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Abstract  Bacillus spp. is one of the microorganisms with great application potential in controlling soil-borne dis-
eases, but the few bio-control agents developed from it on the market cannot meet the growing demands for me-
dicinal plants. This article presented a review on the restricting factors in the development of antagonistic Bacil-
lus , including screening, colonization, ecological adaptability and safety evaluation and proposed some measures
concerning future research in hope of promoting the development of Bacillus bio-control agents against soil-borne
diseases in medicinal plants.
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Table 1 Selection and agents of antagonistic Bacillus spp. against plant soil-borne pathogens
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