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Table 1 The treatments of controlling soybean root rot and soybean cyst nematode
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Table 2 Effect of bacillus on soybean cercospora sogina
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Treatment Agent Average disease index Relative control effect Average yield Yield increase
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Table 3 Variance analysis of bacillus on soybean cercospora sogina
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Table 4 Effect of bacillus on soybean root rot
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Effect of Bacillus 69 Preparations on Soybean Disease

SHEN Hong-bo' ,DING Jun-jie’ , HU Zhi-feng' ,ZHAO Hai-hong” ,GU Xin” , YANG Xiao-he’
(1. Heilongjiang Agricultural College of Vocational Technology, Jiamusi, Heilongjiang
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Abstract; To explore the effect of Bacillus 69 on controlling of soybean disease, the control efficiency of soybean
cercospora sogina,soybean root rot and soybean cyst nematode were assayed by the seed treatment and the foli-
ar spraying method respectively. The results showed that the bacillus 69 was a very good preparation for con-
trolling soybean cercospora sogina and soybean root rot,the control effect of soybean cercospora sogina could
reach 71. 9%, the yield increased 10. 2% compared with the control Suinongl4-3; while the control effect of
soybean root rot could reach 55. 1% ,much higher than other treatment. But the Bacillus 69 had no effect on
soybean cyst nematode.
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