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Fig. 1 Effect of herbicides on disease incidence and disease index of soybean root rot
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EFFECT OF HERBICIDES ON SOYBEAN ROOT ROT AND SOIL MICROORGANISMS

Chen lijie Liu Tiruo Li Haiyan’ Fu Li’
(1 Shenyang Agricultural University, Shenyang 110161 2 Heilongjiang August
First Land Reclamation University, Mishan 158308)

Abstract

Two herbicides, dibutralin and acetochlor, were studied in this article. Dibutralin
could decrease the incidence of soybean root rot, while acetochlor could increase it. Dur—
ing the early period of spraying (about 10 days), some soil fungi (such as Fusarium
Rhizoctonia, Pythium, Penicillium) were inhibited, but the number of bacterium in-
creased largely. Later, dibutralin increased the number of Penicillium and bacterium .
Meanw hile, acetochlor increased the number of Fusarium and Rhizoctonia , but inhibit—
ed Penicillium and bacterium .
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