T334 Journal of Plant Protection, 2019, 46(2): 491-492

DOI: 10.13802/j.cnki.zwbhxb.2019.2018005

J\BREE AN RN E B E X 12 FR R EE LS ERE

Determination of antagonistic activity of eight endophytic bacteria from tomato

against 12 plant pathogenic fungi
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Table 1 Antagonistic effect of endophytic bacteria W1-W8 in tomato against 12 pathogenic fungi %
e S o 7 T T ) %R
ﬁjﬁ’%i‘[ﬂ . fH#L4 Inhibition rate Inhibition rfeﬁfﬁerﬁitim filtrate
Pathogenic fungi WI W2 W3 W4 W5 W6 W7 W8 WI W2 W3 W4 W5 W6 W7 WS
TR B. cinerea 67.3 77.1 70.5 73.3 85.1 80.2 73.6 78.0 59.5 60.4 33.9 100.0 57.9 59.8 61.1 64.4
EIERIBIRIA P aphanidermatum 254 209 3.0 0.0 164 23.1 224 18.7 30.7 342 08 -83 28.6 323 26.1 352
BMIAIEIGHE C. capsici 21.5 253 3.9 59.8 464 603 66.0 53.9 27.0 29.7 -2.4 31.8 26.7 29.7 30.4 30.0
SESRE G V. mali 457 432 74 59.6 43.8 434 404 47.0 53.8 63.6 429 60.7 543 473 503 60.7
SERACBUR A P, piricola 52.0 103 37.4 69.4 313 81.0 56.5 47.6 57.8 60.1 13.7 14.1 30.0 8.5 493 47.9
BRI TE G. cingulata 122 200 12.7 66.7 9.1 327 7.2 382 198 99 -13.7 16.8 122 80 9.4 47.7
SELLBE IR TE A mali 39.3 18.8 8.5 59.8 359 333 662 444 539 52.0 3.0 533 44.6 39.2 758 57.8
WA BITIE A S. ampelinum 373 50.1 402 46.6 31.9 454 565 549 73.4 589 233 22.6 459 534 78.0 73.8
INFEEMGE G. graminis 195 152 10.1 69.7 459 52.1 47.8 189 284 17.1 89 209 21.6 202 25.5 252
INEFREZEEE G. zeae 542 58.0 482 59.6 65.8 51.7 59.5 62.8 59.7 62.0 23 4.6 424 364 49.6 533
INEBYETEE R. cerealis 11,5 13.7 162 0.0 0.0 0.0 16.6 182 689 747 842 53.1 40.1 27.2 65.9 68.0
KM ZE0G B E. oxysporum 26.1 625 159 68.0 545 432 31.8 38.6 185 104 -40 458 205 105 20.5 22.5
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