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Mechanism and Application of Antagonistic Bacteria Against Soybean Root Rot
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Abstract: Antagonistic bacteria against soybean root rot is an significant method in the field of biological control of soybean

root rot. This paper briefly introduced the occurrence law and pathogenic bacteria of soybean root rot, reviewed the screening

and mechanism, and prospected the application prospect and research emphasis of the next step, aiming to provide new re-

sources for the prevention and control of plant fungal diseases and to lay a foundation for the development and utilization of an-

tagonistic bacteria and biological pesticides in soil.
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