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UNANED

Tsafievesuiiuduinainide Ralstonia solanacearum iilseaiidndyadanuidsmemanasgia fafy
ﬂ1'ﬁf{’]’ﬁlﬁﬁﬂﬁ%q"dﬁzmﬁLﬁaﬁﬂwwﬂisﬁw%mwmaq%aﬁm% Bacillus sp. Giam'immuiiﬂLﬁmmawfwﬁ’uﬁlﬁmmﬂL%ya R.
solanacearum TagyinnsmadeuUsyansamuenie Bacillus sp. s1uau 3 lelwian TauA RUTS001, RUTS002 ua
RUTs003 slennsdiudanisiasayvesidle R. solanacearum luan niosujuRn1397835 paper disc diffusion wagluanim
quﬁauwmaaaﬁwﬂiiuaﬁLLﬁiLLdamﬁu%’udauﬂgﬂLLazim%aﬁm%Mé’wQﬂ NANIIANEINUT WUATIEE Bacillus RUTS002
anunsadudimaaiyveade R solanacearum luanmiesufoinsléian nssudainty 85.27 Wesifus luvasi
msm‘uq;flmLﬁﬁlﬂuaﬂwwimﬁauwmaaq WU ﬂﬁﬁ%mﬁmmfu%’udauﬂqﬂé’w%aﬁm% Bacillus RUTS002 Wun1s4ia
Lsatiovan wiriu 2.08 wWesidus Turuefinssuizsndedaiae Bacillus RUTS003 nasanluaninlsausou wun1s
\Anlsatiesdn Wiy 52.74 Wesldud wumnuuaniamsadfeesdidoddnyds (P<0.01) ileIsuifisuiuynaiunu
(R. solanacearum) wumaiinlsa wirfu 30.58 uaz 100 iwWedidud muddy duiuannsnidasusiludssgndlily
mnﬁaﬂmﬁ’uﬁﬁm‘[mLﬁmmawﬁwﬁuﬁiuamwLLUadUQﬂ
frdndny: nndada st Tsaiien viludy Ralstonia solanacearum

Abstract

The bacterial wilt disease of turmeric caused by Ralstonia solanacearum is an important disease with
severe economic effects. This research aimed to study the efficacy of Bacillus sp. in controlling bacterial wilt
disease in turmeric caused by R. solanacearum. Three isolates of Bacillus sp. namely RUTs001, RUTs002, and
RUTs003 were tested in the laboratory using the paper disc diffusion method. Greenhouse experiments involved
soaking turmeric rhizomes in Bacillus sp. bioproducts before planting and applying the bioproduct directly to
the plant. In laboratory tests, it was found that Bacillus RUTs002 showed the highest efficacy in inhibiting R.
solanacearum growth with 85.27% inhibition rate. Furthermore, soaking turmeric rhizomes in Bacillus bioproduct
before planting resulted in the lowest disease incidence at 2.08%. On the other hand, pouring the bioproduct
of Bacillus RUTs003 around the turmeric plant in green house conditions showed the lowest disease incidence
at 52.74%. These results were significantly different (P < 0.01) when compared with the control group (R.
solanacearum). The disease incidence occurred at 30.58 and 100%, respectively. Therefore, it is possible to
apply bioproducts to control the wilt disease of turmeric in the field conditions.
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AU

iy (Curcuma longa L; Turmeric) Wufiwituiuluieidony fusenidedds egluid Zingiberaceae Fa1iu
fvayulnsduanegnansy adumioiududduiiinnnnissasituresniuly aduaseeglanu Sun mdmTeud
afludulsznousie wimdnldauiizendn Wl ﬁﬁﬂ‘iﬂmm‘ﬁugﬂ‘lﬂjLLaSLLG]ﬂLLGU‘LN‘V]'Nﬂ‘izU@ﬂ@aﬂﬁ’lu‘ﬂlwﬁgﬁ 2 AU
(Horticulture Research Institute, 2023) Jagiiuinunsnslunialdfoulgnafiuduniniu Tnsugnidaie vdoUgnuea
Tuguenansseuduituiddilinanan Lﬁaqmﬂmﬁu%’uLﬂuﬁ%agﬂmﬁﬁmm@mmnm wazgninlUlduselewd
pgnmannmaneememsazmaden Iiud Wuenshwilsafiitestussuumaiuemns lsausss Tsalude uavlsn
#u udunanvoaaiesd1nns 1wy Asuwenuth Asutigeiuaza wasldifuingAudmiuusenaueimis Wy n1svin
wspauns iudu venanlduilaaniglutssmauda tagtiunud viluduvesinedsoonludmmnessssma ludnway
HandnanlazuUs3U (Department of Intemnational Trade Promotion, 2024) Fetusrasamneluienaindad
wultiugaia

{Jzymﬁﬂﬁ’fgmmmiﬂqﬂmfu%’u fe Tsawleailinannide Ralstonia solanacearum Wwderelsaluiu a3
ANUEEERENNNHENYATYEAIATeYTA (Karim and Hossain, 2018; Kumar et al., 2014; Smith et al., 1995) e
nelsaanansaidvhaneviiuduldnnssesvamasiyidivln ensssszusnluriuiuasiansennsiien shulunaond
wmaes mﬂ‘lfw?iuasumaqﬂawmﬂdauéf’mmﬂuﬁuwé'qahuﬂawﬁam auduafiutuuisnis (Khonglah et al., 2015)
vsnalaudusasmieiionnisanin wndudihmadsdsndu MINRBUAINVINILNURUATITBQY (bacterial ooze)
anvaziludlen vy ﬁqwaiﬁwamﬁmawﬁu%’umﬂﬁwLLavaziléfqmmw Hateiidnasunisiinlsaiieaiidfey Ao
dannden Tnslawizlutiengru %dﬁwumﬂm'aLﬁaqLLazﬁﬁwhwfﬁlmLanQﬂ iauﬁdmsﬂgﬂmﬁu%’uﬁgﬂﬁtﬁu iliiAnng
avauveadelsn msdestumdmlsaiieafiinanide R solanacearum vildrsudnaenn Lﬁaﬁmﬂvﬁu@mmmmm
wigedluAuldluszesiaiuiu wagausadvinareivendulieg1enineeing uinndi 450 vila wazLeausannly
fudnitugiediuveneiudfinle (kumar et al, 2014) Tudaqtudslifiidnismunulsaiienldogisdiussansam
wuenstestuindalsadiedlaeiinaunadaduisnsivangay ANUNTOBAAUTURIIVOINITAALIAL LU N3
wiudsaalse wnnuensiaund IiuleesnannuUauasiniyians nssnwauazemluwlasgn msldvieuiug
Uaeslsn mavimnuazeinianadosdensinuns msldadunisufing sufsnsgniemyuiiou Jeaztaelinisie
Tsaanas ogslsfiniulifisienudn asafedalafiaisnsaauaslsadldluanimudasgn (Kositctharoenkul et al.,
2014)

wuaFedta Bacillus 1unuaii3eufindifinsihunliifemunulsafivogianinewane annsaainms
Uﬁ%’guwawwﬁmﬁé’;’ug’qmﬁw’%mmmLﬁ'fammqiiﬂﬁ% FI89UNTIENUI Bacillus spp. dUszAnsamlunisaiuaulse
Wendeaiiinende R solanacearum wazilnuanUilunisdaaiunisiaiyiulnuesivy (Bangkham and
Thummabenjapone, 2021; Kositcharoenkul et al., 2014; Prihatiningsin et al., 2021; Sun et al., 2023) Khonglah et
al. (2015) waz Ongena and Jacques (2008) 51897471 Bacillus spp. mmmmuquiiﬂLﬁﬂwawﬁu%’uuazéawﬂﬁﬁ
wanAngadu Taefl Khonglah et al. (2015) 51891u17 nsldensfnuandastast Bacillus subtilis Taasluutasugn
Saufunsutud sl ududaeda Sl 8. subtilis nouygn vi’ﬂﬁmﬁyu%’mﬁm‘[mﬁ'aaqm warduaulszanside A
solanacearum lufufluwaliuanas fadusideiifngusvasd ilefnuusyansnmuesdadfas Bacillus sp. Fadu
aeiugiuiu issgndldmunulsaiisvesiiuiu fMensniturudaiuiuieifusidoulgn wasnenadasug
nasgn Wielimsuisnstestuidalsadietegamnyay L‘ﬁ‘ugﬂLL‘LJ’JWNWﬁQSIJENﬂ?iﬂ?UﬂMIﬁﬂﬁ%@ﬂﬂﬁgﬁgu Uasasiy
RodudiTinuazdwindey

ad =
D/N1IANEN
N1SUENLY R. solanacearum
Wusiuswiisgudsiiutuinduiiuanseinisluiies anuUasUgnuesnensns Uruseuwn guneseu

a 4

Ayad T inuAsAISIINGIY a1 dauinaianisiiudusnelsdoulaluaaslse (sodium hypochlorite) Aaadudu

U

s & ¢ & ~ o 7 a A & a 1% X 1 1 Y
10 wWesdud Wunan 3 ui ndsnuuldlulieiiunisanaeUsniiseuuenaen adsviiutuliasoinmeuindu
2%e 2 A33 9 ay 3 Wil Fuliuie Wuediudulndudueuin 0.1 x 0.1 Sadues newdilUudluthnaudlseings Ysuns
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1 fladdns Wunan 10 il Mguuazansuvuaesildludagi 4 (streak) asuuo1ms TZC (tetrazolium chloride agar)
Uulifgnmaiivos (28-32 ssriwaiioa) WWunan 48 dalus ndmnifudndenlaladideififidvngu ssnadalaiia
] Wuenidesnadeuuems TZC Lﬁ@iﬁ’lm”ﬁu@ﬁqm%‘ (Ruangwong and Jaijanthra, 2017) wiulalafildvnaeannass
Fuliiludidu aamnfi 4 esmwaidea islivnaeuludunousioly
nsnAdauANEIUNsalunsialsa

¥wde R solanacearum Ausnld widssunaIms NA (nutrient agar) Yadedunan 48 $alus thaniead
wYIUADY (cell suspensions) é’aaﬁwn&%ﬁﬁa USuszauanudutulaginAn1sganaumes ﬁwm%amﬂmimﬂﬂim
o35 (spectrophotometer) firnuemndunas 600 wiluuns (A1 0.0, Wity 0.2) (Wsinande 10° cfu/ml) dniden
meuwumumLaumuﬂuaﬂaw 1 wuins dminuszana 10 ﬂ‘ilI/LLN wrluiwaduviuassuuaiiise 1Wuan 60
W LLmuﬂUUQﬂaqmuwmumiuwwLﬁuaiuﬂizmqwmamﬂsuum 8 i asresuMsiAalsafisvesdsuiiuiukas
gumwmmnﬁmim (fnUada1n Kunopagan, 2006) LU?&JULﬁwmﬁLﬁmImLLaxﬁxﬁumwguLLiqsszT,mﬁ’ULs'ﬁ'ua R.
solanacearum lelaan 2069 aetusnaaeudeds daldsuouanzinnantuinermansuisszimalng (32)
nsmagaulsEAnSnwvaalie Bacillus sp. #en1swinuaude R. solanacearum Tuasufiifnis

e Bacillus lelwian RUTs001, RUTs002 uas RUTs003 uenldanndeudewiniii deinunssuunuaiudu
aremeadansluanaudaindu Bacillus sp. (Zulfikar et al., 2018) tidousiazlelaanundouueims NA Tnes
cross streak Uadafigaumgiives (28-32 samieaidoa) unan 48 $alus thamadeuszansammasudainaaiy
vederelsndaes paper disc diffusion Inewems NA Usunas 10 fiadans wieldidugu (basal layen) iy
915 NA naufuwaduriuassveadenslsaiiaanududy 10° cfu/ml Usinas 0.1 fadans wmasuuemsiimienly
(FauUada1n Yang et al., 2012) sliarmisudada thnszarunses Whatman No.1 fianzduianan suimdusiu
AUGNATN 0.5 LHURIAT Laziaindoud wzasuuRanthemsiidende Bacilus sp. wiazlolean uansuuRanih
913 Tngnnaide 1w 4 Fu/anu Bustsiienueuauemsiassde 2 lwuRung mnﬁuﬁﬂﬂﬂuﬁqmmﬁﬁauﬂu
an 48 Falus *J”mLé'umuquéﬂmﬂsuumiﬂ’ué‘?d (inhibition zone) TuaueMsidsadondmndeu 7 Yu FAuraed
Wosidudnissuds Tasdautasmn Hampl (2021) 3gnsdnsIamaes inhibition zone = T AdUHUgUSNadlaula
voudn/ TuInduRIuAUENa19183 negative control 1MUKLNNINARBILLUUANANY ] (completely randomized
design; CRD) ¥NN1591A@a8d 5 N353 9 ag 5 551 Usenausay Bacillus RUTs001, Bacillus RUTs002, Bacillus RUTs003,
noUweslensenlus (Copper hydroxide 77% WP) uazynmIunLl
nagauUsEAnSnwvasTaiel Bacillus sp. TumsniuaulsaiisavasviiuiululsaSounaas

n1stATBNAUYGN Nazuﬁuﬁm%"uﬂqﬂLdesufuszTummﬁu?%LLazé’mwdauwamaduﬁﬂqmiﬁ%mam% a1
MYIMEARTNITNYAT ANLINEATAIERNT TINTAUATASSITUIIY Usenausme i1fu Yuugning Fdunau uazeniin
$ns1dau 1:1:1:1 TneUsuns dlusindedevsiotaussiugs (autoclave) s 15 Yaud/msaiia gamndl 121
sarwalded Wuan 30 w1l ussyldnszanawanafinawin 8 ih

n153EALYe R. solanacearum isaitouua s NA Wooigasu 48 Falus wismwadurauaesluthndy
fashide Yvssduanududuliiaruressaduaiuass Weianisganduuas (0.0, Wity 0.2) fimnueiiabu
600 wiluims W3uante 1 x 108 cfu/ml

nswn3eudadael Bacillus sp. 1d8ad e Bacillus RUTs001, Bacillus RUTs002 way Bacillus RUTs003 U
919113 NA \ioogasu 48 Falus azaneifesemsasansleifounaslsd (sodium chloride) iudu 0.85 Wosidust i
Wwaduauane (cell suspension) Tilgluidsruwedanuen mnugs 50 sou/wnit Wusezinan 5 5u iunsneuwadiily
Tunandudafasiuuunazasm lugnsviadu 99 n3u naudulgRsuasuenduifialaglaa (sodium carboxymethyl
cellulose; sCMO) 1 n¥u aulwursuwazunlasifeon (Seephueak et al., 2024) ¥1F5waivi T ould lunaaeu
Uixﬁm%mwiumimuqﬂimﬁmmawﬁu%’ﬂuamwisaﬁaumam 5{3&J"T'S“miLLﬁiLqusufuﬂ?’uﬁw%aﬁm%dauﬂqﬂ way
Frsrntsusivinuseuduriuiundagn el

A5nnsfl 1: Msududsviiududaedadgt Bacillus sp. neutgn Aaidonudsiuiudasalsannuuannuaans
Tilvuelndifostu (hmdn 10 ndu/uds yaduRINANgNa1IUsERIN 1 wudwng) dildudluansazaiedadue
Bacillus sp. W 3 loleranin3enly §n51 50 nfwah 20 dms (Usinande 1 x 10° cfu/ g W) steudsuiiutu 10 Alandu
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Huinan 60 wifl Weasuinan tudsiiudulufsalfuiadune 1-2 92l deuiluvgnlududsindeiinioulily
nszamaNaARNILIN 8 17 ($1uan 3 wie/nsznne) udanUgniduna a8 $alus vhnisugnidedisnissadaeisad
wrauaesle R solanacearum U3uns 10 fadans/nszans uagyinnssndatost Bacilus Tolwiansa q 61 ndagn
e 7 way 14 Ju Uims 10 Sedans/nszans Samamududu 50 nfw/ah 20 Ans
A3n1sil 2: nsTaTadel Bacillus sp. USnaseuduviiudundagn vhnmsugnaiiuduasiuiisiunisteen
delunszanamanafnuunadushugudnans 8 i Weduaiiuiuengasu 60 Yu Amdendufifidnuarauysaiudause 14d
TsAuazuasiane Saunadulndidiesiu 1uau 3 fu/nseane) nsseTadiast Bacillus sp. 851 50 nd/1h 20 ams
Usums 10 daddns/nszans vinasevlauduedudu i ensuinan 48 dalus Mawaduviuassuuaiie R
solanacearum U3wns 10 fiadans/nsen1 wazsIndasus Bacillus T mdgnide iwudeatuiinied 1
N19UHUAITNAAD
m'ﬁﬁﬂmﬁgﬁ 2 LL‘U‘Uf‘T mmwumamaaqLLUUq'aJquifﬁ (completely randomized design, CRD) 31U7U 6
n35038 4 1 9 ax 3 Fu il
531357 1 Bacillus RUTs001 + R. solanacearum
n531357 2 Bacillus RUTs002 + R. solanacearum
n531357 3 Bacillus RUTs003 + R. solanacearum
n35uis7 4 meuweslensenlus (Copper hydroxide 77% WP) + R. solanacearum
55357 5 R solanacearum (¥PAIUAN)
NsRAsT 6 fivund (yansaaaeu)
nyrauazduiindeganisialsa Tussesiian 150 Ju dwsndesidudnisiiinlse (% disease incidence) 910
ans Sruaududulsa/sruuduianun x 100 (Pimpanuwal, 2021) TinszdmaruulsUsuLazIsufisua
uWANFveIALRAENERAlAe S Duncan’s new multiple range tests (DMRT) melusunsudnsagy

NaN1ANEILELIRTT0]

n1susnidia R. solanacearum

Snwazermsvesuviuiuiidulsadien %nﬁummﬂmﬂqﬂﬁufwﬁummLﬂwmﬂﬂué’%ﬂaiauﬁyjaé Jandn
uAsAIsTINI1Y Tussezusndanemuii lusdududior fhuduvaondvides uasdes 1 sensgnamaindruaisduluds
drulanegenauuiinendy (Figure 1a) Usnalauduiaswiefiuaneenulul fdnvazdidinmadudsh was
Jewinugaoenulasie eudsiutuiidaditu wndesuasiiflondvndudusenumsisosusa (Figure 1b) HanIs
LLElﬂL%@LLUﬂﬁL%EJ&’]LMG]Iiﬂﬁl’m‘Uﬁu‘aJuﬁLLﬂN@’]ﬂ’]'ﬁLﬁﬁn #2673 streak plate w3 NA nudh Taladvesdeuuniised
an‘umuiﬂiwimuuau B Avntu ednevdhun (Figure 10) daulaladuuoimis TZC fisussliuiueu vouisay
aﬂwmuwu asunsuu [ULRIAUUUBIMIT NA LmeimaNTﬂIauuaww (Figure 1d) maaﬂﬂaaaﬂ‘u Thongsen (2015)
e dnwarlealadveade R solanacearum aeusuuss axidnunslalaiyy 1By assnandlaladifdvuy veu
Teladifidem veuideu odssuuems TzC

Figure 1 Turmeric Wllt disease caused by R. solanacearum in planting plot (a), rhizome (b), colonies on NA

medium (c), and colonies on TZC medium (d).
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Ausnansavaadla R, solanacearum lunsslsarisrvasuiiudu

W0 R solanacearum vildudsviiutuinlsamelussesina 10-14 Ju Tnoszovusnudsiingu Tenwasanh
Admaduiien ddos q adntu iHosgy wuasinngaeenuilasite warlifninasyivln Snvureinising
dudeatunsaaeudaeile R solanacearum 2069 aeviugEneds Smunsinlsnegnemimdanisgnide 7-14
u aonndesiuaLiToes Suwankeereekhan (2003) SBaMUNANTNAGBUANNANINSAlUNSABlsALTBIYRIUYINNT
\Aaanide R solanacearum wuin v‘fﬂﬁﬂnumLLammmiLﬁlmmasLu 7-14 Ju wﬁaﬂqnﬁaﬁw%ﬁﬁﬂu nwureInIs
Suusnudanisvgnide Tuyuangarsdusteduda souluuuasduifieaiu exmafiendviuruivnia i
waesdn U3nalauduionnistsni wazwdudtima AULURT UazUiaRnY WBNIIN# Chomdate (2013) 518914
Tsauftaveslnaiiinenids R solanacearum Wensaafignduaznuin ai:]uﬁL*ﬁuviaifwiammi%gﬂﬁwawLfluﬁﬂé’gw
wiathmady wazilifenveswuaiiidodureunardunduadretuudueenuinsisosuna Bangkham and
Thummabenjapone (2021) 5184114731 W R solanacearum ﬁwudau%@luﬂismﬂlmfﬁmaqﬂu biovar 3 kag 4
aonAdasfy Kumar et al. (2014) fisnsa1udn 1We R solanacearum fivdiwhaneiiensd Zingiberaceae gnanatlu
biovar 3 uay 4 GTfﬁL%aﬁa&ﬂu biovar 3 %LSi’J’WTwmaﬁ%ﬂﬁnmﬁaﬂ’ms‘zﬂ?@ﬁaeﬂﬂu biovar 4 Tagwuin e R solanacearum
biovar 3 vi1l% Curcuma aromatica, C. caesia Wag C. longa alsantelussezinan 5-7 Tu slumzusﬁlvﬁya R.
solanacearum biovar 4 vilAnlsA 14-30 Mﬁdﬁ]’]ﬂﬂgﬂlfﬁlﬁ]
UssAvBnmvaadle Bacillus sp. #en13dusanisisyvaaie R. solanacearum lusesufians

Kansneday nud e Bacillus RUTs002 ansnsadudenisaiawende R. solanacearum légagn fuun
wuruaudnatsleula windu 2.89 wuiluns nsdudaviniu 85.27 Wesidud (Table 1 uay Figure 2b) 848331 A®
Bacillus RUTs003, Bacillus RUTs001 wae asUiaslensenles efiidusugudnandlovla widu 1.53, 1.24 uaz 1.16
wuRLRs Ausiu Msfudarindu 75.32, 71.36, waz 69.96 Wedidus augdy (Table 1 uay Figure 2c, 2a Wag 2d)
upnaNnNaiAegited1Ay (P<0.05) @anAassiun1sAn¥Iuey Prasongsap (2016) finadeuusyansnmueaie
Bacillus spp. $1uau 182 lolaan sienstiudsnsiasauende R. solanacearum auvnlsaiieivesina #o38 paper
disc diffusion Tuasluan1g wuin e Bacillus ﬁaﬂmmLﬁﬁzyLLﬂidﬂJuLLaséJUé'?qm‘iLﬁﬁiy%dL%@ R. solanacearum
ﬂWLMQIiﬂLﬁEJ’JUUQWW’]SLgEJQL%@ NGA 187 fianuasiuau 17 loletan Imaﬁaﬁﬁﬂszﬁw%mwﬁqﬁqm 3 §1euusn lauwA
CMS 1-2, LPS 3-2 uag LPR 1-5 SaAnaasanunitsvesiaula Iawhiu 1.80, 1.58 uay 1.58 ufluns auaisu

Table 1 The efficiency of the antagonist Bacillus spp. in inhibiting the growth of R. solanacearum by paper disc

diffusion method in laboratory.

Treatments Clear zone diameter (cm) Inhibitory growth (%)

1. Bacillus RUTs001 1.24° 71.36°

2. Bacillus RUTs002 2.89° 85.27°

3. Bacillus RUTs003 1.53° 75.32°

4. Copper hydroxide 1.16" 69.96°

5. Control 0.00° 0.00°

CV. (%) 6.66 9.15

F-test * *

* = Mean in the same column followed by different letters were significantly different by Duncan (P<0.05).
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~ (b) © N
Figure 2 The efficiency of the antagonist bacteria Bacillus spp. testing by paper disc diffusion method. Bacillus
RUTs001 (a), Bacillus RUTs002 (b), Bacillus RUTs003 (c), copper hydroxide (d), and control (e) R. solanacearum.

UszAndnmuasiadiudt Bacillus sp. sen1saugulsaifisavesuiiuiuludeunaaas

\enaaeuiBnsutndsnouugn wuin nautidsviutudenativeslensenled liwunsifelsaiisanaen
swozanslgn Tuvagiingsuisnisududsuiiududaedasst Bacillus RUTS002, Bacillus RUTs001 Waw Bacillus
RUTs003 wumsifinlsa 2.08, 833 waw 8.33 waedidud nuddu tnenumaielsaiftemdsgnideiissosina 120,
60 wae 21 Fu auddy Tuvafiivund (yananasu) uax n15ldide R solanacearum (¥araUAN) iuFuiialsn
25.00 uay 30.58 Wasidud audwu unnenamnsadfessditedfnyds (P<0.01) Tnewulsatudl 21 ndanisnadeu
(Table 2)

dmsulszAvsnmaesTataet Bacillus sp. densmusslsaiiisivesiiuiululsaFeu wWeldiBnsmadafasi
Uinalaudu nuanuwanaansadnegaiiteddabe (P<0.01) nssuisnsmadeasueslensenlad nunisiislse
Wowan 47.92 Wesldus sevaanfie N1551nMeTi0a1 Bacillus RUTs003, Bacillus RUTs002 wa Bacillus RUTs001
wun1siialsn Wiy 52.74, 58.33 uaz 66.67 Wosifud mudiy (Table 3) Tnsnisiilsaaziindusanis wulse 7
fundsnsugnide aeandestunisdinunes Kositchrenkul et al. (2014) fiseaulseansawuesiasiasi . subtilis
BS-DOA 24 slemsmunslsauiisavesdsiiiinanide R, solanacearum faesnmssadasusiusnalaudu wui
ffausl B. subtilis BS-DOA 24 (Usinande 1.1x10"° cfu/g) amnsnmuaulseald 62-65 wedidud iululufiamadenty
nsfnwiafed (nunaiinlsn 52.74-66.67 1wWesidus) nanis@nwinansliiiudn Gt Baciltus vnlelewan
UsrAnsnmilunsmunalsafienvesiiudu sluguuuunsutidreulgn (Maialsneglutg 2.08-8.30 Wosidus)
warn1sTauinafuri udundaugn 60 Ju (MaiAalsa 52.74-66.67 wWedidus) Weiflsutunssuisynaiua ( R
solanacearum) wunsiialsn 30.58 waw 100 Wesidust nudidu egnslsfioy Bnsutudsiiuduneulgnyinliing
Anlsatesuazdiniiisnismedasusinendinisugnuiiudu seidululdh Bmsududsiuhlnde Bacillus uita
funtsriiutulaenss Weausadnluiesysruuaraseunsesdwwiuiuldd Svennsadestunmsidvharsandede
Tsald Tuvaisfimssadasusinondsgnuiuiulund 60 Yu enafiderelsafinunfuduneeiiug nssiadadusi
mMevaedsenrililiannsadesiunisiinlsaliegsliused@vsnin denndesiun1sfinyivedves Na Nan et al. (2015)
fisreaman wuaflise Bacillus Telwiandl konaniusinergusd amnsamvuaulseiiisavedinaiiinande R
solanacearum TuanmlssSeunaassléiian Weldisnsududsieutan Weasuszaznamaasy 60 Wou wunsiie
15m 2.50 Wesidud sesaun Ao wuaiiSeleleian CMS1-2+ LPS 3-2, lelwian LPR1-5 way CMS1-2 + LPS3-2 + LPR1-
5 wun1siiinlsn 2.55, 2.60 uaz 2.60 LWesidus audiau
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Table 2 Disease incidence (%) when using the bioproduct of Bacillus sp. to control turmeric wilt caused by R.

solanacearum through soaking rhizomes before planting.

Disease incidence (%)

Treatments
21 days 30 days 45 days 60 days 90 days 120 days 150 days

Bacillus RUTs001 0.00£0.00  0.00+0.00  0.00+0.00° 4.1740.03° 4.1740.03 8.33+0.13°  8.330.13°
Bacillus RUTs002 0.00£0.00  0.00£0.00°  0.00+0.00° 0.00+0.00° 0.00+0.00° 208+0.08°  2.08+0.08°
Bacillus RUTs003 208+£0.08°  208+0.08°  2.08+0.08° 4.17+0.02° 4.17+0.02° 6.25£0.05°  8.33+0.13°
Copper hydroxide ~ 0.00£0.00°  0.00+0.00°  0.00+0.00° 0.00+0.00° 0.00+0.00° 0.0020.00" 0.0020.00°
R solanacearum  16.67+0.03*  16.67£0.03°  20.83+0.18°  25.00£0.04°  25.00+0.04"  30.58+0.22°  30.58+0.22°
(control)

Normal plant 4.17+0.10°  4.17+0.14°  833x0.15°  14.58+0.06°  1458+0.01°  16.67+0.05°  25.00+0.00°
(control checked)

C.V. (%) 1.37 1.62 1.96 0.39 0.27 1.07 1.30

F-test *% *% *% *% *% *% *%

**= Means in a same column followed by the different letters are significantly different by DMRT (P<0.01).

Tsawienfiiinenide R, solanacearum afeanudsmesgaunniuiivUgn Tneamziivfidaduldiunions
W wumeanstesturmdalsaitenliilussansnmd s dudedddsnaunay Sasamnsaannisiinlsale Na Nan et
al. (2015) T e B, subtilis i un1smadeun mmmmquﬁa R. solanacearum lefluseauviosufjuRinig
waglulsuSounnans iu'mmmmuamiiﬂLﬁmléﬂuamwuﬂawmam Witinneldanmuindeuiiunzausdonisszuin
NEL mmﬁmi’:ﬁﬂ%LﬁmashdimL%’muhimmmmmﬂmLﬁm Tnedi Jijuban et al. (2021) 9189131 MsnaaTdaeld
Wuguasnlsa saufunnssansauuasnisTHa e T2/t B. subtilis -DOA 24 wivieuiugnoulgn Avilidelinandn
Wiy msiielsranas LLazmmmﬂqﬂ%ﬂléﬂuﬁuﬁLauuﬂu 3 9 1o Bacillus spp. wenandanauditunsdasiumdn
Tspdiguan dadluszansnnlunisdsasunisiaseiulauesiia (Bangkham and Thummabenjapone, 2021; Khonglah
et al, 2015) donAdaafun1s3daves Hansuek et al. (2024) Fufunildlufiudnive ﬁvi’wmﬁﬁﬂmmﬁmawiauﬁ’ui
ﬁauﬁ’u%aﬁm%ﬁamiqaﬂL,Lazm'ﬁw'%zglﬁuimawﬁu%’u ﬁwmnwiviauﬁuﬁ:sufu%’u Junian 60 wiil newthugnluanin
wlasgn wudn ﬁauﬁuémﬁuﬁuﬁu%ﬁw%aﬁm% Vbiin1ssengsdn 70.40 Wesidud audaruiiveanissenviiu
7.25 LaaWLaﬁaﬂWﬁqaﬂﬁqm 22.50 U wagilduududenasadan 4.30 s lnevdsan 3 e Tinunsiinlsaiien

Table 3 Disease incidence (%) when using the bioproduct of Bacillus sp. to control turmeric wilt caused by R.

solanacearum through the pouring method.

Disease incidence (%)

Treatments

7 days 15 days 30 days 60 days 90 days 120 days 150 days
Bacillus RUTs001  14.06+0.02° 11.1120.67°  33.33x0.29°  47.92+0.10°  49.25+0.08°  50.01+0.01° 66.67+0.08"
Bacillus RUTs002  5.20+0.13° 12.15+0.19°  18.75+0.08°  41.67£0.00°  47.92+0.07°  47.92+0.04° 58.33+0.10°
Bacillus RUTs003  15.63+0.19" 15.63+0.08°  28.65+0.10°  38.19+0.08°  41.67+0.18°  43.75+0.06" 52.74+0.03°
Copper hydroxide ~ 0.69+0.01° 0.69+0.02°  4.43+0.14' 37.50+0.14°  38.19+0.11°  41.67+0.08° 47.92+0.02°
R. solanacearum ~ 49.65+0.25° 57.29+0.01°  41.67+0.08°  100.00+0.00° 100.00+0.00° 100.00£0.00°  100.00+0.00°
(control)
Normal plant 0.00+0.00f 0+0.00' 7.75+0.03° 13.67+0.08"  15.92+0.04"  17.25+0.09" 26.33+0.02"
(control checked)
CV. (%) 0.97 1.77 0.65 1.18 0.20 0.12 0.09
Ftest o . . . . . .

**= Means in a same column followed by the different letters are significantly different by DMRT (P<0.01).
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