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FEE A P54 L (plant-parasitic nematode , PPN ) J& /™ g BRAO, PTHpLE K R I — AU 528 8 E 9, B4R A kR
b BRI ZBFIR S, RGNS 2z B A T BoA7 e Xt RS0 AR A= 4 0 B SO PR B V5 Ye AP 25 PR 4G ) 8L, A= B
AR HIRBE AT SRR | TR A3 AR 7 AR 2 ST S BT ST T Y S L AR SCR SR T PPN R AR 2R 45 1E
5faEBUR, AR T PPN X3 FAEY) ARG AR 3 A 1 A B 5o B 22 S8 ml 3 T MR R e A — + 3 S iR
SR 2 2R R BB R AEBLIERE [, SCE M =AJ7 [ Bl T 4R s AR M i IO T R . 1) T B 3 [N e
AREFF IR Y AN 2) FETARPR A S IR A 0% 13 3) B R R BHE T U8 R SRR R, A X LI - |
YRR G PR -2k - R 2 TC EAE M IR AT, 2T - R G T -3 B AL LAY 4= W5 28 LBy 38
F A o B — AT A s - S )5 T WA R AR, S ST SR Rl W RRLE AR HUR E B T IR R AR AR R ST S
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Biological control of plant-parasitic nematodes ;: from plant
immunity to rhizosphere microecological regulation
HU Lingfei,SUN Bin,HE Yan,XU Jianming "
(College of Environmental and Resource Sciences, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310058 , China)

Abstract ; Plant-parasitic nematode ( PPN ) are a group of plant parasitic pests that pose a serious threat to the sustainable
development of global agriculture, causing enormous economic losses to global agriculture every year. Conventional physical and
chemical control methods suffer from disadvantages such as negative effects on non-target organisms, environmental pollution, and
drug resistance. Biological control,owing to its environmental friendliness, strong target specificity, and sustainability , has become a
research hotspot and frontier in the field of plant-parasitic nematodes. This paper systematically reviews the biological characteristics
and current damage status of PPN, with an emphasis on the infection mechanisms employed by PPN against host plants and the
multi-layered defense systems mounted by host plants through either their intrinsic immune system or plant-soil feedback regulation
based on a “cry for help” strategy. On this basis, this paper also summarizes research progress in nematode biological control from
three major strategies: 1) breeding resistant plant varieties through resistance and susceptibility gene editing technologies;
2) constructing disease-suppressive soils through rhizosphere microecological regulation ;3) improving agricultural cultivation practices
to form integrated management systems. With in-depth investigation of the multi-partite interaction network among plants ,nematodes,,
and microorganisms within the soil-plant system, biocontrol strategies for nematodes based on optimizing aboveground-belowground
feedback mechanisms will transcend the traditional scope of disease control focusing solely on the plant or soil side , thereby providing
more robust support for the establishment of a green,efficient,and sustainable nematode disease management system.

Keywords : plant-parasitic nematodes ; plant-nematode interactions ; biological control jresistance and susceptibility genes ;rhizosphere

microecology ; plant-soil feedback
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AR AR AR 77 R A 2 BE UG BT 1 500 255 TT, B BOA LT ELTR R & B9 4 KA — R W)
ED

FURT, PPN BB i6 32 EAHTR T ot A R S5 A 2 A 2] b ol A4 T 2R S5 B A D IR 2R it (ELRE
P 25 R BB B O ERLAR A M R B LA SRR T2 PR IR H A5 58 38 (AT TR B ¢ ml 5
SR B RNE FEMCTE SRR BT AR S AR S S B IR T BB W RO IR SR R Horh, [ 20 g
TR BT YR A S A KRR R A B TR it T B B 6 SR E U R, AR,
BEFE AL PR P U B —BEBR AR K i) RGEA SR A7, < AW B 16 A4 AR Al DBl S ]
FHAEWP IS AR I (AN A B A ) SRR ™ 4 ) B B RS ORMG , §7 e =R s R st L it e B (e
HERER RNAG 53 F) DL R ARBRGA: 24 00 A L3 i 7 45 R et A S B

ARSI SR ARG A= W)~ —HE ) 22 H B A o — AR s ol A 25 R B — R GE B IR SR A Dy a2 i 22k, &
G T PPN BRALHLH 25 A A 222 UK B A A 28 L SR P ol A A5 2 A B 1 Hh B IR AR T 3 AT
T ABIF ST RS . TR RERE L, B < R i — AR Gl A 25— e Mg P =3 22 N A A W] B A5t B
RAHEG KR AT BB R G BRI R G | il AR AR 0 i) s B AR P i E
T BYLE RS DRE T S T AR PR AOAT £ Sl W0 Wi 5 3 R AT - IS DU S iR ARt — A SR AR )
(BT RE T AP — (o W ] 4 X 1) 05, 22 22 AR RS T 7 e PO T R 82 i D g L AR
B eI i AR G B X — A R A Y SR Y A S TR AL, D R R 4 ¢ B — RO L 1
R 2 TS AU A PR P S0

1 ENFELBANEYMFEFEREEINR

1.1 FhEESE

*E*Eﬁ%ﬁi%%, KRB PPN X Mo HF4 S W%:QE?)%E[” o Horp AR A A 2R L ( ectoparasitic
nematodes ) &8 AL AFTE T AR SN -8 i I A7 3T R 10 2y, e S48 i B8 & 37 BT il 25 DA AR
ZAE RGP R IR ; 37 A2 26 L (endoparasitic nematode ) W 24812 A 15 EAEY 5 |, FTEAL YL N 4T
B FVET LR B, AR AR TG S M, SURD N B AR 2 it — 20 X3 il s AR R RAE Al 22 RS, LA
240 o B 9 BRE 2R A A A2 26 HR (migratory endoparasite ) LA AE P4 5E 2 Z AT A s B2 R AL O 2K o
BB A M (nematode feeding site, NFS) i %€ Ji i [N 2 4 4k L (sedentary endoparasite) , H:H, #4542k di 2%
(root-knot nematode , RKN , F=Eh Meloidogyne J& ) FIHE 2 LK H1 IS (cyst nematode, CN, 2K Heterodera F
Globodera J&) 2R BACEAE I E SR N A AR
1.2 SAYFERESEFESE

1518 FAYA IR U R A b PPN (JEH 2 s B N A AR e ) i B Ak ) 22 b g hn 25 A 4= G4 i
VIR SRR 4140, BERE M AU SF B A IR 36 B AR 40 LT AR R 70 DR B R R B S B
X G 2 A N PR AR B 1) USRI S AR 2258, 2 5 PPN 7R TP RS 15 £k
P AE2E AR SR R L SR TS BRI A IS AR S 2 AR 5 2) Do RS/ (B2 1T
251 20 M RE FRE LA AR A TS AN L T2 A BO0 53 1 IR AR S DR B IR s IR IO TR Y e, 3) B
i, T RN B AR IR 55 TR B 7 o B TE A5 A R A R P R OGP T L Itk
AW PPN X B A7 AR SCIE R 5 D RE A 3RAS , AT RER IR T3 /K- SR AR 01

AT (N 27 A AR5 e ok S ek AU B (B 1) MY PPN (/R0 S b T B is shitk S5 ety — i
gl (J2) MR FR -3 FLm P i e (J1) thiBEAe R ER R 0 W 51 5 T w3 ER s, 1ER)R % EARE
J | PR R AN ] (AR PR B 5 BB o7 Al S 1) AR 2 4 ot = 2 AR RBRHIT 12 AHR 3R, V5 T0U0 3 A 401
2N 20 R R B ( S8k PN e 2 20 B 5 B ) 3 B8 E AN B4 A, DT A0 8 5 175 I8 JUE 0 P ( giant cell ) 177 961 9
2 HUUFEAR 28 PN 3 2o T SR 2 75 A0 N AT R 1 4 B PN B Bl LA IE AR, O T E Bl RS SR A AR
(syncytium) o K APERICE AL 805, PPN #EAE RS I 2o 7% 2t f 5 U J2 3 J4 19 & ad
MR . AR IS AR 45 2 5 0 S 2 e )l o FITCOME A B 5 A P A B B R B o R T
HRERIE AT WA BRI (egg mass) 5 fIHE (cyst) o
1.3 WFRLEFERHEE

AT A AR A s PPN ELAT PRAESE N M B )5 S R 20 (AR SR X Bk i
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Fig. 1 The life cycles of two typical plant-parasitic nematodes : cyst nematode and root-knot nematode'"

AE AL =R R R B, HRSETT, PPN ARAF 45 2R AGVE Y AT R A 7= O 33K 12.39% ), 4k
280065 /D BRI E R R N A L i g ke, R AR A A b SR b REAE 5 7T A Z R e
RIS R A AR o RESZ i 27 B3R, LT ds BT A A 4R 45 Ha ) ; 4 £ 4
PR TR DS DU LR EY . PPN Y5 25 A 0 SR IR A0 5 A K2 B R RRZE 5
B AR A L SARFIE SR, JUHCY B A S AT sh 3G s i, 23 G20 50 A 4F ™ A= 4 5T A dth 1
TR BUARTRL S XY 4 7= 5 5 o ™ E
B F B i A8 AN, PPN 7EAR 22 20 it 1] (¥ 30 A% LA K 11 88 X A 40 400 e %) e 2 2 o 0 i 2 3
B 0 A A S R I BbAh PPN AR AR & B FE M e A O i 0 RIS R B AR R
ST VAN ZH L7 A T SR B AR PR s A A O 0, 3 DI ) A LA s i TR R Ak R A= G K PPN 5 Jir AR
1] “ 52 B 3 (disease complexes) ” FITE LB 607 BN, Xu 1S BB oe 45 50 B 452k th iy A
&LJJﬂTA’*ﬁ%*E%ﬁ:}‘/Z%E’JéHJﬂZ(@1‘&5‘?*‘E’Jﬁ*%}ﬁij][l T A3 AU B 2 O R AT ), i s i
AR A A ORI B HE” (LA E R 8 AR L 5 75 Wl A7 755 3% U [A] 5 22 01 U I L B ) T 2R
R ) B AR R Hh TR TR AR g E ARG, AL 3K SE AR PR I B B A A T A
PRt ok UG T ARZE e AR 55 B, IR A 12 A 286 H — o 7 A T ) PR ) 52 4% ) L ) S 5t [ 2

2 ZHEMNEYNFEER. N EBIEER"

2.1 TREME . ETHBEWRMTE 25 ExE5H3h

ORI A R — R TR E L 12 BAER HUR ] Sk B R 0 Ak IR 2 B RN A7 AR R B K
VMR R A S, I O BB 4 e e ek B AT o, X — i AR oM Rt ke K ROk
PR LR R 7 27 A ) E RN T KR AR Tt B AR e R TR A f R R T
P S e R 2 S AE e kb R EARTRIME R, lan, w5 22k & 0 S5 Y s iiE S 5
£ U A A 1Y 5 1] B o) 9 2 4 R (o B R 0 T 2 e S AR A T o ) B 22 b A AR S BT 72 24 1
TR R Y | Sikder 25 E5AR T M R B S SRR S AR P A S 2 R )y A 17 ) O A AL
H%G IJXﬁE%%i%’%EE’JHK%H’EFHO FRAR R WAL, pH AE 5 /K 8 A LT & 55 e 8 Ab M Bt bl
8 B L R bR TR IR R B B S M AR PR FRBE A E (S B 5L AT b, B, Hua
S E S MR SRR R P pH EAICHLER S TR B & PR, 148 2K 1 ( Heterodera glycines) 1 pH {HH 4.98 ~
5.46 MIERME S A 3 i 171 ~256 mmol - L™ (FREE i S B KRR A 4P SR 45 . Chiiriboga 45 )
T T - 50 T BR SR 5 FORAR RIE AR S YR (E) -B—A P e L b i 5seR, A
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S B UG IR 4k ( Heterorhabditis megidis) E@ﬁ%%xﬁ%;ﬁ;ﬁ( Galleria melonella) IR G RCR

R TR T A AR R I Y BB E L SR S TR AT ST e R, £ AT LG o B A2 AR 2R 2 U
A AR PR AL PR 0 v R S ) 10 R A AR AR SR FF R E A SR W S R
WF5E 285 R S 2 o ) e (o7 SR B AA PR SR AL T AT ) O TESE « FOKAR R0 Wy b i — 28 2 R 40 (ARTFIE
WRZRALE W) ) REAS 25 IS AR Iom 200 TR RV 2E 1 (8 SR MR BRI T S5 A I AT 18T R ) 5 AR 45 28 1R ( Meeloidogyne
incognita’) WP LA 3k 275 b by JRRRN 3 S0 5 4R TR T RS IR 0 4 A AT DL ( PR R 2R 5 22K S ) o S B 47
FAEMIREHEE AL, BRZF EAEYIAR R 53004 5 AR B 20 R 7 AR A AL B E T A PPN JE T AR PR EL B
5 BCHAUAVAE WU 7 X 27 2 AB ) 8 TR A ) 43 5 o2 SR ) Fp it — 2D 4 7

FELH N B A 2 A 3 v )% 2l R T KR P S A e R vl N S R R TR AR R A P A 1) i
PAT KRS HERE R Lu S ORI RN, FE A % EAETERI AR AE T, M. incognita 4338 32 {2 30V 1A Hh i
JU7 145 LA 3 O U 40 K i 5 0 TR AR v 100 R T3 e R A 2 4 L 4l ) 94 i O R AR LTS Sh B
I, 2 HUHs AR AR BE RV AB SR ST He B 3 IR R g,
22 BRI .EEERAMAMETL

TERS B BARFIF B E RR YL EROLIG , 2 HL oM 0BT 5z 5 25 e 0 200 i B O 03 0 o B4 A
AR BRSOV R T A SR e AREE R BUR S S5 AR R K XA A AR ) i A T
IUZ AT 2 R A 225 ZUEA PR D70 28, T B AR B R v B 240 1k 20 i B Py ) ELACITRE
BRI EL AU, I B AAEAR R IE LAY YRR 45 ( galls ) G544 ; 1T L8 2 Hu 75 5 % B 406 A5 0B 200 2 240
JHELRE B Joy PSS A RS, AR QI Y SR BRI 5, TS 224 Al S A A T3, T2 — > 2% 2 R
LI ARG —— B IR (EXAR ZR T2 10 S A4 3 o AN I

RO TR AL b A5 1 SCEEVE T . AR FH ML) 32 A0 4515 5 10 O AR A0 B e £k ek
IR DA B A A B R R 522 R 2 A 48 i ok 43 W A - 5 5 1 R VR A R A
VER  RARGNE AL B R, i B 290 K00 5 XA Y 40 M BE ) B4 AR KR SV ER S 2k
ST PR ROV BN Lee 550 B SY R I, F6 ML L4300 ¥ R0 B 11 19C07 AT LS LR I AR
KRz E A LAX3 KA EAR, 185 58 A S 1 AR KR s ok ) 19 AR R i b w9 i s, ik i e 2
RS A MUARIE R, A, 2 BTG 2R FHRUN 8 R il 25 RS B . 4Rk B T 1e g2k
oy AR, R 7~ 22 b 3 2 A A% DR 1 S HC A sk AR 4 97 A B B i AR L WL ARIE 91 40, Hewezi
LUV R IR, LR KON B 11 10A06 1) 43 WA RE RS S50 e A I IE AT B4 £ i B MO A PR A e 5 i
bt LE IR IRl BELAS K 45 2 (salicylic acid, SA) BF IS 5 AU A% 36 | 1 fe R AR I S8 X 46 U B i
Lozano-Torres % 38 T G. rostochiensis %% 75 I VAP 1 5 % il Ho Mk 35 DN 4 A A4 2 B &0 R 75 1 T
Rer3pim 258 JF THCHAGVEOL A, MTITH =5 FE 0 0 4 B R Bl

SEUE S ) N7 0 2 P A ] L A 0 ) SR B R, 3 A IS AR ) A A R 5 4 AP Sy B
B4 A, FOE WA B T0E2E (BRI TCHLE 55 55 43 3 o A ) 448 2R G e RO i ik 25 IR
DA R

3 EYNEHAREREEE. AR RE”

3.1 FEEYHE TR

3.1 LEFERE XTI M PPN 51T A B LG 2 o W 68 0% Bk £ S 2R AE PPN Y
PpJg 2 NI LR BUR AR Y T B A i L2 LA T B0 A7 A M2 B R 4 T k9 B T A L) A )
Bl G A A ST AR IR A= A LS AT R (jasmonic acid, JA) (SA QR E™ .
T2 AR X LA B T4 By s i B AR SR A R Bk S5 32 B Bk B 37 £ S 4 W Fh iR 21
M N, Fudali 2 5 Hu % KA YI R L9535 M. hapla 5 H. glycines B4 #a#EVE T ; Piya
25OV DR 297 T 38 i K A BR A (R B A S, 358 A7 EARFRXT H. schachtii B 5 B, Kirwa %17
5 B AR 5 1) B AL & M e ZE BB 7524 M. incognita FREAAL ), T o5 v J3 I U) 78 24 Gt b ) IR
H 55151, 22 Tl BB I A 40 A, B E S B A8 3 W Wie ke o A 47 B 2 MK 18 (ascaroside #18, ascr
#18) T2t ALY A 1) B E AR AR B M EE 1) ascr #9 J5 , 7304 ZE AR FRabs 20T 2 iy 9Kk
1/EFH[38*39] .
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3.1.2 EREERE (ORI - BRI PR P R b, R C B B A AR T I R
WEIPIZ R GE R G Y PPN MW EAREE 2 T (zigzag) " AL (5] 2) 24

B — R T —— RRET
TIR-NB-LRR
2l |

A Uk

| «=—  Host susceptibility

T I ] ]
Effector @AD ‘B> > @

A (] Time
2 EMEZmE N zigzag” I
Fig.2 The “zigzag” model of plant-nematode interactions
PTL: PAMP fil &2 [ 922 PAMP triggered immunity ; HR ; 33 852 )i Hypersensitive response ; ETS : 540 ¥ i 4 11418
4 Effector-triggered susceptibility ; ETL: 2500 -l & (9 623 Effector triggered immunity; A,B,C,D in squares: # 4] #3%Z
& Tmmune receptors in plants;A,B,C,D in circle : 2 BAMBHIRIN Effectors secreted by nematode.
FE AT DL 3 R S AR TR 32 44K ( pattern recognition receptor, PRR ) X AR £ B ifE Ak AR~ 14 AH 5
7 F A (nematode-associated molecular pattern, NAMP ) #E4735 51, AT 20 i AL 920 9 SR A RH 5G4 F AR X
( pathogen-associated molecular pattern, PAMP ) fit & B9 2 2 Wi N ( PAMP-triggered immunity , PTL) . 5] 411,
Huang AL e B, AR TS P Y e 5 TR ) 3244 nematode-induced LRR-RLK1 ( NILR1 ) BEE 3 1o F M
THIIZE B 435 aser #18 filt & a5 5% S LA KT M. incognita HIBHAE , BRek HAH PR Ah , T34 n]
PLIE i A TR 2 AR 1 R A 315 4H 5 0 455X ( damage-associated molecular pattern, DAMP ) 3 Ji3 311 Bl
TR RN, R A4 N B A58 R I B R 2 LM I T2 ( oligogalacturonide ) | A5 #1155 5 F JIK ( plant elicitor
peptide) BTSN ATP (extracellular ATP ) ZFH1 ) 7646 I 30 2 o 5 45493 1) 4 DG 23 72U AR 0l 32
P A 5 T Ui 22 S5 AR G 2R IR ( mitogen-activated protein kinase , MAPK) 5 854K #6125 11 15 6 . B A0 984
2 JA 1 SA {5 5A% T A2 L K BT AHAH SC Ik R 3258 55 — ZR 9 ML B B A5 A% S Sf R i R A Sk A i) PPN 1Y
(R YTt A P A PbE
TEX Y5 PPN B Rig a2k Hd i SRS R0 S RE RS M AR b AR BERl 0928 S 8 5007 2 1
KA o A YR HE IR (effector-triggered susceptibility,ETS) o Pt AR 7E F AR SRR TR 7 T Sl
EEVET X Ry i ROV A 1R AT U 5 R S M A R ST ) B R 9 A SR < RN T fih K B JE (effector-
triggered immunity , ETI)  fij SR U4, HUTEAE Y RE WS 1 52 (R FE 8 1 DA A BT (resistance , R) FEH 4
Fi5h B4 L A% R 45 4 ( nucleotide-binding ) -LRR 2244 ( NLR ) & 1 2 52 (A S AR 5] PPN 2306 ) 26 07 46 1112
B4, Sacco % /R T NLR UG8 SZ (A FE 1 Gpa2 75 T A HELE 1 ( 6. pallida ) 53 W50 2 11 RBP-1
R SPETR NS BT S B i SC VR . 5 PTI 2B, ETI B0 SRR & 45 8 715 S5 5 516
AR (S R B AL 2 8 4T NLR 3245 s U B (hypersensitive response, HR) , 75342 44 55
JE SRR SE T, AT BELIE PPN (94256120 A PTI 31 ETS B8 ETI, =3 SRS T — 4 PLl—
Tl —FERU B IR PP G BT B 2, X R AR S R AR (R 548 T2 T S A R i 2 P AR

[29]
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3.1.3 REEENS BR T _LRER GRS, YRR G B 3L N Rk 19 o3 — B EHLH] 2 L DNA
LML 2R (B AR SRS RNA A% 0 60038 (5 1805 4 | L7 bl 0y — 2 ol 1 o B9 8 4 1 P I 3% ¥
BA AF 58 #R A H f 4, Dia-Manzano %570 & B, 7 L B % 5 M. javanica HAE R FR P AR 4R 65
microRNA172 g6 (5 AP2 2556 54K F TOR1 YR IAS SHCE AL A AYEET  Liu 250 5 10 % A [
PUBR R 5 R Rhgl BAZAL S DNA HIEA AT & I, f0 4 2 AR 4L J5 Btk i R AE I AL s S s 3 1A 1
TUFRT DNA H L0 AR B A5 e PE i R B B340, 578 DNA HJEAL R BE S5 5T L N (8] (9 5CBK . Vijayapalani
0TI % R, FHER AL e LR HL (H. schachtii) 53151 32E03 %0 8K 1 E AL A0 A% J5 LA 405t 1) 0 3
7 rDNA Ge i 250, TR AE P 1) rRNA SEP Fak DAk B B 3 4=

o Z AR IR MY RGOS AR T I A B G 5 % S IR R, s i RS &
S M AR AR AR A I A 2 A S B 0 Mk aE et PTT sk ETT S0 AR Y5 AR R i
TR A A W (ANER IS (2 ORITIENE S BN EA ) AL SRR B s R A W AR L, ik e f s
IR 5 AR R AU, — 5 T AT B e S A 7 A e ke B R AR, D3 — T WU B 9 3 AR R A W
AR OG5 . X — R IE /R T AEY) S RS E AR R 7 WX — 3 T 7 [l A B A i
VR BEAR | S 38U A S8 QnAn] FE S PR AR PR 287 St T B R AR A
3.2 ZBISIR BRI ST A 1815 B S

WHT AT, M) T R G T SE AR R A A S IR AR PR U E RV . ARPRTIUE W TE — BT
VENAE I« 55 LA™ i 2 22 i 48 B A5 R 1 R A0 1 B B RS TR A 40 — i 2 W 1) 1) LA v, ol
AR, “HEA AR (plant holobiont) " MEAYHE HHE— A RAL T X — IR DY ) FEX—HESL T, Hl 4 5 HoE
B (AR A P A — > DO ) 2 £ 1) oy e o , R B B A 4 4 TR Ll TR ol — A4« e v A A S 8 &R
5 BEAEYRE G IS B A B R A S () SR RE T (“ TR ET ) o AT, AR BRI A R 4
2 PPN WAE W) 200 S RS AR BREHE T A0 25 o (LA 2 18 L BL DA 55 ) SAR PRk AU ey h i A 37
A (I AL TR ) |
321 WERBERZE HATCAMRHE 718 EHY ] LLEE T “cry for help” IR B | 38 10 A R 53 W04
FAZE IR IR XL PPN RZB A B ) X ek £k B AR AR PR AT 25 1 nl A S A EAEY
RGBT RIS E P VL B T AR (R ek A PR A S BN e H Y [ M I VE R . B4, Song
AP SE T AR S ZR T (em3 ) I8 (cuc) SRR E AR PRI B BETS 5 & L, em3 FE AR A AR PR 410
DAREVR S A AR T X AR 25 2 A= I BT a8 RS, T RE A MR PR 1= 438 rh e PRk b o A A PR o | 3 2 B e T
SEHEYIAE 35 . Wolfgang 2517 BFFT R T8 T 1B A M TR | A\ 7 BB BT 45 4R s 4 T B B 1) 942 1 A AL % AR
GELR A R KR SIHICR . E4h, Mohan 26 BFFE % B, SR 5 50 B 20 W8 AR 28 40 W ) 38
RENS I8 1 1 5 2k 27 AR AN BR Pasteuria penetrans X M. incognita FERGERE 1, M IS AEAE AR T8 52 21| () £k L
1=E, SR, VBRI PPN-7F A — MR P i A 4 AR ARS8 v (%) SC BB 3 PR 1, W 2R 0 W By v f AR 6 L
RZH o3 R AR T AR SR A o
3.2.2 REREGHEEFMNIEFEAS T PPN X T EMEY ™ BN KMEEE, N1 20T 115
T Th LA e TAE R R EE . SBR b FE SRR P R e R R T2
FEAGI AR ZSO7 , LD RESERERR PPN SMA GG B A 4R B HL AR e B PR ol B P4k ol S B s
R, XU R A TG S R BB AE 3E  E HE  IEFR  E BR R A e SRR (A TR LR ) DL ACET
A B B B R AR R 4 0 A K S R e AR B i ) B, Kato 25 1°) i i 2 AR IR IR UE S, A
FH A TR 2 OB 5 (0 HOZ B 20 TR 26 ) 7E A HLAR H b R 6% 38 o ok A8 20 TR A v 4 o AR ) R AR A5 4k
(M. incognita) WIHITHIRE JT . HHT, 75 EAEY 2 6 RROEE 1T MR 2R 40 W) B VR B i ARG SRR e
ZREME BRI o AR PR A MR HEA T [R) R4 o AN B T
3.3 ERESHEELE

IR S R G S AR BRI ) 2 (R BV AT 7R A8 S5 F T Rl AT R 2 2 Y B2 RUG AT 5
S A B AR I A 0 3 A BRAS—— 1 £ 3 ( disease-suppressive soil) 7 A K AR
FORAR PR S RGEAE 5 Y e RGN PR AL A B A —FPRRIR RS . FECIRASTR | BV A7 e %
I 75 A IR A, b ) - R R AR ¢ LR B A R R R FE R E S R,

T2 UG T AT, L e P S i A L WLARIE L N, Lu 0N AR S 11 4F A AL B
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R TR v e B, FARL 300 (265 7 AR ) RS MRS 2k s ity B el 55 1 el AR 06 2 ORI R S B A
IR ZE MOFT A B SR DA O
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DDA S 58 4 5 fi) FH ], BTG HEA T R MU SR TS5 ) o 22 b BLAT 2 s A= 97 ROCH A9 R — TR AR R A T 3
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