ilszansawnsaauaulsaludadinanadnadaenisld Trichoderma
asperellum NST-009 32w Bacillus subtilis NST-002

Increasing the Efficacy to Control Narrow Brown Spot of Rice Using
Combination of Trichoderma asperellum NST-009 and
Bacillus subtilis NST-002

213U Bunun”” ossans wsnd' waz Jauadve] 1Budad?
Warin Intana®’, Athakorn Promwee' and Punnawich Yenjit®
thedTeiansou ddndvimaluladnisnnens uneaeIauanwel UATAISITNTIY 80161
2 medvnalulagnisinuss uzmalulagnisinunsuazmelulaenainnssy unine desuiguasaIssd uaTaIssA 60000
' The Tropical Plant Research Unit, School of Agricultural Technology, Walailak University, Nakhon Si Thammarat 80161
Thailand
* Department of Agricultural Technology, Faculty of Agricultural Technology and Industrial Technology, Nakhon Sawan
Rajabhat University, Nakhon Sawan 60000 Thailand
$ues: fhuew 2561 Received: March 2018
FURTLN: nIngAN 2561 Accepted: July 2018
* Corresponding author: iwarin@wu.ac.th

ABSTRACT: Four isolates of Cercospora oryzae, a causal agent of narrow brown spot disease,
were isolated from Pathum Thani 1 rice collected from Pak Phanang district in Nakhon Si
Thammarat province. All isolates provided 45.84-79.17% of disease severity on leaves of Pathum
Thani 1 rice under greenhouse conditions, especially isolate Ce-NST-03 gave the highest disease
severity of 79.17%. A total four strains of antagonistic microorganisms (Trichoderma asperellum
NST-009, T. asperellum CB-Pin-01, Bacillus subtilis NST-002 and B. subtilis NST-008) were
dual culture test on potato dextrose agar (PDA) at room temperature (27 + 2°C). All antagonistic
strains significantly inhibited mycelial growth of C. oryzae Ce-NST-03 by 38.07-79.34%,
compared to the control, especially T. asperellum NST-009 gave the highest inhibition of
79.34%. In the greenhouse test, all treatments with antagonistic microorganisms (individual and
two strains combination treatments) significantly reduced disease severity by 26.83-73.17%,
compared to the control 2 (with C. oryzae). Treatment with T. asperellum NST-009 + B. subtilis
NST-002 gave a highest efficacy to reduce disease severity (73.17%), while using carbendazim
chemical gave 70.73% reduction. Moreover, all treatments individual and two strains combination,
the antagonistic microorganisms were found to survive in rice leaf by 0.17 x 10°~9.22 x 10°CFU
per 1 g of rice leaf. Particularly, three treatments with T. asperellum NST-009 (individual),
T. asperellum NST-009 + T. asperellum CB-Pin-01 and T. asperellum NST-009 + B. subtilis
NST-002 (two strains combination) showed highest rice leaf colonization with the same rate
by 100.00%.

JsasInemansinuas UA 49 aUUA 2 wOunAW - FuKIAU 2561 147



@ mismuAUTsAlUTNFIhmadde Trichoderma asperellum NST—009 $IUAU Bacillus subtilis NST—002

Keywords: Narrow brown spot disease, biological control, antagonist combination, leaf

colonization

Agricultural Sci. J. (2018) Vol. 49(2): 147-159

UNANYD

wens1 Cercospora oryzae ViLﬂumma
Tsaludadthaannludniugyusi 1 Aduan
Hufisunounms Smiaunseisssumaltiuon
a loloian \evumageuarusulsslunisne
Lsavuludiiugunusill 1 TulsaSeudgniiy
vnaed wud ynteluan awnsanelsaduludng
Talurae 45.84-79.17 wWosidud lauanis
lolwan Ce-NST-03 fiflarmsuusdlunisnelsn
guitan 79.17 Weidud theduvidufindduy
4 ¥in (Trichoderma asperellum NST-009, T.
asperellum CB-Pin-01, Bacillus subtilis
NST-002 and B. subtilis NST-008) {vagaU
Uszansnmnisdiudasnelsauuemsideade
potato dextrose agar (PDA) ﬁqmﬁqﬁﬁad (27 +
2 pspnwaldea) wuil Raunsdufinuusiaveiia
femuuansaneaaegedifoddalunisduds
nstasgueadulesn C oryzae Ce-NST-03
Tutae 38.07-79.34 Wesiiud WlewFeuiieusu
n3sIsAIuAN Ineane T. asperellum NST-009
m‘lwﬂsvammwmiaumLauismﬂaiiﬂawaw
79.34 \Wosldud Iumimuﬂuiiﬂiusumammamaa
TaugUnusnd 1 I@siﬂjﬁ;auwiaﬂgﬁﬂﬁtumu
Tsadoutgnitsmanes (eguuuumslfifissyin
Weawaznisld 2 vlingiudn) wuin Mnnssuds
AlF9aun3dUFTnvarunsaannu UL
yoalsalannnsiseg1iidedrAgynisanalugag
26.83-73.17 Weddud WewSsuifieuiunssuis
muAN 2 (Ugnsn C oryzae) lnglangnssuis
AdqauvIduitng 7. asperellum NST-009 +

148 Agricultural Sci. J. 2018 Vol. 49 (2)

2. ANy, . (2561) 49(2): 147-159

B. subtilis NST-002 #inuin fiuseansanlunns
anmnuguLseslaaldgefign (73.17 Wosidus)
Turauefingsudsaldaisiad carbendazim
anAmITULsIedlsaléi 70.73 Wesidud wenan
g nonsaAEldAuEEURInesULu
nsldinessdameataznisiy 2 siasiuiu
ausansanudunsduiindunludnilugae
0.17 x 10°-9.22 x 10° CFU salud1 1 n3u
laglanwiy 3 nssuasAe 1951 T. asperellum
NST-009 (staLfen), T. asperellum NST-009 +
T. asperellum CB-Pin-01 wazT. asperellum
NST-009 + B. subtilis NST-002 (14 2 wiin
fauf) Ansranunisnseunsesludingsiign
Tuswsiviiufe 100.00 Wesidud

1%

Adnfny: lsalulinduina, nismivaulsaiivlag

3735, n1sliydun3dsuiv, nsaseuasadly
unii

413 (Oryza sativa L.) Jufivemnsndn
fidfymamsugiavesusemalneuazniinig
11y s1zuenainnsugniiieuilanniely
UsenAuddsaunsadseandemainlanlaaiuiu
wea dnsuuszmalnenunisugntrilumnn
ﬂumﬂsuawi“mﬂimwaﬂmwnmﬂLLa ¥U12
UIUTY mmmwummaﬁimwmmLﬂuwu‘wﬂaﬂma
fddryuosnale Immawwﬂummqummﬂwm
é’wma‘ihﬂwﬁqﬁﬁmiﬂaﬂﬁﬁnﬁuﬁ‘ﬁmﬁmLLa“
‘W‘Llﬁﬁ\‘iLaﬁiJ Imamamaaaﬂamumamm“%amﬂm
Aunnsinafuded 1. ﬂamnwuﬁwumawaa



JandinuAsAIsTTNsIY (Wuganaty ela nuem
WEuun warlvuasy) ;Jmmmumumaimwsu WL
mamammmwwuqaqLaiummuﬂimmuazﬂmmw
wag 2. ngutiugduaty (Unusiil 1 91377
AONUEE 105 gnsaiys 60 uazdum 1) lvinandn
29 uigounadelsannnitdiuiiuiios T
wnnzdlefimsssunvedsasng 4 wu Tsaluing
thana Tsalnd Tsanuluiin waslsaudnang
Wudu diugdeaiunuanudenediuou
110NN ImEJLawuiiﬂiwﬂammawLmﬂmﬂﬁ
C. oryzae 1/1wumiizmmmmum’amgﬂiummm
uAsAIsIINTTus LI wardsdadulsa
fadsrudemeliiusuinunnis 90 Wesdus
YOIEATII A (Kumar et al., 2017) waziile
walglsaigszuinnunsnsteuniteynise
nsldansiainarsedauazldluusunadiuni
mmﬁhLﬁuﬁqﬁmﬁaﬂmmﬁgaé’huéfummmamﬁ
mszm mimumumimmmLﬁzjaﬂaiiﬂ‘wsu wagns
UuLUausuaqmsl,ﬂﬂumamamﬁun aAAUNITUU
Wewvesansiailuanimuindensnge Yaqdu
mwmmiuﬁuﬁa’uﬁﬂmﬂwﬁfﬁqlﬁm ADHHN
ﬂmmmﬂanmmu mﬂwumii’mﬂamﬂwmﬂs
LwaUaﬂsunUaamamnmamumnmu Wi
L‘UumsﬁmmaamuﬁuagaLLawaﬁmimwngsw
drfymaATegiavestnIninnsfinyideves
wieddefinundeu uniIngduidednvaliiie
negauUsednsnnvesgaunsdujindaneiug
AN 9 VOIUIITE Y LABLaNIZT T, asperellum
NST-009 1/1LLaﬂimmﬂﬁﬂLWSuumamwmmuu
Wonwmans SamiauasasssusIY eRuns
nageuiisEaniangdlunisauaulsasIni
lawisey lsasiniinlauund e
Isakauunsaluansn 1sanulundn 1sawdn
AN9U9917 LaglsAlseauRuLLidana (Intana
et al., 2016; Intana et al., 2009 ) lnaLU3euLiisu
fusuftindaneiusnsduazasiadiinunens

8
ansn.n. e
(‘,Q{f

Jould suazdrundearnudndalunisdanag
15A71IUAENNTAARUNUNITHES wazAEnBLAARA
Usimuaqammamiﬂaﬂﬁunmaqmwmﬂﬂuwuw
Gla@@QHLﬂHMiﬂiQUQﬂﬁH’m’JU%LV]W]EJI‘U

L3 ad
aUnInUAZIcNIT

1. LEALAZNAFIUAMUEINITA U SANY
drvauaznuiegnaludmiiugunusil 1
iuwmaummﬂwm gnoUnnids 9udn
unsAssssusy Miulsaludadiiniasiuay
4 wlasun nNouduIuenIIa@NnlIAn 1833
tissue transplanting technique (Agrios, 2005)
Ima%mmnamma potato dextrose agar (PDA)
Fdin streptomycm (PDAS) wamﬂﬂm 27 £ 2
ONGHIRBIETEEG] mﬂuumimﬂiaIGULammwﬂlmm
Lasmslmiqwﬁuummil,amLsua PDA naudLun
siinlngenddnvarnedugiiineiiedadon
31 C. oryzae (Sattasakulchai et al., 2010)
de951 C. oryzae ynleleianuuons
Laaqma PDA wamwmwauﬂumm 7 U
Sufuiienie ﬂau’[,mmsqsuua%mmaﬂaﬁw
lunsoena8nseA1wnsos Whatman No. 1
wonusuanududuvesalesiisediu 1.0 x 10°
alosrolianans uravssuviuaseninaniusuins
5 faddms luuuiluinaifuguyustil 1 fiflony
1 wieu neuldgananainlatumquiudiniey
nszanaduian 2 Ju Judagenanadin uas
dlo 14 Yundanisvuavessmaaeudstuiin
mwmumﬂumaﬂaiiﬂ I@mﬂia‘umam‘u
ﬂssmaﬁmmwwummmwa (Prasad et al.,
2014) 'mLmumimmaauwua’uas}wammﬁ
(Completely Randomlzed Design, CRD) 55435
ax 4 91 (1 91 fo 1 ﬂs‘vmwﬂaﬂmwm 2 AU
uragAuiigwulunageudnuiu 3 Tu)

JsasInemansinuas UA 49 aUUA 2 wOunAW - FuKIAU 2561 149



@ mismuAUTsAlUTNFIhmadde Trichoderma asperellum NST—009 $IUAU Bacillus subtilis NST—002

AaUasiudnNTuLsIveslIncY
NIAALUAIINGATVRY Sattasakulchai et al.
(2010) 9 DS = (Nd/NC) x 100 il Nd fe $1uau
TudniiAnlsaluniaznssuds uas Ne fia S1uau
Tudmunluusiaznssa™s (24 Tu)

2. aun3dufing
duv3sURUnsildlunmeansd 4 ae
Wus fe T. asperellum NST-009 Sadusiufiing
aeugesdunifiuszdnsangaunnlunis
AIUANLIALAL AN TAUASUN ST YLAULAYRY
AudnIlaf wuAdiise B. subtilis NST-002 wae
B. subtilis NST-008 tJunuaiiiseufdny
awiiugvesiufiunldainsindriugdsiven
wariiuszaniamgslunisaivaulsaniuluii
489117 (Sattasakulchai et al., 2010) wazs
T. asperellum CB-Pin-01 ﬁLﬁuaﬂﬁﬁuﬁjﬂﬂiﬁﬂ
Tuuseinelnedagiu Faldsuanueyasies
el URn1sn1sarvaulsaiglaedanin
APIVIATNY ANLINYATAUNILEY UINEIRY
LNYATANANTING UYAMLHALEY 2. UATUTY

q

3. wmaaumsé’ugaLLa"ﬂauﬁULé’uiﬂsﬁﬁaIiﬂ

31 mmumﬂgﬂﬂw La‘EN’ﬁ’l T. as,oerell
waz C. oryzae UUBIMNSiatTe PDA Ngaumadl
27 + 2 psrwaled Wuna 3 uag 5 Tu muaau
Aowrisnaaedulesii 2 via dae cork
borer vuNALUHUALENATN 0.7 WURlINT wnih
Tunduauemsieais PDA luwwmssiufunay
ey 6.0 wufiung woutuidolifenmad
27 + 2 ssmwaldua Luan 6 YU Fefuau
UsravBnmsnuftnslunmssudauazaquituidule
s1nelsA

3.2 dsuuuafiFeufiing shtufudle
51 C. oryzae A9 9AUNNI NSNS

150 Agricultural Sci. J. 2018 Vol. 49 (2)

doude PDA anduiiowadings wuaiise
B. subtilis LLGiﬁﬂ@I%Lﬁ@MLLmzuummiLgsm%a
TaglivnsannUaneidulevessinelsadusyey
2 Wwudang WU 4 30 TULWININUIM UL
Aeadelignmaf 27 + 2 ssmiwaifea Hulaan
3 Fu Faduiinusianduds (inhibition zone)
fwuaiide B. subtilis a¥1aulIsudisuiu
nssuAsmunu (thilsshide)
ﬁwmmmi%é’?ﬂmaam [(P-P)/P] x

100 i P_fa mmaaimmaﬂaiw c oryzae lu
ﬂﬁiJ’Jﬁﬂ’J‘Uﬂll way P_ Ao Anadesaiiduly
31 C. oryzae Iuﬂiimamwaau LAZATUINONTT
mauviuidulesinelsasivans (D/T) dlo D fie
mLaaaiﬂuLausl,sjimgi']ﬂwﬂammaﬂmmﬂm
Tnedasuanndundsiidulesnas sdudaiu
(wudlwms) uay T Aesvavnansusidulosiaes
fudaduaudeTutuiinuanisnaass (Ju) (Yenjit
and Intana, 2013)

4. m‘sm’%‘auqﬁuﬁélﬁamﬂaaumimuquﬂ

4.1 51 \deasmneda (T asperellum
WaE C. oryzae) UL MSIagae PDA ﬁqqu:ﬁ
27 + 2 asrnwaded Wuna 7 Ju newhales
Y995193nanuvaleswuInassfiaud ity
1.0 x 10°@Uasreliadans wauiulinaasanaly
(Intana et al., 2016)

4.2 wuaiiSe Weswuaiide B. subtilis
U111 Nutrient glucose agar (NGA) ﬁqmmqﬁ
27 + 2 sarnwaided Wunan 48 dlus deuih
TalatluuAfiseuninead uuIuaesAIUTNTY
1.0 x 10° wadseladans lngA1ALYuIaLYad
Lﬁ'a’?@ﬁwmdﬁim spectrophotometer ﬁﬂammaﬂﬁlu
660 unluuns fA1 optical density (OD) LAy
0.2 (Yenjit and Intana, 2013)



5. UszAnsninnisatuaulsa

Uaﬂmawuﬁﬂmmm 1 Iuﬂsvmwmm
A3 12 1 Frunu 3 fusienseans iefudmileny
1 Wweou dnlutilvivdesuay 4 Tu wazvaaeu
UsgaAnsnmnisaunulsaludadiinia Tnens
WuaUaivIewaduviuasevasgdunidujing
(Feiwdenlute 3) Uuns 5 Teddnsrenszans
(Fwsunsndsildqauniduiiing 2 ilasauiy
wuwiinaz 2.5 fedanssonsyans) a1niu 24 Falus
wuaesuvIuaeysielsn C. oryzae Ce-NST-03
USuns 5 faddnsrenszan nounquiudtis
ﬂiumqmamwmamﬂamuaumumvmqsmi‘ﬂu
Iimauﬂaﬂw*zmmammunm a8 alus Fsthga
wanafnoen i 14 Yu wmaumaﬂgﬁﬂw
fuinaruguusaveslsaludadinauas
33175 WnewSeuiieuiunssudsatunu 2 (ds
C. oryzae) wagnssuiolvansiall carbendazim
2NUNUN1SNAaBIwUUEuBgeauysal (CRD)
n333% 9 ar 4 61 (191 @0 1 nszneiivgniudn
3 u wiavduidnuluiomagousuoy 4 u)
Auaeidudanusulsivedlsansgnslude 1

dmsuesiduinisanausunsslunig
\alsAAuIIEERs 100-(DS /DS ) x 100 o
DS Aeiesigudaiuguussveslsalunssuds
nAADU Waz DS_ AelUofiiusinuguussvedlsn
lunssudsaiunu 2 ldaniesn C oryzae
(Sattasakulchai et al., 2010)

6. TuiinUsuauaznisasaunsasludnives
QaunSe

amaaauN1sAIUANLsA 30 Ju tlutna
wugunusni 1 Tuudaznssuisunsiadunnauag
nsasounsedlutilaggdunid Fdunisnsa
USunauqgdun3dlaisnis dilution spread plate
technique Tawidegrsludnluunaznisuis

8
ansn.n. e
(‘,Q{f

Vs 5 ndu uwanluindeeindousunns
45 fiaddns neugIfleIAIeNYE1RInea
(890 DAIHAN Ju SHO 2D) M3 120 50UsD
w7t Wunan 30 vt nduidesnsansuriuase
Tudmfimsidudiu 10°-10° wh gaansuvauaes
TudU3n9s 0.1 adans LnasuLeMsiaes
@ Martin’s medium uag NGA dwsuUnsia
US1ais wasLuATSenuddu neuludei
Qauugll 27 + 2 asrwadua WWunan 2 Ju
JeduAnUTuIuqdunsdluwn asnssuis
(Intana et al., 2009)

n13ATOUATRIlUT1IRTIalAt U7
IuLLmamﬁmsmmLﬂuamasmmiaﬁum@ 05x0.5
WURIAT $103 40 U (G1a 10 Tu S 4 5
nouthluldluraaufigUsusiussindeende
USuas 100 fiaddns ndouedianiaang
AIMEa ALSI 300 Seusewdt [Wulan 3 wil
mﬂuumﬁuu%mmwﬂmmmaﬂivmwwuq
gnge Aoutiludnisuuemisiasaie PDA
uaz NGA dsunsias) waguuailsy muaau
Tnganudsadeas 5 3u s1uau 8 MuAsLTe
fonssuds vunuwdsautefiguugl 27 + 2
parwaea Wunan 2 Ju neuduiinasidud
nsmTanuRAunIsiasyeenmantuludily
WHarns5HID (Intana et al., 2009)

7. MsaTevideya

AATIRANULANANNETAYDITBYA
A28N15ILAIIERANLUTUIIU (Analysis of
Variance) waziU3auiflouauuaninavesaade
SeWI9EmAABIiIE3E Dancan’s New Multiple
Range Test laglalusinsu SPSS version 10.0
(Institutes of Computer and Information
Technology, 2010)

IsaIsInemansinuas UA 49 aUUR 2 wnunAu - §uK1AU 2561 151



@ mismuAUTsAlUTNFIhmadde Trichoderma asperellum NST—009 $IUAU Bacillus subtilis NST—002

NANSNAADILAZIANT
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Table 1 Disease severity of Cercospora oryzae on Pathum Thani 1 rice leaves after treatment for 14

days under greenhouse conditions

Treatments Collection place Disease severity (%)
Ce-NST-01 Pak Panang district 54.17°
Ce-NST-02 Pak Panang district 66.67
Ce-NST-03 Pak Panang district 79.17°
Ce-NST-04 Pak Panang district 45.84 ¢
Control (sterilized water) - 0.00 °
CV (%) 16.14

Note: ' Percentage of disease severity, by the formula: DS=(Nd/Nc) x 100, when Nd=numbers of rice

leaves showed narrow brow spot and Nc=a total rice leaves in each treatment (24 leaves).
Mean in each column followed by the same letter were not significantly different according
to Duncan’s Multiple Range Test DMRT (P = 0.05).

2. naspunsBusauazaquiuidulenielsn
UG T. asperellum W 2 GRENI
(NST-009 Waw CB-Pin-01) anansndudauazaqu
nuldulesnelsa C oryzae Ce-NST-03 lapegng
anysallusseiian 6 Tunden1snaaes lagsn .
asperellum NST-009 fiuszavsnmmstiudauas

=

aauviudulesnelsaldgeniani 79.34 Wedidud

q
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waz 0.61 wuRunsaety audisu luvusd
T. asperellum CB-Pin-01 fiUsz@nSnndl 71.73
Wosi¥ud way 0.49 wuRwasnety aud1nu
(Table 2)

dm¥unuaiide B subtilis NUTIH
2 @8ug (NST-002 Lag NST-008) TUszansnm
Tunisdudinisisyrendulest ¢ oryzae



Ce-NST-03 Imgn15a319usanila (inhibition zone)
PHANUNI9IUY 4.14-5.32 DaAIAT LALRNY
WUATILSE B, subtilis NST-002 AnuUsalauadnis

A

asn.n. ey

i??%f

fudenineani 5.32 fadwns ogrelsfiniy

wud1 wuaiFeufingne 2 aneiug ldawise
Wirauiudulesinelsald (Table 2)

Table 2 Efficacy of antagonistic microorganisms to inhibit and overgrow mycelial of Cercospora oryzae

Ce-NST-03 in the dual culture test at room temperature for 6 days

Treatments Mycelial growth Overgrow mycelial Inhibition zone
Inhibition (%) (mm per day) (mm)
T. asperellum NST-009 79.34° 0.61° -
T. asperellum CB-Pin-01 71.73° 0.49° -
B. subtilis NST-002 40.12° - 5.32°
B. subtilis NST-008 38.07° - 4.14°
CV (%) 13.52 3.76 3.61

Note: Mean in each column followed by the same letter were not significantly different according to
Duncan’s Multiple Range Test DMRT (P > 0.05)
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maneidulauaravessilsanivls (Chamswarng,
2017; Srimai and Akarapisarn, 2014; Ragachander
et al., 2005 ) dewSsuiiulszansnimng
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WAZNITLATYATOUATOIAIUAIY 9 VOIAUNY)
Fuhlvnisarunulsafivilusednininganiinig
Tgansedlla (Chamswarng, 2017; Intana et al.,
2016; Howell, 2002)

Table 3 Rice narrow brow spot disease severity and disease reduction after treatment with four strains

of antagonistic microorganisms for 14 days under greenhouse conditions

Treatments Disease severity (%)" Disease reduction (%)’
T. asperellum NST-009 29.17 > 65.85 ©
T. asperellum CB-Pin-01 33.34 60.97 %
B. subtilis NST-002 52.08 ° 39.03 ¢
B. subtilis NST-008 62.50 © 26.83°
T. asperellum NST-009 + T. asperellum CB-Pin-01 27.08 68.30 ©
T. asperellum NST-009 + B. subtilis NST-002 22.92° 73.17°
T. asperellum NST-009 + B. subtilis NST-008 41.67 ¢ 51.22 ¢
T. asperellum CB-Pin-01 + B. subtilis NST-002 31.25 " 63.42 %
T. asperellum CB-Pin-01 + B. subtilis NST-008 39.58 ¢ 53.66 ¢
B. subtilis NST-002 + B. subtilis NST-008 5417 ° 36.58 ¢
Carbendazim 25.00° 70.73
Control 1 without C. oryzae 0.00 ° 100.00 ¢
Control 2 with C. oryzae 85.42° 0.00 °
CV (%) 10.60 8.21

Note:

' Percentage of rice narrow brow spot disease severity after treated with C. oryzae for 14 days

? Rice narrow brow spot reduction after treated with C. oryzae for 14 days
Mean in each column followed by the same letter were not significantly different according
to Duncan’s Multiple Range Test DMRT (P > 0.05)
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@ mismuAUTsAlUTNFIhmadde Trichoderma asperellum NST—009 $IUAU Bacillus subtilis NST—002

Asedludalutae 53.00-100.00 Wesidud e
langnssuisild9aunid 7. asperellum
NST-009, T. asperellum NST-009 +
T. asperellum CB-Pin-01 uag T. asperellum
NST-009 + B. subtilis NST-002 #Anun13
maumaﬂmnmmw 100.00 WWesidus Tuveay
Wﬂiimﬁﬁlﬂmaumwgﬁﬂw (with carbendazim,
Control 1 without C. oryzae g Control 2 with
C. oryzae) lianusansianunisasaunsedludn
vo39aun3gufUng (Table 4) KANTTNARDIELARS
Tiiudn qdunidufjinyynareiugaruise

I gLinUsuuLagdnseuAsesralud1ala

(phylloplane) Fdenadesiunaneseauiing1in
AUNIE T. asperellum uaz B. subtilis Afnanm
amniumsmmquﬂimmmmaumaﬁﬂﬂma
dausng o vasiiald vedd feiu Tu LAZNANER
AL szjqﬂmammmimaumaqmummwmaaLUu
ﬂaimnLmuLLazmﬂzywﬂmaumaﬂgﬁwﬂizau
anudisaganniledludszendldlunisniue
T3l stwvmﬂmaumaﬂgﬁﬂwmﬂm’ammaa
Untosdausig 9 vesfimiieldlddenelsadnun
Mane@uivld (Chamswarng, 2017; Intana et al.,
2016; Harman, 2005; Howell, 2002; Harman,
2000)

Table 4 Populations of antagonistic microorganisms on rice leaf and rice leaf colonization after

treatment for 30 days under greenhouse conditions

Treatments

Rice leaf
colonization (%)?

Population of microorganisms
(x10° CFU/g)"

T. asperellum NST-009 0.48 100.00 °
T. asperellum CB-Pin-01 0.17 97.50
B. subtilis NST-002 8.72 67.00 ©
B. subtilis NST-008 6.58 53.00 ¢
T. asperellum NST-009 + T. asperellum CB-Pin-01 0.26 100.00 °
T. asperellum NST-009 + B. subtilis NST-002 471 100.00 *
T. asperellum NST-009 + B. subtilis NST-008 4.42 91.50 °
T. asperellum CB-Pin-01 + B. subtilis NST-002 3.93 96.00 *°
T. asperellum CB-Pin-01 + B. subtilis NST-008 3.74 87.50 °
B. subtilis NST-002 + B. subtilis NST-008 9.22 60.00 °
Carbendazim 0.00 ¢ 0.00 ©
Control 1 without C. oryzae 0.00 © 0.00 ¢
Control 2 with C. oryzae 0.00 © 0.00 ©
CV (%) 12.36 9.05

Note:

'Population of microorganisms on rice leaf when assay by dilution spread plate technique using

Martin’s medium and Nutrient glucose agar
“Rice leaf colonization of antagonistic microorganisms after observe on Potato dextrose agar

and Nutrient glucose agar

Mean in each column followed by the same letter were not significantly different according
to Duncan’s Multiple Range Test DMRT (P = 0.05)
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