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KEFHNER. EFTENERYAE BEEE M, Bl
HARUAE Al 5,8 CK H#n 16. 67% , Kk R kb3
A3, CK 3N 14.17% . H#UBEFHKEYEERT
CK, K/ME R 7 4b 3 B3> A1>A3>B2>A2>B1, %
CK 453 & T 57.73%.27.84%. 26.80% . 18.56 %% .
9.69%F16.19%, 4b¥E B1.B2.B3 T HW HEBRIKT
CK,misb# A1 A2, A3 F TEBERBEHE T CK, H
A EE Al EFREIEREK B CK #n 14.81%., %
W35 CK AL R ma A R R AR, B3 B ¥
IR RAMKR IR F b B A1>A3>BI>B3>A2>B2, 5%
CK 43 %l 36 fm T 42.37%. 33.05% . 32.20%, 16. 95% .
15.25%0.9.32% . Z& EAYAr Rl LAFS e, Ab B Al 25 H
ERE MR A KR SR 5 B, HOR R AR 3 A3,
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Table 1 Effect of microbial fertilizer on the growth of ‘Cabernet Sauvignon” grape
hb 3 FHER BB ETEMER L5y
Treatment New shoot diameter/cm New shoot length/ cm Trunk diameter/cm Single fruit weight/g
CK 1. 2040. 01d 97.0=+1. 5f 2.70+0. 12b 1. 1840. 01d
Al 1. 4040. 02a 124.0+3.9b 3.10+£0. 02a 1. 6840. 04a
A2 1. 3040. 0lc 106. 4+2. 6d 2.9040.03a 1. 36 0. 02bc
A3 1. 3740. 02a 123.0+4. 2b 3.0040. 02a 1. 5740. 02a
Bl 1. 2040. 02d 103. 0+2. 7e 2.70+0. 02b 1. 56=40. 02a
B2 1. 2340. 02d 115.0+3. 12¢ 2.5040.01c 1. 2940. 01c
B3 1. 3340.01b 153.0+3.9a 2.5540. 01bc 1. 38+0. 01b
2.2 TEAEWALRERT 1 S A R A5 MR BEAAHATR CK RiAP B EHZEFAKFE. £ 0~

2.2.1 TAEYRRERT LB R R 2 A
DIE H i ARt s B A R A .
BAERARM T EELE R — HXNFES L
BAEYR . L EEMFEREG LY, RAFE 0~20 cm,
b3 Al A FERAR, I CK AL 12. 74%, H 20~40 cm +

20 cm +JZH L A0FE AL AGFL R EE A ) R K BB, 4
R4 CK H#4in 18.53%.31. 66% ;3 7E 20~40 cm + 2 H,
AbFE A3 FLBR BE R H E) HF K 8 &R, Al 8 CK 3
7.77%.58.88%,

4 s S
x2 A M BE A 3 1+ R B 14 JR B =2
Table 2 Effect of microbial fertilizer on soil physical properties
hb3 A H Soil density/ (g cm™3) FLBRE Porosity/ % FH el 7k ft Filed capacity/ %
Treatment 0~20 cm 20~40 cm 0~20 cm 20~40 cm 0~20 cm 20~40 cm
CK 1.5740. 02a 1. 62740. 03abc 40. 75+0. 15¢d 38. 8740. 28cd 16. 77+0. 0lc 10. 36+0. 04d
Al 1. 3740. 06b 1. 60=+0. 06bc 48.30+1.71a 39. 6240. 16¢ 22.084+1.50a 14. 98+0. 30b
A2 1. 56=40. 04a 1. 6140. 0lab 41.13+1. 60d 39.25740. 21cd 18. 69+0. 64b 15. 47+0. 35b
A3 1.4840. 07a 1.5440. 0lc 44.15+2. 36b 41.8940. 22a 17. 20+0. 85bc 16. 46+0. 42a
Bl 1.5140. 05a 1. 60=40. 05abc 43. 0240. 50bc 39. 6240. 76¢ 21.0040. 54a 15. 77+0. 62ab
B2 1. 5440. 06a 1. 5940. 06bc 41. 8942. 73bed 40. 00+1. 16b 21. 6140. 79a 11. 26+0. 34c
B3 1. 5240. 05a 1. 6340. 03a 42. 64+1. 81bed 38.4940. 15d 18.73+1.27b 15. 54+0. 02b
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2.2.2 TEYRCERT LIk EME R R R 3 AT
DEH, %ﬁﬁﬂlﬂ&ﬁiﬁ%ﬂmﬁ’fm BB EST CK,
76 HHEHHE F 20~40 em™>0~20 em, 7E 0~20 cm +
2,5 CK #f b 4% 4b #2 + 358 9% i & 36 i 28. 4206 ~
197. 44 % , K /MBI AL FE A1>>B1>A2>B3>B2>A3;
TE 20~40 cm LEH, R AL A1>B2>BI>A2/
A3>B3, 4bFH Al B 5,4 CK #hn 117. 84%, AbFH Al,
A2 HEim + A ) & B AR & L, 7E 0~20 cm
+ 2,5 CK # Lk, &b B AL, A2 4% 5 3 i 46.89% .,
26.05%;7E 20~40 cm )2, 40 A1 A2 HIEHMA S5
CK I, 3 hn 28. 76 %.25.57% ., #E 0~20 cm +2H,

4bFE B1.B2 + HEs 508 & & B & W T CK, % CK 431
KN 81. 56 % .75. 79% ; 7E 20~40 cm + 2, 4b ¥ Bl
B3 S0 & B R, 8 CK 43313 fm 70. 63%.51. 91%,
ULHA AL PR Bl e X ISR I BEM .. FEE A
MAEYIERE. £ L2 S BN ERS. £~
20 cm L2 A0 HE Al LR VRS ER .5 CK
HLHE AN T 82.93% ;5 7E 20~40 cm + 2 Hr, K I K Ab 3
A1>A2>A3>BI>B2>B3, kb3 Al 5 CK AHH3IN T
125.20% . UiBAALEE Al BEWS B 25 3 i + 18 4% 2 vl A
R UKEIRS &,

%3 MR R A F R

Table 3 Effect of microbial fertilizer on soil chemical properties

o AR PR TR AL

Treatment Available N/ (mg « kg—1) Auvailable K/ (mg « kg—1) Available P/(mg * kg—1) Organic matter/ (g * kg—1)
0~20 cm 20~40 cm 0~20 cm 20~40 cm 0~20 cm 20~40 cm 0~20 cm 20~40 cm

CK 13.65+0. 14g 24.1040. 84e 113. 794+3. 34d 123. 6742. 06e 19. 1634-0. 03e 15. 9704-0. 88d 3.34+0. 05f 2. 46+0. 05
Al 40. 60+0. 11a 52.50740. 97a 167.15+1. 24a 159. 24+7. 08a 19. 97940. 95e 16. 10540. 69d 6. 1140. 38a 5.54+0. 22a
A2 26.6010. 12¢ 31. 50+ 1. 74c 143.43+2.11b 155. 29+4. 22b 23.988+0. 11d 17. 26040. 73¢ 5.6740. 04b 4.734+0. 04b
A3 17.53+0. 39f 31.50740. 87¢ 147. 39+6. 95b 139. 48+0. 16¢ 20. 454+0. 59¢ 16.17340. 63d 4.66=+0.07c 4. 28+0. 02¢
Bl 30.10+1. 02b 38.8040. 04b 121. 70+4. 26¢ 127. 6346. 48d 34.793+1. 19a 27.250+1. 22a 3.97+0. 06d 3.40=+0. 06d
B2 21. 7040. 74e 39. 204-0. 54b 137.5145.57b 131. 584+1.01d 33.686+1. 64b 23.988+0. 61b 4.03-+0. 69d 2.9140. 47e
B 24.1540. 76d 28. 70+ 1. 50d 143. 43+1. 44b 139. 36 +3. 08¢ 29.016+0. 12¢ 24.260+1.01b 3.78+0.07e 2. 46710. 04f

2.3 fAE YRR X - SR T M A B R

AFE 4 BT LA H , TR 14 375 e i 50 T A B A o R
TV » 338 0 TR W T V6 1 B B 3 A LR B R A
FIKFEET . FE 0~20 cm )2, kb B A3+ 8 REAE A IS
B R, R AL B AL, b CK 4513 T 62.50%
25.00% s TFE 20~40 cm + 2 H , 4 398 FE W BE I 1 K/
RV Ab T B3> A3>A2/B2>A1>Bl, & 4b #l 6] £ F
B, HER AR RN YR E F W
i E AR, H RN R M T 4 S G A 2 O AR R
BN, 7E 0~20 em + 2, 4383 A AL S R K/
YR AL TR A1>B3>A2>A3>B2/Bl, b3 Al &,
i CK N T 150. 00% ; 7E 20~40 cm + 2 H, 4L 3 A2

+ 3t E AL R B PR R, 8 CK 3 150.00% . 3%
BEER B AT AR AL 1388 HLBR b & w1k 1 Bl , FL T 1
K/INGE I B 1 58 o A BB ) o A Ak L A A AR
PED RbBE AL 38 0 A S0 M B R A M R B b
B &, 7E 0~20 em FJZH, % CK i1 220. 00 % ; 720~
40 em 2, 5 CK #8n 125. 00% ., IR BT 1 A /NAT
DIAE R TES AR S M E B bR 2 —" . #E 0~20 cm
TR AT AL By, OB AL B A2, 43314 CK 3 n
89.41%.72. 94% ; 7E 20~40 cm +J2H, 403 Al B,
HW AL A2, 43515 CK 3 124.07%.114. 81%,
25 ERTIR AR B AL B8 0 A S5 I M O RR R A B

F4 LA W BE R 3o = B R R 1 O R T
Table 4 Effect of microbial fertilizer on soil enzyme activities
hb¥e HEREES Sucrase/ (mg + g~ 1) HHAER Catalase/ (mL » g=1) BB A Phosphatase/ (mg + g~ 1) JIkEE Urase/(mg » g~ 1)
Treatment 0~20 cm 20~40 cm 0~20 cm 20~40 cm 0~20 cm 20~40 cm 0~20 cm 20~40 cm
CK 0.16+0. 0le 0.01+0. 0le 0.14+0. 07e 0.12+0.0le 0.05+0.01g 0.04+0. 0le 0. 85+0. 03g 0. 54+0. 01d
Al 0. 20+0. 04b 0.07+0. 02¢ 0.35+0. 0la 0. 23+0. 04b 0.16+0.03a 0.09+0. 0la 1. 6140. 05a 1. 21+0.0la
A2 0.17+0. 11e 0.08+0. 04c 0. 24+0. 02¢ 0. 30+0. 02¢ 0.124+0. 02¢ 0. 08=+0. 03b 1.4740. 01b 1. 16+0. 06a
A3 0. 26+0. 02a 0.09+0. 03b 0. 22+0. 09d 0.174+0.01d 0.10+0. 04d 0. 08+0. 04b 1. 2540. 05¢ 0. 90+0. 09b
Bl 0.19+0. 0lc 0. 02+0. 02d 0. 21+0. 05d 0. 20+0. 02¢ 0.13+0. 06b 0. 07+0. 02¢ 1. 1440.01d 0. 88+0. 03b
B2 0.18+0. 11d 0.08+0. 0lc 0. 21+0. 04d 0.17-+0. 01d 0.09+0. 0le 0.04+0. 0le 1. 0540. 02e 0. 75+0. 03¢
B3 0.18+0. 02d 0.14+0. 03a 0.29+0. 21b 0.26+0.0la 0. 07-+0. 04f 0. 05+0. 03d 0. 94+0. 02f 0. 54+0. 03d

2.4 TAEMIRLRLNS i A Y B R
A IR IR, HRR B,
BOE AR SR 9000 LA B AR S A Y

AfriEsh AR, R IR RN EES 5.
5 AL AL BRI RE A T AN L U R R T
TR HC R U T R A R BE A, LUK O O T S KR
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FHE IR R/ N, 7E 0~20 cm +JEH, 40 FE Al IS
B, Hk i B Bl 4 5l % CK 3 i 64.44%.
51. 11%;7E 20~40 cm +JZH, 403 Al Bl & &
£, b CK 4» B3 18. 42% .15.79% ., 7£ 0~20 cm +
B, HEEE K/MRIK b3 A3>B2>A1>B1>
A2>B3; 7 20~40 cm +JZH 403 B2 HIEHEHE K

%% CK $#n 54.55% ., 7E 0~20 cm +JZH,4bH A1,
B3 + LR R L, B CK 4513 i 71.23%.
65. 75% s £ 20~40 cm )29 A0 Al A3 I HE S E
%, I CK 4333 hn 56. 82%5.54.55% . £& b, 403 Al
FICR I T4 A0 B, I H B8 + 2 B et A 50 &
B, L 0~20 em + 2 Y BE & 4R E .

x5 MR R TR A MR E R
Table 5 Effect of microbial fertilizer on soil microbial quantity
4b s Y0P Bacteria/ (X 105 CFU » g—1) FLH Fungi/ (X105 CFU « g~ 1) A E Actinomycetes/ (X102 CFU » g—1)
Treatment 0~20 cm 20~40 cm 0~20 cm 20~40 cm 0~20 cm 20~40 cm
CK 4.540. 02f 3.840.13d 1. 7£0. 05f 1.1+£0. 01 7.3%£0.09d 4.470.06d
Al 7.4740.19a 4.5+0.03a 2.9740. 06cd 1. 5+0. 02¢ 12.540. 38a 6.910. 02a
A2 5.740. 14d 4.140. 10bc 2.6=0. 10d 1. 5+0. 02¢ 9. 840. 38¢c 5.540. 04c
A3 6.640. 27b 3.9740. 0ded 3.3+0.06a 1.4+0. 14d 10. 440. 13c 6.810. 14a
Bl 6. 8+0. 34b 4.440. 06a 2.8740. 02¢ 1. 6+0.03b 11. 340. 21b 6. 7£0. 28a
B2 5.140. 09 4.140. 09b 3.140.03b 1. 7£0.03a 9. 97£0. 06¢c 5.3%£0.07c
B3 6.040. 11c 4.1+0. 14b 2.2740. 03e 1.3+0.0le 12.140. 34a 6.140. 13b

3 Zig5itie

RIS L, R R, Tl Wy RO Aol 4 SR e P D &
MAEYBET R I L EAFE S ITER, 7R RN A
KR, 4 667 m® Hifi B R A ZE AT 0.5 kg R
PR e B &

£ 667 m® MR ZEREEETEATFES 0.5 kg AbHLJS , 8%
AR ETEBER . ARTEW MK NHE, &K
CK ARI3RE T 16.67%.14. 81%.42. 37% ,3X A 7] fE IR
JE AR ZEFRLAT T 6 78 R A AR 2R J) B R o 1 5 TR A
RF I B RERRER 250 R HE B SE T R AR A
B R,

458 R T DA R A2 R AR R 45 A B AT
TR, A WAL EE , RIEA E R, L ER S
R RN, K LIE 667 m® MR URAE ZFAIATE 0. 5 kg
HNiE R K. 7€ 0~20 cm +J2H, BRAR A RS 8
BB A PR & B4 8 CK #hn 197. 44% ,46.89%
81.56%.82. 93% ;7F 20~40 cm + 2, DA A AT
W EVLR S B8 CK ¥ in T 117.84%.28.76 % .
70. 63%0,125. 20 % , - 3EA: Wi AU 95 - S 4 DA B
TR YRR, & R A A TR
SRS X A M RE R b 2B TR AR KR
W, 5 667 m’ HEHE URAE ZERIAFIE 0.5 kg b3S B+
JE AR - SRS R AR B B D, L 0~20 em
T2 5 4% L F, o S AL B R B R B IR B CK
A3 14 K 150. 0094 ,220. 00%6,89. 41 % 5 4 B . 0 4% B 2
B CK & 64.44% .71, 23%, X B FiZ T2 5 H
BOE, BHIRAZ , B, B E B E X —
2. HI, RS 667 m® jifi K VR FE ZEALFF A 0.5 kg BB
Hirmigm T EAS TR SR R AR . BEH
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Effect of Microbial Fertilizers on the Grape Growth of
‘Cabernet Sauvignon’ and Soil Properties

LIU Lu,DAI Hongjun, WANG Zhenping
(Agricultural School,Ningxia University, Yinchuan, Ningxia 750021)

Abstract; Taking 5-year-old wine grape ‘Cabernet Sauvignon’ as test material, the effect of microbial fertilizer on the
‘Cabernet Sauvignon’grape growth and soil properties were studied by measuring the growth index, soil physical and
chemical properties,soil enzyme activity and microbial quantity, etc.. The results showed that two microbial fertilizers
promoted the growth of grapes and improved soil properties effectively. The best dose of the Bacillus mucilaginosus was
0.5 kg per 667 m?. Compared with CK,the grape shoot diameter,trunk diameter and fruit weight improved by 16. 67%,
14. 81% ,42. 37 %;it also could make the soil bulk density decreased,the porosity increased,and available N,available K
and organic matter contents had varying degrees;it improved soil biological activity in different depth of soil,especially in
the 0 — 20 cm soil layer, catalase, alkaline phosphatase, urease bacteria and actinomycetes strain increased 150.00%5,
220.00%,89. 41%,64. 44% and 71. 23%. Therefore,in every 667 m’ using 0.5 kg Bacillus mucilaginous could better
increase the soil nutrient release; enhance soil biological activity,so as to promote better grape growth and soil quality
improvement.
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