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® E ORFWEREAKT S SRENES . EARSEAIY . FIHDREER R K FEY R AR, &
P PACFI 0 T vk . R R k4 & o Z 551 (CCD) ik, SR KA B R ). 57 iR
JE . WG pH X 3 AR R UEAT IR ST, DAk Th A U K R UK 15 3% Paenibacillus polymyxa EBLO6 B £k B 1 B 4 K 4%
o SEEAR B S BIEM KK KE 3% P. polymyxa W EAES . E/K COD b 13.7 gL', ¥I%h pH N 7.17, 55
M 314 C, EEMT, KigE2lhia, AW EEE N 6.2x10° cfu-mL ™", 518 F i 45 P A — 5, "] LIk #]
(R ER E RS ) (GB 20287-2006), J T 8 WEZ B 7 09 B, AR, 4T TER M LY., 458 %
Wl P.polymyxa BRI REA A& & /NSRS T, fEWEEE . TE. ke, IAEERZCEENERT
68.6%. 13.7%. 5.6%. 41.3%; AHLLF R FARE A4, 50 A R IR G RE 42 & 2R BRI FIRCR, /N SR ik
e Z S RRE T 253%., MRS R T 153%, LA B 45 R0 o D4 e M R K R TRAL R A, L
K P. polymyxa W& W) B T 2L 5%

KR DR EIEMIEIK; Paenibacillus polymyxa; YA ; H.OE ST (CCD); #AEY e

Paenibacillus polymyxa & — 2515 £ )i WA ¥ {2 £ 7 (plant growth-promoting bacteria, PGPB).
HI T EREMILEG . MYIEER . ZMEPUER | DI E RS MY R BT Y Y, X 2 MY A
WA A S R R B A B B IR RORD . S AR AR 2 AU WIS RS AE T, B
s JC R YE, BT L) iz s e AR A e . AR 2 W KA SUR HOAE Sy Al RO AR
FRIERD ALY E W Y. P polymyxa EBL-06 B Bk BE 7EHE #) 1 I bR AAR PR B8, X 22 g 5t B R A
FEHUEN, JF HRefe dhta AR K . XU S0P @k 24 7 P polymyxa TR YIS RESE I T 21 55 0E ¥y IR 7K 11
WS BEA: 2020-06-29; RFAHEA: 2020-07-28
EETB: EZKETE Y 55 EHE E LI (20182X07110); [H % B S HF & 4135 H (2016YFC0501400)
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TERAE, TR — R AT AT Y e A AL K B IR AR R A W MR A R O v s O R R R U e
B BT T AR B 7 B R A

O BPE M R AR AR e P DR B B B P A R, A L DR E R, e HE
20 t AHOCE K, BB BRI KT EAREER .. EHR. FEREFAIYY, BT ISk
EAANLE K, Hrh, EAESE N 2-8g L, COD K 6~30g L™, SSK85~10g L', KKAAS
WK . RV . R MR R S E R E SRR R DS E R Rl A S U W R R
RO B, KL TR IR T &, BEREID AR TS Y . AR KA By, T SR
B AU RO A U R S B E B IR K B SR B MR A 7 MR, /K COD i/ T
70% UL b o BUHEGE!S RN B IRAA EU LI, ISR AEY, AT LAAG A% I A i Ry I K i 2R
B, FRAKE K COD. St ! Y H 4% 22 i by IR /K 355 3% A S8 0 ZEFRATF B, ZE 0 4R pH o~ 7.00~7.50
FEILHLEE 4 200 r-min ', LK 36 C BILME R IR 24 h I, (A DTG EE0N 2.2x10° cfurmL ',

AW 9 7 6 B B UE by P K B 5 i VE R 2F AT TR Y e AR AR, R S B TE M R K G 3R
P. polymyxa, LT AR SEIEAL, I Ak LY P. polymyxa TR NE X% 3¢ A 1 K i BT 1 5%
W, BUE T P. polymyxa #F g T HE A 2G5, LA g o5 4% 8 3 by IR K B9 BE IR AL F) . LA B P.
polymyxa [ N S #2525
1 MRERF*%

1.1 IEER

TEFH ] PR A 2 GU 256U 55 58 [ /N2 B B P. polymyxa (EBL-06) 4F A T Wk Sk U8 . FH A 85 55 2%
J LB R Fi 3. P. polymyxa 52 BEWTE B & ik M 6.5%10° cfurmL ™o THA S vE M /K S B [ 3 B 0 B g
3 T M R O . R R W Bk FE b5 . pH M 5.10, COD M 26.7 gL', SS A
247g L, EC{i}3.32mS:em™, TN A 2.15gL", TP} 0.57 gL', M4 1.06 gL', HH/NEEM
Hi 605 M R Z Ak SC W VEY) , [ B4R 22 em. 75 18 cm Y WBHIE AL AT Ak 5256
1.2 WHE

Fh Wl % . AERNE BRIV — BV, DY X RIZR 27 LB AR RS 37 3k RS IR PATAVE s M IE
PR3 5L PRI TR 5 B2 Fh T LB WA G F2 2 s 35 °C FAERE MR 180 rmin™' MYFE IR 455 16 h,
B4R 2E W 0h B AR 0T . TR BRI ¢ AR RS T AR R A R R E TS T AL . COD I GE - KA
HI/T 399-2007, fif FTE M GG LI & . fSMREh F4E AR C S mdlE . (L4t Bk
WIRE, A3 AE 2R A X 219 nm ZEFIYE K 265 nm A A R 6 A4k A= R 5 it
1.3 BREFEXE

WA TGO, e R REGE R R N R . KBEIREE . o pH, EA . AR
(] TR . R RIS MV B RS R A N A o SCI s U KR B L R R R (W) i pH FiTER
FRWEE 3 TR VE N 16 B B s R T, R4 T R A A AR .

YRI5 (14 1o Y J3E T 45 S VE AR I /K (COD SRy 26.7 gL, /KA B I /K AR B3 850k 609% (1P 0.60 L
JEK TN 1 0.40 L 4K il 25 ); il 25 5 40 R pH B6 BEE 19 48 8 /K (% 50 mL), 3875 pH 43 51 Ky
5.00. 6.00, 7.00. 8.00. 9.00; 115 °C Y& i T 787K K 20 min, A J5 A RFEIR S =, JFE
2% f1) P. polymyxa 7 ; 1EFEIR 30 °C . B 180 r-min ' AUFE K 8435 24 hy B I 45 86 ) 19 4L
A=W AL

AR T BUH 60% Y Sh 45 e Ry 7k 50 mL 3t 5 4, 8755 pH £ 8.00; 115 °C Ay E I F 2595
KB 20 min, [ SRR 5 & 2% B Rh 3280 P. polymyxa Fh 7% ; LA 180 r-min' AYFEEE , 43 WI7E 24
28. 32, 36. 40 °C {5 T HATH IR IR, 24 h J5 W05 45 86 15 10 1002 W0 T R B
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il £ 5 ZH VR B B B 1) S S SEYE M R K 4 SO mL, R IKARFR S B0 B 20% . 40% . 60% . 80%.
100%; ¥4 75 pH % 8.00, 7E 115 C A = il & 28 V3 K W 20 min;  H 2R [ )5 % 42 Fh 2% 19 P.
polymyxa FhF¥ ; HJa7EfEIR 30 °C . #53 180 rmin AYFEIR TP HESE 24 h, I 4580 B S AE U015 R 2.
14 FLEEXEEIT

F FH Design Expert 8.0 F {4 H i v & A 5125 22, ARk B R AL 45 %, it pH. JEK
BB MBI 3 AN A F 2R B, B4 S ARz, 20 A b, £ 1
poE-FNiOL L RESZIE S

x1 FOESRITAEBERKRER

Table 1 Central composite design arrangements and responses

. pH TR RN AV x 5 HA(10° cfu-mL™)
7 SPRME BHRR SBRE/C BIRR SbMEe  BOt)ER SbRE TE
1 7 0 40 1.682 50 0 49 452
2 581 -1 36.76 1 73.78 1 2.61 2.98
3 7 0 32 0 50 0 6.25 6.27
4 819 1 27.24 -1 73.78 1 436 3.95
5 7 0 32 0 50 0 6.56 6.27
6 581 -1 27.24 -1 26.21 -1 2.46 2.61
7 819 1 27.24 -1 26.21 -1 3.99 3.59
8 7 0 32 0 50 0 6.27 6.27
9 7 0 32 0 10 ~1.682 237 225
07 ~1.682 32 0 50 0 233 1.79
17 0 24 ~1.682 50 0 4.46 4.87
12 581 -1 36.76 1 26.22 -1 237 2.76
137 0 32 0 50 0 6.34 6.27
14 581 -1 27.24 -1 73.78 1 232 227
15 7 0 32 0 50 0 5.8 6.27
16 7 0 32 0 90 1.682 2,61 2.74
177 0 32 0 50 0 639 6.27
18 9 1.682 32 0 50 0 241 2.96
19 819 1 36.76 1 26.22 -1 245 2.47

20 819 1 36.76 1 73.78 1 3.57 339

1.5 BRXWHIT

PR AW TR0, S AL A 1 R o i 42 0y, B 3.5 kg, I AZARAL AT
TR LRI HE A 4 7 LA FE . 1) CK 4, 7K 500 mL; 2) S 41, kg 25 fi5 i 4% B IE M IR
7K 500 mL(F 24 F 0.09 g JREK); 3) C 4L, fLAEH AL (B 4% 0.54 g FREE, A4 T W) &5 i $¢in 30 kg
JRZE, /K 500mL); 4) C+M 4, H HLMENE (575 0.30 g JR 28)+Hi B 50 1% & B 500 mL (R 24 F 0.05 g
JRE); 5)C+SM 4L, UL (BE 4 0.3 g PR R )+ K B & BE R FF 50 7% 500 mL(AH 24 F 0.05 g JR %)
O)H 4, % Wi B 25 4% 500 mL (F1 24 T 0.09 g JRFE); 7)M AL, KB B 50 fi5 500 mL (24 F
0.05 g JRZE); Q) LA, KW 100 £% 500 mL (124 T 0.02 g JRE), BN H 6 M EAT,
AT AR S BRSLIRAEY) . BT 8 A AR, 10 A BRIk,
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21 ARIBEEMNDHREEMEKFEAEK 8
pfA1) —I—
CRNEESTLAE Eatr T M 3/ Y 5 R
IR 40% . 60% I, ThES BEYE R KK P T e
W wm, 22 9N 6.0x10° cfumL Fil 6.2x10° S
cfumL™, ZHEMBESR. Wik, mLikH 5
T 2 K1 S 1 KR B B 50%. ) i E 2
pH FIH: F7 IR B A PR RS2 g v, 7EWI 4 pH
TR FREE N2 CHFEMT, SREWEN L 40 60 80 100
BEOK i EEOR R T R K, 5 6.1x10° PRRBORR
cfurmL ™ Al 6.3x10° cfumL ', ZE 4 LA [ 340 8 1 Bk & B3t P. polymyxa £ KAIH W
, NEN e A L Fig. 1 Effect of wastewater content on
Sr & oo * L A Y N oz
FOWLER L Wk T W et i e con
8r 8 r
-6 = ~ o Ea
+ : +
2 T 5
2 2 af
= =
il b
, ’_[_‘ "l
0 0
5 6 7 8 9 24 28 EY) 36 40
pH TR/ C
2 #1% pH XI P. polymyxa & < I 52 1@ 3 A REIEES P. polymyxa £ KIS0
Fig. 2 Effect of initial pH value of media on Fig.3 Effect of different temperature on
production of P. polymyxa production of P. polymyxa

P. polymyxa WA A RAKIKRFRE0 50%; #1146 pH Ry 7.00; BEFRIEE R 32 °C,
22 FILEETIRERSHWN

TEPA R RS0 25 ALl [, i 3d Design Expert 8.0 #: 37 - [ i iy il AR A, DAYE B B0k R A5
(V), VhpH (X). M (X)), FEAREB 8 () B, @Sy ZBrms by il oy #2152 (] 5450 A4
@),

Y =6.27+0.35X, —0.10X, + 0.15X; — 0.31X, X, + 0.17X, X5,0.14X,X; — 1.37X> — 0.56X> — 1.33X (1)
K. YRIEEE, BFEAER, 100 cfu-mL; X, X, X, 20008 A28 & pH, IRE . RAKEE 5.

A2 (1) TR E B e T2 45 JRARIR B B0CR 51.4%, pH N 7.17, 53R 31.4 C. BUH
R FHEECH 6.30%10° cfurmL ™,

HUO A LI A B A e 0 T B SE R 2R LI 4. I, 18] 4(a) R 4(b) SR B IR AR R 43 5 8 pH A2
AR PR R AR B 2, 2 B R [ B (32 °C), RN TRTAE A VAR s LAY K AR R
3K 50%, pH K 7.00, AN 6.3x10° cfurmL ™' [&] 4(c) 1 & 4(d) Sk I 7K 1A B3 0 K UL B A2 HL
V% A & BESOR  S2 00 , 26BH 24 pH [ 52 I (7.00), Wi 1 I A7 7E W AR, I ERE %) R K AR R 2 By
50%, EFRWFE R 32 C, W EEEME N 6.3x10° cfurmL ™', &l 4(e) FIIE 4(f) Jy i B K pH 28 H.AE %t
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W FEE/(10° cfu - mL)
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(©) BROK e B2 5 1R B 5 A PR 0 K e i ot v ] (d) JRK e B2 55 TRLBE S TA'E X R P A2 IR I 1) 45 e 2k el
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REEC
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Fig. 4 Response surface and contour plot showing influence on living cell value
FAAR R B RCR A 52, W] >4 I K AR O 5] 2 15 (509%), Wil by T A7 R Ve {T,  JHC ISP L B2 2 32 °C,
pH >} 7.00, i W HCH 6.3x10° cfurmL™. &l 4 W% 41 SE(E 26 3 i B, 2 B 9 9 B 2% () 5 B4
Xof TR AR R BEAEAE B S s o v B2 S 0 48 L B2 30 ) S 78 0000 7 e £ 2% 14 RIS TR BB
ol B A SR BT T ST AR 25 S M e BT 4 SR LR 2.0 2 BEE B P=0.000 1<0.01, AT H]
W% B B0 pHOX) . HRE (). R ARIR BB (X)) 3% 3 AN TR 70 [ )3 05 2 56 28 b i 25 . AR i s
R 0] 9 )7 FR P2 R BN RP=0.964 5, 32 BHIZ AL AL ] LA B 96.45% i W AEL (1) A8 4k, 1A 5 B4 45
RRAF, AU P=0.053 1>0.05, KR AR, RIS WA BIA G o F b b 0 50 R 22
FeBl N, AR5 B o AN, BB AR S R CV=10.9%<15%; R},SR}. FE{H 9 0.165,
ZEA<0.2, X 2 THZEFLUE T EE T % e 7 AR TR R A R A AT (B SR
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% 2 P polymyxa F 10T FUNBIBEBES D
Table 2  Analysis of variance for the predictive equation for production of P. polymyxa biomass

T ZHRU SEHR FI 2 ¥y FfE plE %2
el 52.72 9 5.86 30.22 <0.000 1 E
(A) pH 1.65 1 1.65 8.52 0.0153 NTES
(B)ILIE 0.15 1 0.15 0.75 0.405 3 PNTES
(OFBEIE 0.29 1 0.29 1.49 0.249 6 NTES
AB 0.80 1 0.80 4.15 0.069 1 N
AC 0.24 1 0.24 1.26 0.288 7 NTEZ
BC 0.16 1 0.16 0.83 0.383 4 ENTE
A’ 27.20 1 27.20 140.38 <0.000 1 NTES
B 4.46 1 4.46 23.02 0.000 7 NTES
c? 25.55 1 25.55 131.84 <0.000 1 E
B2 1.94 10 0.19
FSi) 1.61 5 0.32 4.89 0.053 1 NTES
R 0.33 5 0.07
AN 54.65 19
T BRRB(CV)=10.9%; g RZER>=0.964 5; FEHERER=0.932 6; FHhE R LK
R*=0.767 2,

2.3 S KEIZ AN E R COD )45 pH B R 8 25 1k #h 2

Shy 56 UE O B A S T I 114 TR AR e A R T AR AR I R T R AR B T COD i R BRAR , FE T
WA R WA, DA R MR & B A AR K i 4k S COD AR fb il 2k . el RS bh, D88k
KA 5> Bl 51.4%(COD=13.7 g'L'"), pH ¥ 5 Ky 7.17, iR E R 314 C, KW 5/ 2%
P. polymyxa F T, A 180 rmin ' #8 R K535 o HUFE I FRA 3 b, 43 50 0 5 A o o 3 11 250 3 ol
. [R5 SRR A5 B T AR B R R K B 3% P, polymyxa WA M4 o il A K R po i, AT A5
3~6 h 5 3% P. polymyxa B4 K IER W] 5 6~21 h A K5 5% P. polymyxa W& X8 78 21~24 h Ny
P. polymyxa % 5 Fa 2 1, I 52 A0 95 T K& (H 4 6.18x10° cfumL™!, JEARFF & WM . K 6N
P. polymyxa 35 3¢ 1 7 v Th 5% ZEJE B3 B K 19 COD Al pH A8 4k, B /K H COD Fifi & 15 3% (1) 47 34 7 sl
Ao B IR 27hE, COD MMM 13.7 ¢ L B2 5.1 gL', Ui RER4F s L BR S8 BE kb 1y

8 0.7 8.00
— R 14
~ A {06
5 —A— A . \
2 6} WtRE e s ot 1775
5 < T T
5,1 / '0'4% :‘Dlo- 1750 £
(=} > ~
= o 103 'Q 5 8 F %
= = B
& 102 S 17.25
E o2r ’ 6F w=—" \A\ ’
G e 10 .
00— : ' ' ! ! 0 Y 5 0 15 20 25 30"
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 b
St/ HAFEI T/
= . %] G B+t (8] A 4%
5 BIERUT P. polymyxa K iz 6 COD 7 pH B R [E] 22 4t B £

Fig. 5 Growth curve of P. polymyxa under the best Fig. 6 Time variation curves of pH and COD

fermentation conditions



2412 ok L OB ¥ M 145

COD(ZBRHE N 62.8%). K&K pH Wi % ¥ 32 Y HEAT B i L+, #EXE3R 24 h )5, pHA 2 791, b
(UNETE B
2.4 P.polymyxa EFIXERIEKE MR
1) P. polymyxa B FI %t % S 6 i i . 0 2 AR = WS o P. polymyxa B 70 ik 28 fif i . T
SR R R R . 7 55 P8 43 ) g AS [ it AL Ak B T R R R RN RR S A RS R L 45 A 4 A B R
i i B 2 S T CK. FEMIRIEE KT, ML TS H4, P polymyxa 1§75 FR EId &R i (C+M)
b B B SR A B GG T 145.5%; AT CK 4, FREAL (C) Mgk e fif B G 1 157.7%., W& 4
TR, U B P R RE AR — AR AR HEAR A A A, R B A 0 A A AR o A I 2 D) S T
e AT CKAL, Ui iR AL BE (H . MM L) i i i 5o 38 WRl 20 331 9 78.7% . 68.6% . 55.0%.
XA e SE BT AE W R IR A 2 L R 98 10 R T ROkl R AR AR K R G U B A Y, R B
i F P. polymyxa T8 B B9 38 r= #1358 T IR R OB B 2 SR 38 2 . AT CK A, KIE A 1 AR 4k 3 21
(C+SM) 8 2 ff 5 s 3 0N 96.3%, M= UM T CrM AR 4 25 . X TR TR IEd Y P.
polymyxa 15K B 43 IR R B SFAE Y AE K I, ek A A AR P
XTI CKAH I, AP C. C+M., C+SM KRB 2 48 i >R A o &, 15 1 20 501 O 87.7%
84.9%. 74.0%, ALFRH H, M. LBYBEIES 9K 17.8% . 13.7%. 12.3%. W, a4 &I 1L e
TR A S m A Y i R i, B FH Bk W T IR X R R B PR A R . R SRR b, ML
AEfG 3 A AL FELL C. CH+M AT C+SM ] JE I & 2 » o
B, TUG P A R G 3 AN AR B HL M, 20} R et I
L R B 5 0 AT TR LI, BOARIE = s e Pl E
FHAIE AT A 254 5 % SRk i | !
2) P. polymyxa T REXT 6 2 i 12 £k 0 5L 5% i
Wi o &9 Sk AN ] A B2 rp B S i R R 1 A A
FE At FH AL RE AL #R A (C) B i il R Eh FL R CK S C CHMC#SM H M L
R, N 174 gkg ' BT IR £ VEABALR ) S
WL S T R TN R UK T T R IR0,
CHM A B2 35 SRS MR 2h & B W 147 gkg ', E7 ARLENHFEERE N
Fig. 7 Effect of different treatments on weight of vegetables
T HE R Z A AL BELH C, BR3ENEIR R
PR EAC T 15.3%. P. polymyxa 15 4E K i #2 p 25 _ZI‘_ a 3
SIHFEAR AR . WMEEY L™, BT ++
HO 7 R 80 B SRR 3o B o 2 T 2w jr +++
BAMBER, BT LA A 23 00 SE Wi 4 48 v +
2. P. polymyxa ¥ 1 3 & K14 FE 5% A8 Jy 2 Jk
iz, REREWR /DB SRRk AR, R
B SR  FE P XA] BE R T AR TR IE A 8
SRR ER AR 1 A 5r
3) P. polymyxa W EXT iR 4EAEZR C TR
o, dEAER C 2B 3 T I E PG HE A o CK S C CHMC+$SM H M L
SUFRE ST A C RS, T R 8009,
W BRI XoF 8 2 il S5 1 B i P8 R 10 RO [] Ak e —
LA PR SEEA R C &, iR E Y RO

i o Fig. 8 Effect of different treatments on
AR (H) Bhe i R . T2 1 plant height of vegetables

FR/em
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130
a
20 L
el a a 120 _I_ b
Lol . 1w -[— oot b h
o~ ab b ab  ap _l_ = I
2 14 B3 _[_ ~]— T @100 ¢
. g c I
& 12t B ] o
& f ﬂﬂﬂ 90 de
& 1.0 <U
Qg 0.8 . m-\. 80 e
st 0.6 ey
B 70 |
041
02t 601
0 50
CK §S H M L C C+tMC+SM CK S H M L C C+M C+SM
TEAE AL L X TEAL AL 7 2
AR BRI BB 2 57 (P<0.05), TE AT RERR A R 225 (P<0.05),
9 TEAEIHEHERE S SN 10 FELEMNFEREERCAENFTI
Fig. 9 Effect of different treatments on Fig. 10 Effect of different treatments on vitamin C
nitrate content of vegetables content of vegetables

REFRA CK, BT ZE O EHINT 59.1%; ML T Hiti R ZA 4 ¢, B3 ryded:
RCHFEMINT 342%, i LI EIR @@ e n0 =i, HIEA R B R, MY W itE
Ery =y ety e =l AR ORI
e
1) 38 2k o) 7 T R AR B 0 SR R K B AR IR R . JROK S B 51.4%, PG pH 7.17, K
FRIRE 314 Co LM TR 221G, MAEYIERECH 6.2x10° cfu-mL™, FEA W) 545571 1 i) 45
W, 7R R E AR ELR

) AR LIRS KW, WA BRI SRR S M. S AAMEL, B30
&, THE. G, UEGEERCESEDIRE T 68.6%. 13.7%. 5.6%. 41.3%. W5 IR & R
MR AR, MEIREEBER T, MAZP4EERSTERAR R HEEE T 253%, fHEREL & 8 FK
T 15.3%.

3) Al S48 M IR K A PR U W R B O R T AT . A BRRE R A e, RE R T
VEVD i B o ASHIFSE 0T Ry B 48 22 vy IR K B AL B 55 95 IR AL R, LA K2 P. polymyxa T 37 B9 % FH )
S %

& F X #
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Abstract Potato starch wastewater contains high concentration of starch, protein and other organic matter.
Using potato starch wastewater to cultivate plant growth-promoting bacteria is a method to realize its resource
utilization. The growth conditions of Paenibacillus polymyxa EBL06 strain cultured in potato starch wastewater
were optimized using a comibined single-factor and central composite design (CCD) approach, in which three
key factors, i.e., wastewater volume fraction (concentration), culture temperature and initial pH, were focused.
In this context, the optimum conditions for the culture of P. polymyxa obtained from the experiment were as
follows: COD concentration 13.7 g-L™', initial pH 7.17, culture temperature 31.4 °C. Under this condition, the
number of living bacteria was 6.2x10° cfu-mL™", which was consistent with the CCD predictions, and satisfying
the national standard of agricultural microbial agents (GB 20287-2006). To verify the application effect of the
microbial agent, the experiment of vegetable planting was then carried out. The results showed that the
P. polymyxa biofertilizer could significantly increase the yield and quality of pakchoi; its fresh weight, dry
weight, plant height and vitamin C content increased by 68.6%, 13.7%, 5.6% and 41.3%, respectively; compared
with the fertilization of chemical fertilizer only, the mixed fertilization of P. polymyxa biofertilizer and urea
fertilizer could improve the nitrogen utilization efficiency, and resulted in an increment in the content of vitamin
in pakchoi plant by nearly 25.3%, and meanwhile, contributed to an decrease in the content of nitrate decreased
by 15.3%. Overall, this study provides a meaningful reference for the resource utilization of potato starch
wastewater, as well as the application and popularization of P. polymyxa.

Keywords potato starch wastewater; Paenibacillus polymyxa; plant growth-promoting bacteria; central
composite design (CCD); biofertilizer
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