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Abstract: Bacterial wilt caused by Ralstonia solanacearum is an important soil-borne disease of

plant, which often cause a large number of death of plants or even no harvest of crop, and the
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harm is very serious. There is no effective solution at present. Biocontrol bacteria can be used to
control plant diseases to ensure the production of non-toxic, safe and pollution-free agricultural
products. In recent years, the biological control of bacterial wilt has also made some progress.
In this paper, the research progress of biocontrol bacteria applied for control of bacterial wilt
was summarized from four aspects: Bacillus spp., Streptomyces spp.s Arbuscular mycorrhi-
zal fungi and Phage. The principle of biological control of bacterial wilt was expounded. The ex-
isting problems and further research directions of biological control of bacterial wilt were point-
ed out, and the biological control of bacterial wilt was prospected.

Key words: bacterial wilt; biological control; Bacillus spp.; Streptomyces spp.; Arbuscular
mycorrhizal fungi; Phage
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