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Tgun Wugihau Wenae usa Auausiu nesh Wedlin uay
wuosuss waan eud Wusunonldl anses fsau wiaduns
waznmyun Wiy ndeyavesnsuduaiunisinens Usene
Imaﬁﬁuﬁtwwﬂqﬂmmq TuU 599,369.61 15 (Department
of Agricultural Extension, 2022) 11z3i233 98 uid s And il
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Tspielaed33 (Biological control) 3ufusnuilimadendimiu
nMsuamzsaiiensdseen nsléadunisiiduufindluns
Hosturdadenaunlsafinduiznislunismunulsaialae
7933 Fedorndudnisniswileiifianudasnse (Sukkhane,
2017) Badeslaslawnosundudorduniednvianisitneny
JansadesiumdnlsafinlnedislaeeedlUszansnmludieg
VGYELP

Tneilseauinges Trichoderma harzianum asnsa
muqm%yammqkmmnﬁuﬁwaamLfﬂamﬂlﬁ” (Intana et al,
2016) @1u13aAIUANIT Albugo jpomoeae-aquaticae L%a
anvalsasiatduv1ivesdnyala (Somrug & Teanglum, 2016)
LLasmmmmuqmé’UﬁgqmiLﬁ]?z:gmauﬁuias'] Phyllosticta
citriasiana avglsagadthealudaleld (Na Nan et al, 2017)
wonaniidelisenuin Wesn T. asperelum annsadudanis
Lfﬂ%ﬁﬂax‘iL%ﬁ)iﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁaﬂﬂ"ﬁﬁﬂ WU o3 Colletotrichum
gloeosporioides aNnAlIALOULNTALUAVD UL I s
Stemphylium vesicarium awslselulnivesvesvilugifivgn
Tudsezinmdngln (De los Santos-Villalobos et al., 2013;
Zapata-Sarmiento et al., 2020) LLazanﬁﬂﬁ’UEﬂ?ﬂﬂﬁwgiyﬂJaﬁ
Wl 51 Phytophthora plamivola annalsa1aves
naawlailednaly (Ratanacherdchai et al.,, 2019)

Sennuantivendeniaslamedun annsonulditiluly
! Lﬂuv?jvaswﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁiwmudwﬁ"dixﬁw%mwmmsamuau
Wosiduannnlsaild lnodoslaslanogunasidin
meduledesnelsalnsnsiusazunadildvhats ilhdule
Wieuruwaramely viowdstunisidomsuaziadusing 4 vos
\Wolsa fﬁ'ﬂmaiﬁ’v?i‘vai']daimaa'mLLaxmalﬂluﬁqﬂ (Kaewchai,
2012) agwiuldindenlasiamesinamsasududondifu
awmguaslsaivldvassia nsldidoslaslamesiniadusn
madenvilsfitreliinunsnsannisléannedlunszuruniswde
Rauswasgnaudsduilan Sntamsldidoufiindannsanie
wazifinsuuldlusssund lideldiAnansfivandng uagtnilos
fiwnidenelsaliognsemu

fei maifeediilfeiinguszasdifiodinuiussansam
veui 851 Trichoderma asperellum Iumiﬁué’uqmim%‘iy‘uaﬂ
Wosramalsaueuunsaluangzsiiluanmifes jifinis ua
iefnuUszans nmueadesn Trichoderma asperellum Tu
nsmuepilsaueuusaluavesuziadluaninlsadounnass da
Foyaninavzdudslevilunisaanisldasaiilunsdeiu
MMIAlsAlUNINANLZIIN NTONANUZLBUNIIA NS UNEAINT
saly
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\ushegslunzaisiiuansenislsaldlugananadniiladaqu
hndulviegluanin Moist chamber wagisnuenitosianivg
TsaluresUfjuAnislaeds Tissue transplant Tnedaluiduiy
BUIA 0.5 x 0.5 A5 1suRiung 5udofl Aadasansazans
Sodium hypochlorite 1uan 5w antdudredaeifisu
nstissingle u 5 Wi Asdufieliuis uagneduiivuue s
Water agar (WA) Lag 8 18a3UUDI%1S Potato dextrose agar
(PDA) auldiFousaviiiielilunsvanesiely
n1sfnwanvaen1adugIwIng) (Morphology) veude
savalsaueuunsaluavesnzaag Tasthavesveadosmnle
Twaniiuonldudssuuomis PDA ﬁﬂmmmiw%mﬂmﬁyasw
anvauglalall Wduly uaslailifie nsavaeunieldndesganssml
wardnduunsiavendenaiglsamudnvaemedugiuine,
1ne35989 Rodriguez & Redman (2008)
2. manmaauAINaIsaYesn 5 liinnlsa (Pathogenicity
test) vouos1ivluzaiaalng3s Detached leaf
yhnsmaaeuauansalunsiliiAslsrve e
annnlsavulungaa9unonliilngT5 Detached leaf
(Ratanacherdchai et al., 2019) vIn1snaasakuu Completely
randomized design (CRD) &1 4 &1 TaeflTAu2u Treatment
wihituswulelean vesdonaungleafiuonld Tneviden
anvplsafiuenldynloleian dhundssuueims PDA ang 10
fu 9nild Cork borer vuwAduiuAuENats 0.5 lwuRiAg 7
runsaulrsdennsuinumeulalad uddeduiuifidon
anvlsnasusnadlundeey @@de9ou Mendwuanm 7
Sy \Auludl 4 - 5 Fuaineen) fuansly Figure 1 FiliAnuna
emeduvpaulneinnge Tuaz 2 una $1uuas 4 61 9 ay 2
v Wisuiiisuiuisnisiisuiiisu (Control) #l¥ems PDA
og1uien Mntuhlusgsiasivhnisgnifeuds (noculated
leaf) Tuvaliluan wlwaanudy (Moist chamber) A2amaN"3
neaaesvdslgnide Tasdunaniaidneimslsauuuna fnuun
dushugudnanswesunaiiviinisugniderUSeuiieuitu Control
¥1N1531A5189ANURUTUTIUN9ERR (ANOVA) uag
WisuifisuAladusening Treatment means WUU Duncan’s
multiple range test (DMRT) mﬂﬁ?uﬁ’ﬂLﬁam%aswmmqiiﬂiaim
tviviliiAnlsaguuseiigauiisdlelaamdsaiioluldlunns
nnaewely

Figure 1 The young foliage of mango trees for pathogenicity test.
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3. MInaFeuUssansnImYeui s Trichoderma asperellum
lumsdudanisisyvoniosiaungvodsauouunsalugyes
salalneiaiseadaluamssau (Bi-culture antagonistic test)
ynmagevdsyans amvendesn T. asperellum
AGBM (angiiugiesufufinisensnuiiiv amusinalulagnisinuns
uninederigumnansany) Wisuisusudenlaslanes
1 $1uau 3 anestus Tiun 1Wesn T harzianum (abstugnss
Amsineng) 1o91 T. harzianum (aewugnsdn 1) uaz 1de
31 Trichoderma spp. (@18%u§N15A1 2) Tun1sudansiasy
voudorammvedlsaneuunsaluavezalneiBidsaielu
91113374 (Ratanacherdchai et al., 2018) ¥n15NARBILUY
CRD fidwu 4 41 Tnethideslasiamedin 1 4 anewug
wmagpuANaIalunsfus s grendesiavlse
wouunsaluaveuzandaudulelaaniivihliiAnlsasuuseiian
Trsnsidsadonanmglsauouunsaluavesssinuazdoslos
Tawwosun vues PDA Uuitefigaumgdvesiiony 10 Su udald
Cork borer sumdurinugudnats 0.5 wufms faulnsinige
wdnazduiuididenuinumeulala uazdeduiuveaden
Inslamosuusiazaneiug $1um 1 u 1euue s PDA Bun
urugudnans 9 wufiuns uazdnetuiudesanmglsanns
Frunsstruduiuiudeslasiamesun Ineandivnatu 4
WURINT WALTINVBUINLTMNTNIADIIU 2.5 1BUfLINS
inmageudoslnslamesiutazaeiuduonaintu uaxd
Wesamalsauuems PDA luduuisuiiien (Control) Uu
MueTMIA BT eTmuaza e ITeufisuiigumgiivies
dedulovendoraunglsalunnuomauisuifisuaiyi
U3 WiAunanisveaedlaeinvuiadurugudnalves
Taladuazdusiuualesvendonannalsaluinuemaies
Woshuuazauemsidieuiiou §e Haemacytometer u&7
YIUIAIUIUNT % ma&]"u&?ammﬁz:g (Growth Inhibition) a1n
gmﬁﬂﬁ (Ratanacherdchai et al., 2018)
Growth inhibition (%) = (RC-RT)/RC x 100
oy RC = vnadurugudnandlaladviodnuiuaUssves
Wemauvalsaluauemsuisudiey (Control)
RT = awadusugudnaslaladvioduiuaesves
Hemauvalsaluauemmsiasadesi (Bi-culture)
ihdeyaildunyinisiinseiannuulsusiunsaia
(ANOVA) uaglU3guiiieu Treatment mean Wuu DMRT
4. n751//@5@111/5557145‘4‘77%80477?@57 Trichoderma asperellum
lumsmavaulsaueuunsaluauzsineldanimlsusou
doadeslaslamesin S1uau 4 areiug uasidos
awnlsanouusaluauzssloliaviifarmannsalunisvinli
\Anlsalasunseiign s1uau 1 leleian vue1ms PDA T
alefuriuassvondenlaslamesinudaraisiusuazidos
avnueuunsaluaiidudy 1.0 x 10° avesdofiadans Lilo
tlullunsnaassiudunzingey 1 U Auanlugeusy 7 Ju
wdawana Augnlugenaradin vuia 12 42 luanmlsaieu
nna dUnNUNYRTEND aiadus Jamianwaus
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NIINAABILUU Randomized complete block design
(RCBD) fis1uau 4 91 (F182 2 fu) $7u2n 5 Treatment Saviu
aveduviusssvendeslaslamesuudazareius fnw
Wudu 1.0 x 10° avesdedadans aslusourasmsaiaeliin
Mniudenuiealeiuriuasvente navlsaueuLsalua
ndndanudsalesuriassrendenlasianefinuazite
FanvelsnkauwnIaluawdlildganarainlanauduuziig Uu
Weluaniw Moisture chamber Tngldnsaaviuaveasuriuase
voud os1anvalsauounsaluaiiosos19iond uda
W3suifisu (Control) viansuszifiunisiialan 1Wusyesiaan
24, 48, 72, 84, 96, 120, waw 144 Hilus ndnUgnidie Tneify
snnulugeuiinansonislsruouunsaluaudagdu thindiuim
% n1seialsa (Disease incidence) wag % n1sA3UANLSA
(Disease control) mﬂ@mﬁﬂ‘ﬁ (Chiangsin et al., 2016)

% n15LAnAlsA (Disease incidence)

Disease incidence (%) = (LI/LT) x 100
Ll = nuluiiuansennisvestsa
LT = $avilustonun

Tng

% n13AIUANLA (Disease control)

Disease control (%) = (DC - DT) / DC x 100
DC = 1uruluf wansernisisalunssuis
W3suLiigu (control)

DT = s1wulufiuansanisisalunssuisnaanudios

g

Inslamesinsaume
5. MsuATILIveya

AATNANULUTUTIU (Analysis of Variance) vesdaya
UABYANEMEAULNUNITNAGDY WazlUSEULABUAIULANANS
semnALedsreiarnssuislagl4is DMRT

NaKazITAINANIITY
1. Nan7mann"79mme7 UaENITANYIANYAL NIUF 1IN 1YY
o umlsauouunsalusyeazaiag
ﬁ]’mﬂ’]iLLEJﬂL‘ﬁyaiﬁﬁ’lL‘VT(ﬂ:[,iﬂLLQULLWSﬂIua"UGQNSﬂ’N
dhnonlffaindnvareimsvedsaweuunsalualneiusetislu
msam‘i?iLLammmﬂm‘iﬂuqawmaaﬂLLasﬁmmaﬂL%amm@Iiﬂ
TuiesufjuRnIslaeds Tissue transplant wu3n lsmkauwnsaly
aﬁmmqmmmsﬁam Colletotrichum gloeosporioides (Figure
2) mﬁmﬁLLuﬂﬂuﬁmﬁuawﬁaiﬂmm&ﬂmmué’wmzwé’mgm
e lneA5ve Rodriguez & Redman (2008) 9 nnsdanmle
n&esgansael nud WWesfaiguuemadsadeatilaiiie
Wwadlied Kiune SeU dnuaeIuseens Tnowonleanun
§1uu 20 Telowan eaenndeeiusies1uves Rodrguez &
Redman (2008) finu31 Wos C gloeosporioides ﬁ'm%iyuu
amsdpateaddaiiie e q LWiTE wadier ndiune v
dnwugguTegUly ¥3ee173 939 nielAwe 913l Guttule
dnwgad1eneseInrey n1ely In15a3ne Sterile hypha &
dhnna mi mudeu Uasunauademunudendn Setae U3t
90UT89 Acervulus ANwaIEN1TA39 Setae vouLT 0311 1T U
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Fnvmeiiliiaed WasuuUasldnuanimuesenminisade
Appressorium hana ﬁwﬁqﬁﬁfﬂmaL‘ﬁmﬁﬂwngﬂiﬁmawﬁw
naufadienszues niogussliudueu lasidesn ¢
gloeosporioides L‘TJULG“EamLﬂ@liﬂLLauLLwiﬂIuaﬁﬁwﬁ’zymaﬂﬁma
na1eviia lnenunisidhatslunsiimaleaieiug lunisidn
Yaneuzaasiu Wesn C gloeosporioides @315avIRLEL
\Ainonislsalsnnsvezassnsiaiaiivlaveszaing fusszey
Fanen Haseu aunsTRsUIINgWUaIN1TYaslsALauLTTAlua
Toraudeuzaagnudafiuifed Feaenndosiussauves
Nuchnuanrat & Jitsatta (2021) finusn o C gloeosporioides
dudeanvlsauouunsaluavosuzaiisenias wavanansaud
viagldiAeunndiu Tnsuansenisiduunagauilu fs wiena
wazsnniinsidvhanefisusssiazshliennisluuds Sawden
Fononuislifiona nauh wanilulsandanisiiuieafiddayves
SN

Figure 2 Colletotrichum gloeosporioides MO5: a. colony on PDA medium, b.
conidia.

2. NanIeaeuAINaIsaYesn i liinelse (Pathogenicity
test) voudosituluszaialagds Detached leaf

NNITNA@DUANNANTA UYL AALTALD ULNTA
Tuaveadiosn C gloeosporioides Auenldarnlunzaiasiiuana
gmssauia 20 lelwan naseuiulunzieiilduansenas
Tsa Wonsranandanisugnife nud Wesiiia 20 Telean 7
wonlaauisavililunzsinaineinistsalannlaan lnewudn
a1 C. gloeosporioides M05 annsasiliAnlsauuluazaiag
#guussiian Tnsunadidiinauazvroiduisniseonly e
Wisuieuiuiinsidieuiieu (Control) Fslinuanisise lng
ﬁLé'whuguéﬂawuamwamﬁawim"‘u 1.96 Wwufiwns Fada
wanensfumeadftuidnsieuiisuiilinuennisvedlse uwax
Telsandu 4 (Table 1 uay Figure 2)

INNINAdUAMNEINITaUNTYI IR A AlsAuuly
uziseuiiiddeigeu Juduluil 4 - 5 Yuansen iunda
uAnA 7 $u wu esn C. gloeosporioides ynlolean aanse
Filluszauansenislanld Seaenrdosiumenuves Chiangsin
et al (2016) ﬁﬁ’lﬂ’liﬂqm‘f@ﬁ C. gloeosporioides aauulug oy
warluuvasuzshainenliEnesdaduaummuedlsanouunsa
Tua nui Wonansadwhanglugeuldlneuansernisanin
vsnaiilesdvhats waswedilewdeludsududithana
wignifes Fsfinnuguussvesisauuludeuindy 25.7 -
46.0 % seslsinuuuluunlivanieinisvedlse
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Table 1 Pathogenicity test of Colletotrichum gloeosporioides isolates on

mango leaves using plug inoculation method for 10 days

Isolates Disease diameter (cm)
Control 0.00"
C. gloeosporioides M01 1.45%%f
C. gloeosporioides M02 1.45%%"
C. gloeosporioides M03 1.17%
C. gloeosporioides M04 1697
C. gloeosporioides M05 1.96°
C. gloeosporioides M06 1,607
C. gloeosporioides M0O7 1.40°%
C. gloeosporioides M08 1.627>%
C gloeosporiofdes M09 1.47°
. gloeosporioides M10 1.607%
. gloeosporioides M11 1.17%
. gloeosporioides M12 1.36%"
. gloeosporioides M13 1.78%¢
. gloeosporioides M14 0.92°
. gloeosporioides M15 1.28°%
. gloeosporioides M16 1.73%
. gloeosporioides M17 1.73%
. gloeosporioides M18 1.40°%f
. gloeosporioides M19 1,530
. gloeosporioides M20 1.82%
CV. (%) 16.36

% Average of four replications. Means followed by the same letter in a column
were not significantly different by DMRT at P=0.05.

control MD3 Mo4
[

3

b
% |
|

Mo7 Mio M1

M14 M15 M16 M17 Mm18 M19

Figure 3 Pathogenicity test of Colletotrichum gloeosporioides isolates
on mango leaves using plug inoculation method for 10 days.

3. Han1INAToUYTEF NS nIWYe LT 859 Trichoderma
asperellum Zumsz]’w“ymma7§5y°z/au°z‘f“ya575’747/1937/@025%%
unsaluavoszii9lng3sid sudoluemissau (Biculture
antagonistic test)

n1snadeulssd@ns nanvead 031 Trichoderma
asperellum Wisuifleuiudeslaslawmedin sauou 3 anevug
1$ur o3 T, harzianum (anewusnsuisnisinums) Wes T,
harzianum (aﬂsﬁuﬁﬂﬁiﬁﬁ 1) uag a3 Trichoderma spp.
(aeiugnasdn 2) lunisdusnsatyuesdenauslsauey
unsaluavenzaag C gloeosporioides M05 Tensiaeaielu
9115320 WANISNAABY WUT 1§D T. harzianum (a1Bsiug
NFUIVINITNBAT) mmiﬂﬁugamiLa%zgﬁuaué’u‘tm%aiwmwna
Tsavuenaidsadosnldfian Wity 87.92 % defiaana
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uandanuadanuiesilasiamesuaieugdu o seaun

¢ Wos T. asperellum AGBM annsadudsnsissyuoadu
lowesannalsavuomsdsud esauld 8639 % a5
Trichoderma spp. (@18Wugn15A1 1) annsadudimsieiees
dloidosamglsauuomsiasadoduild 86.11 % way 1o
31 T. harzianum (e8Wugn1561 2) ansndudanaaiaes
dldenaumelsauuomaiasadesuld 85.28 % (Table 2)

\oslaslawedan s 4 mesiug ifanuuansineiums
alunstiudmsassaasueaites C. sloeosporioides Mo5 Tne
wu Wow 7. harzianum (EneviugnainNENYAT) aunsnduds
msassavesvead osaummlsauuewnadsadosuild Wity
84.51 % 5090331 I un 1091 T harzianum (aneus nnsén 1)
annsndiudanmsadalosveadenavnlsauuemaa sades
1§ winfu 81.69 % Wesn T, asperellum AGBM a1unsadusanis
afaveivendesanvalsavuomndsndedauld Wiy
78.87 % wazLd 051 Trichoderma spp. (@189 Ug N15A1 2)
ausaduinsadvavesvendenamglinuuemaideade

5lA WU 74.65 % (Table 2)
Table 2 Efficacy of Trichoderma isolates for growth inhibition of
Colletotrichum gloeosporioides M05 causing anthracnose disease of mango

using bi-culture antagonistic test

Treatment Colony Mycelium Spore Sporulation
diameter growth (x 10° inhibition?
(cm)  inhibition” (%) spores/ml) (%)
Control 9.00° - 17.75° -
T. asperellum 1.23° 86.39" 3.75° 78.87
AGBM
T. hazionum DOA ~ 1.09° 87.92° 2.75° 84.51
T. harzianum 1.25° 86.11° 3.25 81.69
Commercial 1
Trichoderma spp. 1.33° 85.28" 4.50° 74.65
Commercial 2
CV. (%) 1.90 0.76 28.53 9.81

Y22 o of growth inhibition followed as

(RC - RT) / RC x 100.

RC = the colony diameter of C. gloeosporioides in petri dish without
Trichoderma isolate (Control).

RT = the colony diameter of C. gloeosporioides in petri dish with
Trichoderma isolate (Bi-culture).

abe Average of four replications. Means followed by the same letter in a
column were not significantly different by DMRT at P=0.05.

MsVedeUAINEILIATeLT a1 leslanes i lun1sg U
& - e . o
W31 C gloeosporioides WomavinlsAkouunsaluamza lngld
Woes1 T. asperellum, T. harzianum Wag Trichoderma spp. Wui
& s & v sag v a a a
Weslnslawmesuniia 4 anewug i ldneaeud Ussdnsamlunis
§Ug IS rolieTamelsaluias UAnnT Feenadadiu
518971U94 De los Santos-Villalobos et al. (2013) 9 wu3 & 051
T. asperellum @3T8 UIINTAS YOI C gloeosporioides
mmmimuammiﬂiuaﬂuawuu WAy Zapata -Sarmiento et al.
(2020) fiwuin o T, asperellum amnsadudimsasaenden
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Stemphylium vesicarium anwalsalulnsivemeniilvafivgnly
Ussinaindln wavaonrdesiuT89IuYes Ratanacherdchai et al
(2019) lumsmeaeulditen T. asperellum lumsdudimswaues
\eawmlsaniivesndaelsl fau38 Biculture test wud1 Wo
T. asperellum ansadudamsasaueadilaios Phytophthora
palmivora V04 i 71.67 %. wenaniianTenUTes Leamkheng
et al. (2018) lun1svasoud 831 Trichoderma spp. Wit anuAwlsn
TruurungSuilinanides) Scerotium rolfsii WU Fen T,
harzianum lelsav T-30 SussAvSmmgan aunsadudsnisiadey
vouTon S. rolfsii i lsalauiunupe Tl winfu 89.97 9% 3
\ 031 Trichoderma spp. finalnlunsdud m?amquﬁyaﬁ 1Ju
awmadsaily We3snsdondeu wselulsdn lnaltidulavn
Wwnaseu 9 Lé’u‘LEJLGTJva'ﬁmLmIiﬂﬁsa mudluesgluduleves
Womammlaafiglalnonisdmidesvioeuleiazanemindly
veaeavnlsaity udalommsanidosamnlsaity (Kaewchai,
2012)
4. n7mmamjszﬁwﬁmwwam‘fyaﬂ Trichoderma asperellum
lumsaavaulsaueuunsaluavesussinmeldanimlsusou
9nn1sMadeuUsEANs amvead 851 Trichoderma
asperellum lumsauaulsawauunsalugwauwnsaluanels
anmlsedeu Wisusutuideslaslamesun s1uau 3 a1e
g I s 7. harzianum (etugnssdnnisinems) (e
31 T. harzianum (@18WU§N15A1 1) way \091 Trichoderma
spp. (@witugn1sin 2) Tnsdenuadesuriuassveatesilasla
Wwefuusazaeiug fenadutu 1.0 x 10° aleisiodadans
asuulugewvesznndudanuiealesuriuassveden
C. gloeosporioides M5 aivnlsALOULNTAlUALEZL TiA
Wudu 1.0 x 10° aveisiedindans wazvmiolnsnisaquiy
uzalegenatadnluanIn Moist chamber Tuannlsusou
TnawSeudlousulunziaeiidaudeaUesuriuassve e
C. gloeosporioides MO5 LileDE1LAED
TnmsUsedunaielsed 1 - 7 Sundsaide wuin lu
uzsheiaanuseaUeiuruaesveadien C gloeosporioides MO5
Wesegadien (Control) fnswansennislsauouunsaluauud o
AauAnseERRfUNsaaTueaUasuuRetesdeTlnsta
wosinsude Tnefinmsislsauuludaus 1 undnie winfu
10.67 % wazdlevudadunm 7 5u wui fmsialsaudluditu
agwaiios ity 20.39 % Tuvadinisamusealesuriuaey
Yeudies T, asperellum AGBM e Snsielsauulu 1 Suvda
Uudle Wit 1.62 % way uavdlevndaliunm 4 Yu nui ims
Aelsaunlu wiiu 4.57 % Telifinsfisd uesmsiialsaauds 7
Fundsiude dslifiauuansnameadftunssanusseades
wuaeETeNde T, harzianum (EneiugnTivINMINGN3) Fon
T. harzianum (maﬁuﬁ:ﬂﬁﬁﬂ 1) ugg Wem Trichoderma spp. (@
WWGNIM 2) e (Table 3)
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Table 3 Disease incidence on mango leaves after spraying with spore suspension of Trichoderma isolates and Colletotrichum gloeosporioides under

greenhouse condition
Treatment Disease incidence on mango leaves" (%)
Days after incubated (days)
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Control 10.67° 14.09° 16.72° 17.79° 19.82° 20.39° 20.39°
T. asperellum AGBM 1.62° 3.00° 3.78° a57° a57° a57° 4.57°
T. harzianum DOA 0.00° 0.00° 0.96" 0.96" 0.96" 0.96" 0.96"
T. harzianum Commercial 1 0.00° 2.38° 2.38° 3.27° 3.27° 3.27° 3.27°
Trichoderma spp. Commercial 2 0.00° 1.47° 1.47° 1.47° 1.47° 1.47° 1.47°
C.V (%) 165.33 115.25 78.44 66.36 65.99 61.36 61.36

Y 9 of disease incidence followed as
(LI - LT) /LI x100.

LI = the number of infected leaves.
LT = the total number of leaves.

2P Average of four replications. Means followed by the same letter in a column were not significantly different by DMRT at P=0.05.

W31 T. asperellum AGBM laifiruuanansiunisaia
Tunismavaulsauouunsaluanieldaninlsasou e
Wisuifeutuideslaslamesin s 3 aewus Wud Wos
T. harzianum (F18WUSNIUIVINTSNYAT) o1 T. harzianum
(@eugNITAN 1) wae \Wo51 Trichoderma spp. (@efiugN13AN
2) Taeitos 7. asperellum AGBM ansnsomunslsauouunsn

Tuauulunzaing 1 - 7 Jundeudle wiriu 84.87 84.87 77.36
74.33 76.96 77.60 Uaz 77.60 % Aua16U

Tusasindovnderdunan 7 5u Wes1 T. harzianum
(aewusnaAmMEnYms) Wos 7. harzianum (@1eWUSN1SAN
1) waz1d 031 Trichoderma spp. (@18WUEN15A1 2) @319
AvaulsAkeulnsAluauulunzinala Wiy 95.28 83.94 uay
92.79 % suaeU (Table 4)

Table 4 Efficacy of Trichoderma isolates for controlling of anthracnose disease under greenhouse condition

Treatment

Disease control” (%)

Days after incubated (days)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
T. asperellum AGBM 84.87% 78.68 77.36 74.33 76.96 77.60 77.60
T. harzianum DOA 100.00 100.00 94.25 94.60 95.15 95.28 95.28
T. harzianum Commercial 1 100.00 83.10 85.76 81.60 83.48 83.94 83.94
Trichoderma spp. Commercial 2 100.00 89.56 91.20 91.73 92.58 92.79 92.79
CV (%) 9.09 24.42 22.48 22.76 20.09 19.44 19.44

Y 9% of disease control followed as
(DC - DT) / DC x 100.

DC = the number of infected leaves without spraying Trichoderma isolate (Control).

DT = the number of infected leaves after spraying with Trichoderma isolates.

“Average of four replications. Means in a column were not significantly different by DMRT at P=0.05.

21nn1sNAasuUsEdns nwvead 891 Trichoderma
asperellum lunsmunulsaouunselua wWisufisutudon
T. harzianum wae Trichoderma spp. Wui Weslaslaweianta 4
meusitlinagouduszav nmlunsmuaumalinlsaueuunsa
Tuanmeldanmlsaseuls 3saenndosiusenuves Somrmg &
Teanglum (2016) finuin nsléideslaslamesinvingn Taens
anuidndedorimlamesintoulgn mawinutevsinaaudon
Ipslanedinnoutgn ussmsruideslnslamesinieulgnins &
UszAnsamlunseugulsesadunivesinyduilamaaesld
Tnemunsiialsasnadiuena 5.00 % WleonSsuidisuiuudasilaily
Woslslawesan (wasmunaw) numsiialsasaisvngsiae
Wit 16.25 % wenaniimslfideslnslaimesinmnisinatoniu
geuaznanAnvesints Weasu 35 Sumdsugn wuin g es
Ipslanasanteliduintaimmugeiign wirfu 319 wuitms Tae
dntsitlddenlmslanosinlinandnsewing 2.47-2.67 Alandu/
ms19ums luraefiuvasibilddenlaslanosin Winandn 237
Alansu/msans wennndmsliden T harzianum Seilseanu
Jannsamugalsandiimavesdiloluuannueansls Tnenis

16031 T. harzianum fivsedvsnmaiuaulseyeduimaluwia
naumsAuedlda lusnansainnsidansesdendalnstu Tuvue
A o & o v & . a '
Mvdsnsiungs msldiden T. harzianum Sanuguuseveslsaeg
a o = v | aa aa P A o
fszav 2 Fedeeninisamuqundanusuusivedsnog Asedu 3
(Na Nan et al, 2017)

PNUANIINAADIT WU n151YL 031 T, asperellum
AN1NS0AANISAALIALBULNTALLEN lUVBINEa e Nensaaaull
Wunmsvaseudesiudmiunsldidies 7. asperellum ieauau
TsAnauuwmsAluauz v lussasuanlus auluannlsaS aunnaad 39
anudnduedd wazdsadinsAnwidiiuduiendiunmsmeaaauns
muAulsAluTzET U aRDN LazsTezi U 87 AADAIUINIS
negauluanLlameaaiof nw I iLELN e U RIS Yise
ANLD VBINT LY L B M AN AUA UT 395 HLLIRINITUNS TTUIRTB
TsauweuunsatuaiasihlUltlunsamunulsalifivsednsnnsaly

d3UNaN1339y
W31 T, asperellum AGBM Tvikalunmseug sn1sias giiu
mnudilewarnsasnsaUasveaties C gloeosporioides a1we)
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Tsaueuunsaluavesuzasimenldluiesfvinnsldos 1ed
Uszavisnm Toedl % dudamsmsiasyoadulowasmsadsaves
o071 C gloeosporioides MO5 71 86.39 wag 78.87 % mudndiu
HanIegeuUsEdns mulunisaunulsaueuunsalugaluanin
TsaSounaans wuin Wes T, asperellum AGBM lUszdvamlu
m3nuAslsaLeuunsAluals 77.60 % lasauisaniunulsalyl
winAnsanmsldidos T harzianum (@estus nsudsnisinens
wazaneiugnIsAn)

AnRnssuUszme

YovoUAMAIVIT¥InAlulad n1TinYna s
AuzmALLLATNISINYAT UMINYNTETNVTYUMAITAY kay
dinamunwnssneaiatus Aaduayunasfusl uazaouiily
MsAliunuide
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ABSTRACT
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The efficacy test of the fungus Trichoderma asperellum in controlling anthracnose
disease of water apple, caused by the fungus Colletotrichum gloeosporioides, was
conducted by isolating the disease-causing fungus from mango leaves using the tissue
transplanting method. A total of 20 isolates were tested for pathogenicity using the
detached leaves method. It was found that isolate MO5 induced the most severe disease
symptoms. In assessing the effectiveness of T. asperellum in inhibiting the growth of
C. gloeosporioides hyphae, the bi-culture method revealed that *T. asperellum* could
inhibit hyphal growth and spore production by C. gloeosporioides* by 86.39 % and
78.87 %, respectively. Additionally, T. asperellum effectively controlled anthracnose
on mango leaves in a laboratory greenhouse, achieving a 77.60 % reduction. However,
no statistically significant difference was observed compared to T. harzianum (the
Department of Agriculture strain) (p < 0.05).
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