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Preliminary Study on the Etiology of the Apple Replant Disease
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(1. College of Life Science, Hengshui University, Hengshui, Hebei 053000;2. College of Plant Protection, Agricultural University of Hebei,

Baoding, Hebei 071001)

Abstract: Taking Bogonia seedling as test material, discussed 5 different orchard soil treatment on the influence of apple

replant disease. The results showed that the mortality of the Begonia seedlings that treated by the high-temperature

sunlight, methyl bromide fumigation and formalin disinfection was significantly reduced. But the mortality of the

Begonia seedlings that without any treatment can account for 67% in 8 weeks after the transplantation, however, it was

just 11% when it comes to the control, thus, the corrected mortality of the Begonia seedling treated by the 16-year old

apple orchard soil was 62.5%. So showed certain that the main reason that causes the ARD was the biological factors.
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