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Inhibitory effect of different concentrations of TL16 spore suspension on the

incubation of M. incognita eggs
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Table 3 Control effects of different concentrations of

TL16 spore suspension on M. incognita cucumber
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Fig. 1 Control effects of TL16 spore suspension

on M. incognita cucumber
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Control effect of strain TLL16 on Meloidogyne

incognita in vitro and by pot experiment

LI Rui', LI Hui-xia', XIE Bing-yan®*,L.LU Zhi-qin', LUO Ning'

(1. College of Plant Protection ,Gansu Agricultural University/Biocontrol Engineering Laboratory of
Crop Diseases and Pests of Gansu Province ,Lanzhou 730070,China;2. Institute of Vegetables
and Flowers Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences/Key Laboratory of the Ministry of

Agriculture on Genetic Improvement for Vegetable Germplasm ,Beijing 100081, China)

Abstract: In order to detect the control effect of strain TLL16 (Trichoderma longibrachiatum) on Meloido-
gyne incognita ,the spore suspensions of TLL16 were used to measure its effects on eggs of M. incognita and 2nd-
stage juveniles in vitro. And the pot experiment was conducted to explore the control effect of TL16 on cucum-
ber root-knot nematode disease. The results showed that the spore suspension of TL16 inhibited the hatching of
nematode eggs (53.58% to 69.05%) ,and the inhibition rate of TL16 spore suspension with 7.5X10° c¢fu/mL
on the hatching of nematode eggs was the highest (69. 05%) after treated for 9 days. However, the spore sus-
pension had no significant lethal effect on 2nd-stage juveniles (0. 96% to 1. 65%). At the same time,the pot ex-
periment showed that TL16 spores with 7. 5 X 10° cfu/mL showed the highest control effect on nematodes

(55.00%).

Key words: Trichoderma longibrachiatum ;Meloidogyne incognita ;cucumber;control effect



