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Evaluation of the antagonistic effect of Trichoderma species on Phytophthora citrophthora,
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Crown and root rot is one of the important diseases of citrus trees in Iran. Various methods, including
biological control, have been proposed to control this disease. Trichoderma species are widely present in
all soils and plant materials. In this study, 27 Trichoderma strains were used for biological control of
Phytophthora citrophthora. Measurement of cellulase enzyme and beta 1-3 glucanase produced by
Trichoderma spp. was done using the dinitrosalicylic acid method. The results showed that the highest
values are related to T. harzianum CT-763 and T. virens CT-9715 strains with 2 umol/ml enzyme activity.
Macroscopic and microscopic examinations of the dualculture of different Trichoderma strains with the
pathogen, the inhibitory effect of volatile and non-volatile metabolites on mycelial growth of the
pathogen were done. All Trichoderma strains and their volatile and non-volatile compounds inhibited on
pathogen mycelia growth. The highest percentage of inhibition dualculture tests was caused by T. virens
CT-9715. The highest inhibitory effect was determined for T. afroharzianum CT-891, T. aureoviridis CT-
936, T. atroviride CT-865 with 100% and T. afroharzianum CT-55 with 50% in the non-volatile and
volatile compounds assay, respectively. In microscopic examination of mycoparasitism effect of
Trichoderma spp. and P. citrophthora, it was found that T. harzianum (CT-566, CT-862, CT-634, CT-
873), T. afroharzianum CT-55 and T. aureoviridis CT-936, destroyed the mycelium of pathogen by a
process such as twisting and lysis. For application of these successful local strains as biopesticide, it is
necessary to perform additional studies on their biocontrol effects on Phytophthora in natural conditions.
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Table 1. List of strains of Trichoderma spp. used in this research

Species Strains code
T. harzianum CT-731; CT-566; CT-722; CT-655; CT-634; CT-862; CT-489; CT-763; CT-203; CT-873
T. atroviride CT-865; CT-482; CT-473; CT-31

T. virens CT-612; CT-9715; CT-62

T. guizhouense
T. aureoviridis
T. afroharzianum
T. pseudoharzianum

CT-937, CT-792

o 5 4L Cavgy ey SISl Ay (S
~he e 2 o g Al paalS
oold 18 Cuwgy pj p0 5 ke Olez iS5l e
Sy b eaildyy ol abewsy Jiale oo ol
solatul 5 lews oy BT lase ladd sals les

CT-936
CT-447; CT-55; CT-773; CT-4817; CT-977; CT-891
CT-734
Phytophthora <3yl oLt
citrophthor

1OLS 50 oy a5 Ll 5l ool
Citrus aurantium ) z,b s,l> Jlw gleasls |

L oaslsy e gegacas 5l e ol eolanul (L



.Phytophthora citrophthora ¢, Trichoderma sla«ss uwssStsl 51 obs,l o Sen § ool YaA

oghore 28 S oy Saas e le
Sphs e pler ciS asl Sl e w2
Dennis & ) o ools 1,8 Lyoso s sleaslos
ao YV 0 g sbsiuns (Webster, 1971a
2 Sl el wly al NS el
SRk vy 285 3 g pFoslwl g ()
IG= [(C- ala; 3l oolazwl b )5 los podue 0,
SN,k ae,s IG a4 W 5 aul=e T)/C]x100
2 Sl a5 p 53 C 5 Lo (sogbie 03, ]
ool Gl 0 Silen a5, k8 T 5 wall

(Sing & Islam, 2010)a.sL o

2555990 S 1
clS a5l SE Y gol> pY SO jshate oy
5 ore GBlo 5 S sy, CMA ST &8
03 b odls 18 g i (658 ST (9,0 sk e
S Gl pgrdans ol> 2 Su Y Bk S
CodS 5l am g ol arslds P, citrophthora 1>
3 pgbis 28 SopY K00 Bib o el VY
2 sl g abosls J13 L sSe 5 g 8l cunS
O Gy iy ol aid )3 ke o ST A aslas
9 WD (6l gl a2 )3 TV )3 59, 93 e
2500 Sl 83y STl b o L
g osalin y90 plp Fro (oleaS)p b ogSing S

.(Behboudi et al., 2005) w3 )3 |13 v,y

Loyogss i 5158 socalgibio 1
3 pgbese ol 28 S ‘u:LiLo)'i szl cos
) WW;LJ] sbals 5| S e e oS
Slowd yo al ools 18 PDA gy Sis o Jawg
ool CoigSLT 036 PDA caiS e 5l aals
CMA (s SHid hgrm lulyd 9 G w0l
3 gidgid lox catS Sl cogrlans (0,8 (sol>
Dennis & Webster, ) ws,5 sgdune SlS oz

ovgemds a0 VY 0 oy slacsas .(1971b

@ ond Jiale sleasly (Afek et al., 1990) o
O St sboansS gy Al &5
oogads a0 YV L ,95LeSSl o 5 0l ools 18
RYP VIR LY CWIPLET W SR AL JTPTRR W Lg)b.e{i}
Wazls cpl 5l e 5 285 18 gy 3 90 a3
A (g lwlas :Iom odd Siale 5 les
GBS Loyl o SLS e Jlg 5l eolazl

Cy il g 5 bl 5 jskiainay
slo Sogdl B> gl ol eoliisl (aurantium
O ab oeols il ey S L i b
Olyz iS5l sy gt (sogebune aski3 o
ol alosy Galo e 5 03 00l 15 S5 oy
o 9 0lig S L aBgls Gl bl al sxilig
Sles sl (Erwin & Ribeiro, 1996) o s,Lo]
CMA 5T &3 o lae cuiS Laowe ashd Lis sals
Oyl @3 65 Fe oo lac) (Corn Meal Agar)
(%&WU)JG.&AJHSH;\A WA S >
35 o S ke e (Jeffers & Martin, 1968)
L alsds jo oad Jlad ledlals .ol ools |13 cwgy
G S e el VP L gl ax 0 YO-YA
Sl 53 e 3ol 3 o 5 el ol 5o i
sazme (5 jlwlaz ¢ Sogll 5l lasdol 51y g 00T sl
A el oagll edb 5 ,gu8408

Polon g LyogSy i Glidw gbalus bl
Phytophthora citrophthora

) by 3l gsle3L

So o e blie gt g LopogSe i alax
“yf g Olojen Jled 59 0 CMA (9l (670 ScLis
Jele 5 cele TA Sley Jul) glosas
50 CF 13 (A ooy cuinS lpecens ) (Jleis]
Saas s cenS lase slinl ey Liebesl ol
4l 5l e i (sogrbis (22 o
Gy Siis lawg 4o P.ocitrophthora o> cuis
o abols 4 S Lo Bk g0 50 g eols )8



O9° )9y e Gdw L )Lu Sjy90 I Ja.ou
ax,0 YA ;o VO ripm o0 boLlo S 5Ll
L ol gmailimgns G 08 0315 513 ogendes
az,0 lgz ;0 dads VO Do 4 e e 1M o0 b
Olye 4 (29) el 9 00,5 Jenhs yile ugemls
(Neethu et al,, 2012) o oolawwl als o3l
B+ Jolis Yslos o 31 (tomin gl STy gl
ITNINIEONIN N RTINS JER N
STy bylse o5 ol o )lae I 12y Koo O -
a0 0- l; r:)f g.:] r:Lo.‘> B 4.9.»_‘30 Yo Oow O
OO LAl Sy e 9 03 (IS5 ogendas
DNS sl Sobonllog s Byme i) los
Ve Soe a ladiges ol adge (Kim et al., 2014)
Sloo b ad eols 13 e sles b ol o aids
Sy S (SelS) eos s>l au3 DNS a0
oslainl by plowil i g 0 0dy plowil 508 4y 55 51 8y
2 i Sl sl (8 gty Sl olKias
L 5 Gye b ol iagls OF+ gge Jsb
dgei sl 4 shaie O 2y e B0 0,5 Wl
Zhang ) ol (cwyp odds aaS g, led 4 cos 3l
Sl 4 S8 alize slacdale 5l (et al., 2009
Lo oyl oS Liomw gl u0,5 solaiwl o lasbiwl
aoye Y el b cuaS e LSS Y-
KCL wsys +/+0 KHPO, woys +/) NaNO;
10§ Hg 555, oy o /Y MGSOy do o <+ 0
PH=5 odas b ((p)S ain Olaie 4) CMC as o
Slasw S bame (g5lw oolel 5l am o ool
wla o3y Yoz Sl s edee w28 Lk
S3b> Ol S @ g Llyh o LoyasSy
Sae ds ol GlacSlidls Lo F aslsl s e
V0 pmM jea b lo Sl g5beSSl (9,0 59, e
S A osls )‘)3 U"’M 4> ,0 YA
VO C)AA@Q"' mm )9.>L.»|) J..ol:- UHL..M;}“J
9 03,5 S yile pugmade axyo oz jo adSe
wioslil el il Glyie 4 qg, Jobee
ozt 6l j2iSTly bl (Neethu et al., 2012)
Jolee 51 52 oo Voo Jolis SUSTSIS Y3 Ly o5

VY 5 FA XY Gl Jolss ,o 5 wad (o)l
,o P.ocitrophthora sl o, ad ceelo
A 6 S0yl walis b anglie o il sl Lo
Fslo b ple Sl

(Potato Dextrose Broth) PDB  jg,:uSs> i)
P Ve ol 03 ey e 08 Voo ojlac)
Jeffers & ) () G oo B Hhaiie O g 9,050
sl ek zu o8 k> (Martin 1968
LyosSa b ol oS adls ) psdes
)S.....a $9) )Ja; 3,90 (':>Lo S o ol eslaul
Az YV 0 jey Ve Sae 4 Ve rpm o0 L
S pp Shgie e 9 S35 8 Gegende
90 5l iSe ey g yizg Bl eolaul LI ]
A al> o ;0 g Al ool jeue g (Bl Al 4
slaild ol grailiwgm (05 2 ol
Dennis & Webster, )ous colaiwl (5,509,500 +/TY
Goaind sy o Jol> gbeo,las .(1971C
-cdale L CMA cuS e . Sud (6,10 g 5w
Gl o ags boyosSe 5 ojlas duoy0 B0 Ve sla
Gosie shie ol L CMACLES L wals Lo
o K 5y S5 Ly 5 Sl 0 A
Oloz S Gl pnlers sl Greke &2
oogemdis a0 VY o g ol ools I3 1908408
Lsidetnd sy oy (Saiylojl s ys ol (gl
Sy abl, b LjegSo s ojlas 5l AU

(Sing & Islam, 2010) wo 5 dwlxe S5 ls5L

UL ¥ Ly g 5¥ glu o 35T (a8 minn
sl cuS e 5l Yolo w3l oS iz slp
KoHPO, aoys +/V NaNO; vy +/Y  (gol>
o, ¢V MPSOy4 ws o +/+0 KCL ooy +/+0
& Olie 4) CMC woys 10 9 (9t 59859
&l eolel 51 o .o oolawl pH=4 o a5 L (0,5
3Gk T e8 Lk olaw S e
O byl 5o LopogSe i cn il 03s, Sz ciS
QoS Al eSS e gol> )1 SO @



.Phytophthora citrophthora ¢, Trichoderma sla«ss uwssStsl 51 obs,l o Sen § ool Y.

5 oslitad U laosls pSile awulie 5 MSTATC
b5 Sygo 00 sl maw o 5SSl g0

W

DT

sdy a3l (59) Lsdsid lisslem a3l 5o
poeeals gl S5, et g b sloged e b
L ‘5;)‘4%[» BUNEUET SN Ui e @)B ody p aLi
s b osaliv oKisle;] Lyl jo 5 ks
90 % 5 gl oy a3ls Jsb o (Sogll
Jolb a5l (A S0) 0 Sl e Bb
Toame oad Syl slaaiges o3l 5 Wil by
Lsdgd ol b QB“‘}T 2 b Sl 5 ke
S e ol WIS Ll e w5 S sy
Fe 9 SO 83,5 Doped Simbe ) oy atie
obe SO 3l w9 ad cdmline LS ud Sis
A odslive asliw SoaSis 3 Sy i,
Siale Jome ooglly @l cdl Jols ax 5l lsaze
(B J58) wb siluloaz S jlew @)U sla s

» &
i

P. citrophthora

obas Gl e See Ber g Gyl wops S
50 4iBs Ye Soe 4 STy bl .ol ool
5 95 6)INS Gogdes a2 )0 T 10 05 O plos
Syro yidg)See B (505 LA L 2STy e
Noronha et al., ) DNS sul Sdowdlogisge
Ol ,0 aiBs Ve Soe 4 adiges .o cabgie (2000
Byro S0 U wiads ool 13 Joidex sleo jo
)‘ A_Q)M s_ia) )..u.:u ‘(;yf) 0 sLs" 38 DNS
Sloslitul b plnilw g 0 pdy ploxl 508 4 )
» 23x lhee Slogl (g rtegndy il olSilus
L 5 G a3 ol jiaglh 0F+ gse Jsbs
Wgod slr &y e U1 ity Sa B0 10,5 ailsl
s ey oad &S gy gl & ool
oolizal o Jailinl olsie 4 355I5 calize glacdale

VALY

&bl 55T
dw 0 Solai MalS 7 )b LJB o o iole;] sacn

IR e boslly g 88 el IS

. g £
P, citrophthora

=

b Ky s (A) &S 5 o8iule;] Layl,5 o Phytophthora citrophthora o155 ,lews (yge;] azes N S

Fom ol S g8 Jb 59, 45U (SaSiS 9 S (o) 46055 B) (Sitle 5l atin S )b 0wy p 45l poenalS

el Jls b analio )3 0ud Sianle Jlb 5o ade) pox 205 D) Sjale
Figure 1. in vitro and in situ pathogenicity test of Phytophthora citrophthora. (A) discoloration on
cambium of detached branch of orange one week after inoculation (B) chlorosis, defoliation and die-back
on orange seedlings one month after inoculation (C) Reduction of root volume in inoculated seedlings
compared to healthy seedlings.



Al 3l SElosh g ae s FO L FO o baglas P. 55 5low 9 LoyogSy 5 calizko slaaslos bl
D¢ it doy3 O B YO o cloed e yge3l o citrophthora
T. virens (CT- 5 T. harzianum CT-722 slaaslox LoposSey alazr YV (Swjlosh ol (2b))l @bs

,o P.ocitrophthora 5 )leo L blise cuas o
obad sals 4 cod )Lﬂ &3 ojlas cuiS la

|y S,I05L opyiis doys B+ L 612, CT-9715)
T. harzianum (CT-873, CT- slaaslos 4 auxils

T. 4 T. atroviride CT-865 566, CT-634) Sl b 4 LoposSs 5 sladlaz (ooles a5 sl

| ouyeS aw,s YO L guizhouense CT-937 hdgid cogrlunse 0l (Sailosl Sl
T slalbe 5 (F JS2) sl |, (Sl w3y 5l SNk A sk 4 (V JS8) s
T. .afroharzianu (CT-447, CT-977, CT-773) By ki lajen gejl 10 wos A LYY

T. virens T. afroharzianum CT-773 sladalo>
do,s AAMAA L T. atroviride CT-31 4 CT-9715

T. ¢ harzianum (CT-862, CT-722, CT-634)
T. atroviride CT- 4 virens (CT-9715, CT-612)
Dgdsind (segelune o) (59,5 Bgie Gl oy 31

S9 gl 5 Ol iislS Gopin 4 g9y0

30,5 5 o pouline

L;;) NPT T WWORR V) gw)lo) Sliee Oy yieS
T. harzianum CT- a@la> 4 sleo o, YY/VY

Lia o )f)Lo.»J o, )~| éx)lajb Aoy 09 566

msimultancous  Mnon-simultaneous

100 1
90 1
80 A
70 A
60
50 4
40
30 A
20
10 A

ab ab ab ab ab ab ab ab ab

a

Growth inhibition %

A A A
c“cocooococ& O TTTTTETEE C)Ob

Trichoderma strain
Jldie cuns” 34, ,o Phytophthora citrophthora o, ,s Trichoderma slaaslas S loslh 51 oKl anglas Y S

(P<0.05 ;SSlo) caclus VY 5l s (Glojo pué g o jo)
Figure 2. Comparison means of inhibitory effect of Trichoderma strains on Phytophthora citrophthora
growth in dual culture method (simultaneous and non-simultaneous) after 72 hours (Duncan P<0.05)
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Figure 3. Image of the direct comparison of the Trichoderma virens CT-9715 strain and Phytophthora
citrophthora (A) simultaneous culture (B) non- simultaneous culture T: Trichoderma plug Ph: P.
citrophthora plug
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Figure 4. The coiling of Trichoderma harzianum CT-566 mycelium around Phytophthora
citrophthora mycelium and sporangium on CMA culture at 27 °C after 72 hours; scale line = 10um
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Figure 8. Effect of extra cellular compounds of Trichoderma spp. strains on Phytophthora
citrophthor growth after 72 hours
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