR T

2) MBS ERR R K BRTE, BRAEH

242 wEBE

TGO ARERRE R A 1Kk, WA BNDCREX ML 5 mHUE L, XLk
TSRS, AN ERIE A 50 AR, ORI E A AR AR R, ARE R AR R AR S, TR A
HR 1 Fa BB v R
243 FEBEE

1) WOGRATHES = EE . REL 5 SSHRERE, A AE 4 R 2 B, tF SRR, R AUEL 20
T, PN, eI, TRIE.

2) SR E s R ATIEAT Sl

3. LREDH
3.1. AR ExNEFERFN
AERILEBFELLE

1) AR ARG HE N BN RS A8 F AL, C 4B, E 2B, B AbFE. D Ab¥E,
A LB, LA, M KRB, NR4ERRIR T AL 667 m? e B E T L ALFE(CKL)M M ALBE(CK2); F
AOFREGHTIE L. M ALEE, 235365~ 122.7 kg, 135.9 kg, 1 24.0%. 26.5%, C AbFRECXTIE L. M 2 5186 =
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113.9kg. 127.1kg, 4 22.2%. 25.5%, C. F BT CK1 F1 CK2 FRELI =825, 4N 4k K 544k
I CKL P~ SRR % E 8 MBI 83, AR KL,

2) AN R L . F ARFE T 7~ 5 633.9 kg 8¢ C 47 667 m? = H: 625.1 kg, 1477 8.8 kg; E
AbFE 667 m® 7 564 kg B A AbFR R 518.5 kg, 17 455 kg:  IREHT, T I B RE R I 2L
ES/i

3) WM G AL, L AbF(CKL)E M (CK2) 667 m* F= &N 13.2 kg, 147 2.66%: C 4b#
B A KPR 667 m? 197 106.6 4 T, MR 20.6%; F AbHEEE E 4bHE 667 m? 3477 79.9 kg, 1iE 14.9%; D kb
HEE B ACFE 667 mP 3 5.6 kgo IR, B 2GR EREOA F 25 A E Y R B S

4) VCAL iR B L. B AbFE 667 m? =& 558.4 kg, #¢ E AbFH 667 m? =& 564 kg, Jk/> 5.6 kg,
5 A RbFE 518.5 kg, 667 m? 1477 39.9 kg; D 4bFE 667 m? ;7 E 525.5 kg, K F 667 m*F & 633.9 kg, />
108.4 kg, %t C kbFE 667 m? & 625.1 kg, V> 99.9 kg, _LiRFH], A 2 YRIEALE A 1 RABCR

it LR, R VDAL FE S N P B A IR, BT BRI LR R e RO e, S
VDAL 7= 8 + FAZG3G = O B bF, it 2 P2 RCR A IS 1 R .

3.2. i VDAL MTERAMRAFIN, kK2

1) Bg A &bFEAN, R VDAL SN0 R A RS L A M 2 .

2) B E 4b3E4h, BIH VDAL AN GBI AR FERI LG L Al M XTI Z .

3) C. D I F AbFE-T- i 4> 75 )y 42.9 g 41.6 g A1 42.5 g ¢ L 4bFE T-ki 55 40.6 g 7053440 2.3g. 1 g
A 1.99g; A. BAIEAFETRIE/SH N 41.2 9. 41.99 A1 42.1 g 5 M 4 TR E 40.9 g 4 518 b0 0.2 g«
1912 g; FHMNA VDAL SFHIINTHREHREE . CAHAM F A EZEM RN, §A M
TR E N .

IRFRE, S SRR G B R REARORLEORN TR EE A AR, O S 24 0 2 R R B

MV o

Table 2. Survey table of wheat yield structure in different treatments (Unit: g, kg)
2. TEINEBNEFELEMBAERENM: 9. kg)

bR Jit FET e 1) 667 M EE(77) R THiE(g) 667 m*EEiRtE(kg) 667 m? SfRE i (kg)
A Heph 32.6 43.0 41.1 576.1 518.5

B FERP + ST 34.2 43.3 41.9 620.4 558.4

C PR+ WA 35.9 45.1 42.9 694.5 625.1

D PR + T + WA 34.9 42.8 41.6 582.2 525.2

E AN R A 33.8 41.7 421 621.4 564.0

F WO+ WA 35.2 45.6 42,5 682.1 633.9

L CKL W #2721 33.4 422 40.6 572.2 511.2

M CK2 ANtz 33.6 40.3 40.9 553.8 498.0

3.3. MF VDAL ##hxEriFRRAI N

1) VDAL fEM s Fii RS0 TR, 1 H 6~8 H, SZ¥i— i em, RIX R 8
JEUL b, 11 A MRS B R 2GR B BB ™ B, AN B A AL SE . A UIRIG T 11 A 30
H AT TACRR. 12 3 16 HERAT4E QR H 25 R kAT i &, B AR O ReR, 84
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MUREE LK, AR 4 AL OESEER S N: BIF VDAL R, S 104 AR/m, O HERIER
8.41%, AFEFI, HE% 81 H/m, OMHIEIER 19.8%. LIREW], N VDAL 7=, e/
FEMEABR .

2) NiF] VDAL i 4 M, FR C ARFRTERACHT 667 m? BALL IR L i, iR M £, H
R 3INMEEI R E T LA M, RN VDAL #0046 R TR 1 RTHABE VDAL 1) 4 A,
A RS TR LA M, REFR TS VDAL A A e AR

Table 3. Seedling condition quality in returning to green period (Unit: cm, g)
=3 BREMEERRERM: cm. g)

AbER - Fk(cm) R BERL MR FIpREE T (g) FIRRIT () -,
A 71 247 6.7 136 1051 708 4
B 71 236 6.9 138 1100 73.9 4
C 7.2 245 6.5 12.9 1056 705 4
D 6.9 238 6.9 133 1112 73.4 3
E 7.0 229 6.2 124 1034 69.0 4
F 7.0 243 6.6 134 10725 712 3

6.9 25.9 48 122 927 62.2 3
M 6.9 25.2 5.2 11.9 921 61.3 3

3) BREMIEHE R . WK 3. N VDAL FERK, NZERREEAERIALEE; bk B, AR
By FEAMESEEL ST AR, HA OB IRR . RIRZRY], A VDAL R i 1 2 i Ak
REZF; L4 8:m, N VDAL BB/ N A RN HHZLBEw b T A PR AL B

Table 4. Dynamic investigation of demonstration seedling situation (Unit: 10 thousand/667 m?)
F 4. RUEERSBEEERA: 7667 md)

s WEDW o = 7y BER e BT AT AR A

AIH Y HIA AIH ZEE A/ ZEEE A/H ZEHE OH/H ZEBE A/ ZEEE
A 1111 183 128 122 346 28 647 224 482 414 358 528 326
B 1111 18.6 128 122 363 28 730 224 513 414 385 528 342
C 11.11 18.1 12.8 122 271 28 532 224 502 414 383 528 359
D 1111 17.9 128 122 362 28 740 224 564 414 351 528 346
E 11.11 18.0 128 122 303 28 570 224 522 414 362 528 338
F 1111 183 128 122 272 28 630 224 506 414 376 528 352
L 1111 18.9 128 122 281 28 690 224 471 414 348 528 334
M 11.11 185 12.8 122 246 28 553 224 484 414 3B1 528 336

3.4. M VDAL fERRE AR

3.4.1. QTR R
FIB X SAE/NELRIR SR R AR, £5 8x, MAH VDAL = 5E. Ay By FI1E 3 MabFE
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WTEREIIU R T M IR, E30T LY N VDAL 7= + A 25 A B e i T
L. LIRERE], MH) VDAL 7 @ X m S st i A BOR, (HALZARER, AR VDAL 4t
PERCR I TR . BEH WA 0.

Table 5. Survey table of wheat sheath blight in different treatments
5. TELE/NELHRIEESR

T
hER AR WS WIRE %) AR =R
1% 2% 3% 44 5%
A 250 20 8 18 2 1.76
B 250 14 5.6 10 3 1 1.52
C 250 6 24 2 2 2 0.96
D 250 7 2.6 2 2 3 1.2
E 250 8 2.8 5 3 0.88
F 250 3 3 3 0 0.24
L 250 15 15 13 1 1 1.44
M 250 31 31 15 8 4 4 4.72
3.4.2. AR

26 Wor, L AHIERG T R 100%, M XFIERG T R 46.7%, N 4E AR 7= 5 1 5% A 2 - 2R 0 /N T
LA M TR, LikREE, NF VDAL TR ERR 8O B2, I T A ZGBa 2R, 305 HAm i 2O 4F
FHM

Table 6. Investigation table of wheat powdery mildew in different treatments

* 6. NEILE/NZEMHBER

N . \ S [7) 5 2 %
e ERET gy T i (06)
1% 2 3 4 54 6 7 8
A 20 60 19 0 1 5 0 4 1 7 1 31.66
B 20 60 22 6 10 6 0 0 0 0 0 36.67
Cc 20 60 18 11 4 0 2 1 0 0 0 30
D 20 60 20 10 3 0 2 4 1 0 0 33.3
E 20 60 15 8 3 1 1 0 2 0 0 25
F 20 60 8 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 13.33
L 20 60 28 2 2 2 0 3 19 0 0 46.67
M 20 60 60 0 0 0 0 0 1 7 52 100
343 FEH

BTN, WA Z A A B R B R T AR 2 A0 T, 82 4R (45 AR BRSO B
IR, L AN b TR AR AT R
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Table 7. The schedule of wheat head blight in different treatments
%= 7. TRIVENERERAE

T
b3 TR JrAEEL L-ES Withtes  ByIRTER
1% 2% 3% 4%
A 250 34 13.6 6 4 4 20 9 ENYI]
B 250 40 16.0 9 6 5 0 9.4 KB
C 250 12 4.8 9 9 9 10 4.1 2%
D 250 1 4.4 2 1 1 8 2.6 2K
E 250 29 11.6 3 4 0 6 6.3 ENYi
F 250 13 5.2 5 1 1 4 35 2%
L 250 20 8.0 14 4 3 8 42 2K
M 250 40 16 7 7 2 10 6.7 ENYT

4. INESIHR
4.1. ING

1) RiFI VDAL 7 5 A /N2 2= 45 TESR, 3515 S MG L P S8 LT 2P VDAL 78, + i
SRR T, MO 2 VPR R A 1 AR,
2) i) VDAL XEIIA 20 RN SR TR L 2R, 436 0T 25 R W1 2.
[2], BT KM0RE, A K G VDAL, RG220 . SRR TR E A, M

4

FX

N
il

3) MiF] VDAL Hff, 3850 T /NEPUIENE, N RRIUEZ T, RIVEREL bkl BE. Fpkes.
TEBLE TR, PRt TR,

4) RiF] VDAL 7= g S mauilim pitE A ROR, BA K ZRCR, ST VDAL HttERCR T
PR HIRT FOBRRCR B, T HAPARCR, ST IR ROR TR R s R 4R e S
TREEIRBAT W SRR

Sa U BRI R, NEARFE KIS VDAL, I, SR, XA R
AP POTHIBRSS & 2 RCR IR, T B S R o N ekt e, R — R R R T AT
S SRR 2] -

4.2. Wig

N 2 Ik VDAL A E 2 B EIEAIEA 1 RACR, HASESAB AR E R ZIEERN, 56 ffit
— RIS IIE
E€IH

TL73 48 ALY (FE 22) P LB AR AA & (Y 5 JATS[2020]266)

SE K

[1] s, £330, ki, & EYAEYRIBEV TEERRD]. b E VPG A4k, 2019, 35(3): 487-496.

[2]1 BB, FElz, EEX, RERH, LMK VAAL f X KRBT M= S m 1Ryt ie (). 677 /KA, 2021,
51(3): 31-32.
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