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Isolation and screening of endophytic bacteria from strawberry runner with
plant growth promotion properties and antifungal activity against some fungi
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LfﬁiyLauimﬁuaaﬁsuLLazqm%éfmmiLﬁmaaL%aswmwﬁm PnmsAnwinui wuailSefiuenldanlnaansofiuesasoy
117 lelaianfinuaiuisalunisazanoneaad enadeusieds Molybdenum-blue method 1neloleian DBO21 i
ﬂivawﬁmwhmiavmUWaaW\ImlmawamL‘mﬂ‘u 234.64+2.64 pg/ml upnantdanuin lolaian DBOAL anusandn IAA 16
unTiaainiy 322.10£0.87 pg/ml Lﬁ,JEJ‘L!’l‘LHLa‘EJ\‘iﬁﬁusLﬂiJ’Wl’]‘UQﬂiEﬂﬂ‘Uﬁ”liaua’lEJ Salkowski's Reagent lun1snageumIe
75 dual cutture wui lelenan DBO65 anunsadudimsiasaendule Rhizoctonia solani 1406 I¢ATanlnefivofiudns
Sud uniu 42.67+1.59% luvmeiloleian DBO71 aruisadudsnisias yvesdule Fusarium sp. FB3-3 uay
Colletotrichum gloeosporioides DBCS-01 L# i aalasiivesidusdnisdud uvinfu 43.05+0.18% uaz 54.92+0.26%
AIUAIAY ﬁ]’]ﬂm'ﬁ%ﬂﬁ@Uq%égUéjﬂﬂ”liLﬁ]%ﬁUGUENL%E]i’]‘i]’lﬂﬁ’]iaua”lﬂﬂlﬁula‘ﬁliﬁmﬂﬂ”liLEd;}ENLL‘UﬂﬁL%EJquﬂM”IiLWa’J 5 iingaey
3% agar well diffusion wuh muiaﬁuaalaiﬁmam DBO71 m"meﬂmstwvLaaﬂummsam T2 annsadfudsnsiasapduloves
Lsuaimmaaulmwmum slothuuaiiFeds 8 lelnanluiensiaduionalolnsuasiu 165 RNA a1113058yvlinves
wuan LS ela e du A ® Bacillus subtilis DBO16 wag DBO51, B. siamensis DBO71, Microbacterium enclense DB021,
Pseudomonas aeruginosa DB065, Enterobacter quasiroggenkampii DBO35, Enterobacter sp. DBO41 wa¢ DBO44
nsAnwidumsnenulussiuasanaassesusnvesuaiiaeulalifnninaansevessaifnonmlunisduaduns
wiyAvlavesiiy lelaaniifidnenmifigaaziluneseuuszansamlunisananusunssvedlsauazdoifiundnues
ansoiuofinumdnnisnsufURnienisinmsia (GAP)
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ABSTRACT: The objective of this research was to isolate endophytic bacteria from strawberry runners and to screen
for plant growth-promoting properties and antifungal activity against some fungi. A total of 117 isolates of bacterial
endophytes showed soluble phosphate activity when tested by the Molybdenum-blue method. Isolate DB021 had
the highest phosphate solubility efficiency at 234.64+2.64 pug/ml. Also, isolate DB041 had the highest IAA production
of 322.10+0.87 pg/ml when tested with the Salkowski's Reagent. Dual culture assay indicated that antagonism of
DB065 against Rhizoctonia solani 1406 had the highest percentage of inhibition (42.67+1.59). Furthermore, DB071
inhibited growth of Fusarium sp. FB3-3 and Colletotrichum gloeosporioides DBCS-01 by 43.05+0.18% and
54.92+0.26%, respectively. In this study, the cell-free supernatant obtained from five different media were tested
against Rhizoctonia solani 1406, Fusarium sp. FB3-3 and C. gloeosporioides DBCS-01. The agar well diffusion assay
showed that DBO71 cultivated in T2 medium inhibited mycelial growth of the three fungal pathogens. Based on 165
rRNA gene sequence analysis, eight bacterial isolates were classified as follows: Bacillus subtilis DB016, B. siamensis
DBO51 and DBO71, Enterobacter quasiroggenkampii DB0O35, Enterobacter sp. DB041 and DB044, Microbacterium
enclense DB021, and Pseudomonas aeruginosa DB065. This is the first in vitro study of endophytic bacteria isolated
from strawberry runners with the potential to enhance plant growth. The most promising isolates will now be
evaluated for their effectiveness to reduce disease and promote strawberry production based on Good Agricultural
Practices (GAP).

Keywords: endophytic bacteria; plant growth promoting-bacteria; antifungal activity; strawberry
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ans031uas3 (Fragaria x ananassa Duch.) i uliinadi i suainudenuilnanaan ludsginalnednisugn
ansofivesiiugnassamu 80 luiufiguiievilnauss duumdwioniisndanums nsugnanseivesilusunandody
ogluthaesaeggrudsiieruduluoiniags siliAanisszuinvedsaldie nelsaiinuluanselvesidnlvgdang
Aesnanidendsaunsadwiasldnndunesiie angmadalsaduivaetiate Wi duansefiuesiiamusoune 3
nsunsszulneuaidunnsuarannadeniivinzaudensinlse Tsafiddavosansodiueds fsd 1) lsaiten
awiAnndion Fusarium sp. 2) lsuauunsalua awvmfinanniios Colletotrichum spp. wae 3) lsALnApAY a1y

a

\in91NL¥ 831 Rhizoctonia sp. (3IATE WHWUTUIA, 2554; AGTNTY NGUWMUINITATINABUNY wazdadensude

'
U a v 1 = [ = '

d1iin3de waziaunisinues lwad 1, 2562) Janumsnsdeddideiniuazansmiadngiis uinsldansiedifunaudvly
wazsiatenuszeznarfisnuiiliiAansasauvesansindlufuuasnandnaudusunnesedunadenuasfuslnald
(Sainju and Alasinrin, 2020)

wafiFeelaliiidunuaiiSeiinsyegmelumadivends Tunumddglumsduaiunsasydulauasyilsie

a

wlanss Bnvisdaunleafivanqduvsdanvelsafivsmenisnanaisiuunuslas (Brader et al, 2014) wuaiiiseoulalnduen

q

Taanivddgymaasegianateviin (Hallmann and Berg, 2006; Adeleke et al., 2021) Feusnasnfisiuduusnadii
ANunaINMAIvesgAuNIdgeuariinaauiAnadinmmarsussnnsiidulsslenidefivends nsdnglwadiinves
wuaiidendudl hldlnsnssdneulsivagaaiearaddgnnuinuiiiauiawmalassssusd venaniuuefisounssia
91AulATIAI N flagella iowndeuiilufausinumng 9 Lﬁawﬁ'@maa‘ (Campodonico et al., 2010; Mukherjee and Kearns,
2014; Luduena et al., 2019)

wupiFoloulalidaiunsaduasunisaigiiulnvesivalrsnalnniansauazniedeu (Glick, 1995) nalnn1ans
Toun n1suangesluuivuidanie 9 nnsazateneanssauaznisuaneules ACC deaminase n1sn3slulasiau ilumu
Indole-acetic acid (1AA) Wusesluufiviiddy iwihiinszdunsiadymnuagilifuseusinléd (Santoyo et al, 2016)
Mailnunfidousazuinanansonan 1A Tnsofonssuiunsdansefiuanaeiy (Spaepen and Vanderleyden, 2011;

Luduena et al,, 2019) a1nAsAnwIANaINaIgveoulal@aniie Costus specious WU Bacillus subtilis @11130
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nam IAA 1¢ (Barman and Dkhar, 2019) WeNANY Enterobacter wae Microbacterium §@nansandn 1AA iiedaasunis
wigLiulavesialalduifieaiu (Khan and Doty, 2009; Passari et al., 2015) Aaua1unsalunisazareneanatdudn
AaantAndaildSunsdnvndusiviuain Tnefinnssieauin wuadiieludila Enterobacter, Pseudomonas waz
Microbacterium anunsaazateveanle (Ali et al., 2014; Eljounaidi et al., 2016; Borah et al., 2021)
Auautiduasunisesiyivlvesiisdenalnmedondio madestufivanmadhasvesdosianvalsadiads
Hunalnymedenldvanssuuuy 1wy nswdnansufusuazarsiuuueladniogd nauiusaudstuiiousormsuaziiui

swwdemsudneulsdfviarsniasasueaios (Dunlap et al, 2011; Hussain and Khan, 2021) wuafiiseludda Bacillus

¢ v ¥
|2 v o A

lﬁ%’umiﬁﬂwmazLﬂuﬁaam%”m'wﬁqwﬁwaﬂmaﬁﬂ'diﬂlﬁwmwﬁm (de Curtis et al., 2010; Zhang et al,, 2011) L¥u
Rhizoctonia solani, Fusarium spp. waig Colletotrichum spp. (Cui et al., 2020; Hussain and Khan, 2021) %ﬂmiaaﬂqwé
fudadondinanlifinsmenuindumsngualudnduararsngulnddlng (Cossus et al, 2021) uenaini uuafise
31a Bacillus, Enterobacter wag Pseudomonas Franansonaneulelafiuaiievharentiisadiiesiie Jesiunuosuas
Nvodalednaie (Chernin et al., 1995; Susilowati et al,, 2011)

P

AudviineasnssudndnisldJenazarsiadsodesdunaruuilfiianisazavasiniiang o Tududwali

a

a8 aUNIganas (Xu et al, 2020) dsdu msiuualienguieulalnduasuuaiisendunasondelufund

v
Aav A Ao

AanURn1InmInly agdievibidulianuanysaluazimiigauwanisimizlgn uidelddlingUssasdiionenuazdn
nsesuaseaulalndnlnaansoivessniinuantiveUsenislunmsdaasunmsasuyiivlaveiia Ao nMsazateneain
N1IHEN IAA WAZENBAIUNITATYVBLTDT amSsudukuudedinmdmsunisianansedivasimunannisnisuiiane

NSINEASTR (GAP)

BmsAnen
nsuenuuafiseulalng

\Audeglnaansedivesiaetugnszsvniu 80 ntulsleguanseiue’ Mualde sunewfe damin
wsysel (16°35°48”N101°0°14”E) $1uau 10 faeens TnsvhmssidediiafieusnuuadiFoioulalidnmuiBnisues Rojas-
Solis et al. (2018) MnHuthFoesiilduuaiswnsuarsazarsdmsunsuenuuaiiFoseisnisiiliideas (serial
dilution) udundsansarasainlvaanseiiuesifidearainiu 10107 asuue1vng Tryptic soya agar (TSA) 8113 King’s
B agar La¥®1113 Luria-Bertani agar (LB Agar) Umﬁqmmﬁﬁ'm (30+2 °%) 1Juaan 5-7 Ju vhnisuenuuafiieauld e
U3avis ﬁ]’]ﬂﬁl’ULﬁU%ﬂwWL%@U%Ej%éiuﬁ’]iagmEJﬂaL‘(JE]‘iEJa 20% Tgaumail -80 °%
nsAneAuaNIsalunisazatenannuazn1skEn Indole-acetic acid (IAA)

nsnagauANENIsalunITazateNaNg

wnzidsadonuaiFefiuenldanansodiuesiuueiuns Nutrent agar Unilgamni 30+2 ° iluiaan 24 v,
Pnfuinmadeunuannsolumsazaneoariadensatuiuidideuuafieasuuomsuds Pikovskaya’s agar
(PVK) shlutuiigaumgiivies Wunan 7 fu funauazinvuniadivesunaadlaseulalai ihlaladfiusngadaumagey
anuannsalumsaraeseaialu s lewiouiuteUsinms 2.5 va. (mnuidudulszanm 10-10° CFU/mD adly
91WNsIMad PVK (f1 pH Wiy 7) USuas 50 wa. thlvweniigaumail 3042 °o iunan 7 3u udnhasazaednilailéun
vn1siesesivsuusleani azaeldlaeld3s Molybdenum-blue method Taf1n15n AN uuasA18LA3 84

spectrophotometer NiAuE1IARY 882 W1lWunS (Murphy and Riley, 1962) TUANNaN1SNAADILAIATISANANNEDA
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N1IVAFBUANNEINITATUNITHER IAA

ymsnagUATIARNSALUNIHER IAA 911335709 Rashid et al. (2012) Tnsnsidsuuaiiseioulaligluewns
Yeast Malt Broth (YM Broth) fifiduuszneunes 0.1% L-Tryptophan uag YM Broth #iliifin1sifiu L-Tryptophan Tagtily
Lﬂushﬁqmwgﬁ 3022 % Wunan ¢ Yu ntuthfetandumisdianin 10,000 soU/N7 Wuan 15 ud wisuaula
Vims 1 wa. ldlunaeanmaeailevinujizenduansazans Salkowski’s Reagent (2% 0.5M FeCl, Tu 35% HClO,) U3inms
2 a. vuluiiadunan 30 it dluiamnsgandunasiinnuenaay 530 wiluns SufinnaFouiisuivansazas
105371 1AA (Mohite, 2013) Tuiinani1snnaadasas e iNan1aia
nagauAIEInsavasiuaiiGeeulalidlunstudadon

3% dual culture

Aadonuuniideniidnvurlaladuandeiu wazuaiiFofldannsfnuvinsazaewoamnluewnsivas s
wuafiGefifinisuan 1AA wvinmnaeuiuidendelsalufu Rhizoctonia solani 1406 (I4§un1sewAs1zfaInnsaiennis
\nuas) wazidesiiuenldainnisanuil taun Fusarium sp. FB3-3 (Ruusiimseusinansesiueds) uaz Colletotrichum
gloeosporioides DBCS-01 (Waanseiluass) uue1mis Potato dextrose agar (PDA) Wutian 4 Ju ﬁWﬂﬁLmz?guiuﬁwwma
wesiilunadurnugudnas 5 ux. udrdetuiuiiideslunauuemns POA nefiszersisninuouiuoimswiniy
2 9. Mniudanuafidelitszessinidosvnty 4.5 su. vhnisvadeuduan 3 61 Uufegnslifigungives tufinua
n1sNRaedLazA NI EURN15EUSY (percent inhibition of radial growth; PIRG) TasLu3suifisufugaaiun
(Montealegre et al., 2003) Juiinnan1snnasar AT s AHaN 9@t f

25 Agar well diffusion

ihuuafi3eoulalidainmavnass 3.1 sdesduewnamar 5 9in ¥ud 099M3gns T1 (Kwon and Kim, 2014)
9IM13gM3 T2 (Sohn et al,, 2008) #1113g»3 T3 (Yan et al, 2016; Li et al,, 2016) 8111135807 NB (Guo et al,, 2014) uag
91913gn3 LB (Li et al, 2012) Unuueiosugndeninuds 150 sou/unf figungiivesdunan 5 fu anduiludusmies
fiarda 10,000 sou/uf WWunat 15 it nseskiumILuTy Buegngy 022 lalasiuns Tnsntsmagoudes R solani
1406 Hu WFssdosiuuewnauds PDA WWuna 48 v, wdinevquuuaduihugudnas 5 uu. Tiliszesvinsanveuanu
9IMIWINAY 2 Y. ﬁ]’]ﬂﬁ?ulﬁmﬁ’]Lgﬂﬂﬁ&i’]uﬂ’]’iﬂ'ﬁ@ﬂﬁﬂmlﬁia%ﬂqu viguag 20 ul whnigamgiivies Suiinuamsvaasaiile
Asu 4 Tu neisuidisuiuganiunu (Cycloheximide Aty 20 pe/disc) dusumsnageuitos Fusarium sp. FB3-
3 uay C. gloeosporioides DBCS-01 1 IhwdenansuviuassaUasifesiildnrundudunindu 10° aded/ua. vmsthe
(swab) Ts#a1v13 PDA idliUszanas 30 w1l andufsindesadunauiifounduiuaudnats 5 u. Wlévauas 20
Unflgamgiivies tuinualasmsinuiiauss (nhibition zone) uéthuaiildutinsievinansadi
nsdnuunvliauuaiisaeulalng

thuuaii3seulalidifinruanusalunisavarenealn n1sudn 1M wagflgnslunsdudaudos wduunvia
Tnsdasegadnmeauianalolmdvasdu 165 RNA i3 Macrogen (Ussmanmals) Tnsendewmadin Polymerase
Chain Reaction (PCR) 1ngld primer 1 ¢ fio 27F 5' (AGA GTT TGA TCM TGG CTC AG) 3' waw 1492R 5' (TAC GGY TAC CTT
GTT ACG ACT T) 3' (Jumpathong et al., 2019) mﬂﬂ?u?Lﬂﬁzﬁé’wﬁ’uﬁmﬁialwﬁﬁlé'm%auLﬁaulugmﬁayja EzBioCloud
(https://www.ezbiocloud.net/) iitevnsszymeiuduesuuaiife uazihnfuteyadwiuiandlelndilalilugudeya

GenBank
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NaNSANEILAZIRTA)
nsuenuuadiseeulalndanlvagnsediuaitaienugnsesnamiu 80

NnMsAnwenuuaAfiseulalnfanlvaanseiluasssiuau 10 fMegls wuin amnsausnuuafiseeulalwdle
$1uau 264 lelmian Wedunauuanuemsiaoatenisg aunsadauenuuaiiSeldaed 1) 01ms Tryptic soya agar (TSA)
wenlaguau 69 loleian 2) 81913 King’s B agar wonladiuiu 88 lelglan wag 3) 819135 Luria-Bertani agar (LB Agar) Wen
1#duau 107 loletan Feomnsgasdananiiseaiudn awnsaldlumsusnuuaiiSeeulalilduazuuaiiFodaaiunis
wigAulaluiivlavansuia (Majeed et al.,, 2015; Egamberdieva et al., 2017; Barman and Dkhar, 2019)
nsAnwIANaINIsaluntsazatenaanlaznisuan Indole-acetic acid (IAA)

NSNAFBUAINEINNTA IUNITATANE WAL

nan1snAgauNsazateeaauLe1sUTs Pikovskaya’s medium Wuin fuuailGeviomun 117 lelsandiuans
wlaseulalad wasidetuuaiiSongudananluneaeuanuamisalunisazatsveanaluemsivaideis
Molybdenum-blue method wuia fifies 77 Telsianiidnnuaiuisalunisazareeamnluevsinai fusuanis
avaneloaauInndn 100 pg/ml Tagleleian DBO21 finduanunsalunisazarsweatrnlue msivalgefigaviafy
234.64+2.64 pg/ml luvaiziileleian DBO16 waz DBO35 dAn1sazasneannsesasun windu 175.3142.09 ug/ml uas
131.19+1.93 pg/ml Mua19u (Table 1) 3nN15ANB1UBS Amaresan et al. (2012) wui wuafisaeulalvdludva Bacillus
waneviafiuenldnnuzdemeauazndniiauannsalunisazanerleammiienaaeuuueimsuds Pikovaskaya’s medium
Tudasaimeun ladnissreunanisAneiauaiuisalunisazateneaiinassiuafiseludda Enterobacter,
Pseudomonas wag Microbacterium %’Emmza:um'aﬂwsﬁwiﬂiumiduﬁmmim%maﬂﬁﬁu (Ali et al., 2014; Eljounaidi et
al., 2016; Borah et al., 2021)

'
P

wupfiisefdauaudRlunsazatevleann Fewisuansuseneureamalvioglusuifivanunsathluldusslomila

v A a

Tngondenalndrfnfe nsuaneuluilaznsndunsdrivazarsveamniieliialtauls (Chen et al., 2006; Zeng et al,,

17
¥

2016) lumsinunil Ievimstuiindn pH sesdnlaildndainnisiuie d938n1senantistsdmedeniniinisnannsa
5‘141/1%'8‘1‘145sm’wﬁ‘ﬁmim%iﬂua 11sinan PVK lansela (Elvia et al., 2008; Mendoza-Arroyo et al., 2020) 31AN1S
wwidssuuaiiselueimnsas PVK iflAn pH uduwiiu 7.00 Wonawiiull 7 Su wuin e pH senine 4.27-5.73
wansliifiuin wueiiSeoanannsauaziinnsavanerleanesauiniy fdiinssenuannsinelusuaiide Bacilus
firmus B-7650 wag B-7651 Lﬁal;?i”w%aiummimm sucrose-calcium Huran 10 u w1 Sn1suEaAnNTe 2-ketogluconic,
succinic, oxalic éﬁu (Banik and Dey, 1982) uaﬂmﬂ‘f}} 5719914791 Enterobacter aerogenes @UNTANANNTA gluconic i
(Stella and Halimi, 2015) 91nnsMAaess 3 WduiuaiiSoeulalndluisa Bacillus uay Enterobacter wiangdmsu
thinfnwnsduaiunnaiydulavesindesanianuannsalunisazaeoamindonaaeulusefuriesUfiRnng

NSNAFBUAINAINNTALUNTITHER IAA

wuafisseulalidiiuenldanivaansefivessaiunsondna 1AA Tuemisnas YM Broth fifinsifiu 0.1% L-
tryptophan Ifiilathaulauviiisentu Salkowski’s reagent wagiiarIeuiisufuarsuinsgiu IAA (Table 1) wuin
wuafi3eflanansandn 1AA Tfunfigade lelsian DBO41 fiAwindy 322.10+0.87 pg/ml sesawnAe leleian DBO35 uas
DB044 SiFvinfiu 264.28+1.86 wag 264.19+0.92 pg/ml AuaRU wupTiefidtduaszsifiinu3a Tryptophan-dependent
pathway Wag Tryptophan-independent pathway (Patten and Glick., 2002) Tunisnaaesinuin LLUﬂﬁL%UnﬂiaI%Lamwam
1A USnaigandidiefinisiin Ltryptophan Seaenndesiunisseuwed Idrs et al. (2007) Auandlsiifiuin tryptophan

fawilikuefiSendn 1A TadndndlewSeuiuyanaaesililaliu tryptophan
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wuafiiSsieulalndvangvinasyegneluvasivoduuasnin IAA Alrsnaseldauasteiuiuiisniie
ansemsuazussaluAusnliuszlen (Spaepen et al, 2007) wuaiisloulalvldamnsothuiamundulsdrnmiie
duasunsigiulnvesiiviasugiovatoviln Khalifa et al. (2016) 3189191 wuafilSe Enterobacter sp. MSR1 3a1du
wueiiFeleulalidfuentdansindusaiiani (Medicago sativa) amnsondn 1AA ¢ il lunaaeusionisugnide MSR1
SAAUUEASIEWNAT (Pisum sativum) Wudn MSR1 anansagisdaasunissguessndrdualdidawsouiisuaueny
MnuaziwiinuiaressinsrisgavanestuganIUAN UBNaINd de Melo Pereira et al. (2012) s¥131 B. subtilis NA-108
Pagduaiunsaigiivinvesansefivesilfdeseuiisviminuiavesdiusng 4 vesfivfuyaniuau dmsuita
Microbacterium 1u usnainagudn 1AA ldudr8annsniaigeysenluanniediinisvud ouvedlaveninlddndae
(Corretto et al., 2020)

Table 1 Characterization of endophytic bacteria for plant growth promoting (PGP) traits

Phosphate pH IAA production (ug/ml)
Bacterial isolate
solubilization (ug/ml) " (supematant-PVK) YM YM L-tryptophan
DBO16 175.31+2.09b 5.04 28.21+0.80e 203.25+1.13d
DB021 234.64+2.64a 4.27 49.76+0.90c 196.81+1.00e
DB035 131.19+1.93¢ 5.47 44.39+1.74d 264.28+1.86b
DBO41 116.85+£2.59de 5.62 56.00+2.12b 322.10+0.87a
DBO44 121.80+2.59d 573 46.72+0.19cd 264.19+0.92b
DBO51 109.60+6.12¢ a.75 67.59+0.41a 256.57+0.45¢
DB065 0.00+0.00g 6.84 10.20+0.72¢g 20.93+0.63f
DBO71 120.93+1.75d 4.78 23.65+3.54f 24.94+1.29f

"Values followed by the same letter in a column do not differ significantly at P<0.05 in Duncan's Multiple Range
Test (DMRT)
nMsnageuaNasavesuafideeulaldlunisiududon

25 dual culture assay

L“’?j'uaiwﬁﬁLLudamﬁ’aagsluﬁu (Rhizoctonia solani wag Fusarium spp.) LazLes MM siuien (Colletotrichum
gloeosporioides) aswmnudsmelviuiivugnla fofu msdmdenuuaiiSeduasuninasyivinvesiaf e
AaLTRiuNMaigeater et lunmmeassil Wiuuefisedtaruansalunisasaeveaa waenisudn 1AA
$1au 8 lelwian umaaeun1sdudadosaaeds Dual culture wuin loleian DBO6S mmiaé’uégamiw%aﬂau%aﬁ R.
solani 1406 \¢figawiniy 42.67:1.59% luvauzitlelaian DBO71 annsadudinsiasydulevesdes Fusarium sp. FB3-
3 way C gloeosporioides DBCS-01 lﬁﬁﬁqmimaﬁLUai‘L%uﬁmiﬁugﬂM’]ﬁ’u 43.05+0.18% Loy 54.92+0.26% AUAIHU
(Table 2, Figure 1)
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Table 2 Antifungal activity of selected bacterial isolates by dual culture

Percentage inhibition of radial growth (%)"

Bacterial isolate

R. solani 1406 Fusarium sp. FB3-3 C. gloeosporioides DBCS-01

DBO16 31.41+0.98c 29.71+0.45¢ 41.12+1.30b
DB021 2.56+2.56d 0.00+0.00¢ 5.87+2.05f
DB035 36.53+1.30b 20.59+1.51e 27.89+1.03c
DB041 38.58+0.59b 22.56+0.19d 14.34+4.46de
DB0O44 28.61+0.46¢ 10.09+0.20f 12.19+0.47e
DBO51 31.00+0.19c¢ 28.27+0.55¢ 45.66+0.45b
DB065 42.67+1.59%a 38.72+0.30b 18.29+0.69d
DBO71 37.61+0.59b 43.05+0.18a 54.92+0.26a

"Values followed by the same letter in a column do not differ significantly at P<0.05 in Duncan's Multiple Range

Test (DMRT)

Control DBO16 DB065 DBO71

R. solani 1406

Fusarium sp. FB3-3

C. gloeosporioides

DBCS-01

Figure 1 Antifungal activity of selected bacterial isolates a-d: Inhibition of Rhizoctonia solani 1406 on PDA at 4 days
e-h: Fusarium sp. FB3-3 on PDA at 10 days i-l: C. gloeosporioides DBCS-01 on PDA at 14 days

fin1sdwuafiseludda Pseudomonas nasdinundnwinisatuaudeanunlsalufiu Wy P. aeruginosa
(GRC~1) Angnlaainsindunss Insuuadiiseaunsandn siderophore fin hydroxamate wagnsm hydrocyanic iieduds
AMSLA3EYUNTOIT Fusarium oxysporum 16 (Gupta et al., 1999) uena1nilgadisnesuin P. aeruginosa MML2212 @13150

NAM phenazine-1-carboxamide (PCN) Lﬁaﬁuﬂ’\‘imil&ﬁmlﬁﬂﬂ‘uENL%EJi”l R. solani 1¢8nAae (Shanmugaiah et al., 2010)
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uenanil fafimsfinuilay Devi et al. (2017) seyd uueiiGeweulalud P, aeruginosa AL2-14B fiqulunisdudadon R,
solani wag Fusarium oxysporum dloneaeumeds dual culture assay

wuafiFeanmsandmeulsiifiedoontusaddwdunalnddyesrmisunndwihasdosainglse wu R
solani, C. gloeosporioides wat F. oxysporum tagiinsfnwilonaaeuluseduiosufiRnismuin wuafi3edia Bacillus
waneulesllafiuauueimsudsid colloidal chitin 1udmuszneu Tnsdaunnanmsuingadlavinuseulaladuaziin
vinadudawentosanvalsa (Velusamy and Kim, 2011; Suryanto et al,, 2014) wenanil m3fnwAanssaesouled
Iafannmsmnzidsuuaiideluomsimar ansavegeuldanmsiiiidsanmagoudieis Agar well diffusion 8n
#e (Velusamy and Kim, 2011) 91ARAN1SANETIRLL onafunumefizlsisiuin ﬂﬂlﬂﬂ’]iaaﬂqméguéjﬂL%@i?%@ﬂl@l‘d
\an DBO65 uay DBO71 fildnmsnanesi agdeshmsdnuludedndely

75 Agar well diffusion

nmstiidsduemsmaignsingg ikunsnsssnvageugussudatesmuii tidssainleleian DBOT1
annsadudadenlinnuiawasfufiesleluandefiannsasudansaiaueaduls R solani 1406 1§ il nanisdudy
fananlalusnsanyaauey Wednwmnssudadenietidsminlelean DB016 waxleluian DBOTL luemsgns T1
waz T2 ﬂiwﬂgjwmmmé’vg’mmﬁﬁﬁgmmLé’usl,aL%aiw Fusarium sp. FB3-3 lglalunnsneiu (Table 3) Uswandaiuaniuy
Muommsudmasounglusnvasuinadainauaruinandauisn wandmiiui grslunisiudesidu Tuey

Aunalnuazasiinuesansaudos Jeazdewinnsinuiluduneusely (Figure 2)
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Table 3 Antifungal activity of selected bacterial isolates by Agar well diffusion

Diameter of inhibition zone (mm) "%

Cell-free
Media® Fusarium sp. C. gloeosporioides
Supernatant R. solani 1406
FB3-3 DBCS-01
DBO16 (TY) 0.00+0.00b 17.10+0.42b 23.63+0.54ab
(T2) 0.00+0.00b 18.25+0.22ab 25.23+0.23a
(T3) 0.00+0.00b 0.00+0.00c 12.33+0.23jj
(LB) 0.00+0.00b 0.00+0.00c 11.57+0.18j
(NB) 0.00+0.00b 0.00+0.00c 14.27+0.97¢h
DB021 Ty 0.00+0.00b 0.00+0.00c 23.73+0.33ab
(T2) 0.00+0.00b 0.00+0.00c 17.83+0.79¢f
DB051 Ty 0.00+0.00b 0.00+0.00c 23.82+0.30ab
(T2) 0.00+0.00b 0.00+0.00c 21.05+0.23c
(T3) 0.00+0.00b 0.00+0.00c 13.77+0.70hi
DBO71 (T1) 0.00+0.00b 17.33+0.09b 23.17+0.23b
(T2) 21.15+0.16a 18.53+0.50a 23.97+0.81ab
(T3) 0.00+0.00b 0.00+0.00c 19.97+0.92cd
(LB) 0.00+0.00b 0.00+0.00c 15.80+0.44g
(NB) 0.00+0.00b 0.00+0.00c 17.50+0.15f
Control” - 20.80+0.42a 0.00+0.00c 19.20+0.64de

Y Values followed by the same letter in a column do not differ significantly at P<0.05 in Duncan's Multiple Range
Test (DMRT)

“ Diameter of inhibition zone R. solani 1406 for 4 days, Fusarium sp. FB3-3 and C. gloeosporioides DBCS-01 for 2
days

*T1 (Kwon and Kim, 2014), T2 (Sohn et al, 2008), T3 (Li et al., 2016), NB (Guo et al., 2014) and LB (Li et al., 2012)
“Control = cycloheximide (20 ug/disc)
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Control ~ DBO16 (T1) DB0O16 (T2) DB021 (T1) DB021 (T2) DBO51 (T1) DBO51(T2) DBO71 (T1) (DBO71) T2

R solani 1406 ﬁ ‘
..h;

C. gloeosporioides
DBCS-01

Figure 2 Antifungal activity of selected bacterial isolates by Agar well diffusion a-i: Inhibition of Rhizoctonia solani
1406 on PDA jr: Fusarium sp. FB3-3 on PDA s-aa: Colletotrichum gloeosporioides DBCS-01 on PDA Control =
cycloheximide (20 pg/disc)

loleian DBO16 wazlolwian DBOTL fAldarnnisvaaosil 1§ sunssuunvinuas Snogludtfa Bacilus T3
Fananldfinsseauii fusgansamlunsmugulsaiialdnanssindenisuanaringu lipopeptides Ssansngusanan
ﬁ’]u’]iﬂgljUéJ’QL%SSWﬁWLMQISﬂIuﬁﬁﬂ Colletotrichum, Fusarium Wwag Rhizoctonia b9 (Dunlap et al., 2011; Hussain and
Khan et al. 2021; Huang et al,, 2022) agndlsffinui Wemnzides 8. subtilis vsaneugluommamangnsmne dewaliid
nsuanansngu lipopeptides lavanavlinuansariu (Dunlap et al., 2011; Kwon and Kim, 2014) uanani Wisenuth
3 Bacillus 874 B. subtilis V1saeWusamsandnarslungu macrolactin Jaduasusznoulnddlng lngasdanan
flquilunsiiuds C. gloeosporioides 8nse (Li et al., 2016)

dmsuleleian DB0O21 ﬁguﬁ'msﬂu Microbacterium @siignitiuds C. gloeosporioides tilsiunnsinsanleloian
DBO16, DBO51 waw DBO7L Wi aidesluovisgns T1dleluuuund dn1sfnwdeyaniaiugnisuvesuvafiiedva
Microbacterium Tng Ouertani et al. (2020) Ssszyi dudAgmarefuilfsfesiunuaniilunsdaaiunisaiapivle
vyosiiy nsnanladnieullrufiduidunseiasussnoulnddlnd Jsatuayuuunaniii lelian DB021 enaidusunu
vosdadinanfiannsathuldlunisdaaiumaesyiulavesivuasmueilsaiivdmivansoiuesideld
nsduuniauuaiiGeeulalia

nNsfnwgaaudRlunsdaasunsasgiulnvesiivunsdsents ladiuuaiisediuiu 8 leloan wvins
Suunviialasnisiieuiievdduianalelnduesdu 165 RNA nudh anunsnszysinvesuuaiSelddat Ae Bacillus
subtilis DBO16, Bacillus siamensis DB051, B. siamensis DBO71, Microbacterium enclense DB021, Pseudomonas
aeruginosa DB065, Enterobacter quasiroggenkampii DBO35, Enterobacter sp. DBO41 Wwa g Enterobacter sp. DB044

(Table 4)
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Table 4 Similarity of nucleotide sequences of 16S rRNA gene sequence against database using EzBioCloud program

Bacterial Accession  Closely Related Species Similarity ~ Completeness Identified Bacteria

Isolate number (%) (%)

DBO16 ON394615  Bacillus subtilis strain NCIB 3610 99.86 100 Bacillus subtilis

DB021 ON394616  Microbacterium enclense 100 100 Microbacterium
strain NIO-1002 enclense

DB035 MK530207  Enterobacter quasiroggenkampii 99.86 100 Enterobacter
strain WCHEC(-1060 quasiroggenkampii

DBO41 MK537359  Enterobacter chengduensis  99.86 100 Enterobacter sp.
strain WCHECL-C4

DBO44 MK537360  Enterobacter chengduensis  99.73 100 Enterobacter sp.
strain WCHECLI-C4

DBO51 ON394617  Bacillus siamensis 99.86 100 Bacillus siamensis
strain KCTC 13613

DB065 ON394618  Pseudomonas aeruginosa 100.00 100 Pseudomonas
strain JCM 5962 aeruginosa

DBO71 ON394619  Bacillus siamensis 99.86 100 Bacillus siamensis

strain KCTC 13613

wuafisgoulalidvangviagninunAnnsesnuandiduasunisasayivlnvesiivuasinisdwunsiinnowiily
Anwiseaulsnseu lnsuwuafiilenatsaneiusneygluiva Bacillus, Pseudomonas Wag Enterobacter tAiN1551847U
WerrupuautRduasunsasyivlavesindusviuun siufmsusadiudssdvsamiiodmnimundudedininuay

astiiusidmsuniuaulsaiiy (Wozniak et al., 2019; Cui et al., 2020; Cipriano et al., 2021)

G

INMILenuazAnnsauafiseulalidanlvaanseliuesiduiu 264 lelaiasmuin duuaiiisediuu 8 laly
landifiguandAlunsdaasumsisdyiulavesiivuisusens Tiun mnuannselunsazaevleamnuazeuanansaluns
WA 1AA Sdaflgmiduidesidensaeulussiuiesy fifing ievhnsieneinnumieureshiduianilelndvesdu
165 rRNA gasuuaiiodends uwandliifudt uuadiFefildsuainnisfnunidnegluda Bacillus, Enterobacter,
Microbacterium wa Pseudomonas i axihlelmaniifdneamiianlunadeusuiunsmeugnansofivesilusedy
Tsadou lelmanildazihluiaunduiuuuletinmifioananusuiswedsauaztioifiundnvesanseiuefinmumdnns

MsUFTRINSInYRiR (GAP) sely
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