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Abstract  Paenibacillus polymyxa is a kind of anti-bacterial strain with high potential value of application and safety
as a biocontrolling tool of soil-borne plant diseases. It has no pathogenicity to both human and animals and plants and
some strains can excrete polypeptide plant hormone and other bio-active substances. These substances can control
soil-borne diseases promote plant growth and increase production. This paper summarized the research progress re—
cently on the controlling and controlling of soil-borne diseases and promoting the plant growth and other aspects with
Paenibacillus polymyxa.
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Table 2 Biocontrol effects of Paenibacillus polymyxa
. polymyxa HY962 N 2004 17
. polymyxa 12273 2006 20
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