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Influence of Cellulose Decomposition Bacteria on Concentration of Cellulose of Cotton Stalk
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Abstract
silage crops of cotton stalks, dry mass (DM) determination technique, concentration of neutral detergent fiber (NDF) , acid detergent fiber
(ADF) and xylem, the capacity of cellulose decomposition bacteria decomposing cotton stalk cellulose was defined. [ Result] NDF concentra-
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[ Objective ] To study the decomposition effect of cellulose decomposition bacteria for cellulose of cotton stalk. [ Method] By using

tion in silage corn stalks reduces after adding cellulose decomposition bacteria. NDF concentration in all treatments reduces by 5. 1% -
30.5% from that of CK, showing significant difference, P <0.05; ADF concentration reduces by 4.9% —19.6% , showing significant differ-
ence, P <0.05; treatment 7 (3:1 ) and treatment (9) (3:3) reduces the most, showing extremely significant difference with that of CK (P <
0.01). Hemicellulose (HC) concentration shows greater changes than other elements, especially treatment Q) (3:3) reduces by half, show-
ing extremely significant difference with that of CK (P <0.01).
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