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ABSTRACT: Dry rot and black rot diseases are the main problem of cassava production
in Thailand. Dry rot and black rot diseases caused by 2 fungal genera such as Fusarium
sp. and Neosytalidium sp., respectively. This study, the disease sample collection was
conducted from Rayong province and Tak province, then the samples were isolated by Tissue
transplanting method. Based on morphological characteristics, 2 species were identified including
F. solaniand N. hyainum. DNA fingerprint analysis of F. solani and N. hyalinum isolates were done
by using 7 primers including P3: GTG(CGA)5, P4: GCG(CGA)5, P5: AAT(CGA)5 ,P6: ATC(CGA)
(GTG)5, (CGA)5 and (CAG)5 . The results revealed that these fungal isolates were genetic diversity in

5’

each locality. However, some isolates of these species were similar although collected from different
geographical ares. Moreover, the pathogenicity of 2 fungal species with 4 isolates including
RYG2, TAK14, RYG5, TAK19 were evaluated on 13 cultivars of cassava. The pathogenicity
test indicated Rayong 72 was low percentage of disease index after inoculation with 4 fun-
gal isolates. Moreover, the disease virulence was different on cultivars when inoculated by

fungal isolates. These results revealed that there was difference or genetic diversity in fungi.

Keyword: Dry rot, Black rot, Fusarium solani, Neoscytalidium hyalinum ,ISSR
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sp. Way Fusarium sp. Wulusselenauas ey
ariLdn Henswidniae Snauumsu siudian
1us94 3) Tsmsnuinusia (dry rot) imANNEBM
Rigidoporus sp., Armillariella sp., Rosella sp.
WAL Fusarium sp. wuluseezain dousnuas
o a \ Y 4 oA a @ % o
Wallenisuiude e Sndwwmsiuadneldisdn
Fudienuanauay 4) 1sAninan (black rot) i
ANLTRN Lasiodiplodia sp., Neoscytalidium
sp. wuluynazes vieuiug 9n uazdioui |
Z A4 aao A % % (A a
N1 TuNINda1vTedunnnada ldfinau
=3 dl dl 1 U 2% dl
Wil Wwasannlsannananndssuiulsan
AATyFaNANARIaTUAN LAY Aetiulunig
= Y Aao oA = g a
AneATINdRgUszasAlieAnnisialiiin
TeAuduisiazihmuuiuddonaaiugsiie
LAZ AN ANNANNUINNNRUENITNTDAUTRIN
Fusarium solani Waz Neoscytalidium hyalinum

FneNATAAENNWA LA



24

AMNLVANFASUASNNSTAANIS 1 (2) : 22-34 (2561)
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1. Mafusratrauazmsuanidas

Wusaglsalduialaziing aan
waagniidndny 1w a.szees (Audisei
l9dandnscaad) way 9. uuedtidld a. mn
ﬁﬂmuﬂm%m‘”lﬁ%ﬁ% Tissue transplanting
method (Booth, 1976) 11811119 Potato
dextrose agar (PDA) TnefnTusTudntlzuds
Wnsuazaduulse WutumnaEn
&198a8 10% Clorox anntiutiangradaein
ﬂguﬁ\‘iﬂi’]l,%@LL@tﬁulﬁLLﬁﬁﬁfsﬂﬂ??&mﬂHﬁﬂlﬁ
fasinde Thauiudnlendnnauuenvnaiags
e PDA untnfigrunniivies nelduasann
naanngeasaiaud 12 Falue afufupAailn
12 dalug lunan 3-7 §u AMNFTIARNE
leindevqanssaiaiin compound antduuen
Uanendule Taenfutnnduilsainidaasunii
wtire19s PDA fidigam \seyegflduviauiiag
Fauea (L) 1nHauEN8113 gaatlasuaauast
100 lulpsdns thlLnAgLuRanihevng water
agar (WA) 1in'ld 6-8 dalua Asthandmtlang
Wulanelindesqanssmiatin Stereo WAL
e lanedileluAeasianyns PDA (Choi et
al., 1999)

2 MFINUUNANHUENNAUFIUINE

indesusazlalsianuiduun
1Ha lneaAE AN UL N19dUg1UANEN Ane
anwurlalall nalindesqanssadaila
compound fitndsene 200 Wi uAz 400 1
Taennsinglasmanins AnageLdnEnENg
ﬁmimﬁwmﬁnmémﬁm’@mﬁm macroco-
nidia, microconidia, conidia @y arthoconidia
aneauzsine udnsuza i raeusiazana
uazain

3. matasantdulaldasiuazn1sann
ALduLa

wmIaNadeasuriuany (spore
suspension) mm%’aﬁﬁlﬂ?ﬁyuummi PDA
Tnenfninduilssindaliunn 5 Tasans
MAILILANUBNNTIAE D YANINT18IUT
wazgralasusouase ldaslilluanmaivan
potato dextrose broth (PDB) ﬁUEi'ﬂﬂgﬂu
wamgtany udaunlduanFanaednduna
10-12 alue anniugraduledaeninnduils
ainde Wk lefinsesldluusunszaEnses
Whatman No.1 11 11i1uiesaeds freeze
dry (Lyophilization) tfluan 6-8 %LQIW WA
dudulewdaniuanoelulnsauwuan wi
ldvaaraun 1.5 Tadans waziulsagdu
U -20 B9ALIALTY A anduriduled
uauaa ldlunannauns 1.5 Jadans dsunu
0.5 N¥N WX extraction buffer 500 TulAsaRs
Linfignumgdl 65 asrnaides iunan 30 Wil
AnAY phenol 0.5 W1 WaY chloroform :
isoamyl alcohol (IAA) (24:1) 0.5 11 TxImL
ReRAINEY 13,000 sauseunT Wunan
10 Wit gadrulasuuuiinalduaanluad b
RnaseA ﬂmﬁfqmmﬁ 37 asAaeg 1
1981 1 $2%14 udaLRN choloform:IAA §asdau
1N LLé’quHuLﬁmﬁmmﬁq 13,000 3815
Wi {uean 10 win gadauladuuulduaan
Tmaluazifia ethanol 2 win udntallifigaumgd
20 asAadeg Wunandszann 30 Wi
mn%uﬂwmmumﬁ'mLﬁfamnm:ﬂfauﬁlﬁum
faeiAaNAL3Y 13,000 saumaun? uaan 10
W A9REnNaUALEUesae 70% ethanol 100
EYGERIE LL@ZMHHLM%M‘?‘]‘WQ’WL% 8,000 791
faunTl 1f1aan 5 107 Fidn 2 asa iumzney
Aisuweiufauda 13 Tgnimgf -20 asraaiFen
ATaNERENaUNtT AL Te (AruLlasia
91N Zimand et al., 1994)
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4. MR ERNTAEUIaTa TR
AaEnAlA Inter simple sequence repeat
(ISSR)

YA uI099913850 Fusarium sp.
auu 5 lalan (RYG1, RYG2, RYG3, RYG4
wae TAK14) waz Neoscytalidium sp. (RYG5,
RYG6, RYG7, TAK16, TAK17, TAK18, TAK19
LAz TAK20) S119% 8 lelaian uniisBunos
%u@'quﬁmmﬁfagi:udwzﬁquﬁ%ﬁuimﬁw
Uf)fisen PCR 69l primer P :GTG(CGA),, P.:
GCG(CGA)S, PSZ AAT(CGA)S, P6: ATC(CGA)S,
(CAG),, (CGA),_ #az GTG(CGA), AINNNTAR
wanu1a1n 13 Twawesatnaaz 10 pmole, 1X
buffer 2.5 mM, MgCI2 0.2 mM, dNTP uag 1
unit Tag DNA polymerase (SMOBIO) Taginin
ﬂﬁﬁ?mzﬁ’qmm:ﬁﬁﬁumﬁ 94 a1 Taldaa
fhunan 5wt arndduin Uffsens e 37
sou 7 94 ssraldoa unan 1 i de
ANt 54 sarnmaiFes Whinan 1 wiluas
saugatedl 72 asrnaiden iunan 1 wf
Imlslfﬁm?lm DNA thermal cycle (PCR max
fu: PCRmax Alpha Cycler) %1 PCR prod-
uct NNIN1IATIRABLAYY 2% agarose gel
electrophoresis wazld 100 base pair
(ExcelBand™) \fufiEueN1MIF1U (standard
Marker) uazifisl Gel star 0.1% (SMOBIO) Lila
Wwaldesnunnmaganli 0.5% TBE buffer
(89 mM Tris-borate, 2 mM EDTA) uazlinszua
1 50 Taasl unan 60 u?  nsAATIER
fayalnenin Lwium@ﬁ'ﬁLmuﬁl,ﬁum’nﬁu%’mj@iu
stluuu binary data (0/1) InsusiazunuAEULE
Tuusiasinums Ae wikdnuny (character)
Tngazunuandy 1 drdsnguonnidue uay
0 Hlaitlsnguouiidme Tusumisiu T
faUTINNAaLATINIAIAT A e T sunguy
Numerical Taxonomy System (NTSYS pc. )
Version 2.20e (Rohlf, 1993) snpdn1lscan

g
=<

AN (Similarity coefficient) TneAguas
Jaccard (Jaccard similarity coefficient) Wag
AnnguAnatinalatRs Unweighted Pair Group
Method with Arithmetic Mean (UPGMA) LLaas
nani1sannguaaninluglaes phylogenetic
tree WAZALAIIZYNNAT Bootstrap 1,000 &g
11319 Win boot (Yap and Nelson, 1996)
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thmuLmefm?wﬁuﬂ@N%w’g’uﬁﬁﬁmi‘ﬂgﬂ
139 S AU ALHARTL UL TRV (Aauilag
Q7N Chen et al., 2016) IAEdATTALAIINIULIN
saalsnRuanseaniaFuLLieaniily 5 sxa
A 72AU 1 = lludneennng, s2AU 2 = NALKA
Yinendn 25 wlefifudrasiuiiandu, sxiu 3 =
Fausa 25-50 wlefifudrasiuiisndy, s
4 = AAuna 50-75 Wefiduirasituisnduiay
3261 5 = [RaunaNIndn 75 Wefduiasitug
ANFIU (gVFAN, 2558)
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o

AATiinigialeA (disease index) tneldgmnas

£l (Friedmann et al., 1998)

NATINTBS (AN UIUAUNTUAR LA LIAINT X AZLLULRIIZALANNNT

fatinsiinlsn(Disease index, DI)=

X100
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AMUAUFUNTIIVNA X ATULUEIEAT8TTALRINNT

NANTFANE

1.MFNUUNANHUEN WA UFIUINE

3831 Fusarium sp. a1uIU 5 la
Tgan Taun RYG1, RYG2, RYGS3, RYG4,
TAK14 a0 452089 Uaz 2.0n Auen’ld
andndu talafvesdeidnsmsydnnaniy
ﬁﬂwmzmqﬁmﬂm%mmmL%@Lﬁ@mq@@wf
ﬂé’mq@miﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁawm 200 Wi Az 400
¥in W9 macroconidia AN Aeudnedy
1Aa Tneidl 3-4 septa 1M 20-33.3 x 2.8-5.7
Tuasaw daw microconidia HanmuzAdegila
9198 Ngzda J 0-1 septum NUwm 7.2 -11.4 x
2.4-4.6 lupsen o 5 lelnian Auunld
Wl F. solani (Figure 1) %dﬂ’mmiﬁﬂﬂ’]“ﬂm
(Zhang, 2014) ﬁLL?;IﬂL%m‘ﬁ F. solani aanism
whuisaasuasanlulssindau wazld@nen
ﬁnwmzﬁmﬂmﬁmwmﬁmﬁ Taen1Ime9a
aoUITiRadNLI91 macroconidia HdnEa Aot
dnaf 189 Trunn 16.4-34.4 x 4.0-6.1 luAseu
@21 microconidia Hanmauzad el Hawa
6.7-10.7 x 3.0-4.9 Tupsau

L%@m Neoscytalidium sp. AU 8
lalman 16un RYG5, RYG6, RYG7, TAK16,
TAK17,TAK18, TAK19, TAK20 a1n A.72184

WAT 4. AN NuenFANNAIULBIAFULATI
Ialatlreadasianeoy Bunsndulednn
Wiandes Waduladenguinaudulananu
@ o P L. Aae
WIURAATNNNTA5S arthoroconidia NRANEUY
atlasraruiugnld HAidn conidia sraveau
e aal [ = v o o
wadunedla liild wisenarinisaieniianiy
wialu 2 AR lALIARATINANTILATINAS
o v o = 5 =
Fainela weazuuiwazuilandy Juunn
5.4-10.7 x 2.25-4.75 l4A78U T9a1NN13ANE
124 (Machado, 2014) IHAnsAnwozdugIu
ANE1299T931 TABNINIIAGD LT BIFUNLIN
condidia H3u1m 8-12 x 4-5 luAe1 1195
4 8 lalman avuunldiumas N. hyalinum
(Figure 1) T9ANNN9ANHITBY (NBAN, 2558)
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snaneeeudUsudcuas IS AN AN ey
NAUFIWINENT0Te9 IneNI9RIIAdeL
\Je9FUNL47 conidia AuALEN Nanwouy 3
- - Ad Y o v < A
AR L IARMTNANHAN Tavine wan Taile
¥ .. X
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Talidnn 4519 aUefizeamanu warlasneany
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FLLATIINNANTBINUA U s A
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Figure 1 Morphological characteristics of colony and conidia of F.solani ( A, B), N. hyalinum (C, D)

2. MadATiERaeRANNAEuIaLa TR
AELNALA ISSR
N133LATNI e AN RNWALEULE
FaanaTia ISSR 19413831 F. solani uag
N. hyalinum Tasannnisdmideninsiuesh
S UL LA ALANANS (polymorphic
band) m@dL%@iﬂ F. solani waz N. hyalinum
ATany 4 leloian AunAndeninsues
anvavun 13 Tnswes 18&uon 5 Tnswes
léud P : GCG(CGA), P AAT(CGA),, P, ATC
(CGA),, GTG(CGA),, uaz (CGA)_ #llddmiu
Fiaseidesisanaia uazilnsie s
fiudnuau 1 Insiwaeide (CAG), fwiniden
F. solani uaz P GTG(CGA) dmuides
N. hyalinum a1nN133ATEFaeNLWALEULE
WUdBas1 N. hyalinum 41uan 8 lelnian
(RYG5, RYG6, RYG7, TAK16, TAK17,TAK18,
TAK19, TAK20) 241A989401UALEULADE
521979 400-1,500 grualuusiazingues Tu

AuLiFa9 F. solani S1uau 5 lalmian (RYG1,
RYG2, RYG3, RYG4, TAK14) TIU1ATRILOL
Aifuieatszung 500-1,500 fiud uaziiies
Fusarium spp.‘ﬁﬁmu 2'lalmam 1w out group
§uiide F. solani S1uau 1 lalmian (F21)
WA F. incarnatum a71401 2 taldban (F6 waz
F7) LasSFassngatiaRe C. lunata AU 2
lalaian il outgroup fael fernunaing
phylogenetic tree (UPGMA) 21U1AU89LLDL
ALduagszudng 400-1,500 Aualuwsiazing
wefluanziige F. solani 41uau5 leTnian
5 (RYG1, RYG2, RYG3, RYG4, TAK14) Faue
2DILDLALEWAAETTUINN 500-1,500 FLUA LAY
fides Fusarium spp.a1uqu 2 lalman i out
group 1#uAiTe F. solani 41u9u 1 lelnian
(F21) WAz F. incarnatum a1191 2 laToian (F6
WAL F7) LaziiFarinatiane C. lunata S0
2 laTman snflu outgroup fnel Hetihungi
phylogenetic tree (UPGMA)
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RYG7 TAK16 TAK17 TAK18 TAK19 TAK20 2
1500 bp —>

500 bp —>

RYG7 TAK16 TAK17 TAK18 TAK19 TAK20

1500 bp —>
500 bp —>

RYG7 TAK16 TAK17 TAK18 TAK19 TAK20

1500 bp —>

500 bp —>

RYG7 TAK16 TAK17 TAK18 TAK19 TAK20

1500 bp —>

500 bp —>

RYG5 RYG6 RYG7 TAK16 TAK17 TAK18 TAK19 TAK20 C2

1500 bp —>

500 bp —>

RYG5 RYG6 RYG7 TAK16 TAK17 TAK18 TAK19 TAK20 C2

1500 bp —>

500 bp —>

Figure 2 ISSR fingerprinting profile of N. hyalinum (A-C) and F. solani (D-F) generated by using primer (A):
P_ AAT(CGA),, (B): GTG(CGA),, (C): (CAG),, (D): (CAG),, (E): P_: ATC(CGA),, (F): GTG(CGA)_ and

5' 5' 5’ 5’ 5'

M:Marker(100bp DNA ladder)
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Figure 3 UPGMA tree obtained from ISSR fingerprint analysis of N. hyalinum using Jaccard similarity and UPGMA
clustering method in NTsys program. The numbers on branch indicated the bootstrap value

(1,000 replications) : RYG (Rayong province), TAK (Tak province)

a0
Cosficient

Figure 4 UPGMA tree obtained from ISSR fingerprint analysis of F. solani using Jaccard similarity and UPGMA

clustering method in NTsys program. The numbers on branch indicated the bootstrap value

(1,000 replications): RYG (Rayong province), TAK (Tak province)
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3. NMSNAKAUNIsNalsa
ANNN1INAFALITALLYIAWT WA IAS
QMU 13 Wug laun CM125-22, CM407-
30, CM32-99-22, CM40490J, CM6125-117,
CMH22-04-1, CMR23-107-4, SMH22-03-
1, Sriracha1, 781949 86-13, KU50, w8194
7 war svee 72 Tnannsdgnidiesaeidies
2 ailn ) az 2 lalmian lAun F. solani
(RYG2,TAK14) waz N. hyalinum (RYG5,
TAK19) uﬁw’mﬂgm%muuw@uﬁuq’
TUAUUAY 45 TU HIANNLUIRNILTLI0L
naNTudunIn1slgnisia wudn Anwoy
ansueslsauuviawiugnilgniaa F. solani
D e A - 4 ¥
vureauiugiian1gn1eluiFiaunlgniae
A A o ey Y Al o '
\Waltlamauie unal@umauazidniilua)
ingl NAWMNUITIT dudnHITaIN198d
\@a N. hyalinum uuvieuRugiledgniely
uTnunlgnieiuunadainuideld (Fig-
ure 5) WadsziiulsanasAipmsisaninigiia
TspuurieuAug g Uenas 13 Wug wudn
d’l 1 ) Y a = =
wesusazlalnianinliifinnnuguusaviad
o @ o a d‘ 1 o d’j
wefidusisatiniainialsanuansnaiv Inames
\a F. solani HAwHn1sinlsngagn 93
wWefidusuuiudrdenasiug CMR23-117-4

al o

Warlgniasags lelaan RYG2 uazAugnafe

L b

nsifnlsnsngmRe KUSO uaz sveies 72 e
naialea 20 wlafidust Lﬁ'@ﬂz‘gm%@mﬁw
ToTaian RYG2 uay TAK14 &midunismagad
Tsadneides N. hyalinum Sémiinasialsa
g9gm 100 efifusuududntendaiug
CM125-22 uaz CM4049UJ 1ilatgnidedag

-

lalaian TAK19 lummxﬁﬁuzﬁﬁﬂwﬁqﬁuﬁq
szeiea 72 SiFatiniafinlsangn 20 wefidus
Lﬁ@ﬂ@ﬂﬁ@ﬁwiﬂiﬁmw RYG5 way TAK19
éf\iﬁuv’fuﬁ:ﬁwm 72 fdnunizfuniusede
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Table 2 Disease index of dry rot and black rot diseases caused by F. solani Wa¢ N. hyalinum on 13 cultivars

of cassava
Cultivars / Isolates F. solani F. solani N. hyalinum N. hyalinum Control
(RYG2) (TAK14) (RYG5) (TAK19)
KU 50 20 20 40 60 33
Rayong 89-13 73 20 93 93 46
Rayong 72 20 20 20 20 20
Rayong 7 40 93 40 40 40
CM4049UJ 86 80 73 100 73
CM32-99-22 46 66 66 66 46
CM125-22 20 80 40 100 20
CM407-30 20 46 40 46 33
CM6125-117 86 20 73 40 20
SMH22-03-1 26 40 53 80 46
CMH22-04-1Q 66 20 80 53 80
CMR23-117-4 93 73 60 86 80
Sriracha1 66 40 66 40 80

Figure 4 Symptoms of cassava after 45 days inoculation (A, B): Symptoms of black rot disease caused by

N. hyalinum, (C, D): Symptoms of dry rot disease caused by F. solani and (E): Control
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