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Investigation on the Incidence of Cerasus Tree Root Nodule Disease and Evaluation of Dfferent Treatments on Cerasus Tree Root
Nodule Disease in Yuyuantan Park

ZHAO Xiao-juan, HOU Shi-xing, SUN Yu-hong et al
Abstract
treatments on Cerasus tree root nodule disease were evaluated, e. g. removal of the root nodules of the diseased plants followed by application

(Yuyuantan Park, Beijing 100142)

Based on the investigation of the incidence of Cerasus tree root nodule disease in Yuyuantan Park, the control effects of different

of biological control genaining (K84 ) , combined with soil improvement around the roots. The results showed that the overall incidence of cher-
ry nodule Cerasus tree root nodule disease was very high in Yuyuantan Park, and the incidence and incidence index of Cerasus tree root nodule
disease in flat land were slightly lower than that in steep land. There was a significant difference in the incidence of root nodule disease among
different varieties. Among them, “Guanshan” “Qingfuying” and “Meilijian” were relatively susceptible, while “Puxianxiang” and “Baimiao”
were the most resistant. Compared with the untreated control, removal of the root nodules of the diseased plants followed by application of bio-
logical control K84 provided effectively control on Cerasus tree root nodule disease, and further combined with soil improvement around roots
could significantly promote the growth of new roots of Cerasus trees (P<0.05) , so that the diseased cherry trees will regain vitality, and finally

realize the effective control of root nodules, so as to maintain the landscape effect and protect the ecological environment.
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Table 1 Status on root nodule disease of Cerasus on different land-
forms
TARREL AR N s
WA & Number of  Number of 7)2{733‘: i I:H e
. Incidence Disease
Landform total trees diseased .
s trees//kk rate//% index
b Steep land 159 48 30. 19 17.92
P
SP4h Flat land 98 37 37.75 25.51
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Table 2 The survey result on root nodule disease of different cultivars

of Cerasus
B LEESEEA VRS LR
oty Number of total Incidence Disease
Cultivar .

trees//ff rate//% index

4% Puxianxiang 25 0 0
4 %F Baimiao 7 0 0
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#is A Songyue 3 33.33 16. 67
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Fig.1 Effect of different treatments on new roots of Cerasus in

the following year
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