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Sustainable Control of Phytophthora Diseases: Progress and Challenge

Wang Yan Wang Xiaoli Wang Yuanchao”
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Abstract Diseases caused by Phytophthora pathogens are devastating on many crops. Disease management
is yet a continuous challenge since Phytophthora pathogens are fast-evolving and emerged rapidly to cause
severe diseases. Here, we summarized the current knowledges and challenges on Phytopthora-plant
interactions, and discussed the importance of multi-disciplinary research on the bio-interactions among

various microbes and plant innate immunity for sustainable disease control.
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