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AREHBRIRER BT EREARREARAERBERRE. ANRERFHE 1990~
1991 FRERMLEERY, FRELAEH 11 543 A0, 5 2 EMERA 2900, HAp—H
- PLTHEIFR 6 489 AVHR, 5 HUBE LR HUR K A TR 56. 200, QUL TEIAR 3 536 AU, i K HUR &
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ARAR 2 250ml/hm? 29.2 61.2 36.0 51.5 20 87.5 22.4 55.7 185 1828.5 110.3 171
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Preliminary Study on the Effect of Root-protecting Fungus
on Preventing Soybean Sporanginal Nematodiasis

Wang Zhongyu Du Zengjie et al.
(Farm No. 597 Heilongjiang Provinee)

Abstract This paper evaluated the effect of biologicals ; Root-protecting Fungus on preventing soybean
sporangihal nematodiosis. Two years’ experimental results indicated that the prevention effect of 900-
1500m] Root-protecting Fungus per hectare on soybean sporangial nematodiasis ranged from 53 to 83
percent and yield increased by 13. 1% ~38.1%.
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