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Abstract
collected from pig farms that could not ferment normally was investigated. After sterilization, it was used to suspend and dilute Escherichia coli

(College of Biological and Food Engineering, Guangdong University of Petrochemical
[ Objective | The aim was to study the elimination of bacteriostasis toxicity of liquid manure in pig farms. | Method ] The fecal slur
j y y of lig pig Ty

suspension and checked by method of plate counting. The effects of sodium thiosulfate and Magnesium Sulfate as neutralizer on alleviating the
toxin were investigated as well. [ Result] Survival rate of Escherichia coli in liquid manure was only 1.35%+0.02% , survival rate increased to
17.4%+0.14% when the concentration of Na,S,0, was 0.4% after adding Na,S,0;. Survival rate of Escherichia coli was 0.14%+0.01% when
the concentration of Na,S,0; was over 1.2%. Survival rate was 17.4%+0.85% after adding 0.2%MgSO, and 2%Na,S,0, ; MgSO, was benefi-

cial to reduce toxicity;after laying up for more than 2 months, fecal slurry almost completely lost the antibacterial effect. [ Conclusion ]| The

study has positive meaning for solving biogas fermentation inhibition caused by the residue of disinfectant.
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