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100 Z4ET 5 . ARYE 130 R ERER IR A4 &
P AR ER RAFEAEA LR ER B . AL
BRAEIEFAIS RN R EZ WA BR TR
FE Y F AL TE B 57 43 10 T DARE 1 2 (1 2 At
JBT 40 IR RN L T K A SR
5. BET FR DAY A 4 R 3 R
FRE L, FEREARA R FY LB =Y,
MW IEFEY LT BB AR SR AR K I T %
B BRI G EERARY) DHIE . R & B
ZENE NSRRI A= B R
1.1 HYEFY

[ - S e FERE 5 #3052 ORGP AR
glfeF. STRURLY S B E R A 5T R
7 REEBIGPLRIEA S 2FE &AM % e
BOEI RS R
1.2 EYHERMITER

W7 A R B AE YT ) BT B R MR
WY, TR T EE R VSR X
2 Y LA BB D i — Sy B KA )
DA 8 R S e e - B 2K MRS /O B B
TIEE GBI APIGLR . BBRIER IR E Y
B AR AR MR IR ER RE A AR AR U
1.3 #WiFERNY

W B AL R AR Y AR B BRI
BORFIEAR VR B SR A B VAL B, US4
LPBIRBOR . BRTCRGE 90 28} 300 RFEY
BA 26 0m M, %P (Compositae) A (Meli-
aceac) (EMIIRFSEIRIE®R L . ARHEW /NG
3§ (Tagetes minuta) . Ji %549 (Tagetes patula) .
B H 3 (Zinnia elegans ). & B (Rutag raveo-
lens) FLEEE (Tagetes patula) . |n) H 2&(Helian-
thus annuus) %5 B REALE Y, 8 HAE R AELE
Yy T 4 1k £k L (Pratylenchus) 1M 45 28 dt
(Meloidogyne spp.) WG . %583 (Peganum
harmala) 55 JL A0 A8 9 48 B X5 48 41 28 1 (Bur-
saphelenchus xylophilus) FA T 7 /R 45 & ©
(Meloidogyne incognita ) B.H BT B B R 6 12
H R R E A P i AR A5 Wi TR
PBAEA.
1.4 £

TR RAR A FAERHEY AR SR AR

ML AR RE A SEYEEESERE. B
JERTDATE— BB R EREAR 13 pH, 275 2
BT E MAVTS & R A, s
FLBRBE K RE/K RE 7, 398 + B PRI RE 7. B &
B R PR F R E R D A8 T LUE 2 B
YRR, HEhsEnt i ZEFIR U e i 1E >k +
SRR ] LA BB AR - S P AR A 4R R (Meloi-
dogyne chitwoodi) WHF B BE . FKEFPAE 3K,
BRI R AR R B R A g
MB#ESE 2 FRA L, RRBUREREL R (M.
chitwoodi) ¥ A EME MAAEE .

1.5 GfiBRH#E

TR EMPEIEA T FUr B0t 14
PEZRRGE FRFFDF BB . APR AT
F ORI R D DEAE 43 AL 38+ SR RE A PR &
WE T ARGE LR . IAH AR R ERBR (AR AR TR
AEZE FNST AR WOTE SF i RHEY , 5 W RHEY
A LETE R SR AP BEACT L PR A L. X
Sop RS IRER . (BZE N IR TR E KRz B K
B A, 52 B B A AN A BR, — R KR 7R Rt X
ffiF .

1.6 HERBEFNFERE

VLA T BL IR ENE PG R e E R K R
R, B R TR 2 B L A 7= H R S A A 3
TRHENE . HEAE B A ST SR AR B3R
RGHEXG AR Tl ik SRERIHR . BF
B G 2S5 AT LARRAR R AR 45 4 R (M. in-
cognita) FELE .

1.7 &%k

AN R NS P 248 . & Sk PR
25 KB FZREFTAE TN LI A BRRLE 1
R . —a ML RS L EEATUE
EUCE TIBEHE SRR 3R R 03E B R
FERt, VAR RAEY A — R e A I R A
FERFIGEYIR E R Z R RN . TR &I A9 5%
mE £ R RS (H0) BLEL
FiFES S5 2 EDE SRR 5 SR,
A 2R G B 135N FK BT £ AT 1 )5 A P
IR EE T, AR EM L 2K RE WA YR
AN BN Ak KR HH BB A S PR ARAR 25 48 1t (Meloi-
dogyne graminicola) WK E » (HA Y= 1 53 W)
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4 A

XTEIEMEIT A BB AR,
1.8 #¥RAE#

—SE g AR RN 2 L B AT B, D 4k
REWE ., rEERES RERE KT — A furE
REAE A B 4] DI RRARAE AR 2R AR B &
Meloidogyne spp. BB BB R, R T IERE2E
Bt P B 750 28 K G e s AR AN IR B 2 1R Y
AR S MR R BESh 2, X 8 A R = A
2R, B — I 45 A BP JE , B 45
K b= s BT AR . AT RS 2R I A AR AR
M fEF R UE A o A K A IE B ] BB SR E 4R L &
4, FEAEMIR G A B R G

2 R(PH)EVFEEHENERARE
HLE

T B 7] R - B 2 A X By VR 4k LR T AR
K -8 BRI B AR AE B — > R ) B 2
EERIBRATRE . NS REFIMBEY AT ELR
FREEEOVE 7 AR T3 B B SRR AR
Wy 2k UEAE S 2, AR X DE IR — i B 391 B4 v
S GBRANHLA] PR T i 53 £ B 1 500 390 4 4% UMl
X F R T RS PR RCR EARE LB,
2.1 TEBAERINE

T IEAEH B A AU AT LUK AR E
KA. T R E R T IR ORI
pH.O,;.CO; K HE2EYy, W H #5728 1)
R . MBS R RS TR RE %
7 T IEFLBR AN R A AL ] B LR R/ NED
B L A S KB g . B EEREEN L
AL ER R 30~90 pm, ZEAEY) TF A R A
HHATRL RAESMFEERN 50~300 pm +
LB R SR/ I AL B AR PR AR LR
B, NICO 50 4 1 7 AR 1 56 B 24
HEREfE & G 50 % ~ 100 % I, FRARAR 45 28 A
PR & AR K 2 4 iR,
2.2 BHEYEREZRLEY

R s e e R RFVER,. BRTE
RIEA 100 RFMHEY EARLRTEME, FE2REL
AW E MY X 3 BRI ok LR TEE
fEPmE R SR G, IR R AE RS
W SR R RIS FMELEYE. BN

(Azadirachta indica) BB Z5 AR bk gE, Hme
A HPE AR C A S B A R TG, 7
B ZE Y (Limonoids) Il EN# & (Azadiracht-
in) ,nimbin & salannin 233 B0 F 2 H5 MR
4F. — EUEEEIBRE W] LI 22 R L (Diro fi-
laria immitis)4 $& %) BUBE R , WI BEJ& A W Rz 3%
RHEMERASWIERS . ERMED R+
(pH 8.5)H 1 hm” jifi F 109 ¥ BE (¥ ERAR R #2 BL
¥ 500 L, B] X} REAR 25 26 L (Meloidogyne ja-
vanica) 4 B HRERIT . EIBAF IR =
WG, R S 0 SR TR R R T R AR
RGP FRL R, GRS b5
WG 1k 2k B ( Pratylenchus penetras), 0] g 5 H
AP R, MIEW T FZE (Tagetes ereta)
FRAREU o =HREEWY, BT E3 (T, patula) F1E
BRMERLRALEY (R EERMA R HEE
AL R, I FER SRR (allyl isothiocy-
anates) J& B3+ T (Brassica nigra) PP e EE 5§
53,1 pg « mL7 IR EEBE RTINS B4 B A 28 R IR
WAL, SRAEAEY) Ih T EL (Sorghum sudanese) .
B R (Sorghum vulgara) _ BV EEBEH
(dhurrin) , 6 9 7T LUK R A2 BB AL 5 X7
LT IREGELR B (Meloidogyne hapla) B 5. B
% (Daphne odora) I B — P m FHERIGE R
I-5EFEHE Codoracin) X 7K A% TR £8 1L (Aphe-
lenchoides besseyi ) B {E M. 4 8 FRIAEMN I H 4
PG 2 BL (Siam weed ) HHTHIVE R L IEU B
50, 0T DLk 2D A5 ) Amaranthus cruentus 1 Tel-
fairia occidentalis FHELH M. incognita, Heli-
cotylenchus spp. #l Dolichodorus spp. W] BE%
JE B ERE N RIEBRG S AKX TH
IR Z FHES ERANE RS h Rz
FAE BB B 365 42 HUBUR T B B R
REEWE A I TEFY TEEIMEF 2
AHLE Y RRIERA , EE 48 R
AW B RAL G W BER R BERAG WE  R B
WM 7 150 FEALTR 72 h, XIAR 45 LRl R IE BT
TR 70% L,
2.3 REREnREwEGE

TR T B 400 A LR X AR
AR EATEDUER, R B R AR s
WL A S YA AR 2R . SR e A AL
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T ANt P A Bl T 48 0 > AL ) 35 A 4R RN B2
FmH], B PRI ARETE HAT LIS € 2
2R HUZ BIHR A VLT S 1S T 3 A
SRR TS . dSin T3 e BRI ARk
R PAEIY &S & R TR ITER
AR AT IEE R, AT DL BB A 4
AR R LRSI E W v S T
B EBAE YRR E M E . TR
BRI AT A B 1% Pk O B AR 3D, 3 R
BB IRl TEHREEEN S
Hy Az 9% 28 HO 38 b, 48 26 R B (Dactylellina
haptotyla) F1 /0 18735 A8 (Arthrobotrys oligos-
pora) P A A AL R H s FAE 5 138,
B HEEEENMEEELRR™ . BER
B (Verticillium chlamydosporium) FEH
B Y B (Hirsutella rhossiliensis) , A] 2 FE£R
ORI R ME R b AR TR N MLBCR R b
SEHEAENE T R, FEENFE R (Sunn hemp ) il &
KU R L IEY, B & & 8 B (Pochonia
chamydosporia) W) 55 ¥ & b F + 5830 134
BNTEE AN, 22 20 “C %) OP 2 e 2 @ & 34 . I
BLREE A K Y- 00 3G i 3 om, C/N YR FE L A
5 mmol « L '8 100 mmol « L Z LR,
# A, indica W B AP H A+ 8, #imE LA
P. chlamydosporia, P. lilacinum F1 Trichoder-
ma harzianum X428 5 BTGP B A A R
T FDRAR R LT BT il a5 B0 i 16 Mg £ f R 45
LHBCR . PR ZMERILT BUS BA 5L
TBTRE S B4 B S LR T T i, AT PR LR
HEGH,

TEYLE XA PRI ma R I F A BB . 2
BLRIXTE DL R B R ) 5 A DL W R 28 Lt
a7 LR BRI EA . IS5
LY, BUER (Crotalaria juncea) M B (Ananas co-
mosus)ZS BRI B 7, 38 e 2k B (Rotylenchulus
reni formis) i B B 1) A5 A2 E 43 L TV 3R
(Brassica napus) f1J7 7335 (T. erecta) ZE BB
B F X R. reni formis WA R, I HHA C
juncea BEHE NN A5 Az 2221

AN SRR LARR A, B 2%
MR C/N HAE ., C/N HER 200 83)
YHEY) LT IR RER HPE SRR — LR T 2

W, 7 A A B B AT DA R 2k Uk B e BT
F T AT 2 30 1) 7= A R R B F & (NH,) , [/
AT BE XA AR KRR R MRS TR
X Tk S R /N A B B R R R AR R
FAEMIPNARCR . KB EREY C/N WHEEE
N 14~20, B BRA AL BB A R Y
o WF RREREA VYA R E LA M
R, 7 LU A 3 A 7= o i = 2B R
I K — S I R =Y, LRI 4
HEE BB R I 2R R

2.4 ERIETRERELEY

— 1+ S B A R TR R R R ) R
BaY A HIIR. BEAEY A AR
XL A TR AL G W, 38 0 A PR v 7™
B PR R LT s, [RiEEE e
W (Pochonia chlamydosporia) P2 B JLT B
A REAS TH RS T ARG L RN, A R R R T
R B2 R, 4 BE O 4k 3 3K 40,3200 ~
55. 150, TEVN RN i B P B EE Y, £+
B ESILT BT, A B T 0 R ) AR bR e
JUT BB A M B £ e A5 5 A Yy ) Bt s (B
APFUAILT B L i EZ B0 A A
AR R B AR . WS UTF dAR  3K
HTE M ] R AR T B R RIS P R R R
G YR

¥+ FIER] (Brassicaceae) VEYI MK ( Brassi-
ca napus) FFHFIFE (Brassica juncea) BEATHEH)
o, AR . FAYREE 10 pmol » L™
BRI GV Fm EIR L AT AN & 3, H
Xt M. incognita Ml Tylenchulus semipenetrans W]
IR EAFBREMAS . BATFHRMEMRSE
MR R YRR MR L, (BB — S A
Wrag A £ iUl Meloidogyne spp. HYFF F. It
TEHRHEM S E R LIEESZ Y. BT
SVEYTE AR H BB A s ACUE &R H A
7], ZEARAR AT B I RCRER T 2 S 2 A 1
REGE AR T BEEESRIHEEE, B
F (Secale cereale) . BE L B (Phleum pretense) .
KB RIENE SO & B RO R R AR b = A
RO HIL R X A 0 27 A 4R Rt B B R
FAZERAER & + 5 R RARES R L TR 5
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4 A

PREY . Akt B L 4 FG, DA
1 (Globodera rostochiensis f1 G. pallida) TETEHR
REAR 99. 9 %0, ITAE HIErHRs M B i K B2 W S 4 AR
JU RN — S AT MR BE R AR K 1 S TR SR N
BR HIEP R SRR AR MY EY R
BERAREY R AR R R
B EEARLR B Meloidogyne graminicola 3T KKG
ARG HERE R LT I R IPICR X 92
LA MTE KRB TR RES,
2.5 REEYHIERGE

IR BRI AR R TR AR
733G AE P , T LA MAR A 2 R A AR
WAEKKRE RIS KGR B, —4
FREE 7 AR T4 T H RIS R W] R T R RN
BB g b, BRI FRARAL 4 A AR 2R BB
&, (HRIEY T3 27057, FIRRSFFE
H 7 R AU TR AR YRR SR AR,
T A R AT VRLISE R R 3l 3 I - IR AR AR
{EHEREARAEE AR K RIS TIRBE . R (Se-
cale cereale WWERTB Y . Paecilomyces lilacinum
XF M. incognita I i 280 3G NS, ani A £
PR TR 2 A E R B W A X ROR , X R
K EMFAETEE YT TEAR TR A K &0
THRELRMBEED, 2 EER, SHRER
TR L KR A R e ) FT LU — AR A R
B, RAE LK I ERR R I S I AL
BT M LA E . KT S A MY R HEAE
NEREFIA BLIERL B 72 T3 5, BT LB 12 KB
BIALRE AR L BEIE B, R O AR P R AL )
B, FHLRRFTRES ., AEENRREEL
P/ NE R B —HE 20 t « hm 2 A HLK R
TR fi 40 4 45 1K 28 1 ( Pratylenchus thornei ) F
BT BIAVEYER B A BAA Dok R ],
(B Behr A SRR AN TR R . iR B B R A IE
R R RS YA, O TSN AN
HHSHAY . T E Y (HIER R TN
YR T FEREY, HIETA ML HURZ HUR
B BER B R SR NE B 1 n i T, (A AR R AR
Gh2% M (M. incognita) f& E W R F AR,

3 HFrEEERRE
B R %o R A Wy B AR AL LR R A A

HM T 2%, —SEHARCR WA SRR B BIK
FIFE T HR KA e LU R . A R A 3805
SN A Wy Z TR T A, S B AT AR I
HrEH W% F A1 (H. rhossiliensis) A ML BE T
Rig 5 52 e 2 77 TR DA A B B A RS R AR, IR —
e AF AR WA b IR AR &2
—H B ER AU Basamid® 9 FRAR 5, 7T
DARRAR 25 i 45 R 2% Bt ( Pratylenchus penetrans)
MEEE  EXSEELEHRER LA 4
B Ok AR , BRLG , 2R 48 LB R BB R
it e B A R S T IR B R BIR L
R HHEREMH RS RN, Hrh—2fe
R /N X K HH RIS R AR » (B B AR
B FE AT B, AT 1 2 B oY TAE 2T e
3.1 mEMEYREREFERSHARSHA,
B ARM RAIXEY T LB ERNE

X MO A WA T B AT e R B A 4L
W, WA RS SRR EY . BET.R
MEX HIZ B T R R RS Y e ALY
PAEMEER . R RPN R FIE LG, &
B AR A A AR B 2R AR K-
(SR ER M  PEHT AN R P2k - 38 i B 5% BAE M AR K
P B A £ LRI R 25 RS2 )
3.2 mEMNTRASKIEEFEANLERX
BRI RS

WEHFR ALY PR ROR R = DR 4T
BRI HEBBONATRE . XA ERFOTL RIEM
IR , T AR A R, RN B + A A
5K A R AR AR 2R I R e RIS
3.3 mMETENRASESERNFARREH

B MEYFAELRPGITEEA BN RR
. —ELEAHIBWERNRRR, B THHER
KRB RA ARG, e FIB Z 2 RS . A
7 5 I e 2 20 B 2 B I AR 2 AR 2k R W B A 3R
W . B I R SR U R R R AL
EONRF NS B RGN AN TREA ™ B
RIS, TGS L) WAL R A,
Fr R FNBFGIAE DG = &, 35X Hopt F r ik AT R 40
W IR R A RCR .
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Application of Soil Amendments for Management of
Plant-parasitic Nematode

WANG Fang' , LIU Dawei”
(1. College of Life Sciences and Agro-forestry, Qigihar University/Heilongjiang Provincial Key Laboratory of Resistance
Gene Engineering and Protection of Biodiversity in Cold Areas, Qigihar, Heilongjiang 161006; 2. Agronomy College,
Northeast Agricultural University, Harbin, Heilongjiang 150030)

Abstract ; Soil amendments have been extensively used for management plant diseases by increasing soil
fertility, improving soil rhizosphere microbial community composition and structure, as well as
increasing plant disease resistance. A series of soil amendments, such as animal manure, crop residue,
chitin material, waste protein, mineral fertilizer have been used for control of plant-parasitic
nematodes. Although control effect of some amendments is not always satisfactory, and even exists
controversial research results, the soil amendments have brought widely attention by global as a
traditional biological control strategy because of conforming to environmental protection and health
concept, low expense, easy to use. The action mechanism of those soil amendments in killing or
suppression nematode populations is different, understanding the mechanism of these materials in the
process of killing or suppression nematodes is contribute to the applying and improving the control
effect. This study overviewed the main types of soil amendments,killing (suppression) function mode
and mechanism, discussed the challenge in utiliaztion and research direction, in order to provid
references for its application in controlling plant-parasitic nematodes and future research studies.

Keywords: soil amendments; plant-parasitic nematode; active ingredients; function mechanism;

application methods



