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Abstract

Prevalence of Fusarium root rot caused by Fusarium solani f.sp.
phaseoli is a mgjor threat to bean production. Depending on disease
severity, bean production was reduced by 42% and 52% in Pinto and
White beans, respectively. Epidemiological, greenhouse and field
studies indicate the importance of following agronomic practices to
minimize plant stress and subsequently manage the disease and improve
yield: growing Red beans compared to Pinto and White beans in
infested fields, irrigation at 7-9 days intervals depending on soil texture,
following 10-cm plant spacing, sowing under relatively warm and dry
conditions in early June at a depth of 5 cm, three-year rotation of bean
with wheat and maize, avoiding to use more than 50 kg per ha of urea
according to plant requirement and soil analysis, providing 2% soil
organic matter, right choice of soil texture, maintaining alkaline soil
pH.

Key words: Bean, root rot, soil, agronomic practice.
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