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Effects of Complex Probiotics(VT) on Cotton
Growth and Its Antivirus

YANG Hefa', LI Ji%, FAN Ju-fang'
(1.Quzhou Experiment Station, China A gricultural University, Handan 057250, China;

2. College of Resources and Environment Sciences China Agricultural University, Beijing 100094 China

Abstract: Through dipping cotton seedling’ s roots and seed soaking with com plex probiotics (VT ),
the authors observed the influence on cotton growth and its anti-virus during the different phases of
cotton history. The results showed that soaking seed with VT before sowing may effectively prohibit
virus, promote cotton growth and increase its resistance. Soaking seed with certain concentration of
complex probiotics(VT) or spraying and w atering roots with VT before occurring of verticillium wilt
may prevent the virus and give more yield than the contrast by 16.8 %.
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