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Abstract: The comparison experiment of ferment bacterial fertilizer and multiple fertilizers was conduc
ted. The results indicated that the ferment bacterial fertilizer and ferment bacterial fertilizer mixed
with multiple fertilizers could accelerate the grow th of soybean, increase the amount of root, root nod-
ule, the fresh plant weight and the yield by 6. 94% and 2. 78%, respectively. Furthermore, The two

could acquired both economic and ecological profit, the application perspective was wide.
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, , 8 , 100 m, 65 cm, 6~8
1.1 cm, 1.5~1.8 /667m’,
271 ( ). 520m°, 3 1 560 m”.
1.2 .
( )
( ) . )
1.3 . .
, o 2 EXREM
(1) 15 kg/667Tm™; (2) 2.1
15 kg/667m’; (3) 7.5 kg/667m” + 1 . .
7.5 kg/ 667m’ . + ( )
1
(kg/ 2. 6m?2) (em) ) ) (g) (2) / m2
+ 0.74 71.3 0.6 46.9 121. 3 19.8 22.2 23.5
0.77 75.2 0.7 31 79.7 19.6 15.0 24.8
(ck) 0.72 99 0.6 32 83.9 18.7 14. 1 23.65
6.94% 2.78%, 46.6%,
2.2 3.1%.
( 1): 2.3
+ 2.3.1 M E3p
57.45%  6.38%. + , ( 2),
( ) + ,
5.88% 4.81%. + 30.76% 7.69%.
44.58%.
5%. + 12.4%, 23.1%.
2
(em) (D! QD) (em) (D) (g) (g)
+ 30. 4 1.4 3.8 13.7 23.6 170 30.7
45.2 1.6 5.6 12. 6 12.6 140 27.4
(ck) 40.2 1.3 4.8 13.0 14.6 130 24.0
2.3.2 WTF 5N ( 2), .
16.7%, 3.3 . .
61.6% 87.3%, , , 2C~37C,
. 3.4 .
3 Gik5itw 6.94%  2.78%.
3.1 .
. 7.69%  30.76%,
61. 6%, :
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