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Abstract
In this study, the efficacy of the biological material named as Rouinl based on Bacillus subtilis BS106 in
controlling Rhizoctonia root rot disease of sugar beet was evaluated. The experiment was carried out as
split plots in the pattern of randomized complete block design in two research farms in Kermanshah
county. The major factor was seed coating with Rouinl at various conditions. The minor factor was
irrigating and not irrigating the plots with Rouinl solution. All of the plants were inoculated with R.
solani RS 124 inoculum 8 weeks after planting. The results of this study showed that major factor as seed
coating had no effect on disease severity or crop yield in different forms, but minor factor as irrigating
with bacterial solution reduced disease severity and increased crop yield at 1% probability level. By
applying irrigation treatment of Rouinl commercial material at the rate of 200 g/ha at two stages of 45
and 90 days after planting, the average disease index decreased from 4.4 (average control treatment) to
3.58 (average irrigation treatment). As a result, the disease index decreased by 0.82 units (approximately
equivalent to 8.2% of the infection rate). Also, the average yield increased from 39,560 kg In the control
Lreatment to 48080 in the irrigation treatment, which is equivalent to 17.72% of production increasing per

ectare.

Key words: Biological control, Rhizoctonia root rot, seed treatment.

* Corresponding author E-mail: m1sheikh@yahoo.com



S gy (Slemy Co e 13 ) gy (il BB bl o e 5 (DY 2l AA

58558 ( olSsiS 95, ads) (Sduwgy £99 A &S
(Mahmoudi & wil oo Llo 1, sl 3 o ey
T8 et oDyl i las 51 Soltani, 2005)
R. solani Lis ,o oid,niss aly, Sowws Jole
olian ans o QT TP IWESIN SUURPL SLIW Ir W R JE9Y
Cowl ol 5155 wsys Cas Al (el o
oHler g SogS (Whitney & duffus, 1986)
adgbs g aln, Sows }..;(Kiewnick et al., 2001)
e Olee 4 a8 aise
gl 0oy YO 5l i 5o 1305l Jalse oyt
ol) SR ...\jloeg.o.s Q‘g.;.c lS.uJ.a‘ BRI AWy 2
L Ll el polae a3l 51 eolainl (o lew opl Jyus
3529 b s> (6 ko 3l (G000 )50 413..1‘ 4 d>gl
oz il Copae )l eolasl wglie ol
= ol IS
So5edgm OluS 5 5l eolawl o opl jo al., 1996)

> ,o |, R.solani I .ot

(Cornelissen et 55,5 o drogs (5 Lo

e 0l 5 el 505y Vb Ceanl |
R e e e
Bacillus sse slas,iSL sl p o5 SLS 5
oKl 5l wil o subtilis (Ehrenberg) Cohn
SB e 5 arhe 55 ol 5y ool
oaipd il ¥l slayiSlgn, 095 sl Sl 95>
Slee 4 o] g9l BluS 5 9 009 (PGPR) oLS o,
ShdipS oo )18 esliiul 9550 0 pglaiesiz LS
S5 2l 51 a5 e 5 55T o e ooy
Aade sl gline 51 aewg aely adgi () gawgull
il gloal (2S5 logsasse pazer
ACC syzmen alam3l sdgyims ol SlaSy
@ Cod OLLS 55 QU Caeglie sbml 5 sliaeliso
(Bhattacharyya & Jha,  al3 slis e Jolse
Oezen B.osubtilis calixe slaip iwl 2012)
mmlogl Gezmen olbSisn sl adg oUly
(oS! ookl (mmaloshonl Crmadenls
OelrgwsSole e alais! sl el nid
Glodes A& a5 Wlo 1) rnlonnS 95 5 elitigas

400
ox 5l Aty @LeSsn, Soeen sl
Ol Capae il e w8 i Glags Lo (2 ege
@‘5‘)3 ul)l.w? dls aon 9 009 Ji..wo )L..m) G)Lo.u
sloan aas jo Wi o)l lyelas 4 )
2 sy slelen uySe—e 3l ke
B é‘”"" ‘) UT u)LM.D- U‘)‘“A 9 OMT uLm..> L®) li:)A]
(Hecker & Ruppel, ailos,S s,5lp awyo can
sla, clglbw oos o dhal, .1975)
3 S0 ady g @B slag B sl b wisase
doys o, bl a4 calesls las 1S ]
Veohe aly; (Sovwn 5 Greis lon GRIF
Spdes Sy Ol Sa o )SW P;91-:5
Sdews byl o (Harveson et al., 2002)
odd phled gz JSie S Djgo 4 2Ly,
Libwl £)050 oy cutn wila gl do 0 VY
Elye w23 95 9 by 9 w“)é 5-_)';»4 o TR
S BUCHEIINY
b 5 G,Layfsf) S Sy (Rother, 1999)
Sl aSsysky w)ls 32y olnl ) s bl
Ay (Shwgy @e b slodised pow S 350>
Sillaz iS5, 5 ke VASAY slajle b

(Mahmoudi et al., 2004) cowlooss
wrwg Glp heme Ll oS Shee o olal o
Slgee il ol ojld wil Lee )lo
A Guals s Ve

 Jyame glesdl,
plss 5 09 65> 4 4> L (Behdad, 1980)
Wl (5B gea L S o g6 SYsb
Lo cnl J5S 50 Slops bl il
S e 4S8 Slaizr 36 Qolis eiores
Rl ol Lo (ndls S e by, 5 eolitul 1
o nl o 85wl O ) 86 o)l ol
S adsl Jpol ole, wpslin a5yl 5l eolital
Sl 5 5l oslinal 5 Jolee (20055 cadsons (5L

el )‘0)9.>): 6‘0))5 ua..o..b‘ )‘ &)9]9,.:
O 2B e 45T oo)lex 5l i ol e
Sloads (oI55 sz iy, (Sawws Jelss lye



L wd,aiss & cols b a5 wid S cusliv
S« Lbo] oo adlal b g Cams S ST Jolge
o 59 Vo ol )3 bazalS je g S e ol
38 WS el Ll oyl o9 b wusls
& AL oSl gl sl Syse ol
g Sy yuals o 0 ol jide 4 Cad (S
5 S Olinds @l Cwl §hge azalS e
Sl a8 ol les (Karimi et al., 2016) o, Sen
B. Jols eshsls oSL 1l
B. B. pumilus SB6 .amyloliquefaciens SB14
&,90 4 B. siamensis AP8 4 siamensis AP2
Solow JyS 50 sylogine 55U lle jay g
sl plo b awlio o 0 juise azals Sy
B. SL b ,d e Jlo ol b sy 81
JrsS 30 sy 5L amyloliquefaciens SB14

W8 sz azelS e aS (g b il (glen
5 do,0 DA e 4 R, solani AG-4 wlos lawys
Olme 4 R.osolani AG-2-2 Lug axalS S
a5 ol ol Sligiss ol .l ialS asys OY/O
"o wB s Hhugn ) jledd laxr asde las ST
Silbow J5S Glp Sp abe bl bt wilys
ol 3l Gae (Karimi et al., 2016) wws yiol3dl |y
2V ome G S5 @l oeyn GRS
Golos S gz B subtilis g SL el

S Rosolani Jole b aidjoise aiy, Sawwy

b w9y 930
20l Curez G g 5L Gl iy (905
S8y S P9y bosle a8 n asly sl sl
ez (Suslow & Schroth, 1982) o.i asie
b @byt s (28 (Sogll ogzg poe by 952
oS sl Lo 59, (Seislom oole (p315)],8

Malt 4 Potato Dextrose Agar Nutrient Agar
weolbs aul lpy o5 ow,, Extract Agar
rpoB 5 16S IDNA sla o5 Jlg 5l aslas  JsSUge
ly; oldes sl (Qi et al, 2001) wi oolizul
azlad g0 oliile,S ddlaie ,o VWAA Jlo s o
Sy Splre yo Sl Lo (S e

oz B ade 68U ol cesSLGl cools o
-5l ol Gl atdl a8 ol las 25U g b yeshe
(Kajimora et al., 1995 ; Gond et al., 2015 ; <ol

Fendrihan et al., 2016 ; Neeta & Manjusha,
Slaslie 5 blite caS 5l Juls mbs 2017)
B. (el &5 sl plas (g Sl oSy S
=y BB edsSlsl codld subtilis RH5
Gyl Jele R.osolani ade 5 (so,0 AF/FY)
RH5 (ol sl ails s, e SoSis
Jsil odg by Jols ilisee slacallas gl
ol 0093 (159 e Al <5585 j0m cwl S
S (SaS cwles Gl (Jamali et al., 2020)
Jole R. solani alde , a5 B. subtilis 3 .y ol
as)ye 9 QIS Lall o e o 0580 (gl
2oy B g VY Coiy 4 28S )8 bl 550
5 oelaus (Hussain & Khan, 2019) <ol oo
3 (Fiddaman & Rossal, 1993, 1994) L.,
B. subtilis (NCILB- -y yiwl a5 ioges odalic
P. gR.solani ale =,Bus 3 ols 5 12376)
Ol yam 30 7,8 ab, a5 aule e a5 ultimum
Gsdol wBjasz 0 whee S Cad
R. ale 1, B. subtilis 5L (Dunleavy, 1955)
5 0p L5 4 a8 niss axelS F . Jelesolani
debe alS g olfaylegl Lals o 1) T 5l oolasul
(El-Kazzaz et al., .l )Kan o 33T 090 2L
$9y |y it So5lan OluS 5 5 esliiwl 2002)
Macrophomina Jusarium  oxysporum
Jelse Sclerotium rolfsii 5 R. solani phaseolina
P Ay Al (Sheg 9 Smedin Gl
B. subtilis :yog g0 g sl J13 ) 5,50 pao
5 2&aalesl Ll 50 lags Lol J5uS e |,
30 0, Slee o3l ioran Leil Lassly lid glac ) te
@ S ) e 5 cnl leslinal 9550 slales
Sl b 6t 55 Glpl jo 000 S saalie vals
5! (Shahiri Tabarestani et al., 2004) | Ksa 4
el S sl » |, B.osubtilis gz

g wols 18 aslllas 5,90 R sOlANI I L5U 0u3 0



S gy (Slemy Co e 13 ) gy (il BB bl o e 5 (DY 2l q.

s sl (s, aw) &5

R 2,8 alos ol yo 51w bbasg Sk sy
yixz Sladss duwge 5l solani RS-124 AG-2-2
T 5558 (Gey s Lams (55 arlor (028
O 30 5ed dli oole agd gl ol cuiS
J30 e g 0 sailass Ol o celo YF G
WY les o Jlgte 59y 99 oyl sladeds gl
(O Sy 3l e Al DS el ugands 4z
sloo)d 69 yugile 9o okl b g8 olks
balpl o aide aw Coe a4 g 285 18yl
ools JI3 1eileSSl Jlo ugudis a0 YO gloo
de dled Sl aC_,.d.' osle s ooke! )‘ R tA Y
G § A 085 LS adaie SlLbl ! el )l
R. solani z,8 =il oole 5l 0,85 &0 (oo, lode
alolidly Siaule 5l Gy 9 285 1,8 At s LS )0
Slles (Windels et al., 1997) oo elxil s L]
W ) (Fwd ey Do & e sladile S
3,8 ell by U oculs ley 5l al> e
ol A juise SS S Gly Vool st
O LS o i 9o Caws a4 (EC 35%) (ysll5e8
5 cadloy Sldes il colatwl ab Jslore &Oyg0
30 9 ANANY b 50 ) ojlad ac )50 ;0 Jiym
o 8,8 O yg0 WNANA Zo )b 0 Y o)l ashe
byl pdle Sad Ll sl s g 8k )
3 oebde g, opl 4o (Buttner et al., 2004) o
el T b eSS

L oasU w8l) oJlo le aio, b llS o ) o,
(aly) $9y 025

Rt L AR I SR WS CRRT RSP GOV
L3989 5l (56

‘_g‘)‘otx,i%)a.la.ww)e&u&i 1Y 0yl
L9 o) 5l (5L o5
Ao, mhw o Ve U oay ¥ oy

LisSa5n, 3l (o3 S Sils g o35 sl
90> o aiy ) mlaw 2o > YO B oo : O 00l
LigSs5) jl (A Ses Sils

olisle S (rmb mlie 9 (55,5L88 Sojeel 5 Slanios
Slisios ol 13 6500 5 () o)led as)30)
S e smabesl bl sl (F o)lets ac)30) ) e
Sl loykd goll shlpe 4 azgi b wias b S
oolitl o35 50 by, ool 5l olnl eelats ISl
20 0,3 gl S (s pl o bl Zub ok
Jolt ol Jale agy ol ol slanSsly L
o3le 3l oolazwl () Hlewd) dald iy 4 Jlesd i
s sl S B Yo
eSS ¥ ggieas Gl (F 5 VY Glajles)
oole boadjles j3 ((LSe S 0 (Srae ;)

‘\”)g.bu.ala.\ &3.39)

leed) Jde (b pgate olfiiws Lagi (s,
Eras s oSSz 0 S Ve Lo 4 (O
pled GeS 50,5 o Jawgd oad jlas jd 5 LS o
89 Cmd 4y duoyd VO Jlig 0,5 &jgo as (F L)
Loy nydole Joli 0,8 Jale isg e o
PR Yoo o ) ) gy Sislem ool Joloe
“Jsloe pae hlie o e )S 5l ced sl (LS o
Sloss 5o 550 ilweslel slyy 05 (wall) 63,
J.o.ﬂ.”)}:.wo uul.w‘ » é’)j-'ﬁ-‘-‘ oole Ja.....‘y fﬁ Y.y
3518 8,00 Hlade (52,5 Jbo,d &lp sl &S5 i
Som g ead Jo ol 5l pmlie e 0 S
$9y » «S3bgazl bug Jslxe 05 Slo
@ 9% zobw (oled B oy 5 bglses g eaily bayd
ol Frooalol L ocws ol aigs anzel ]
Soge a DS o ejlal g axdls 18 ee Sl gk
Fe 90 Jsb 4 gyt (Hle Tr Jolgd b cass ) i
Slp LSS slasd 5 &S 8 0 dg Prodg0> (g
ua;ww&.ma;)ﬁj)ooxf)w)ﬂ:
g e SO LSl o alold ooren g
By VIRGRAY d)l-.e-"] (o SolBp ) o
Jeb 4 oo (lllS 5l am alolB 4 o ‘nl.?d‘
g9 g Ll oS )bl 5l elel » g (anb
s jey Ve YO alold jo ais colaiul (g0s5 Lo
Jobe oS5 bwg o, dele 9l clls
2l oo 0 S o0 SV e ) (g,



09,5 e ) Jyaze (e mized 5 Slem DD
Sroadslore sl led oy O a5l ols I8
Sad arls Sl 65, ekoe fl:gd‘ 0dl g ol
a sold Jlews ;0 VIV 5l ae e cnl o 1y (g lew
PV e 4 53, skoe 1 ool e yo Y/PY
5 Srydolee Sl Gl awslas o ol als axlg
ol Vo) Siglem ool sydelre poe
039 Ol (s rydoloe plml dacnSile anlie
O sols g 0 p,5elS OV 5l 1) Jease
AV e & Gisdslone Jlasd jo 0 SsbS #VF -
ol gioldl LSe o o 6,5 elS
o] jo 90 o,leds acyie 1 o ladd dc) o
il oS og &y oy )0 5 OB e Sl
S sl aeyie opl il 1) 9> g paiS ()3
@S el oo ol Y s 5 gy St
Liug )0 Jles a5 ols olias acyje ol 5o iolesl
Golowm Sals alS o 6,00 alie SlLuS S
3y Ol 59, 2 Jless (al 55U Ll ol
uﬁﬁ)] U"’L‘"" » Oy )L)u,_;.sm M)o&i (_.;)Lc] C',a'“"
2 56 B Gl A Gleles pled (SIS (glaslie
o g a8 S 18098 Sy 50 (Ked oler Dol
S ke (ogey] ol bl g Lol caxslas edls
CoaS 5 a0 S mhaw (ol pxe BB Cow
Jews 5 p sammolas BT cpl Ll s Jgame
Con Caomd 5o o bYs oS oy oo Sl gole 8
5 S 53l @bl anlie ;5 955 0 ks
Ol o sime 53U samaLlis il ws 3, sloe pac
s pliad b Silee auslie a5 5ysb @ 09 lows
300 5 solem a3ls s, skone plxl a5
LBl el 65 Jele Jles j0 F/O 4 vals L
oo Jled a8 oly lid aslie s pisren
5SS YV ) pame il e 532,
G Grydeeee e 0 YTOV. o wals (L

ab lSe s 6,55k VA e

aly, phaw 3oy 0 00 U miy g o 1P 0pad
L5gS g5, 5l (A0 Sis Sl 5 o35 sl

bl iy maw ao s YO U oy 1 Vo0
L5gS g5, 5l (AL Sis SOl g 035

4&9‘)@@.‘:&.@)0 Yo )‘um.: :/\o).u'
LisiSon, 3l (B0 Sz SOl g 055 T

0w gy Mols Al y 00 o uL(aLf 4 0 503

235 et 5 S0 4 (DD e 2o

(5 ko Cda..,; x Cda.w QT 3o olS slaxs) ggaze

- L)l o9 &8 50 plalS dsgee

oled doada; 555 olem ol 2Ll e

5 P LS e [Pl el by laads,

Jolye 5l oael Cawas slaosls .o (5l peslosly
was 3BT SAS9.2 58l o 4o la_tale;] calisee

aisly
165 slag; Jly wlol  (Josse (plolids mbs
Jié Jole 555 a5 ol ol rpoB o TDNA
oLl 3las B.osubtilis 4565 4 YU cuslad b 1S 18
Yo (CFU) lime @ jludss 5 axly olass oo
8y e bl Gl sl 5 a0 T
L5 28 (Foll 6smd izas i ealons
i oanlie b 5L

S92 V0w Sdsm odbe U (ow)yp S
ConS Gl e 5 slem b alS
3 Giubesl bl sl Ciwgn Jolaz jo Jeaxo
sl Juats 4 )] lis a5 oo plnil 450 g0

et 33 35 il 3 i i) oplasd 4 jo
Sy9a e g 9B plnil Slindiod 35 50 (Slidow EL
ol elyy OYgame S 5l glamle colarul
@lize sl jles a5 ol lid ac e pl o @bl
JAS o sioime ST (ol i)
5 a5 31 Ll it Jpame GI381 L 5 5 e
2 e ol 5236 iy (sl sipslone o6 Jole
2 Jyaze Gl e 5 glen Dol S
Ol anlie ge3l g I3 Sre So s S e
286 B S el ples (STl S,



S gy (Slemy Co e 13 ) gy (il BB bl o e 5 (DY 2l v

99 oS po a3 50 o Sile dunlie (yge3l bl
Solow amls oS o (g3, ek plxl ac 50
Srodedoe Hles ;0 YA 4 sals s o FIF
ool Jolee) olijlen Col oy < JAY ol 4
ol g (Golem OHls 5l asye MY o E
@ aals Hled 0 2 5LS YAOF. 5l aty, Jeame
o 5L DY+ Jslas (532, Jslone o 55 FA-A-

ac )30 99 SUodld oS yo 4y o0 4 by o gl
o as)ie 90 a4 Loy gleosls Sy iy
Golows Dl e 130 o9 Sl gime oauimslis
oy ey Sy bl mhaw o Jyame ol g
Soloms Dol gyl gxe U )4 e Guizen
o593l oelel g bl Gl glajles o
2 50 B A slejles ples Sl (gl lie
09,5 S > oo Jyame (e 5 Silem Do
(Y 5 Jghaz) axmsls Gslisl oo b 5 aizs 5 13

S o 375 bl g1 6sleny Dl 53 Bl (glaslan 536 050 50 STl 39, 4 Lo eSiles anglie (ga3l -V Jpu
10 Jlizl mlaw ;0 (Y) 5 (V) o)leds ac) e g0 slrosls

Table 1. Duncan's mean comparison test on the effect of different seed treatments on disease severity
based on combined analysis of data from the fields (1) and (2) at probability level of 5%

Treatment

Mean disease severity

Seed treated with Rouinl in the machine
Seed treated with Rouin1 100g/h
Control
Seed treated with Rouin1 400g/h
Seed treated with Carboxin-Thiram
Seed treated with Rouinl 200g/h

4.23°
4.21%
4.1

4.01°
3.78°
3.62°

35,105 g Lol o sime S aline g b sl Sileo

Means followed the same letter are not significantly different.
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Table 2. Duncan's mean comparison test on the effect of different seed treatments on the crop yield
based on combined analysis of data from two fields (1) and (2) at the probability level of 5%

Treatment

Mean product (kg in 2.5/m?)

Seed treated with Carboxin-Thiram
Control
Seed treated with Rouinl in the machine
Seed treated with Rouin1 200g/h
Seed treated with Rouin1 400g/h
Seed treated with Rouinl 100g/h

12.17
11.48%
11.4®

11a°
10.13%®
9.36"

5 gl I sme M alie g, b (slagSile

Means followed the same letter are not significantly different.
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Table 3. Duncan's mean comparison test on the effect of irrigating the plots with Rouinl solution on
disease severity based on combined analysis of the fields (1) and (2) at 5% probability level

Treatment

Mean disease severity

No bacterial solution irrigating
Bacterial solution irrigating

4.4°
3.58°

(P<0.05) coul 0o y0 0 Jlosil mhans 58yl dine Mz odimoylis gt ;o 50 i pué g > b sla Sl
Means followed different letters in a column are significantly different (P<0.05).
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Table 4 - Duncan's mean comparison test on the effect of irrigating the plots with Rouinl solution on crop
yield based on combined analysis of the fields (1) and (2) at 5% probability level

Treatment

Mean product (kg in 2.5/m?%)

Bacterial solution irrigating
No bacterial solution irrigating

12.02¢
9.89°

. (P<0.05) cosl as s & Jlozs! e jo o gixe M oaas ) lis g ;o 50 aliw pé By b slo 1 Sl
Means followed different letters in a column are significantly different (P<0.05).
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