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Abstract

Biological fumigation is a method to replace the current mainstream chemical fumigation. With
the increasing importance of environmental protection, the importance of biological fumigation
has become more and more important. At present, the main fumigation materials are mainly
Brassica L., but for plants, there are still many plants rich in anti-pathogenic bacteria, such as Chi-
nese herbal medicine. Many Chinese herbal medicines are rich in many substances that can kill
bacteria and insects. This plays an important role in actual production.
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1. 518

8 T A ) R P L b A BUA B EANE . . R R RIR R . B
F T ARl A 7= g ] 34 R 00 ST S5 . R ORI BT, R K AT AR 5 R A e, $R R
Yire AR A, TR B A AE = )iE T B ATk . JR1M, %40 1 2850 Rl AE
Z BRI E TR — N G EE[L], BOYENTA RESRREAZAE T I b 5 Yo 3K taT e
SR BFUKA D), R0 N AR SR .

Angus 55 N R IILTE /)N 22 B AR it N JH 32 R 2 AR 2H 20mT I 3 ek /D R 4 4 1l B (Gaeumannomgces
graminisvartritici) [0, Sarwar 55N & ORI 252 B YA SR 12 FE b 2 A R TY TR, T LUK AR
RAEHET, AR RTREER, 2R ARETE, XREE By T DU R4 B2 r o,
0B B AN R0 i B A0 A FH R 5 AN [R1 [2]

2. R RARF XTI

& 435 (1) 1338 T 2K 24 7008 DL — S8 B S A S AR D R M R, I 2RI LT A LA A 5
A& LA AN IIBTIA ROR, AESEbRA iR 2 KRR RTE %, AMBEERARNKRE, HER R
(IHEE, £ ah A in) SR AL, R 2 1 ST AR Tz S R g FE AR B 51 R — R A2 4 ]
R, PR e I B ZE ], (H D LR SRAEUZ W BE /U 1E 2015 SEAE R ERVE I A AR IR A . ARSI
e, HIERHEE(CP). MiF%(DZ). 1,3- & ANMi(1,3-d). Je8I(MS). — F & i ek (DMDS) Al 57 i 5
BRI AR (AITC) S 7= b BT AR . BB Z8 55 PR L o 1T &5 0 I e v AR AE R 3k, AN H s
I EAYAE AR, RN C L FTE B R AE 2 W [E R B A R AR FI 3]

2.1. Dazomet

DZ &y WA 7, HAR RN S S A T A A R AR AL (RS, FR SR RIS IE) e A AR
e I SR 47 ) - 398 A 4 £ U T e S AR 4] -
I DZ Vo8 BRI AR L4, TIRAN G 2 HEVE SR T DU AN, ZAIN[5], EARD[6], EHA
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WA R EEM[T7]. XRS5 22 FE PR i R AN TR SR IR BT R A2 DR AN R B8 % i DZ 71 &8
HRIIAE; 8 2 RN IR M RS S A T 2 5, XA F M FH 2 m 7 A v —Fh R
F R AERR[8] [9]. B, 753 FER i S 0 DZ AT DL SE R 7 it ol e 503 T 77 S R Y i (M TC)

THEIA R Z (B (R R M ARTEE . —BORUL,  H AT TR 77 752 AE AR B A5 e S BV BORE, EIX—
IFIRIBEPY, RN AR R wRr i, 2SR . 25, BEER RS, OO
MBI A0 B 2 AR = 23— M BT RGE S, XATRER PN EZAFIMCR Y 5, HIRMEY AT IKR
SR LT RIEAFRIBITT, DZ MARA B S K R E 2 A fE 30~120 RINIKE R 5% H

DZ FEZ I 3% b FOF e [ 11] .
2.2. Chloropicrin

CP UFRGEAL T, 2 M R ER, HHHRIG R 120 Ry, 2&3f CP mAMN Lt, +
SR R RV ) 22 FEVE AN E P 2 B B PR S DL [O] o 3R 22 R AN =F B 10T B AT e 2 1R T IR

A DAE T F RN I AR S R SR R [12] . FERF TR ORI, &ad CP A S, SRUEMBRAKM G WG
IS AU AR DG IR B 1 AR T FESE N, X R ISR A T A AN R RS N ) SE [RIRFAE[12] . R, CP
SXof i R S A T R B B, A A BRTE . Actinomadura. Acinetobacter A% % 1 25 G 25 1 HOAH N 2
FEAS, BTG . PR M ARG N[13], XL JE S AT R I C IR A . g
SN JE P REXT CP RE AR M 32 4, mTRE B A CP Ay C IR AE J1[14].

2.3. 1,3-dichloropropene

1,3-d &M A TRa 4 g AR JE AR J B 3 KR [15].
AR, 15 1,3-d B HIHT 10~25 RN, 3G F 2 H I ETHRIRE L, XA Dt 1,3-d

A KA, Flan, SR, A A 28 A 168 K, TR W B
Mycobacterium AT 3= FEZEHTHEAN[17]. ULy, ZFAFTiE . B0 O B A R 2 R s
EH DX 0 AR JL DT AT S PR D X e oxet 1,3-dl B 2K AR B2 A i 22 5 o 91 2 A P 1 T AR 1,3-dl
Mocali 5 A 1,3-d AL FIEE 3 20 47 A 88 b 23 26 HH A S 22 QPR A B A D B 2 T3 22 IR A T . X
BOZE RGN, A2 PR PH R T B 2 IRk 4 1 B RE SR T AR AR R, X AT RE 2 B T EATT R T
JICHE M0 £ B 4

3. EYMIRENMTER
31 HEYEENAR

A=) HE 7% (Biofumigation) == 5 i e A1) FH 2 LS A ) 2H 23 70 b o v 7 A 1) B A I S A A P R
A7) I3 SR 400 ) B A B 3 e A TR AR — P 5 [18] . Angus S OR IILE /N2 A n 25 A e R 2
A, LA RN e R R O BCR, JFE R Z A SR B ERON B S . AN A
IRV AR TR E , HAT AR EY EAM B 8 TSRS m Y, i i A
ST AT, R EANRIIE . SR TR B, WIBARE ., REMLREL L
P B v A — e B E I [19] . HFFURBL, ekt 22 R A 2 B DL 26 0 BUE O A
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P, FEEFH S E 6 CH £ HE T (Glueosinolates, GLs.), B ARIZA I K17 B I35 A5 K09 I 1
JEBLHR R B P, (B — B IR 5, W0EE A SRS 1 B (Myrosinase) B i SR 7K figefii A U
B, S KRN TR FEE (1sothiocyanates, ITC)JYH, X BT AT Z RS RSB,
T3 th i AT A 47 8 2% 2 B R 0 R AE VSO I SR . 2RISR I I3 . 55 BLAD AT =
3 T B R R SR A ) T AR RLNS A 1 A AT SR AR, 45 AR W] 22 A ) AR AL B Y i
P L BRI AT 38 0 (1 A FR B R R [20] 0 DURSEIE AU 0, L3R A IR SR RE AT AT LA 2010 5 il 5 At AR
ZEL AU, ARPR I . R A R R B N [21] . BRIEPDY, BRI E 0 #E
AR H S AT AP 3, XA A 1 P N TSN AL, T DA SRy, el e
NERHAE A, Xt B R — KLz —

3.2 EYEZRNNA

ALK PR A0 T, ) G AE R B R AT PR AR ) B ZE AL U 15 H e e {5 FH G 22 AR 2 BRSRAE 9 2R AR
A] ARG I G2 A A BT A 03 ) AR 100 T == AR 2 IR S 38 0 5 At T P340 R R T I8 95.3% 95.1%
AR EZES, LIERCE R A AN AR A — B W A O I A, AR P A A S RS AR B )
Pem 7 RN, WAGEE TR 2 RS K TR R [22] . AR TR BT TR A B R ORI, AT
Z BT DUAT B B E A, I REIEIE RS Rl S R (PR, JELRE B 138 1 0 2N B B 7R B B r- SRS A R
BP7ESE & C BN M2 4F T Re b A K e, Ul AR 28 45 LI AE M FR it 1 =R BB UR B R A
TR T JERE R T4 B (ARG, 3X AT e DR DR A 4 T 28 s n RV AL 234 B ] LU S — Flof LS ) b
76, MWUSEIEE FR[22]. #IiT I3 (Brassica napiformis, BFEN) 132 (Brassica napus, BFC) A 5 & 41} Ak
PRI 2N, EMT#E 16 d )5, @ EAMTIERRE. dEM 2SR IREE ., £88)5E 15
Ko AL A ot DI R OV AT AT AT R AR R . (HR A TS E AR A
FR) B AT TR MR P A S A R A ) 10 it o BB B TRT o B AT TR A JBE ERTRT PR AFDGS v = 82 J 3 v T LAt
AbFE . CAENAHTE T AT R 1A B R N 2 AT TR R DA S LT P ) R T R R B IR & S R
H JEAR R I — TE RSBV E I BRI, 3K AT RE S T S MIIHI i B 285 I A 1R 38 20 RO R ) SR R 22—
Hollister 5 A\ (2013)f8 72 (% A [ & i I A GSLs HIFPF)+ SERR(S A [ i i IR EA & GSLs 18k Al

55 A s U R S PR 24 AT 40 SIS (L 2 AT T 12 P o 1 A 2 ) 1 = BE DR SG mn, ANT Xof AEL420 0 55
BB — e R AIHIE R o X T AR AR, A B K IH Rt SR LF BTV ThR, 9 xR Ja )39 5
BHTIF R EZ, AR IBI AR BRI R A, I REA G, WRH—REENFEINLR.
WK B IR T T 22 AR B K, BN, e R B AR MGG, 5 IR I8 R NI B 28 5 K E R
WA A R A BAR & (0 A, BROCBAAN, FFEEARMEENE R AT, N T AR
(Phytophthora litchii). 1 % & (Pythium aphanidermatum). 2Rft% JJ & (Fusarium oxysporum). &4 JJ #
(Fusarium solani). % JH i (Colletotrichum gloeosporioides)t B4 i /E F[23], XAl e R N IF 22 h iR AR
HEIET YT, PR R A T SRR e 7E AT S5 v 2 W0 2 i K B9 1) EC50 e fIK[24], X AT g
S Hou HoAt 1 22 R A S R 2 — .

PR PG, A EARNE R AR RO, @ AR 1 28 AT DA R AR 45 A
LS BTG RARGS L RRWZE B I T R FRK, X068 5 E0F BT & 0 — S Rk M o
FFEF BERET ) . -2 B M . FIR(ER) . CRREGEM)MBRIRA ¢, XL R AE DA RIS R I
—E I AR B VG VE[25], P LIRS B AR R S L 0 A R DRI R [26]. SRR C
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TR BA AL AT . B AOM 7 B8 W] DL AR A 2o, 83 0 M AR 7 B4 R M5, 00 3
FER M AR AL 5 2 S TR S R B i, 13t SR LIRE . 2R SRR £ 53 JLRA IR
THER YA S AT SRR 45 26 s B A S s [27] -

A R AR AE SRR EAE RS T7 T W S /D, T e 05 S5 R F 75 73 5k R AE M 25 4R 30 R 3 g AT
BIE, W T LA AN I BCE, BRAR T IR R B ECR, dERE T IR B A 1 2 R
RRRENEIRIS 28] FEXEME 10 F1BkIE, CLZE AREFEA M BT LIRS, RERE T IR . B
BB FRVERE IR AL A SIS I, Hn T BRI G R . 7 2 )8 (Penicillium). &5 1 J& (Chaetomium) %5
Ao E R MM ERE, PRRT H . AWM EE TR HEBARE, RS, Mk
PEAE FRAF[29].

FEEEAE LI S B R B AR LS T A PR . R 38 JE TP EAAORL, SEAE 12 0
TR 39 LT 75 B LA ot F B 25 R A B 1 1,60 3%, 99 A T DK e Ak 1 e L A e ) T 4% 7 Ak L
1K 34.74%, G2 KA HEAVERERS[20] o 8 F B TS e A 3 AR s IR AT K, LRI L

12.83%, JfHEAR)5 R & T m DR & &, A T4 71[30].
4. RE

Bt 2k A I, BRI 1 BV AR R SR L, MRS+ e RHEY) 2k 3 2L
fE RS, AFTEANET e RHEY B, EWE A RS2 s LY R, M
TG+ e RHEY), The 255 B — Sk A AW B, AT DU s S v 7 2 SE A ) 7 RO
AR, AN B AR R B T SEELE VR ROR, Hrb BAR R EA A R, AT AR AR AR
FERT R — AR F A FR, R R R R R, fE AR AP AR ARSI A, 3 R I

MIAROIROCR B ORTE (2 HA T SRR A Gl E MR (05, AR B Gl E MR N B 78 5 i
FErf, BTSSR MR B 2 A S SAEDE KR BT Z R BAINZER N A shsh, Xt
THE AR P — S AR AR S L A IO A . AR IR AR R AR o iR s A
B, eI RARITIRE, PURIERIER, EASRGTIEKA G, 5HARMEY R RS SR E N
ZRBANHEIGENE L. 5, X TARRNERME, HRETRESN AT SLhErd, eriE,
R, EREAFNHENFNRE S A0 ERIEWE TSR, R EZRAE S+ S
LG H A L
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