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Current Progress on the Study of
Sunflower Sclerotinia wilt in the World

HOU Ya-guang, WANG Yu-jie,ZHAO Jun
(Agronomy College of Inner Mongolia Agricultural University, Huhhot,Inner Mongolia 010018)

Abstract: In this paper,the aboard progress on the study of sunflower sclerotinia wilt was reviewed on the sun-

flower resistance breeding,the resistant mechanism, the pathogencity mechanism of Sclerotinia Sclerotorium ,

and the integrate control of Sunflower Sclerotinia wilt. Hopefully, it would provide useful reference for Sun-

flower Sclerotinia wilt researchers.
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