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Abstract: In order to further study the pathogenic mechanism of Rhizoctonia solani and its effective control

methods, we reviewed the research progress of Rhizoctonia solani. The research focused on the mycelial fusion

group, biological characteristics, pathogenic mechanism, biological control and genetic diversity of Rhizoctonia

solani. This paper put forward the summary viewpoints and research ideas and suggestions for the further stud-

y of Rhizoctonia solani and the breeding of related resistant varieties, and provide reference for the effective

control of Rhizoctonia solani.
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