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Research progress of lactic acid bacteria on plant

growth and silage protein degradation

XU Liu-xing, WANG Yu, LIU Ren-fei, QI Qi-wang,YU Zheng, GAO Yong-lei,

JI Cheng-jia, WU Dan,ZHANG Xiao-long,LIU Li", MENG Yuan-yan™
(College of Agronomy and Life Sciences, Zhaotong University , Zhaotong 657000, China)

Abstract: This article summarizes the current status and development trend of lactic acid bacteria on plant

growth and silage protein degradation at home and abroad in recent years. The main content of the summary include

the following three aspects: 1) Method and purpose of lactic acid bacteria extraction and screening; 2) Regulation of

lactic acid bacteria on plant growth and disease;3) Influence of lactic acid bacteria on the degradation of silage protein

and the microbial community. Furthermore, the problems and deficiencies in the screening and utilization of lactic acid

bacteria are also summarized. At the same time, the research trend and focus of lactic acid bacteria under the new situ-

ation are prospected to provide guidance and reference for the development of agriculture and animal husbandry.

Key words: Ictic acid bacteria;plant growth;silage ;protein degradation



