Y IYAE Jlos 5 50,k oo e (Subppols 53 (g k0
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s 45 505 0L gl L5 15 alllan 5 g0 S 5 oaleT 55 2 Saky; Sl P fluorescens s STt 4l
SLasles 55 e 5SS e Ol (A5 it L g5 55 jn 5 &8 s bl ol o8 La3T 3 g 2 3590 (slatslr
Ul s iS Wl ol 5 Calizes Glaalda ot a L Cuils Hls txe (3D .u,miicb);;dzsu
oo g 86 JralS s 51l Sl Wl 5SS 5 o158 ey 3hse sbaalde ST 55 GlS 55 Xs g sline

P. fluorescens a s ciss ¢ ol (s5luldr daxl 5 o Ol s 53 Jawg ) Ga-b S 515 V7 5 Y caalus (bl

REVEPW a:jSTAAL&l{%Li»JJa\:fL;M)LgLau&L& J‘...lljélq...).sGLM.lng-J'lcuf@.aLJEJ Lse 553 CHAO

S sy Wl s 5 5l (K pax S el Pseudomonas fluorescens ;. gawls”™ (o 3l9

52 by 5iST 5o Lal il oo Aoy =y 55 (555l
el o 0T Ol Ol s JL >
Wl opl J xS dsglS s (Sasser & Carter, 1985)
LOT Gsasdo b T Sle b oS 0als )l > Gy b )
(DY gems plm 53 355 el ot &5 sl 2SS wl
i e e 53 o2 S 4k s Llas g slie o6
o] oS Ol Coley dsile 5 ol Sldes
Sps 52 3 ol 5 DS iS22 8
S Ll el Dol alS s i eSS
3 g0 Skl Laplasl 65 ) (Agrios, 2005) s
Ly LaoT Cmmer 5 45 e e SV S 1 S s
51 AET 0 ol se (Elahinia, 2007) das o zalS

&l e Olej Dot (gl (sl 28T E5T il e

EPVTY
S el gt sl S S I S per S
Ol 5 A8 e gladal cla el 5 £l il (23l Chowy
=l osme 3,15 Ol LoDl 5 4 ds )3 page 505 Sdlee
sl p sdnn olis 5 Calises Sl el 5 115 oS
OT O e 5 dil e e Ol 0L () o 4 ST
Izl e b s ) (e Do pod g - D o
(o S iy sl (Khoshkhoy et al.,, 2010)
J_J_:Gl_.z 3 Meloidogyne spp. Goeldi, 1892
S528LS DN pmmee A 5 Olgr 0 &S dizer o la)len
Wher 5548 SLalE gaen Ly o5 dims o 2l
Al i Comd g o Dlebay (o ME ae Ol o
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Gl IG5 (4t 4l 1 5 os 5 I esle Wil
o 038 s 5 4 g 55y S Dl 0T O
=S5 s gile el Cogr sl Olas o35 035 |
Sy S eslinal b Ll (gilealls i oslizul el
ol (5l pallst 51 g i3 8 plonil 55 035 ST
5 N 3dies i 5y 50 668 Slalid 1 Olabl (1
338 g 085y S Bl a0 T 0 o Lesl
Sl s 8 () 1 LaOT (s b ) Sl gt
ankos axlad g azucds 03 JT (glaais N e
oo o S g o5 S gl 2 e i i
5 8Ll (S b s s 05,0 035 S Sl slaads s
oyl o 5338 5 5 o e e e LSBT Sy
e 00 ST 55548 e Ve S H ) b glns
DL i 5l e i 4t ST L g 0nls s (Bl ) 3
S (el st (AL (SLler 5 4ty Slabad (OT L pinnd
Akle SL ge 0 &\sj)ur.;ajuu?u:.a\n
455 3T i 03 5 4 ST L Sl b (gl giome
£33 o )Y s sl ~ .(Hussay & Barker, 1973)
sAbesls 5 i 6) 5 ) p Sle S Wl
O sl g s A a2 3VIE (g 0 Sty oK 00
}_L_LQTLSAMJJ)L?L&&KLSJJJLQJ#
a3 YV e slas Ly ) 5L SOl s 5 ot as

S i ks S 5,0 B F ey gk

3 esbial 31 5L s3luasdl HLib 5 pslia pi )l (Sanm s
Sl S sl e  Bos (o5 sl s 5 sl
.(Jatala, 1985) ol odds lin J 287 5 ol go 3L
Gl L o 5 e 3 S Pseudomonas i
AL b oo o gmie S5 g JES 53 e p S
il j3aS ol ola S 5IP. fluorescens
O Wiy Sl Bl sl 5 o s 0S5l 3
E S ol 2 ST sl 5 42
.(Almaghrabi et al., 2013) b s o Faks, bl b
Gl bile S5l 0Lt 0)LSKes 5 6 3L i mls
AU P. fuorescens g S UTPF5 w4 5l —dlises
3IM. javanica glay,Y =3 S 53 (S5 gmne
o=l o las (Bagheri et al., 2014) 5,05 iy g4t
YE Slam Lag,¥ oy Ve &S e el by 6 ST
L;;fp.uuxuvx@,sj\dﬁ\f@w}uu
L;L,a<.lv\_;l b sdoee ig,45 P fluorescens CHAO
e St Cnslie W sl (K par S ol pn
#2051 Wl Esl 6 ST ool 55+ M. javanica
atyy ador 3ol S ST 55 ESCata sba SIS,
3o 8 ke Kl Sl gl b k5ol
L Siddiqui et al. (2005) .(Mokhtari et al., 2009)
ol b ol Sl a8 s S Ol e s
5> M. incognita s $aie; Ul J 28 e 45 ¢S
Ll 5 LS Sl 0 b 5 (S S
R i Al o Sl S 5 055k
o\l (Siddiqui et al., 2006) s,Is M. javanica
23 e 585 pasloul Eol 05 55n Ll 0Lyl anlllan
;,_:,6_»uur_;ac'f_,,:)'\j.u,u;p”,;w,)‘y
AL s i ESiatm s glie LA 5 S
Sl Jte olaes ;5T LAl L P fluorescens
K par S 53 LI T VT s 5 SlanSTl s
Wl e oS s eSatn e glin LA o 4o
4> L (Sankari et al., 2012) 345 o oS ats,
S e 3 a8 )0 Sl idiay
S ol Calies slaalu (sl P. fluorescens
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.(Scarpellini et al., 2004)
= P. fluorescens Lalisee (Slddylos 1wy g
ol Lo 3T o I EMPREYTY

colony forming unit/ml ¢ gilbow g 31 2J oo 95
35 p33 o 3 Ve spde 4 6 STL e a5
el Olsiear o el laie OT I 5 BlS1 LGl ol oy 5
SIS o gmds G453 TV 55k (gl 53 5 03zl
L el FA G s 05,0 (sl g, sl ws . a s
S gots pm 5SS o Olin 5 ol 0 g g S
o=l (Ashoub & Amara, 2010) s 8 e Loy
Sler 53 sbed Ve b ol Sl o 6 s bt
A el 1SS
= P. fluorescens Cadieo SBVIA> §1 ow)yy
Sl 50 (B Fly ) Wl

Lol (S by (S par 5 sl 2lesT sl
s s e e 055 68 1 e Lz
Il (Khodaei Arbat et al., 2009) Lsb o o S 4k
S3l) dopn Ve Sl sk K5 S sl
aids S e (e S IS e o> 2y
Seie ST L by (6 gttd Sl gy 5 i pmbaws S ste
ol SIS g5l sladla IS j5 ¢ 2wl
VY Gl Laube sas)50 S (g n Jold)
S (oo & Doy STl e Lo oy sty
S ol s 93 K per 5 lanalS s 8
bl S F LS 6 (5l ol GOl o
Yoo Laolal pIUST 2ty g5 ks o3l JUis]
3l e Y oujoujs.ueiuxu(,swjjv
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Loy yodd o 8 b e Slo BB (g5, e
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(Vrain, 1977) w5 15 ¢ o
P. fluorescens (& b (S4ag

o8zl 5IP. fluorescens s sS'U 5l anluo 55
it 5 oot S 7 ol LS bl
ity S 0lE oKy le3T 51 P. fluorescens CHAO
AU ol el 1 sslis 5 3 S ags 5l s
el s Ol g slaasllS gl slassLs
AL 03,57 iy s bateay dys 5 (g5l
adbie ¢S 1YY Olewsl 5 4l s P fluorescens
Lol g2 Ol g 3l gl s 55 Caliien DS (s
Gt Sl 6 STl (gl S plsil (651 14 g
King’s oo (55, S8 5 &S O gl g (5L 33
S L gluls ol (Aneja, 2001) s ¢! B
A, Suslow et al. (1982) s 4 (J_? SLa0 se 3T
Hugh & Leifson 24,45 (OWF) sjlsn — 5 Silsn
Thornley (1960) 5,4 Y5, 45 s, ((1953)
Klement et al. (1964) 5,4 05 5 S5y Camlu B2
S5 O Ol W 5 s b 5 A 5 SVBES
Schaad et al. (2001) 55 a4 V5 93 5 smsjomm
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51P. flourescens gas &  aks as i5 &l -
ey o iy 2S5 3 (ol gla 51T
DL s s yams ¢ 5L DNA a5 oslizl (PCR)
16SPSEF  —wlazl sla ST s ol sl
5-) 16SPSER 4 (5-TGCATTCAAAACTGACTG-3)
dalod J_...§; <! - (AATCACACCGTGGTAACCG-3
2 8 15 eslizal 3500 ST 235 5 (S5l L ADY
O Jols 5 ;25 Sea 00 om 53 PCR 2S5 by lons
PCR 3L =5 Sa 0 45,51 s 5 SIIDNA <5 S
Y dntps 10MM ,uJ s Ko Y (MQCly 235 e V/0 (10X
Taq ads S /0 e SHLT 518G o 5l ady S
Shie OT =)y Sa¥0 5 u>I5 Y/0 DNA polymerase
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23 s 3550 P. fluorescens (s :SL glaalus Y Jgi

Meloidogyne incognita sl , s S 56 tb;T

Table 1. Different isolates of Pseudomonas

fluorescens, were tested against Meloidogyne
incognita.

Isolate Source
B2 Tomato field, Servak
B16 Corn field, Servak
BE) Tomato glasshouse, Mohammad

Abad

B55 Mung bean field, Dehbaraftab
B56 Mung bean field, Dehbaraftab
B75 Mung bean field, Dehbaraftab

Supplied by Tarbiat Modares
P. fluorescens (1) o
University

Supplied by Tarbiat Modares
P. fluorescens (2) o
University

P. fluorescens CHAO  Supplied by Shiraz University

112 345 6 7 8

ST Sl eslinal s (63l S AFA il 2S5 - IS
slaaslis 5116SPSE R 5 16SPSEflu F _—olaws|
eSS 5,8T U5 55 Pseudomonas fluorescens sSU
ol 1eil cim Ve (J5Sd5e SHLeM s
4 0F alus 397 alus 2 P, fluorescens (1)
ald= 8 DY wld= 7 B0 wlu= 6 ¢Y wld= 5 VOl

P. fluorescens (2)

Fig. 1. DNA fingerprinting pattern of isolates of
Pseudomonas fluorescens generated by specific
primers 16SPSEflu F and 16SPSE R. M: Marker
(100bp); 1: P. fluorescens. (1); 2: B16; 3: B56; 4:

B75; 5: B2; 6: B55; 7: B52; 8: P. fluorescens (2).

ds sl Ol S ga iy, ol bl oS Ls 4
.(Abo-Elyousr et al., 2010)
33 Bl Sl 1 e ole 93 Sdeds Lagplu
6)14_@§3 o s (G2 53 YV=YA 550> gles L Sl
oila3T 3 s laamalE sy a0 T Ol s
BB o Sl 2 ol a 4155, O e s jlly
sk Lo Jpb Jols ol (55 a2 LST
54ty s 055 ¢ alsn wlapllil 5 4l 5 055 cads
sl Jols Wl Jro I g5 gla Lo ls 5 olsn L;u,(.\uul
S 5 ks 0,8 G 53 Y 5 o5 e 035 WJE
s b sl 53 5 e ST 0 S Y0 55005 o )Y
Joe M5 5L sl Comar o Dl ol Comer
L;)_:AT&_SJV_;J‘,:}_I,JL?U;)LQ Sl A s
5t et S Laaty bl b 58l L et

{

PR
e ST a3 o8 55 5k o531 0,5 0/ (s5ls)
Lol K5 o T e O Sl 5 s FEENS
.(Jacquet et al., 2005) s awuds
Skl oo 9 4 329

3,5+ SPSS 20 51531 15 L sdaT sy slaesls

i;ﬁ)'n 50 s l,u‘);a

bty s 5 0 S 515 oWT o 5 42
03T ool o Sls amslie 5 4 b <SG SIUT ol
A pll (STl

odd (g5l alls 5 (gSluliar (6 ST el V)

oS e Y (Caliine OLaLS iy 4l S
SO F o Sl S e 0,5 ol 00 5 e
5o el (B1B1 o lesd 5o b0 5e 5T P. fluorescens
L Slmady Sl iy ST Gahmsan olg anis
35500 JK8) 255 &y ot ST Sl oslinal
s S e et e St SRS STl
S8 e p 35 oa S aks, Ll P fluorescens
03,57 Y Jsdor 53 gladipn Lo sejT mls (23 S

RO PR
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.(Amara, 2010

80.00

)
60.00 b
] .
I ed cd
40.00 I

20.00 I

0.00 : : . . : E
Pf(2) Pf Bl6 B2 Pf(l) B75 BS52 BS56
CHAO

Mortality

B55 control

Pseudomonas (s 5L Calies (slaasld> j1-Y S
Al e 93 o 3,Y e 58 o fluorescens
ol ol (odiasOLis Lao siw (535 b shast) . oo Sat
Sl pde (godiasOLlS oY alie Cog > 55 Il

(ABL o o> ey el )3 13 gime
Fig. 2. Effect of different isolates of Pseudomonas
fluorescens on mortality of J2s of Meloidogyne
incognita. (Bars on graph are standard errors;
columns by dissimilar letters are significantly

different from each other at 5% probability level).

SRS Sy sy
RS L Gl glaw i Hlas ¢ byl sa s 5o
BIEYPEIVINWESTY c.la..ajag.\:upawb‘yﬂ)éff
35 55513 05057 b b ke (gt lin (F Jgdr) s
5,50 P. fluorescens (slaala (saes .ol oo TY i
Sl e g3 e 95Y e s S o ol oBaleT 55 s
Gl 555 LSS Calies slaaslds 31 Jy . Lds
55 a0 FS 00wl 5 e 5SS a2 ¥ oyl
Jonathan Guss ;5 el e alie (Y JSE) Lus sl 1,
P. lis YF ST OT .ol odds odalin ;0 et al. (2006)
2 M. incognita sl e 5 <5 » 1, fluorescens
:l_?glldfdiﬁﬁjdfﬂud_ll.\q-ﬁd:\uj.\b;
o=l S s L s Mohamed et al. (2009) ..5s S
@5 48 U S sdalin ¢ oo Saty s bl 5 S
Lo pligo g3 o L pls )Y e 5 &5 e sl 55 (65L5

ol (3l il (ool pem Sa e iy 56

Pseudomonas fluorescens s zS'L glbaa o olod 5 SG5 05 5 (S5 50 0 Slas soas =Y Jgudm
Table 2. Morphological, physiological and biochemical characteristics of different isolates of Pseudomonas

fluorescens.

Isolates of Pseudomonas fluorescens

Test
B2 B16 B52 B55 B56 B75 P. fluorescens 1 P. fluorescens 2
Gram G G G G G G G G
Oxidase + + + + + + + +
Cata|ase + + + + + + + +
Fluorescent
+ + + + + + + +
pigmentation
HR on tobacco B _ _ _ _ _ _ _
leaves
Arginine + + + + + + + +
dehydrogenase
Levan - - * - + + - -
Obligat Obligat Obligat Obligat: Obligat Obligats
O/F oate gate 'gate 0ate oate gate Obligate aerobe Obligate aerobe
aerobe aerobe aerobe aerobe aerobe aerobe
Gelatin + + + + + + + +
dehydrogenase

Potato rotting - - -
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i 00 sl S s (F o) 3 s S5 g Calizes Glaalda 31wy wibsly (4 o0 =Y g
394 U P. fluorescens s ;SL cw) p 5,50 slaa i Gl p s> 05 e 58 s, P. fluorescens s SL
om! 0 Jsds) 15s S (6,8 sl Ul 2S5 5 L1536 Meloidogyne incognita
S A 4 S 3 ot ejT 5 il Table 3. Analysis of variance of mortality effects of
P fluorescens €. sl 1 | R different isolates of Pseudomonas fluorescens on
. flu Lyl Sl 2SS Wl . . .
I Sl e J2s of Meloidogyne incognita.

Jonathan ) =i » 55, M. incognita « o 'ais; ke Sources of variance df Mean squares
Khalighi) & 4> 8 55, M. javanica «(et al., 2006 Treatment 9 1512.47"
Majzoob et al., ) L= 5, M. javanica «(et al., 2010 Error 30 17.41

Khalighi & )0s % ¢s,M. javanica (2012 CV% - 10.07

*

ek Mﬁiﬁidb\ch.»):)l:duu*

Hlseesl M. incognita «(Khodakaramia., 2012
Ot ) g « ** Significant at 1% probability level of 1%

&y M. incognita ((Ashoub & Amara, 2010)
5015 (Jonathan et al., 2000) ;ys 5 S5 pas S ST S vy g b
slo s GAL Calben slaas o Sl ¢ iloly s o 53
M)J\ CE.AJJAJBJ?)JASL“J&A@};&LALPLZJ;

Ll el 5 gla e s, Pseudomonas fluorescens oo glad s 51 byl 4 20 -F Jsde
Meloidogyne incognita

Table 4. Analysis of variance of nematode-related factors of infected tomato by Meloidogyne incognita, treated
with different isolates of Pseudomonas fluorescens.

Sources of Mean squares

variance df Gall/g root Eggmass/g root J2/g soil Egg/g root RF
Treatment 9 1463.08™ 591.22** 10.96* 2325127.10* 82.26™
Error 39 26.33 12.12 0.45 29561.54 0.97
CV% - 17.07 12.01 10.62 14.54 10.17
** Significant at 1% probability level of . Ll o3 &S Jlazl o 53l gns **

il Jwed g gla esLi , Pseudomonas  fluorescens Caliss glad o I u,.il_..a G lin =0 J s>
(n=4) sz ,5 Meloidogyne incognita

Table 5. Comparison mean of nematode-related factors of infected tomato by Meloidogyne incognita, treated
with different isolates of Pseudomonas fluorescens (n=4).

nematode-related factors

Treatments

Gall/g root Eggmass/g root J2/g soil Egg/g root RF
Nematode 43.25¢ 32.25a 5.37a 1667.90 b 13.28 a
P. fluorescens (1)+Nematode 22.25d 3.75cd 3.04cd 128.62efg 213 cd
P. fluorescens (2)+Nematode 20.75d 9.25bc 2.98d 361.50 cde 2.98 cd
CHAO+Nematode 19.25d 7.50 be 4.07bc  269.25 defg 3.61c
B2+Nematode 19.75d 1.00d 3.35cd  35.90fg 1.97d
B16+Nematode 23.00d 1.75d 1.78e  86.63fg 1.50d
B52+Nematode 42.25¢ 7.50 be 485ab  294.50 def 36lc
B55+Nematode 52.25b 36.75a 258de 247030 a 1359 a
B56+Nematode 17.75d 7.75bc 2.33de  170.93 cd 351c
B75+Nematode 61.00 a 13.00 b 341cd 608.00c 5.35b

by gn 20 Jlazm gelann 53 Uajled 513 e 35 3 g5 ke s dmOLE €0 g2 2 53 Y lie U =
* Means followed by dissimilar letters in a column are significantly different from each other at 5% probability level
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slasles o b @l J g b B3 Sl oy 2 00l o
93 Cils 3y s sl Llal Hla L VO 505 slaasle
Jsb 53 sl 55 P. fluorescens (1) 50Y sla,les
55 05 51 8 sdalie dals b awlie s 4y
ML«S}&}?QL;LAJL*;W&|HL;LAC|.U|GS_&>'-
(“"4‘&‘“"‘055 Wals b dwslie 53 Jy dis oy Sl
P. fluorescens (1) 50Y slaasld> 55, ;5 olsn
Wals U aS J js el fals jles ls gme sba
s g s ae M| gl Laa e LSAA rJL.u ol:f
Ll gk 055 il 4 508 55 s ST 5l pliS e
(# Jsu)

oo 55 OLISKer 5 Ak bw g auls s wlie
Calides Glaaslder 457 s S sdalie o LOT .ol ol
55 5 58 &Sl s 25 LP. fluorescens g ST
3 i 2alS K g £ a1 (p Sy L
UM g H S N W P g
Siddiqui & Shaukat (2003) .(Khalighi et al., 2010)
sP. fluorescens CHAO sl a4y 51 55
23 S Ul l,ls &1, P. fluorescens/pME3424
M. javanica S5l o cdiws DAPG &S5 5 5T W 5
S 105 i odalitie LalT s S gy p K par S )3
5 5L 4 03T ol L 4wy lie 5 P. fluorescens CHAO
sAms ad i | olS usy J S ke 05
X jpax S oylustls 5 035 P. fluorescens/pME3424
DS kS dd ) 03 aS = yn0ls LzalST

AL S o ml 03 Dlilllas (il e L
0900 K pam 8 oS, P. fluorescens CHAOD « i
odalin 5 08 8 51,8 s 3550 5 8 slen g
P. fluorescens CHAO 4 lux> ¢ 5SL jlas 53 45" s S
o S (2l Slapll $Sis 5 5 055 (ble b
Lo L etcs il sled by Conl @l _2als dals
@l sleplll 5055 oalS sl Sale olesa
L_.gP. fluorescens (laalis = by
4 gl 0l 5,18 55 Ashoub & Amara (2010)

WS o A5 J s € 55 b Ll g5-F 5Y (CHAOD

¢S gm 5T oS azals 0L Siddiqui & Shaukat (2003)
W5 AL ) a5 48 g I 55 I8 Jrl s> F oY
Ules ade oSt Conslin Gl (gl Jule 355
OLSKen 5 ol il (K pam 8 55 oo Saty
Esl P. fluorescens CHAOQ (s S 4S™ s god odaline
oS IS 53 $Sat sba SIS (263 5T W
s S b a3 ok S5 jpar S (s e |
.(Mokhtari et al., 2009) b o talS” & Fais,
sl 51 (SH51a50 3 68T Calsee Slagslia |
s gne Sosls Glols 5545 Ol e &S Bled LSS 5 JE
sl 5 6,5T s 600 5 VO slaalis sy K uSS L
o3lital Hleg 55 S dzsll o Sk, bl bwy JE
53,03 55 5 dald 4 Cond JE 2l 5 aalis ol )
Sl @21 2alS dald 4 G 5l 55 OY 4l 5550
oo el b alin 55 15 JE O baasltr 4k s
Slalis 555 55 Sl adl sy el g,ls sas
ol dz,\j_fr_a&,;;.x_:uwuhjtfumsﬁ@su
4« .(Almaghrabi et al., 2013) Cul ,dias 5 9 Sl
SalsT, A.?L«Jv_'a? 0345 Ol e bl 4 00 &l
P. fluorescens (1) 5 V% ¥ slaaslia= L -l 5148 Lsls
byl ady 1 i V8wl STl iy 5550 4k
,usu);uup;w”‘h\.\gﬁlf%y
jlj;&g\)ue))as)_?}sv_;dolf\?j\‘ sl
Slaalde gaan (olg o g Lol tals balis 4z
A5 S0 EalS 4y 1ol 00 i ra qy 258
I L0 S P NV P U POV U | W W
93 5 s Laasldes e IP. fluorescens (1)
W 8 51,3 0Tl ds slaasy 5o, K05 slaalir
23 Laalie 35 0l 45 L odtalie i o (O Jgtr)
PR3 Sleay 355 S G S 5 o KaleT
Azl (6 i AWl 1 o&ilesT 45 o8 slaglis
Sglis ol ksl 1y S0 i Ll sl s
G L S Lyl 5 035 pTedommy Jse Ll
ahylpamb s baks S e 6 Sl 5 oK leT
(Tian & Riggs, 2000) Lab LT g Slleb a3
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Sl el ol (S 65 ST 5 ) e
RS 35033 5 Ol al (5 053 (e (S 050
ol S5 langy a5 b B il g S 55 olE
Po S Ol i (S o 5 ol Yoo
S opl Seslinwl Cgz g AiL o wlus fluorescens

Sl (K par 5 655 1 S s Jole Ol sieas

Ly S (aolbds Sl oeas
(Keel et al., 1992) sl asls ol o am I
olew » P. fluorescens it Maurhofer et al. (1995)
s S35 4L (s 0l s Pythium ultimum
GASL ol SXI550 31 OT .disls 55 gy 3590 1y

“F5Y 5 o5 Pam a5 Tas by )

.C,M\Lg))f,éal:f:}i-QQ)L&'-(:.A;JQW\\;P-L;% OLil b Wl i uils ijlfjjjléJ:u|L§>
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Table 6. Analysis of variance of growth parameters of infected tomato by Meloidogyne incognita, treated with

different isolates of Pseudomonas fluorescens in greenhouse conditions.

Mean squares

S\?:rri(;?]igf df Stem Root length Stem fresh Stem dry Root fresh Root dry
length (cm) (cm) weigh (g) weigh (g) weigh (g) weigh (g)
Treatments 11  58.02" 113.48™ 38.15" 2.53" 13.07” 0.357
Error 47 38.15 17.74 12.39 0.56 2.54 1.71
CV% - 12.72 10.04 11.72 12.59 15.48 9.53

: . e s s ns
il e ..\.aﬁdi:dk::—\cb,ﬂ):)l;d.u))bw}:; o g ¥Ry

" ™ Non significant and significant at 1% probability level respectively.

(n=4) 48 ;5 0lS i, sla esLs , Pseudomonas fluorescens Caliswe (slaalio 31 &Kl (gamslio =V J sl
Table 7. Comparison mean of growth parameters of infected tomato by Meloidogyne incognita, treated with
different isolates of Pseudomonas fluorescens in greenhouse conditions (n=4).

Growth parameters

Treatments

Stem length Root length Stem fresh Stem dry Root fresh Root dry
(cm) (cm) weigh (g) weigh (g) weigh (g) weigh (g)

Uninoculated control 49.50 ab 28.00d 34.85a 6.50 a 13.24a 2.09a
Inoculated control 46.00 b 27.25d 28.97 bc 527b 12.38a 1.73 ab
CHAO (uninoculated) 55 ab 27.75d 25.38 bc 4.63 bc 10.63a 1.86 ab
CHAO (inoculated) 47.00 b 35.00 be 28.49 bc 4.59 be 1092 a 1.59 ab
B2 51.75 ab 29.75cd 25.55 be 4.24 be 11.06 a 1.77 ab
B16 52.00 ab 28.75cd 2791 bc 4.58 bc 11.19a 1.69 ab
B52 46.25b 44.25a 23.10c 3.37¢ 7.07b 1.39 bc
B55 51.25ab 29.25cd 27.71bc 4.15 be 1098 a 1.40 bc
B56 58.25a 33.00 bed 24.45. bc 4.04 be 10.77a 1.99a
B75 53.75a 28.75cd 29.19b 4.54 be 10.61a 1.57 abc
P. fluorescens (1) 51.00 ab 39.25 ab 24.63 bc 3.96 ¢ 8.13b 1.36 bc
P. fluorescens (2) 55.25 ab 28.75 cd 27.30 be 3.90c 8.00 b 1.04c

.,\..nbsa/é Ju}'chdjéujww)‘éswcjw zkjr»ax.a:;)ud}};wﬁ)bafﬂq&gjf*
* Means followed by dissimilar letters in a column are significantly different from each other at 5% probability level.
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Abstract

Root-knot nematode is one of the most important nematodes world wide, due to its damage on different
species of plant. With concern to human health and environmental hazards of chemical nematicides, research to
introduce new methods for management of nematode population is important. The objective of this study was to
evaluate the effect of different strains of P. fluorescens in control of root-knot nematode. In this study, inhibitory
effects of 9 strains of this bacterium were evaluated in vitro and under greenhouse conditions. Although the
strains cause mortality in second stage juveniles in vitro, the mortality levels were significantly different in
treatments. On the other hand, the tested strains had different levels of nematicidal potential. In the greenhouse
conditions, more strains reduced knots formation and nematode reproduction. The strains 2 and 16 which were
isolated from rhizosphere soils in Boyerahmad region were more effective than P. fluorescens CHAO, which
reduced reproduction rate of the nematode significantly. According to the results none of the bacterial strains
could increase the plant growth factors of tomato as compared to the control.
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