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Abstract

This article introduces the origin and mechanism of garbage enzyme, points out the current ap-
plication and research status of soil improvement and planting industry at home and abroad, and
comprehensively analyzes the application prospects of garbage enzyme in future agricultural
production, in order to provide new research ideas for reducing soil pollution, improving soil fer-
tility and crop yield and quality.
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1. 518§

fi% % (Garbage Enzyme), &IFTHA, KHTREGE. wR&MEY. BB TWHNER, 7EH
AW R G R = AR 1 A R AR S T M IR AR = . e IRz, RRAE (R
ST PR R AL RN AU AN R 2 IR R . SRR . BB, R R KRR
AN AR 20X 7S R[]

IR 2 2 7 [ Dr. Rosukon 2 30 £ 4RI & WA i [2] o IRIA R IR R IE ARG B AR B
Folfs, HMELTZER R, HEAZRINBMGIER AN 2 E AR Rk, K. g
— & WHR A JG & 2 P LIS K BE 3 A H G153 IIERE BRI [3] . FRREE R MIHIEIR KFEEE bk
TRPIR R E IR T . REER N A RTNG . e EE. BE By A AR 4
AR R, R IR ISR DL L BEE UG R 4], MR R A A R
fETSIBE[5] T REIRHE[6] AL AAR[TIR A S BIRIAE T, T ELKE P ORI AR S ATk i in 3 49 p e e R -
HARss, RERIEYAK, SRR EYINF B8R .

FURT, PR 270 3R E BT 77 75 17 2 B4R rh A 5 3B e S A B R Ve A Kk B 45 7 T BRI S 1T
] 1o} B LR P 2R T 7 R 32 BRI K OB IR A B R AE WD R (I P 2R R0 R T P A
VB DA S B 2R AR5 7K A 38 1 (AT 9, 8 AR A6 77 5 THT RO 00 LA B 2 o AR SCTE ] P AR DG ATF S Skl |-,
RGBSR RIEAN AP R R, R R IR ORI 22 70 498 250 RO RITE S s R A E A 7 B R
R NBIE T B AR (R B AR

2. MREERN(ERANE

WREER & 8 MRE B e [9]. BER B A AR = AN BE 5 (2 1 L3 AL
TR0 AR 0TS SR 39 [T A 1075 TR T 3R, A LA R I ) 2 A D R A3 A LB R SOR ) F PR s
1M HLAE B o> T b ) E SR A, BRI E S, Bk, I OREEZAE N Ak 0 2 3%
W, Refp R R AR, IRE RSP AR, B OB WS FUCRS R, 8n R f[10].

W IR 2 VR MR i N 2] 138 )5, R P& A KERA a6 BB ARG 250 i 388 b (1 35
B, PRACRAED B8 R R, QPR R 20 T NG B B 25 . 75 UK B0 DL R 28 R 7 2
W AAED R R E Y BAA — @ PR AR . MR RS RENE IR R ook, @i
AR 25 R A (] EE A4S B4 B0 R AR W SR T AN B A 30 = AR = &, 1t EUR AR o ml i
PR ERR . 4R C. ANR. WIEEEASERY AN SEWAE — e RENEMN. MR T EE
BAERKEY T EGRAMEDIEEREE . AR WS, W MR — & L B ORI R A B
JEIG R IIRAEY), Rete A BRACRAEY) R E &8 10 & &, Wik B TS G 3 s R AR 0 5 5 i H
FI[11].
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3. MREERE DR RN S ERINA
3.1 FMREERX LIRS RAB RHR

TIRBENAAEIIRDL AT DHIFRI . BSAK T, RIS IEH A, A ST . 1L
NEMUAZ (6 T AR RERS IR e HIRAE IR AR B, PR 2 B0 U A T RENE, DR e B AR
R E i T ECR TR, AHE ARG B At S SIS B 1A A RS [12]

FURT, 398 i) B B TUAE s g . RIRARAS . & IR A AN TR = A5 T« 95 2014 4 (4
[ 5 GeR B B A D) SR EoR, o E IR R SRR G 16.1%, Hrp s felis R L
19.4%, JGHRMF LD ESEBIR AR, 5. . BENF[13]. Fik, 7E3R S LA )1 F i R
THEG Y, SRR RO 2 R AR M U R IMREE R AR — RO R A R
ME SR, SHEBRKERANR. 8ER. BR. WREEFRN[14]. TEhmns] 5 AU
RS S ey LRI 0, T H e AT ot it P A MU I AN . A HLBR S KRR &
SEANIR LS, XL E e AT DR B 3 rh g, o> R P E JE S R R R A R,
Uk 55 5 < J xt BRI B F AR FH[15] 73 APSA ORI R T ORI AR BB IR  FLIR 5 MUIR W] (2 Y O ¥
fige, [Nt B e a3 A - SR Y [ 5 P T R BRI, KR TERE T LS e R R, RS AT
FRAEVETE S A, M 9 30 B R RO MR, I g b B R K AR A e A [16].

3.2. TMREEFER TIRAD IR RBER

BT RS- SRR IR ASHEN A, SRR YRS E TR, $REF TR
7 E A . AAEHEN L3R R R — 370 e s BRI ISCRI T, K 70 A4 - 438 ] 7 B 2
TN . EAEMSE7I0R AR Y], REEIE. BEIE. #ICH-FIREEN 35%Lf. "R, R,
HERMEYIER A KK ERLTHEFRYR, AR HER. B MYBERSA S EZH R .
FACEAE A S AR ST e & E 5 i 3 T B KR [18] [19]. MR A RIEY) 2 T
fIREITRZ —, AEYEA SRS MEE T, AR REE RO TR BARE g
TR EERG, HEHLETRERSIA, MmH 95% AT, AfERPCARAERIA H[20].
BERRRMEYIER AR K HLATDREIRICR, BEEUBMREE AR, (H 8 b R
937 AN E SO PR TR A7 A, A RES B EE ORI . Krey T SE[210F 70K, IR BEEA
T HEAEMRES L, ERCEV IR R A S R R R, IR AR
e, et RAEIIERKE

IREER TS0 EE NRUEY R MEGIR AN R, B, HREEFRND . LEitn
B E P RE S Rt (2t HIR A ISR A, S b e, e TRAE AR R
R IR BT . R 1 S T IMREE R A B TR S R IR R LA R AR AL . SR
— AT CLEREE B, IR ORI R A S TR AT B 1P . SRR SR 24 AR R AR Y —
i SRR 25 A0 B ER R A - 398 — B 18] =, BE 0% . 25 I - 4% pH A1 ESP, B8 731 5 10.15%71 28.06% .
TR ALAR[25]0F TR I, 7E 250 R IEHE ER B I FH R B Dy 1:800 PRI 22 73l AL BE 5~6 JA I 4~5 i J5 REMS 2
FiRmEm P RAENR MRS E; M 1:600 WREZH I REEZRALIE 5~6 F)5, REW R E IR m LT
W TR Shi Z ZR[26]\ vt A SR A A%, MR IR E K — N E RN YRR 2
77 BEAE[22] 0 TR WA A 1:500 A1 1:750 P2 HUIF REE R A B s, L3Pl BRI B £ .
e ] X A AT HUS S B AR SR EEAE . I, ] 1:750 #RJEE LRI ORI ZR AL B SC G
HIJE, 0 3 A LB S B o R AR iR i [22] -
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Table 1. Soil fertility changes before and after garbage enzyme treatment [20] [22] [23]
% 1. MREERAIERIE TIBARS1ZE K [20] [22] [23]

B WAk sp Sb Y b I IE) (COR) TR (%)
HHLF/(glkg) 24.32 49.33 28 102.83
4%(g/kg) 10.59 27.46 28 159.30
AT (plo%) 0.0068 0.07 49 11.11
T/ (mg/kg) 31.8 37.2 49 13.41
A4 (k/%) 1.68 1.76 35 5.39
A/ (mglkg) 193.9 242.0 42 6.06

4. MREBEREMENFEHAINH
4.1, IMREERM RIEMERS B HIBAER

AR 2 R AE AT E B A3 RO W B 1 o BRAR K 22 UA = i 0 AR AR, (R L A e A
Ao, ik, FHEABHIBEARZ, BRI LR, (R 5 AR 205 B A T &
whr, HLE o fE T N RME .

B [2710 SR AV TR i 4 R KRR R AN S, AR PR N4l i A I mT RE, e
it . XUHLORSE[28] FH AT . AR, KOS IR T R R 2 A AU R B, AN BE R A
FEorr i e AR KRG, T ELREBS A Rk Ee U B RER IR A . 2255291 1:1000 AT 1:2000
T R T UG R I, TR B0 R SR AR L2 73 T % T 4.4%1 5.2%., L NNITEE[30]0F 78 K&
U RFRFI AR 22 X AR I 0o . B R E I B AR IR . RIS [3L]AF 03 B KRR 20 K
WHELRE R R AR EE 0 A — @ BTV R, I HWMRE S B RS s ik B ey, BivA R e Rsil R
E57K4% 1:10 LA R RO IS5 08 I8 AR B9 1) 17 V8 BOR S B, B U 53 1)y 85.92% 411 80.12% .

4.2. FMRERNRIEMDRAZRBENHRHUR

R I BE O R FAR AR Y B IR, SRR R T R AR et El, H
HWRRB 2GR ZGT, A TP ARGRPRENIER . WREETRALK “HiXes” , Hlt
TRIMLORAER A A GEAT A, SR IR S BILHIRM, 0 e+ 25905 Eilhs([32]

F2ESE 330 FC A DB X AR S T3 B r e, T S BENERAR ™ dh o (R AR 25 B B AT A
RILIX LA 77 it 8 B AT IR AR 25K B . Zhang F 35 [34] 14 71 3 WY RIS 117 42 22 1.9 (290 pglg) Fil K
K (270 pg/g) IR HLE A 24 5% Pl Bt i T A0l 12 398(185 pg/g) » 3% e AR F (¥ 4R 24 % B8 AN ™ 28 R T
TESRIE I, I HBEE BN BT fLd, HARANK, faf A,

2 [va) B [ 32 e 4 1 2 B B R 8L FH B B M o, 0 SBIRL L 3 I o= A R SR AT 2 AR AR X LL ik,
25 AR WY 3R A L RE 05 PR MR RS T A B AR 25 B B, A1 PR R 3 (M A Ao 530057 46 (35 1
FARFIHRE IR R 2R LA FE 3R, ROUA B ZO0 A R R . H RS . AR RSk 25 G
AR ORI AR 1:300 ARBRACAF X AR 2 (N PR R R i - DRI, Ao A DRI A i SiAR 2455k e
FEFUAAS 2R BRI ) —ki5 Ge, T0 HAE AT BLAE SR S A AR - T AR AN T R A R 4 571,
Ik BRI B R R, RSB A R

4.3. IMREERX R P ES B HIPERHR
Onakpa M M “E[36]FFH 5 th T E KEEE R, NI IUE S E NSRBI A AR 2 F5E
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EANERSEE . HITA T2 S ESERIE, HEZEUANSES =48 F . Gl EYErE R,
Jit N A 2] B AR Re g A A B e B L BREGE , HS R ot R 2575 G AR B . E RS
[B7T1FEVLVE A R A 9 Kk, fdlldlh, 5. A, SREE, KUK Er. 5. BRI bR 2 7
9 2.22%-1.40%- 0.35%7F11 0.91% . 75 bR AR AE P B 4 & 17732 B FEW B Ak 289k A1 A 4032: . Ayansina
A ZE[3BIFRR A ML B 2 D AT I, AMUAGTE b2 7= R E R IRY), 1553 5.
AR 2 T E i R 4 B R R SR Y IR M B SR RIS R B M E SR, 5 R WR T
MR R 45 SRR HF MM A1),

Fu Y Z5[39]#]H Lactobacillus plantarum F1 Pediococcus pentosaceus Bk& KRS XK 4 & = K
85.73% HALEL 5 ROK R & B A A E K &0 AERR#E. Chang Y C [401%FIH Lactobacillus bulgaricus 1
Streptococcus thermophilus BRI & & B REA 222 B KA 1 97.8% (1. Feng M S5 [41] M\ SR 2 rh 43 B8
HAEYIFLAFE Lactobacillus plantarum, 7334 AN 2 BA B A B RUR o S RIFI[42) N 2=
21 Lactobacillus brevis. Lactobacillus plantarum A1 Pediococuscellicola =FkEE#k, B4 TR 404 s i i
e, TR N 52 R ZE s 78 100 ppm R 21 T Lactobacillus plantarum 45 W B2k 78.47%, 41
RN AT R & 2.27 mg/dry g. Wada N S5 [4317E 4415 G 1) 338 {5t AR R R IR e % A6 204
KRR, e &, IF R e 2R N A ER HIRR BRI E Bl AT [44]0
FRY, WU OREE R Ree A PRI KPR S &, A LI REE SEREL T, BKThESEEX
HEZHAH LU RE PR MK 63.08%; 3B 4s i e B m s oL N, ST HEAR LUAEoK rh s 2 PR IC 47.54% . Wei X §5[45]
M RBE R 205, RIN ORI = A RE A P20 48 iR Sos /b 25.31%, 11 HPFZEE AR 254
hn40.08%. [Fitt, FAOREEZR T2 A0 BE 6@ 5 G R AR 772 5, B RAE S oL, (R e E .

4.4. IMREERIRIEUH~BEEFB SRR RIBR

AR RERITAR 24 1 48 F 70 o AR 77 b 7 Sl B P RIS, g R 398 DA R N 2R fede e 3 R AN T £ f 2
AR RAE N — PR BE NI, EA REXNRAEYA 26 RS FR S S e s, SRAED I = &
FAR P E PR B AR = A R E A

JE P A (A4 FE I, 50k R ZERH LU R it A ) 1 26 U R R /KA 7 B, b e e, /KA = AL
RO, M= 8.60%. wmion e [461%F ST TN RIS, 45 R R BN EE S S (0 A R
55t EAE LU #A B 4, FEA DL 1:200 WRFE B R AR AL BB e, IRET S 23 - 5.6%, E TR
VI An eI VERE . RIS O RS R SR I R S 54.5%. 12.29%. 19.06%. 7l iE (4716 AL
T H W N & S T B B4 F A R, R AR R R . RS8R TR,
{4 1:1000 A1 1:2000 {14 470 1 22 B BRI AN T ABURRLIR (00 2B R = B 3505 (R VR, i ELRe % i 2 92 v i
WORSEh 442 Cy Al R AN & &, 2R3 C S50 A BUR SEAR LRl 43 il 4 &1 24.4%7F0
22.6%. HEILE A8 AR I, HHRMUMIN 1:750 ¥ LU R I 25 I 1 ity 246 DA B K BRI 2 125
F1BE 7K DX R e AR P 1 I B 45 L X

I N5 [AQ T 21 Bt 1A [ 94 FE PR 2 2% T I AT X, 65 SR S 7t o 1% 2 T i AU 7 i DA
JRIAE B R, Fo DL 2900K FERE 2 TR AT AL BB SRAF, EIN ZIARUE 7 2.6%, AF4EE B FRAIK 32.3%,
BHE . 4 CL RVAEREAN A VATEE (A RIS 11.1%, 46.2%. 15.3%. 15.4%. ZAAR[50]HF 5K
B, FIHBER LK, Ak 90 kg/hm?. S HEA5 516 e hn i 25 14 10 5 bR 2R 1Y)
BLRERT LU S A, T 2R A T A R B ) R DA R R A A S AR B C ORISR S B R
Hh B R R C SRR 14.81%. X & G200 AR, i hni = A Ve 5 i TS i AMY
BEA AR s N R . K R, i B3N~ Rm ., (Fer. TR F A5 [53)0 FE R I
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(ARG P R AR AT R 0 B Ny SR 16.5%. 16.6%- 19.6%, 7 HifE Ak ki o m] 386 7=
19.6%, X =R A E R TIATERE. 4R C S E SN IA LLE BA BTt . IL2ESE 540
AT TR, MBS R G TR R FEMP 4L R C AHATEREMA RN & BS54+
HERE AL ACE B S, 25008 13.4%. 70.17%. 4.35%F1 59.35%.

5. &hig

WOREER & R BB IR EVEVI UM B AE DI SRAE B0 21 45 i AN e % i kb - 3 1 G
SERMERESRITE, WA R G RKEK, mHRERE R AER. &, B 5%
BRI B, SEIN IR 7 o K A ORI 2R W 2 A AR AR T BENS AT RO B ARAR 7 i AR 25 (1 5 B
I HHR B R A AR ARV B B R ARSI AR s SRR A B AT — s I B R ORI R P A DR
P E R A 0 = S AR A R, AT AT R0 A i L SR I S B SR R
PRI, A ORI R AR AR 0 B P X i 22 4 DU BROID A 7 7 (R i e 0 AT B R S

6. RE

AR ORI R A SR ARL R By 3R, (AR [ RS AR ] e RO ORI 2 3 P i 20 A S B P SR 4
FAEH 2250, ICAERIE A ORI, X SRR AT i35 1< TH A2 F 75 EEA R 14 1 i

R A ORI 22 L 2 Eh ity LK B v ey 33, AMURESR i R T PR s A R,
1 AN N I35 G AER R — D BT FUMA ORI 20 il DA B < g v e IR I T R AR,
G HT IR ORI ZOAE Sh B DL K B SR v e I b AR KA I R, O ek R AR m R AR R

ORI R T B AR AE PR, AENSAT RO B AR 7 i B R 5T, D SR BRI SR 7 B R A 1
BARHAR, (B3R ORERZS R MAR VR 2% TR R A AL F8 b5 00 P AE 70 1 HILA (RO BIF 00 R I ARGE, TR AR
BHAWT T EET 2
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