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Study on The Technique of Pig Feces Treatment with Yulei Bacteria

SHI Ming, LU Jian-zhong , LU Li-min, XU Yi-zhang , HUANG Jian-yi
(Pudong Agro — environment protecting Station, Shanghai 201201 China)

Abstract: In view of the heavy environmental pollution produced by the feces from pig farms when farms are developing quickly , this

technique can solve the environmental problem well with Yulei bacteria . By the biological treatment , the pig dung can be converted

to the organic bio — fentilizer , the criteria of pollution of pig urine and polluted water will go down greatly.
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Figure 1  Pond of biological treatment of pig feces

and polluted water
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Table 1 Effect on Yulei bacteria K49 on contents of

COD NH; - N.SS.DO
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Table 2 Effect of Yulei bacteria Ki on main microbe

group in each pond
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Table 3 Effect of Yulei bacteria N1y on nutrient contents
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