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Ll s s Ll pg3 e 5Y Sl 5 o3 g iy LOT S 5 g ST pl b5 (5 Ss s slacd e M5 LIS
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il DAPG &S T a5 4 3 ol ST (slat po b5 25 10T 43 Sl S Y8 Jsb L DNA s 5 03
(55 B pde 53 (5 (U5 UTPFI01 4 g 4 S UTPFO8 4y g i a2 Lo3T Loyl 5 55 5550 5 05550
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(Cronin et al.,1997; Tian et al., JSledd e jw
il 63 -F Y S5 =T LI 2007)
ol I 5 s S Jlb L (DAPG) i oS5, 418

Ceul LSl s Pseudomonas fluorescens glaas g

(Cronin et al.,1997; Siddiqui & Shaukat., 2003b)
S S sl (o b 5 sy 5 e ST (T
(Raaijmakers ef al., 2002) 4ty , ol 5 o L3
T S S VR < [ POV G| VG S S

(Cronin et al., 1997, Siddiqui & Shaukat, 2003a)
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Lo s o e aLs 0LLE IS gl
s op Ol il 53 (65l DY pame 4 S5l 3
3l (Meloidogyne spp.) @Jf aloy sladsle Ola opl 5l
P9 S4ls 505 (6ol Cunal slyls (63La8l Ll
(L (2155 OLALE (Sl s adar 51 Yy
JAS gl S (e o3 fT 1) ja slacile 5o Ol s
(=05 ol ol ale iy 3 (LS IS slailes
3 e bl 358 o0 oslinal gland LS 5 pslie o6
At 05V S ABB L 5035 maia La sy ol
Lo LS 5 ol o sde (Nitao er al., 1999)
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Ll Olas i Slallas (Siddiqui & shaukat, 2003a)
a5l Jole CHAOD & 5o Lo 5 0550 il A5 oS
Sl 0351 b g, (2587 5 o3 i 5 SIS0 sl
OLHer 5 Ao osdea (Siddiqui er al., 2006)
e o By, g S LS I (Ye0)
e s ST Jole &K 0l giew P. fluorescens Low 5
(Siddiqui ez al., 20052) LS . Jos M. incognita %\
SAIS O PhID &5 Sy e iagy opl 5l Coda
s P. fluorescens 4 o 35 35 (DAPG jicw g5 pmnn 3
LUl J xS 5 SU cpl b (o p 2&0l5T
S 5 o lesT Ll 5 3 M. javanica a5 ks,

.afﬂ} b :;yﬁ}‘e-}?ﬁjﬂe{ S0

b w9y 930
M. javanica S5l oSS § (Wl (Sl
gl St Bl e T laasy,
s 63T g b Ol s gadlate S5 jpar
(Single egg mass) 3 o355 eSS ey L Ule 2SS
a8 plobs 5 us el 05, 035 S per S )
&y e (Jepson., 1987) O g LIS Gollas (LS
Cmaz Sl Jlpin 55 050 iz I g 23 5
=5 gl Al Al slw| M. javanica el LSl 3
V) SHL 5 Slasa Sy Slealinal b pgs o 55Y
8 D)o
P. fluorescens (& y5 b LS S g (Sdag
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(FQY ¢ ol 5 o3 jbemt 5 VAT (01, 0n 5 5L alsl5)
Lags ;SL ks oslizal 5,Jblial &ldo Ol sicas 4 s o) 51
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oT(Overproduction) dJ 5 iw b L5 5 das 2als |,
33 on AL (5Le Sl ade Sl 41 o e

(Keel et al., 1992; Maurhofer et al., 1992; Delany
et al., 2001; Mazzola et al., 1995; Cronin et al., 1997,

Dwivedi & Johri, 2003; Siddiqui & Shaukat, 2003a)
ofieen 1 s DAPG W 4s P. fluorescens s\laas s
oS 55 S ats Caglin LA oy b 5l Sl 555
iles s 5 olms o pritins b 315 40 5305 0L s
(Tavicoli et al., 2003; Siddiqui & Shaukat, 2003b;
2004b; Weller et al., 2004; Van Loon & Bakker,
La0T 5 )L a5 2005; Bakker er al., 2007)
ST Ll 55 Jpuma s Shas (1131 4 i il 50
(McSpadden Gardener et al., 2006a;2006b) s> J.f
lag,Y &S o sl 0lis (V44Y) 0K 5 e S
slaind 09,5 ksl i 45 Globodera rostochiensis 45\
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e s O b 5dl el (ST osd dals L
ol on 5 S KL s SIDAPG 5 Uiy 136
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535 5 e DAPG i 0l 0, sLa0)
(Cronin et al., 1997) 4 s SL 4 gluwlbls b
CS 5o 5 o bug ol plnil Olallles s
4 g P fluorescens CiS (goslas (Ai jeiia
ol i Saw g 5 (DAPG &S5 5 5T W 50) CHAO
slag¥ ¢l DAPG A 5= i oUl5 L s Sk al S
M. s M. javanica 5\.::43; Gajf oy bl
Sl elesls zals™ (¢35 A 5 abls S incognita
W5 53 s 13 & S ol S (S  Sos b
2SS O ks b wlie (630 o S T
o) (Siddiqui & Shaukat, 2003b; 2004a) —ils W5l
CHAD (g4 g &5 L5ls 0Li5 (6,3 i g3 4> puhiome
035 o g S ST A g Sy S gt |
o My 4 Sl M. incognita g,y 55 (g i
(Siddiqui & Shaukat, 2004c) 345 o 355 i
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(Hewlett Packard., SLulié ay jgoes HPLC o&s
rl.?ri‘ (1090; Hewlett-Packard Co., Pal Alto, CA
Nucleosil ¢ g3l fe oo FXV 0+ slasl @ 05 51 5 28 5
(Macherey-Nagel, Diiren, Germany) 120-5-C18
03U o gk (G4 53 FO (5lad 55 o sSae 5B 2k
S s Sen Ve ol S gliws Cgr S
Jslae s Sendre 55 oS5 5 5T o Ll ok sas
wdr gdewso DAPG s > HPLC oy aius
Olej s 2Lia) YWr o ge gl 53 2 ol sle (sans
L ol » DAPG S5 50 5T (sl - (Retention time) oG
Ikl &Ky el s S 5 (BT CeS 3 g 4RSS AV
S L pd Jen 53055 Sen i B 0L
&y S Bladgw cus” Goslas i
olEs o 3T sy 33 Wiles @55

S gt jnd (AN 5 6 S Glaay s
L K% 69, «0s i (NB) (Nutrient broth) &f
A gad 0 55 Ll S8 Cele FA Sdeas VY rpm
Sy ¥Verg S badl A STl ool Lame
Gla 3l 10T VU Jise 5 b 5o slo aids Ve
Jeol (goylas i onls jae 9 Ko /Yy g5 S
D3 e SLags s 8 e gl YF s Saw
(4283 55 Dol b o IS sen o33 &G hons)
Blsl ks S Sl aSls a4 e Vi-Fr sluws 4 Ll
SIS BUI les 3 535 VF Code s Dolbmis 5 LS
Llad 0l G 5 g 0l Gy 5 (a3 SR s L
D3 5 03 e OT dals s 8 5les 6l s )
6y 33) Jled aw b 2legT plas an L5 s o STL
B LSS i s (als Ol ey e T 5 6 ST
235 ol Bl Wi’ - b
9 0 1 SFL b ol soslas I
ol o 3T Ll yd 53 Wilod 93 (g SBISY o

el iler Jhaie OT )3 Wled 0395 0 soniloos 5o
a )Y g, g e o5 G g S 09 e |

Slod 5 (Sb Lo b 5LsSSl s 558 de O sl g

Lo 55 La0T iS5l ey (e SL el wle sag
L Ses g9y Colw FA Sdeas (LB) &y 6, Ly )
(U gk (G4 53 VY (Slas 53 4285 55 593 VY0 Lo
23 03,5 S mle L SL glad s (5Ll
S il T adS™ 55 .ds plrl adds Vo Dikeas FVe e g
L5 8 eslizul V1 CRU/MI bl U (6 S O ponilos g

(Thompson., 1996)

Pseudomonas fluorescens s ;SL slad gw =) Jgdo
J S g asdllas 5 eslatal 5 40
Table 1. Pseudomonas fluorescens strains used for

biocontrol study.

Strain Phenotype or genotype Reference
Wild type strain :
UTPFoS 'HCN', ’PLT*, DAPG*  Jamali et
UTPF101 Wild type strain : al., 2009

HCNY, PLT*, DAPG*

1- Hydrogene cyanid
2- Pyoloturine antibiotic
3- 2,4- diacetylphloroglucinol

S AL Sl gw (IR g0 Ologas ud
oAb 3T Ll yis o
G2 -% 3 S Sgn (BT pasli g gl Fl
J gl 958l L

CiS Lae 5 S5 (ST 5 ol 6l
05 d yada oyleae (p, 8 o (50,lae) YMP
ST G 53 0, 8N S5 50,8 i Oy S
cases ol 1) Lo Vo 3 by g oS o3linl (Jlaie
423 53 953 Wr b Sl o sedan (o )3 TV gles
TlAel 5 6 S G (ol VY Iy ik e3ls 228
b Gy iS Lse 2 L YO 5 eSS 5o T
e85 o, o Oll—Sen 5 ponsl—s s,
& 3ls i Sliwl 51 (Maurhofer ef al., 1992)

Sdoats L1 3315 OSS 1 e $5 L) ST Lasesss
o 558Gk (gl s dlw sy mole 506 51 T 56 casb ¥
s i el by (56, o 55 Sl 31
J=HPLC o yatue silne y2d (o 5 53 0ile L
g LacS g (T o5 (6, S o3Il 5 gbs,y Ao
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Fomwgw 38 JmSd Suls” O3 phID O3 b3
DAPG i g (ST

GodS 05 (gbss B bl ey (gle iy 28T

33 35 (phID) DAPG &85 50 5T s 53 Js>

42 DNA 4aks3 5 13 ploil UTPF68 5 UTPF101 (5 g

—PhID sl 5 55 ¢SS s G Codm $Y4 o &5 J b

&3, PhIACBD 5 < jIBPR4 s B2BF ol

Lot ol a7 sl Ol gl 5 3 8 55 5,87 U3
() JS8) il o oS s 5T A5 0 ol DS LS

PCR it ys &S5 58T U5 55585 2 1 eas -\ S
(629 bp) ol sal b phID 3 555 0 plovi
Al Ol sieay 279 4 4 100 bp DNA SLis M
S LY e J 28 Ol pieas CHAD 4 5 iY ¢ it

UTPF68 (s ;S\, :¥ UTPF101

Fig 1. Electrophoresis of PCR product on phlD gene
with specific primers (629 bp) on agarose gel 1%. M:
100 bp DNA ladder, 1: 2-79 as negative control, 2:
CHAQO as positive control, 3: UPTF101, 4: UPTF68.

Aled it L5 3L (J S g ST (25
ol 3T Wl 4 y3 M. javanica
Lo g CiST G0 sluas pdivs Sl o) S
Ll , 5 5 M. javanica 45\ = A S sSL
AL Ll (L 4 33 2 oS 5l 0L oS LT
o o 10 Iz o 55 WGl o505 5 1 e
UTPF101 4 s 3| 2w UTPF68 5 50 50l dals

oY 6oy Law g S8 ol Sl gy p (FUsd) 5y

b S 51,5 el FASYF Sodots o gods (43 YO
0T dlsl 5 s S goslae o jl b
Las,¥ (b JaalasT dilen) slals YF slacl s Sa
Oleie 5 Lds o3l Hl 3 4l & 3 sde #0-0 sluwia
Lessl 53 603 5 (6,16 1 las s ol FA Sooss
(o 9 Sy S3L o bl ) 05,0 (sla g, Y sliws
D ] g
BTl S SR g (I S g T
S Wyl o yd M. javanica

Oles @ vl g ¥ bl s 0 S pa S sl
23 5ol oiS il sla s ;3 GS12 5 (Xaman)
3l o B oS S5 O p k0 5 ler sl
D o b 5 65 055 w50 ST) 0 e ST
los L a5l s oIS s esls Jlast Las oSS () Y
Gaz 0 Y =Y0 5 i slas L gndr (a5 YY-VA
(Siddiqui & s (1SS 55 Slors v sebun
= e 00 cdm azin ¢S Shaukat., 2004 c)
Verr Gl as) e CRUMI Gl & (6 SL O gl gor
o 59y i Sl e 3 8 Bl OISy (S p S
Wl 53 w5 ¥ 00 e s g sloal cLid o ol bl JIs S
WL (3l Sl dms S35 Cad b 0393 OIS asy
la el yodd ad K paa & slaaiy,
Lo o olS a1l 4 JE 1w Lo e ol o156 ke
J_A)Jv_‘;ﬁ:‘.\a} Low g g ol:fjm;\)'l‘\.:v.&ﬁa.sj Sl
iz 5 5 0555 db frmped 43 S aslous (35 035
s 6 S o301 DLalS &8 sl 5 4y 5 oslest L
Oy oty b3 ol (Siddiqui & Shaukat., 2004 ¢ )
IS Sl b Bl JalST S5k o b IG5 oy ST6
A Jols lasT sln) 5. os 8 ol
el 5 (6 S 05y dals s UTPF68 5 UTPF101)
L35 (GS12 5 0be) d il ¥ Wl g) S5 5 4 S
SoboT Julows 9 4 o8

Bi5t] (sj Sl eslawl b u;iL‘)'T slaosls J:.BJ) 4
laosls 5 Kba el Proc Anova s 4 5 SAS (s,LT

A 2070 Yz b 5 SSS15 O 5a 3T Sl eslizal L
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it (V JS8) W5l g 03T (Kb 8 061 (g
ol 0yl b b 13 o ST (Gl g 457 3 o
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Az odaline (6 8L 5 1 )lS g dals Hlas w Jls 0L
,;L*g_sv.\_it,,,;,’,Gsur_s),;q)Jp@M
4w )3 UTPFI01 & g 5 5 )LS .42 odalice UTPFO8 4 g
e Dol sy b 510k 5GSI2 Yl 5 05,
ade) dsb 0 bl o) 50 Les p Sl dali b (o)l
=55 3 UTPFI0T 4 g 55,87 ols 2ol 531 sl 4 S
o Y sl 5 085 50 S L 53 2 50 0l
s dald Hlas a0 s 68 5l s ime il 8
il 55 6 S 2 )8 GS12 5 0Lej 03 93 )3 &SI
S AL Y il of) ekl dala b gols
S e o)t i 5 055 Lajles Lw 4 & UTPFIOI
4 95 2 Lok s HLad GSI2 05, (goa plie 53 5 51
zj)LfoL.ajrS)ﬁ.Q&b)bS(dJL?\v\g-ijq)éjflg
Cel dald & S oslct L 5 055 5 515 S8 5L
UTPF101 5 SU 5 0,8 cojluctla ¢Sas 039 5 31 s
il 5 GS12 o5, ;3 UPTF68 4y 3w 5 ¥ Al 53 055 5
=55 L OLalE s il sl (5,5 dals 4y S
St 5 5 05 il Pl o 0 GS12 45 55 Lis UTPF68
el L (515 tme Sogls 5 s 8 als 4 o

G-Iy JS8) W 5 edalin

aw.,»,;Jztzow,-,'a@.guﬂhi\,&);.\:upa&w

‘5)‘}@)}»4{)5:‘5{xu)}yd;{):&yl{d‘jé‘)‘:

.(\"dj.b,-).\}:\:uulf.ul&@@rm}bubYﬂM

AL Sa s 95 5L oS samlio =Y s
0y PRI N = A p Pseudomonas fluorescens

W& le3T 45 M. javanica 33 o 5,Y oo
Table 2.

Pseudomonas fluorescens strains on hatching eggs

Mean comparison of effects of

and larvae mortality of nematode M. javanica in in

vitro.
Treatmant  hatching eggs (%) dead larvae (%)
Control 50.66a 15b
UTPF101 19.83b 47.33a
UTPF68 14.5¢ 47.33a
cV’ 12.74 10.86

16 Jlaz| é&.‘,)s Sl e gL U Hls Qu&d}f&f&uﬁlf
Wenln 0313 (SUST 5 OV i1 o b Sl 0 g0 5T
Means with the same letter in each column are not

significantly different according to Duncan’s multiple
range test (P = 0.05), CV: Coefficient of Variation.

Gy GLa Ly ;3 AL g 38 b
Wl 4 03987 Glals”
3l OL&s (Fdsuar) uilsls s 2 5l ool ol
i 315 6 SL slaay g o S par 5 el o &S
ok (5,8 o3l i, Sliw plod i 5085 55 6 S
B N e S e L

Slaarls S x ) Jolie 31 80l auslis

M. javanicas o> JT éﬁ 4>-; Caldes fB)‘ iy Ol sz Pseudomonas fluorescens slaas g Jfl: Oolay 0 u.il.:a Y J sl

Table 3. Mean Square of Pseudomonas fluorescens strains on growth factors of tomato varieties infected by M. javanica.

Source of Shoot Root

Shoot fresh Shoot dry Root fresh Rootdry

variation lenght lenght Leaf number weight weight weight weight
(cm) (cm) _ (g (2 (2 (2

Block 3 11.13™ 8.42™ 5.58 1.82™ 0.37™ 0.712™ 0.011™
Strain 2 335137 20.58" 15.43" 66.77" 257" 26.22" 0.098"
Tomato 3 414697 2177 40.8" 110.18" 3.05" 21.03" 0.304"
Variety 6 154787  30.127 499" 33.46" 1.19" 18.49" 0.132"
Strain*Variety 33 6.54 5.44 1.37 1.41 0.23 1.50 0.015
Erorr
Total 47 - - - - - - -
Ccv - 6.63 7.36 9.46 8.13 13.75 18.15 18.27

Ns: no significant differences between treatments
*: no significant differences between treatments at level 0.05

**: no significant differences between treatments at level 0.01

I g g lajles o Hls gme O =S
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g 3 be edpeg m control = 6 d od od m control
EE 25 d ab Ep— g \ d DUTPF6’
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5 0.8
-l b bc be P
2 bed © ¢
2 06 bed d m control
5 04 d d DUTPF68
e UTPF101
02
0
ptoptaid 2 ptoptaid 5 GS12 Xxanan

Tomato varieties

g

o 3T K panr & Calises P, sy slapasLs 55, UTPFI01 s UTPF68 (slad yon s Sy U
Oj9—€ ‘(fff) ol 5 059-d ‘dfj_f sl —c lem) aiy Jsb -b dem) o)lusLi J sk —a Meloidogyne javanica

-(rf) e S ‘((‘Jf) adyy 5 0js-f ‘((‘Jf) oyl s S
Fig. 2. effects of UTPF68 and UTPF101 application on some tomato varieties infected by Meloidogyne javanica;

a) shoot length (cm), b) root length (cm), ¢) leaf number, d) shoot fresh weight (g), ) shoot dry weight, f) root
fresh weight, g) root dry weight.
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b
1 o c m control
d OUTPF68
7 e
" ¢ f UTPF101
r : i :

ptoptaid 2 ptoptaid 5 GS 12 xanan
Tomato varieties

o

» UTPF68 s UTPF101 (slac g 5,8 J_:,L s

@a:}Tﬁ}@;rG)\):A.i.i)ﬁ):dlf:\.\as
Meloidogyne javanica

Fig. 3. Effects of UTPF68 and UTPFI01
application on node number per each root in some
tomato varieties infected by M. javanica.
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UTPF101 54;_}_...:‘0.\;»@}:4?‘,3)):\4564&@
w33 g ol azils (6 2 55 UTPF68 (gt g ) v
ﬂﬁb#)‘éﬂ)ﬁ@}@iﬂy»}}wﬁ}rj)
Sy el B 51Ul edalin 0333 03 55 lia falS
i vl 355 035 Dl 53 035 035 a5 o3
odalis UTPFO8 4 4 L ol Hlad Ol o 02 Seals

R

a
a
300 |
250
200 4 b p be
m control
150 -
cd g ode OUTPF68
e d
100 - N 4 e . UTPF101
50 -
0

ptoptaid 2 ptoptaid 5 GS 12 Xanan

Egg Mass Per Root

Tomato varieties
~ UTPF68 5 UTPFI01 (slaw s 5,8 56 -F S

OJ}JT‘S}Q}?rUJ‘JJ gy 3 35 038 sl
M. javanica

Fig. 4. Effects of UTPF68 and UTPF101 application
on egg bag per each root in some tomato varieties

infected by M. javanica.
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Lol s ol Om 3 Sl el e Bl (aen )y el
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UTPF101 5 UTPF68 4 5 b oié jlod i 54 GS12
Sogmoin oy 2 oy 3 Ll (F JSC5) s s lis
1 ) 53 UTPFION g o8 o jainio (5311
IS 2l Ol o s i BB GSI2 50 Wi, g (X
G 5,08 el 423l UTPF68 & G a5 53,
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Table 4. Mean square of traits related with bacteria

effects on phatogenicity indices in tomato varieties

infected with Meloidogyne javanica.

Source of Df  Gall Egg mass Egg
variation number number number
Block 3 5757 1709.47™ 415"
Bacteria 66132.64" 133863477  160844.33"
Strain

Tomato 3878.85"  2985.58" 53390.38"
variety

Variety 9897.72"  15353.85 39867.22
Bacteria

Erorr 115.50 88.62 123.72
Total 47 - - -

cv - 1118 2091 891
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Abstract

The root-knot nematode, Meloidogyne javanica, is one of the major tomato pathogens in Iran. In the current
study, Pseudomonas fluorescens UTPF101 and UTPF68 strains were evaluated for biological control of the
pathogen. The strains were studied in terms of having phlD gene through polymerase chain reaction (PCR). The
ability of bacteria to produce antimicrobial metabolites and their effect on hatching eggs and larvicidal activity
were then studied in vitro. Finally, the ability of bacteria to control nematode on four varieties of tomatoes was
studied via a factorial experiment in a randomized complete block design with four replications under
greenhouse conditions. PCR procedure results showed that both strains contained ph/D gene and 629 bp DNA
fragment was reproduced in both of them. Bacterial strains were capable of producing DAPG antibiotic,
hydrogen cyanide and protease in in vitro conditions. UTPF68 strain showed a greater impact on the egg
hatching compared to strain UTPF101, while in terms of the impact on larvae mortality; both strains performed
the same. The greenhouse results indicated that both bacterial strains increased the growth factors and reduced
nematode pathogenicity in the infected plants. The rate of growth or controlling nematode was different
depending on tomato cultivar or bacterial strain.

Keywords: fluorescent pseudomonads, root-knot nematode, tomato, 2-4-diacetylphloroglucinol




