) VAN Tl <93 b lowd ot ala ¢ S 320L8 30 (gant 3 )le0

Lyl § Cuin! S4 g jl coliiul b (SO Pd> g5 (> 90dlT (Solow () sleo

|3 s ot 0165 ¢ (S 0 o i 0

ol eyt csedeol 51 K5 (i g pole sy ¢ i mlio 5 (655U pole 0aStils ¢S5 30LS 05,5-)

ul)" ‘u])'ef cd))9‘.w§ =95 9 LJ")?"T ‘uLO.».O}d' uLo)Lu) c)y.ug ‘_fiu))JbLs uLO.».vU M;c—Y
sh.naeimi @aree0.ac.ir 5 5 s o ¢ conni ol 1L U s

AAMACEN PR V() =10 AR AR ISRy BT

Jpamn ol & Sdd Ojlest 6V & Col (K par £ e slaisolen 1 S Alternaria spp. Jale b o e 45
s slapldil s Bgw csuwé\f)b)g:* Ol ey Cudgl slag )6 3l oslinul b 65les opl &3 J 2SS 00 315
33 28 503 31 gy ] Sz B (5l S Bl placd OSTL ot (la S EST (ol plin Sl il oo
538 15 eumsOlS oKy (555 5 i 0T ab Il g b s Ble 5 8, 5l Slabss (K par S o slat
Gl sy 3l eslial b ode] Szt (slatslitar ¢ 550 J 8 5 (slady g (8L ) slitass 0313 CotST T Comn3 sy O smilions 5o
5 Jbg &slsT s (Alternaria alternata SNI-1) £y #56 ade LI 8 5,1 lacdabe S5 5 bl o8
CLEAS O il g WIS 5 Lis Ol RIS Loyl p5 55 ole ST 53 WOT 1 g 1y 30 slalir
g Golew s S len Gale 3l e tin g3 s U ous olS lge Splbl (535 5 Ao 53 5> Codyl slag b
31 Caleen Dl s b andllas 5530 Sl (slag,8 48 515 0L oBale3T 55 6 8 s s g5 = ubiie &5l
5 Gl (fline CiS osasT 55 Sulsil ool S 58 68 sl Sl 206 s A5,
SFL-22 slaslir 4 by o (5los oy el o 508 (el )3 35 Ao s3 PA 5 OF Ve (3 5 13 8 slacd e
o P2-1 5 P41 F1-22 glalds 55 (Golw JxS5° VP P2-1 5 PI-1 5 (ol J &S JAV/FPA-L

.Azils sl Trichoderma longibrachiatum « 8 4 P1-1 44> 5 Trichoderma harzianume 8

SlS (g Slaz B S5 g RS (b6 AT (Gl (s 3lg

Sl by olie Coop SRS 3 S S posn
ol 53t )3l Jseme g g 015,58
by bl a8 o Lo K a8 Olje 35S
Soper S S kS gdoe Julge S S S
gl op gz CohS 5 LS S sl ey
(early p8ia 555 S g b 5o eSd (6l
3 piose )l Alternaria spp. Jele L blight)
Wb b 5 Sief sbbs pigl
4 doys A b Sl (Ses 5 (Lahkar et al., 2015)
(Chaerani and Voorrips, sl >,y Syl J suames
,;g;oi,gggy,a,cfyuﬁwuﬁ ! .2006)
525 Glaptis b oSt aas Gbla b 5 Vb o s,

Ao\
S par S
Pl oot 45 ol (3Ll g J guarms ¢SS Mill)

(Lycopersicom  esculantum

L Olgz pa e (e @3 5l cagr Uidw ok 65T 2 L
ol 3 (7 Ok 2 35 b Ol tas e S5
3513 513 Olgr 53 (K jper £ odas DB WS WS 5 (et
(http://www.fao.org/faostat/en/#rankings/countries
o Jpame sy (S S by_commodity)
Wbyl o 2T elal s ol 5588 s lalslS
gl YAV (65,5l sler ol5s) Olnl 5osles
2 01l 53 SIS (K par £ A5 Ol 5 2S5
e sk VY 5 s VAV (5 54 O¥F JL



eS8 5 (2 90a8) (5 low (St 5 )0 1310 9 (63 30 Cypuns

5 WS sl Kpe S oS ade L)l
Monaco et al. (1999) .(Andrews, 1992) wwws L= o
L e alsn slaphtl 5 (Sl slag B LUy
S laslitor 5 Lsls 513 g5l se o ge SIS 5o
Jole 553 Olgea |, Trichoderma polysporum
oI5l Yaday et al. (2011) .55 S b jae (5 5la J 25 s
ade 15157 olsn slapll 53 oSl slaz 5B 03 S &
s L5 Alternaria brassicae ;I b S, &
23 S5 IS e Jole Ol 4 |, Trichoderma viride
S K55 5\ F Fritz et al. (2006) .izails 4 )
el el Glomus intraradices sz B 3,8
(Varmaet us S par £ slad g )5 o se U WM
Calids L;u‘w-@,l);f 5,8 I al., 2008)
@l slaplll (A Sy pon LS5 (208
Trichoderma ;5 T. viride «5" i 8 amss ¢ S5 par o5
30 S s gme 2alS sl ks 3l 5 3 50 harzianum
53 e 5w Ramanujam et al,. 2015 . ks a8 s
Alternaria  «le 1, T. viride 5 T. harzianum « &
WRalsT 55 Kpar S 5 le sOlani
JRS 5 Lsls LI bl sy ass 5 &S
San & (2016) .k3 S 2,18 1y olew el iouid s
Jx8 slp 1y T harzanum 4la- L Pandey,
Ll s g S dhar 5 (Kb S e slagssles
S a5 S ame g Wisls 13 anllls 3,40 ae e g SIS
T S ol (e I3 fre EalS Esl bl oyl
sl p 1, T viride I glalu> Sarkar et al. (2016) .4
L3 S w50 Ll o K per £ 0 S U8
okl oley e ol S WS I8
3308 IS dals b e 53 (g)l3 sne
s 5 il G ol plal I Coda
Sper S ol Ll laplbl Gl okl ozl
Sper S i Sl S5 RS skt

35 hdudal (Slag g e 5 S Ll 5 s

(Foolad et al., <l Cal ol 5 o (s SYsb
sl S 8 5l o1 2000; Chaerani et al., 2007)
Ot g s 3l 03I 1y (S par S slae ge
U g S sk, el e s
503 5len 3B oy ege (el blight) 8, Susles
(Nash and Gardner, 5 455 S pligl ol Ll 5 0
$9) Solew r;)k; o) .1988; Foolad et al., 2000)
o> &S5, 5 o S eSS g 4 S
bl b S el ladSS 0as 855 L 5 e
(Sherf & MacNab, 1986) 5,5 o« sl K5,

o S ol SRS iutals) 5 mlh s
RNV OO e P S RPN -3 B S PR o
23 (S0 IS 15l) o se &S gl e sl iS58
San 3 pslde ealimel Ll Ll ol S5 4 piS
S 2 A SIS b ae p esde glask
drn§ 5 RPN G g8 SR 5 Sda e Dl s
LAg 5 ) o (ST 5 1 S ley )3 Caglis
(Latha et al., .bls dal gt of panas 1y oLl oM
e (O ol e 6l el a1, 2009)
Lo Hlliwgs Gl aﬁb sty @b sl
JaS Cl olasl 5 s Jb s 55 5 Cas)
o ST 1 oslinad b (S Glagg)ley 053050
L WIS S - TERC I P
sl

(epiphytic fungi) —wls, b Codsl slag,t
Sand g5 5 o3y L5 F8 L (26 Slaes S
Lpbe SSL WS, ens a4 ek ol Calses
L8 5L AN 23,5 ! .(Hongsanan et al., 2016)
Bl 4 Ll gr o dizer OLLE olpn (slaplal 5o
5 A Gl JAS 6l )l 5035 &S oS
(Lindow & Brandl, 2003) il o o is
oty K par £ oS 8 5 5l s oS 2kl Glaz
S5 IS g orlin Slay B 01 5 n 0l
2ilsn Gola K Ol ye 4 K por 5 5080 (ol

S eyl sbagpb S Ay e il



VYAA Jlo c93 8 ylowd o s ¢ S 3308 15 a5 oo

oS ke 1t Olsn 4 el sl M s S 5 5T
Y Sldie oLy a5l s Lol CiS e 4 1) o
S L (sladas don b 5wy ST Laes (595 A s
)3 Y0 les b LSSl o laeSiuts Ab iy
(Junior et al., Lus Jame SO,U Lol,d 5 egeades
525l &G sy 93 3 balus (g5l 2l <l .2006)
Sde SYsb e g A eslinal s S
Dol 0555 ods Lallst laalir (ol slag b
0313 5 3 o gmden a3 )3 =Y+ Glos b 43 5 55 5 o ys Yo

RETE v

GBS 2 oceml S g6 Pl (s
o4 k3T yo Alternaria alternata
(dual culture) blake cuis™ 9

s lacand 5l podhe my b 4 gla 03
VO alol 4 oles 5 Cuisl szt <8, Aa,
Lse (ool (6 e Bl & 6 seSats 4 I e sl
bpbsSSl s 5 L osls 13 oa (6505, PDA CiS
33 s S L 3 5 e smeekes 4353 YO (glas
0313 513 Sl o srbune o 5 bl cald ¢ 5 oSais
2B i, 5l Ciles Aoy gy da CB IS ) ey
Ai albs GI=[(R1I-R2)/RLX100 Jgep L 5 5les
oSe R2 5 aals 3 Sl 2,6 i) ke RL
il e oyl 2B L BB 55 8 ey 26 s
Cuiw | SBZIB H bowgtio W wyy
A. alternata oy ylgo 30

do Ol ST bl ) e s ey kb 0 3
b (g5l (5 S5 6 Loy 53 ol 256 o),
T4 M 4 5o e b eals 28 PDA S
5 A alternata o g yam Ol Sl adl- 5 e Lo
PDA =i Lome (55l S5 (53 &St &K Loy
wbys g GeSiss Glays e b ey CiS
5 ablsp O e Ll b S S ey 5 ok slaz,l
S5 gy wayls sk 4 A alternata gyl ¢Siis

Seslizal b b 93 (SN e 3 5 15 oyl 7,8

ORI R S 95 9 g
5ol (Wb g Sillaer
S Jole Sl 206 4 gz sk

Shasgd 53 Kpar S ol o wsil b
5 sl o peaST s e sils slsy WOl
bl 208 Gilabr g bis Jame oKilsT
e 0L 25 ey aal cea T (Gladiy 51 slaw
Q@ulajvju,uﬂwwjfj! Al s O
oo 53 5 M mye jaBle &5 o8 ol
s BT Sde Loy S e o NS s
Lg,ggbéﬁ;i:;:u]aé)%ljwamﬁ.x.w@b
BT oS s o A5 bow sl
(PDA=potatoto dextrose agar, Merck, Germany)
S5LsSSl s S, T Do eSiis . Ldd esls ouiS
s 0305 15 SOU 53 5 e geedes 4353 YO (gles L
Can &S5 Sy 4 Dlakd Ol bl s asl s glag )6
olal s s ald ol 5ok SUTLLWS (5le ol
SNI- S 8 jley 76 o plail 587 o 3l 5 b
Sol b 5 Sl Vi S e 1
oy = Y gles b s s e Ve Jg S
iy gl Cea b sl I3 sl
&l s SIMmons, (2007) g lulis S 51 S jley alu
i 03lizul ITSHDNA 4t g 5l JsS5e lulis
Cudnl Sz HB Sillu

Bls S par £ I Sl lasi sy 51 (615 18 50
55 (CaaSL 5 pmelys) Ol SOkl LaalsdE s
Giluldar sk 4 b pll alal O son (75)
e Ol 4 bale 5 S, (ol sz b
093 Olakas -l 5l sde B0 sldad 3 ks oy (6 0 Sl
Ak Voo sl s e YO LSl claeSudl
¥ D LS s s abey O i e T
PM e L (shaker) oaasolSs ows (g5, 4iss
T R ARG SPP PR PR JRE S S A T
w@&;uéﬂ&iwcd)ﬁdlﬁj&

o STl sy 5l (6,8 sl (sl ks 435 i s PDA



eS8 5 (2 90a8) (5 low (St 5 )0 1310 9 (63 30 Cypuns

Cows ay Jolize CiS 05057 53 odds S5 alasly 51 el

el

(Z P4 Golow J A 50 Cudnl gl ST
ST 33 B pirsT
Slad Mol (Kpar 8 oS ysp sk 4
S S S sl el Glain 53 DM o) (K per S
Y los L 6l s 5 bs CtST Y 4 o
D3 o3 ME VD o Susby 5 b 4 ys YO
SV OIS & oy V0 I e anealS s §
s e ze Sl 1770 8 s WD gl sla L
355 5 Oy e S uls OIS S S 5
33 B DA o 4 25 VNN e S 4y S5
> k8 5 eslizal 3 g0 (Sl o5l oKaus
5 LOIE s aals k;;jee-}f walS S ol
a3 YO gles b (glaini Sl J=1s L;Lajg.a ©3
s (I o3 A=A i Cushy 5 e g
el e Zodl Glag B sl O pmilm o 45 slateey
Sl iS s osls LS PDA CiS L 5o WOT
O Shie ST 55 0y Pl ST L 26
oY S eslitul b O pruilin s CBLE 5 Ll 6”TC’*
oS w1 e a3 el Ve Sl 4 e gtales
Szl Ll Opilwsm (Audslme d e sl
Pl Al 1 3 (S per £ slay 55y 1 i
sl oo ) oy i &5 (sl 55 al e 2
YE oy o8 Opribosm (BL Jgbone i LSS
Opilio g (S glonn Ao ags S el
el O gl o a5 gt 4 plonil ok (sla
g8 o355 VP a8 51 (A alternata SN1-1) 5Ly
Dsjm IS oSS L PDA CiS L o
i SosTper Os e ke O 5o sl O gl s
Vsl 4 e smlen I eslizal b O prdln g bl
4 b sl i O S A (205 2] s 55 ) el
(Merck, Germany) « S par £ olsn slaphtil e

)y gowl O gailow g 4 Lo ys +/00 Ol 4 Tween 20

Cailon W38 255 516 A wy (3L 5 el
PDA i8S Lases Sl o5 cdali (g5 SGET 55 35
(Dennis & Webster, 1971) 45 Cudy) 256 o Sl
bug il L) 3l Cmiles do)s Gay i 3w
U Al e 3 0ds S5 dlaly Sl eslizel b okl slaz 56

G o S pd GBCWglie WE )y
A. alternata oby ylgo 3O Cudn! SdE B
(culture  Jobo =5l gl Ol oag Sy
S Lases 3 41 )b 4 iy slag G diltrate)
—.iS (potato dextrose broth) ;s uS’s cus jaw zb
S Lamee 31 oo Vor obtecnl (gl s o3l
BERNCAPC ISP I WA 1 DR PN B P NG R PR
S pashe g A  sden 05 an (S
LSl 28 5 )l 5 S (slagz B iy Il s ail
(SL-300RF, HYSC, outh 5l sSGl s oKaws J1s
AV TPM S g o gendon 453 YO sbes L Korea)
N ay ESaST 4 ¢ il 0313 )5 gy ks Sooke
Whsy s b ol s 5 (Ir37697, Millipore, England)
&, Soslas (Millipore, England) ey S +/YY
ady ds 4y S ool s S gl s LT Jassy
IS 51 PDA ciS” basee 2 Ao VP ool lesT
0305 1§ godan 453 00 (5lo3 b (55la gy plo 53 o
@:gé,@cjuww;\y&fﬂ{cw.xu
JHls a8 e 4 iyl slag B 5 K Sl el
S eSais s 5o bl Ol gee 5 As L) Ladl )
Yo sl PDA (g5 oStis CSy opl 4 Ad ase,
g o) 5B b ja Jske £l ojlas Ao
LS oslas Osdy b S8 Lo Sl dals e o
T A oo T 3 e A eslial iyl 2,6
s A alternata oy, sl Ol s CiS bl 5l e s
ary YO gles 43 g esls S (g m S5 ,a Laws
Goy dn Sl ey 238 15 LSS s e

b oyl Gz B by Soley iy 5l Cilos do s



VYAA Jlo c93 8 ylowd o s ¢ S 3308 15 a5 oo

Sz | IDNASITS asb oS5 ) shina A ol Sl
(White et al., 1990) L& osliwal ITSUITSA F 51T
bl bgies I Gliady oy STy plsil ol
Taq ﬂ}:T «NTPs Jsls (Ampligon, Denmark) PCR
A eslel PCR 3L 5 MgCl, (DNA Polymerase
bglse S 5 ys athy 484 sl ge ez polie p SLle
1.5) Mgcly «(ds S Ad) o35 05 T &y 50 4 PCR
la ST o ud5 Sn 1Y/8) 2X Master Mix Red «(mM
L S 55 DNA (il Sen +/0) Ve pM ke L
Lol ol 0z 2y (1S V) Veng chle
ATy ey A5 Sa YO 4 PCR 4 a5 25T
»> (polymerase chain reaction) ek (slo o)
L (Pegstar 2x, Peglab, Germany) IS Lu se 5 o&ews
23 0 53 adsl Gl uly il bl 5 Ll ya
Gl puly Jold a2 ¥O il &0 Doty o sanides
5 ST Jlasl sl ¥o Sodady o goaider 453 4F s
oy VY 3 L Sl ¥ Sdady gk a5 OY
e VY 5 glg b 5 A0 Y ey g
(White et al., 1990) 4iss 5 Odeas wgedes
B P N

CSA 4 05k S Gk S s ASs
A .3 Jleyl (Microsynth, Switzerland) & s e
o8 sles S otd JIgoma Ol LB Si,s
14 s FINCh TV 13l 5 5l oslizl b b JI 5 4 L s o
ool s 4y Sla I s gy ki ol 5 otalie
L (NCBI GenBank) o3 ¢SGb 53 3450 o JIs L
sl dls A el BLAST (gt I3l Sl eslinal
Sl 4 5 Lds 0,3 05 ¢SSL s> Bankit APl LITS
Js| (accession number) lzws o)les &K ¢ JI5

SobeT ko 9 4 3005
o B s Gl 5 ARl gl o
03,5 dls gl s el SIS aw b dslar Sls

Losls A& rleu’l sldel b ‘CJN Sylse 45 Waesls G)":

Y w3l s 3 e LS O sl g S @S
Gloplll (655 (s OLaT I eslimal b ¢ ko a5l
o 5 e B S (S S ol
S by LOMS b, bis S (3L s
Sasby i sy G i ) Sled (Sad
Aoy A=l 6oy Sl ibas by SIS s
25l Qg g Sl Il dals Hles s s (LS
Sb b oSl by (55 05w ke OT (8l
2 Sk Gabe 5 ey 5 W s SO (slens
=¥ o V0 =) e =) e 65 el
=4 5 do)s Y90 =V (do ;o) VY0 =0 (s P
(63 o 5 0ddodalin S 5 ST Ao ys ) 3
Lo,y esls i e (Ramakrishnan et al., 1971)
Jge 2 3l eslazal L (percent disease index=PDI) ;L
(Shanmugam et al., 2011) 45 L5l 55
1 OWLE S sl x ulie VL) X Ve
PDI = (3 (wbie o )lad X aikd ol 3,50 OWLE sluws)

}5.0 Sy | Sbzb olll

68 o 03 fie Codyl slaz B olalid sl
e 4 s eslial (JiSpe 5 LS, ) 50
CiS oo 53 Codol Glaa i o i sy oluls
0353 PDA Lise 53 256 glaciS wids .25 PDA
GSE Ll 3 5 e 453 YO (sles b 515
Jols 4f ) Slasie Lalis glks gl . S 8
Slio olpen 4 45, A, Copm 5 S8 5 K,
Ly Slabia plo ol (S5 ol g Sy S
ells Lo oS epaS 5 W GPaaS o
s sire gLl GbddS Sl eslinal b o lilsy
Gams (1998) (Bissett, (1984; 1991 a-b; 1992) [.L%
i plani] & Bissett,

225 48 sfiy Ml (S gllbs ol
G GBSt 53 Syl Gl g (2B 3L p sekuse
555 DNA 48 o313 28 PDA 28 Lases (g5l
Zhong and Steffenson, (2001) s, ;| eslazul U



eS8 5 (2 90a8) (5 low (St 5 )0 1310 9 (63 30 Cypuns

e il 3B 4l Ve B OT I g 5 O505T (!
() i) L5,8 Cmilen S e iy 5 Ao y3 00
i Sz B P Cbedgle Wi

5 Pk Ai) plae Dlaw Guloly 4 m s
ol 03 sl 1S 505 0las 8 ey s 5 Cniles s
o g3 p Slp s &S Jleasl w3 Oe)T
Ol LSl awlin copman () Jgds) 390 I3 jne
Do 635 g S6 5 0g05T ol 53 Lajleg o sl
() o) zdls s gme OoMet| KuSS b o o Lal
W3l cpl 53 8 olen (o sdese 485 ) Cmilen STl
Al sbul iy talS Ls s OF L PA-L wlis bu g
LP1-14 , P1-1 glaalir L5 slacd gl 0T 51
BRSNS W g VOSSN WP V-SRI IN L G IPIPY )

(Y Jgd) sl plis

(o1 2 B adglio) Jgbo o6 oslas Wb
Cuinl Sz b

Sl S pln s Jolize CiS 05037 53 b plal
i OBl 3T ol il (sl gl Ve sl )l
)3 3 (e i) p3lie Olao uilsly 4 s
0031 ol 53 sles 1S 5l 0l 5l i ) Cniles
35 05 G ko 53 a6l p A3 & ezl o
Lalas 457 5 0Lis b 5 Kke g lie ¢ pmmeas (Y Jgud)
Lo o)Ll Sl 655 = L5051 05037 ol o
s o i (Y ) Azl s _jme oD K uSS
T oobas sl 6 5 slaeSais 55 8 ey i |
PA- i 505 b o plie (ol slaasldr o
i 2 558 (g sees A, RS Aoy PYIVA L L
P3-3 P2-1 P1-1 slaas o «OT 31 a3 S
5 e 457 il 1,5 K1-14  K1-3 F1-22 F1-7

s S Cales A alternata s glews Ay 5 Ao 55 00

S35 518 Jdos 5 4 3,50 SASOL LIl p 5 Law g
3 Oi?l: Slaals L Oga3T 51 eslizal b L“g;i'L:‘ 3
....UJ.&WL&AM)J\J[&:"CE‘“

oW
el bk Gilla

ilsr Sl 5l Skl 2wl FY (psama 5
ol AT s 4 Gl gl s K pae S
WOle ool 53 () JK8) dzils Glas i 10 4 baaslur
o e Al s Slgl b A5 Ye/PA L Alternaria
s Ulocladium  Botrytis gl = 0T
O (2 33 V1 /YF 5VY/VA O Y/VA L Cladosporium
ol s 4y K e S oy Sz )b Comer
o1 Gl (il GoB all OF sl sl

S5 addllas 3,40 o&Ksile3T s (screening) o S 2
A S

P ADy (59 2 Cudn! Sgsb AT
ol b1 yo A alternata g 56
(dual culture Bbgd s W9y
technique)

9 P A5y olae Slie (Wbl 4 s
ol 03 sl 3148 503 0la 8 ey i 5 Cmiles o
Cho 33 Glp Aoy & il mha 53 05e5T
Ol LoSile wslie (imman () Jsi) 5 5l e
Do 635 1 A6 5 0se3T ol 55 basleg & 51
() o) dzdls s gme CoMestl U5 b ok o Lal
» P41, P2-1 P1-8 P1-5 F1-22 F1-7 slaala
5 5 (overgrowth) s ™ s, A. alternata «5° , s,
commmen (Y SE) Wisged gl W5 Slsl 3 4 0T
7o 3l S K114 5 K1-5 PA-1 F1-7 slaalde
L3557 Josa 6,8 sk S olos (o sibos Liy I d s
aldm 95 5 Loy V/FY LKI-14 @l Ol NUBL) ny

53 balds 5 5 55 J S Aoy 59 L K15 , F1-7



v VYR Jlo 93 0lond i sl (S 30U 53 s o

Others:

Fusarium

Muicor

fameia B Borrtis

Stemphyilum

Botrvasporiim B Clalosporfum

ol = Uiocladium

Georrichom

Nigrospora wispergilius
Alternaria

u Trichoderme

u Gloeopiyllum

K S ln gl 31 ok o o) 58 (sla i 1313 Ao p3 =Y IS
Fig 1. Frequency of genera of epiphytic fungi isolated from tomato phyllosphere
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Fig. 2. A. Dual culture of fungal epiphyte isolate F1-22 and Alternaria alternata in Petri plate containing PDA after
seven days and B. Control (Alternaria alternata alone)
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Table 1. Effect of epiphytic fungi on mycelium growth and growth inhibition of Alternaria alternata in dual
culture and volatile metabolite tests

Dual culture Volatile
|solate Growth (mm) Inhibition (%) Growth (mm) Inhibition (%)
SN1-1 38.3 a N/A 38.33 a N/A
A2-6 23.6 d-k 38.26 d-k 373 a 2.60 jk
AGI1-11 21.3 f-n 44.34 cj 27.3e-h 15.3 b-f
F1-1 20.6 g-n 46.08 b-i 30 c-f 21.73b-g
F1-2 21.6 f-n 43.47 c-k 29 d-h 24.34 b-f
F1-6 19.6 i-o 48.69 b-h 30.3 c-f 20.86 b—g
F1-7 13 pq 66.08 ab 36.6 ab 4.34ijk
F1-8 21 g-n 45.21 bj 28 f—i 26.95 b-e
F1-10 21.3 f-n 44.34 cj 30.6 cf 20 bg
F1-12 22 e-m 42.60 c-k 373 a 2.60 jk
F1-13 23 d-k 40 d-k 37 a 347 ijk
F1-15 18.3 k-0 52.17 af 31.6 b-f 17.38 d-h
F1-16 18.6 k-0 51.30 ag 26.3 f-i 31.30 a-d
F1-18 32.3 bc 15.64 | 28.3fgh 26.08 b—f
F1-19 36.3 ab 521 m 28.3 f-i 26.0 b-f
F1-22 16.3 nop 57.39 a-d 28 f—i 26.95 b-e
K1-2 32 bc 14.78 | 31.6 b-f 17.38 d-g
K1-3 26 defg 32.17 h-k 373 a 2.60 jk
K1-5 13 pqg 66.08 ab 36.3 ab 5.21ijk
K1-8 28 cd 26.95 k 37.3a 2.60 jk
K1-9 17.3 I-p 54.78 a-e 34 a-d 11.30 e
K1-10 24.3 d-j 36.52 e-k 30.6 c-f 20 b-g
K1-11 25 d-i 34.78 f-k 29.6 c—g 22.60 b—g
K1-13 27.3 de 28.69 jk 34.3 abc 10.43 f—j
K1-14 113 q 7043 a 24 hi 37.39 ab
K1-15 23 d-k 40 d-k 31.6 b-f 17.38 d-g
K1-16 24.3 d+ 36.52 ek 29 d-h 24.34 b-f
K1-17 23.3 d-k 39.13 d-k 31.6 b-f 17.39 d-g
K1-19 353 ab 7.82 m 36.6 ab 4.34 ijk
P1-1 16.6 m-p 56.52 a-e 23.3i 39.13 ab
P1-4 25.6 d-h 33.04 g-k 37.6 a-d 1.73 e
P1-5 21.6 f-n 43.47 c-k 30 cf 21.73 b-g
P1-6 19 j-o 50.43 a-h 373 a 2.60 jk
P1-8 21.6 def 3043 ijk 36.6 ab 4.34 ijk
P1-19 22 e-m 42.60 c-k 31l.3a 2.60 jk
P1-10 21.6 f-n 4347 ck 34.3 abc 1043 gk
P1-14 20.3 h-n 46.95 b-i 234a 39.14 k
P1-17 18.6 k-0 51.30 ag 26.3 f-i 31.30 a-d
P2-1 17.3 I-p 54,78 a-e 27.6 f-i 27.82 b-e
p2-2 22.3 e 41.73 c-k 33.6 a-e 12.17 e-i
P2-4 21 g-—n 45.21 b+ 30 cf 21.73 b-g
P2-5 19.6 i-o 48.69 b-h 36.6 ab 4.34 ijk
P2-6 18.3 k-0 52.17 af 37.3a 2.60 jk
P3-1 23.3 d-k 39.13 d-k 36.3 ab 5.21 ijk
P3-3 173 |I-p 54,78 a—e 28.3 ghi 35.6 abc
P4-1 14.6 opq 61.74 abc 18 j 53.04 a

OBt oy pmla 3 cdifeds e3ls Ol alie s b oS g a Gl Sile s ST 4w S0be Jpdr sl

J.v)‘v\.v L;)‘bg_;."’“

Data are the means of three replications. Vaues of each column followed by the same letter are not significantly different (P <

0.01). N/A: not applicable
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Table 2. Effect of the extracellular extract of epiphytic fungi on mycelium growth of Alternaria alternata

Isolate Growth (mm) Inhibition (%) Isolate Growth (mm) Inhibition (%)
SN1-1 38.3a N/A K1-14 185¢c 51.73a
AG1-11 298 b 2217 b P1-1 16.3 cd 57.39 a
F1-7 16.5 cd 56.95 a P2-1 17.8¢c 53.47 a
F1-22 18.8¢c 50.87 a P3-3 18¢c 53.04a
K1-3 18c 52.60 a P4-1 13.5d 64.78 a
K1-5 305hb 20.43b

OBt oy V) pea 3 cdifod e3ls DL alie g b oS O a sl Sile s ST 4w o S0Le Jpdr sl

...U)‘u\.; 6)‘3‘5:&44
Data are the means of three replications. Vaues of each column followed by the same letter are not significantly different
(P <0.01). N/A: not applicable
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Sl o 5ls 0La3 a o Sole aglie gl 235l s

JORCY IR Tl 53 Solew DA 65 At

S8 s K jpar S rge S0 (6lem US55 Sy Cutie slaasldr 1Y gl

Table 3. Effect of selected epiphytic fungi in controlling early blight disease in greenhouse

Isolate PDI (%) Disease control Isolate PDI (%) Disease control
AGl-14 55 ab 45 P1-1 25.6 bc 74.4
F1-7 92.3a 1.7 P2-1 25.6 bc 744
F1-22 183¢c 81.4 P3-3 33bc 67
K1-3 77 a 23 P4-1 18.3c 814
K1-5 100a 0 Inoculated 100a 0
control
Non-
K1-14 84.6 a 154 inoculated od 100
control

OBt oy pmla 3 cdifods e3ls DL alie s b oS g a Gl Sile s HIST 4w S0be Jpdr sl

...U)‘u\.; d)‘é‘_gbu

Data are the means of three replications. Values of each column followed by the same letter are not significantly different
(P <0.01). N/A: not applicable



e N340 o5 (2908 (G low (w50 1] ) K02 9 (6350 Comus

Ve

(accession  slaws oyled 5 (Gluldr O .dzils
S5 4 by s NCBI GenBank | eas sl > number)

el ol 0als LG F d}b BE) rIDNA-ITS

Cain| SR I6 § g SBulne bl
e o SR 05T 3 & 5, 4l ler
GB sy el ids e S (lew Sos J xS
Trichoderma 58 53 4 ( J S g0 5 ot liscin,; olulis

&S Trichoderma longibrachiatum , harzianum

S 5> (K par 5 508 ol JAS 93 (08 k] Moy g 0 5 530 —F Ul
Table 4. The most effective epiphytic fungi in controlling tomato early blight in greenhouse

Isolate Species Place of collection Accession number (ITS)
F1-22 Trichoderma harzianum Varamin MN326702
P1-1 Trichoderma longibrachiatum Pakdasht MN326705
P2-1 Trichoderma harzianum Pishva MN326703
P4-1 Trichoderma harzianum Pakdasht MN326704
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Abstract

Early blight incited by Alternaria spp. is one of the destructive diseases of tomato which causes considerable
crop yield losses. Biological control of the disease with epiphytic fungi as phyllosphere competent
microorganisms is a suitable alternative to chemical pesticides. In order to isolating the fungi, healthy tomato
plants were collected and small pieces of leaves and stems were placed in distilled water on a shaker and the
aliquot was cultured. In search for biocontrol strains, isolated fungi were screened against the fungal pathogen
(Alternaria alternata SN1-1) using dual culture as well as the volatile and non-volatile metabolites tests in vitro
and effective isolates were selected to study their efficacy on disease control under greenhouse conditions.
Conidial suspension of epiphytic fungi was sprayed two times on the aerial parts of the plant in greenhouse. Two
weeks after inoculation of the pathogen, the disease severity was evaluated based on a 0-9 scale. Results of
screening test showed that epiphytic fungi inhibited the mycelial growth of the pathogen in various degrees.
Maximum inhibition in dua culture, volatile and non-volatile metabolites tests were 70%, 53% and 68%,
respectively. In greenhouse, the least disease indexes were recorded for the isolates F1-22 and P4—1 (81.4%
disease control) together with P1-1 and P2-1 (74.4% disease contral). Isolates F1-22, P4-1 and P2-1 identified
as Trichoderma harzianum and isolate P1-1 identified as Trichoderma longibrachiatum.
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