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Abstract
Rigidoporus microporus is a soil-borne fungus that causes white root rot disease of
para rubber. Controlling disease using bio-agent is effective and safe for environment. In
addition to antagonistic bacteria, carrier is a key component of bio-agent. Therefore, this
research aimed to study the effect of carriers on efficacy of antagonistic bacteria Bacillus

subtilis isolate SM1, LPDD3-2 and Bacillus amyloliquefaciens isolate PT7 for inhibition of
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R. microporus. Seven carriers including bentonite, kaolin, lactose, modified starch, rice
starch, cassava starch and corn starch were tested in completely randomized design (CRD)
for 4 replications. The result showed that antagonistic bacteria on potato dextrose agar
(PDA) containing bentonite showed the highest viability and different from other carriers
(P< 0.01). Including, the antagonistic bacteria revealed enlarge size of colony in this
medium. The mycelial growth of R. microporus on PDA containing bentonite was not
statistically different from the control (PDA). R. microporus growth inhibition by B. subtilis
isolate SM1 and LPDD3-2 on PDA containing bentonite was higher than other carriers using
dual culture method and different from the control (PDA) (P< 0.01). The result indicated
that carriers affected the growth and efficacy of antagonistic bacteria. The selection of
the proper carrier is critical to the development of antagonistic bacteria bio-agent.

Keywords: Bacillus subtilis, Bacillus amyloliquefaciens, Carrier, Hevea brasiliensis
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Rigidoporus microporus LﬂuvﬁyaiﬂuﬁumL%@Iﬁﬂiﬂﬂm’mmmqmﬁ nsAuANlsAMEY
Fifaaiwuaiseuing TuszdvSuauavUasadoseaniniinden uenannuuaiiseuiing
ansn (carrier) Huilussdusenounilsiiddyresdafue n153deddnvinavesasnide
nMaasauarnstudinnasaduleden R microporus lnswuniiseufUng Bacillus subtilis
lelowan SM1, LPDD3-2 ua Bacillus amyloliquefaciens lelawan PT7 nadeuiuanswisavn
7 wila Ao Lwulnlud waledu wanlea wlsauds utlsdng wdsdudlznds uazudsdralug
MUHUNMIVIARDILUVANANYTA $1U 4 61 kamsdenui wefiFeufinsiviuugen
Twewns potato dextrose agar (PDA) finawuulvluviuasunnsnafuansniafindu 9 (P< 0.01)
susdvuneleladlueiu vaefinmswsyreaduly R microporus luemins PDA fluausunlniluyi
lsiflenunnsnevsefifuyneauam (PDA) Mssudansiadaydes R microporus ¥e4 B. sublilis
Tolwian SM1, LPDD3-2 #6358 dual culture Tuemns PDA wasuulvluvigeninansmaiindy
wazuaneIiugaAIUAN (PDA) (P< 0.01) wandliiiudianswniinanonisiasayuasUszdnsnim
vosuuaiFeUfing nmsdenasminganisiinruddnydsiensianndadusiuuadite
Ufiny

ﬁ’lﬁ’lﬁ’iyz Bacillus subtilis Bacillus amyloliquefaciens @101 8194W137
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Rigidoporus microporus Wuidosluiu
aurnlsasIng1d 101Ya185EuUTINYBY
g19w1571 TJagtunisauauidonanvnlan
fvannua1es winsldwuaniseudneluns
Awaulsaialneds3s 1uisnnsiidainy
Uaensy laganizuuaiselungy Bacillus
subtilis B. megaterium B. thuringiensis Wag
B. amyloliquefaciens axnsanruaxlsaile
wangwia WU n3muANTesn Bipolaris
maydis anvglsatulndunaianiud1ilng
(Djaenuddin et al., 2020) MsmuAslsALTie?
v94nda8 MAnINdeTIaNe Fusarium
oxysporum (Bubici et al.,, 2019) N13AIVAY
\e31 Rhizoctonia solani awnlsAlALiLA
Tuunana1 (Huang et al., 2012) uagn15AIUAN
R. solani anunglsaniuluuivesd
(Wiwattanapatapee et al., 2013; Chumthong
et al., 2016) Wudu FeuuaiiSoundada
fnuandaviulunisaseansuiug ase
wullesifiiedesamentagaduonton wan
arssemefifinuautilunssudmdorae
Woaumalan (Nikaji, 2016) usinslduueitize
YAl iiseansamunntusndudedld
@151 (carriers) Wlensedumsiatauiulauas
UszAvsninveuuadieufinglunissuds
Joaunalsa Tnetiluansmiddnvausdy
arsidon uagimddudiamtoqdunid
Tinszevhfeiiuiitmuedioululdony
Feangmdoyniavuiaidn viawdaananse
azanetldvun ludndldannsoazais
levue arunsaviedesiuwadydunidann
anmuwindondilimsnzan waziduunasves

9IMNTWAENANULAYAWNIE (Carpin et al,,

2017) IngUINIUVDIATUDY HIDAITUOUND
Tulasiauluansniiuansnaiu avdamarily
nslaseyueaadadunsdliviiu Jedmasie
Usravsamlunissudadeainglse (Schisler
etal., 2004) Tusariesidudnssudaduly
\Wos R solani iingeiuileld 8. megaterium
sadvarsnnanlealululawmsn (lactose
monohydrate) (Kanjanamaneesathian et al.,
2007) Laga1sWIuNsila Loy viamu (talcum),
wulnluvi (bentonite) wazialodu (kaolin)
gagrelunisnszatedivesead aunidlas
(Ting et al., 2010) vuzfiasnirasuuas
wulnluy anusafinyssadnsainves
B. coagulans Tun1sadataBun1sasgiulnues
Aunagn1iin laglanizAl1ue19vedIIn
WisiTu Uorjani et al., 2011) waznsl4da ot
B. firmus ﬁﬁmimﬁaﬁmmmmé’ué’j’quil,ﬁﬁzy
dilsveation R solani awvslsalulusives
§mss wasThfaeilineliinanuinunfiives
Fundn uarnstenvenLERT NS Teisunn
wuaseUfUnddanditinsenunndy 10° alail
monsu nasannsiiusnendunan 1 9
figaumagiivies (Pengnoo et al., 2006) wenanis
ansmdsdenaliengnisiuinuvivestasiuel
upnenaiu JaladmdendmsuiamduTatum
ileBne1gvesgaun3s (Swami et al., 2017)
fathu unanesdiinguszasdiitoding
HAYDIANTNIONTIATYVBIMUATSU Uny
Bacillus subtilis Wag Bacillus amyloliquefaciens
LLaszgaiﬁ Rigidoporus microporus @14
TsAsnvmveenan SnsAneUsyansnm
mstfudansasasdileies R microporus

'
a

Inguuaiise U Undniasauuemis PDA way
asnIvliagig 9
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wuaseuUnyg Bacillus spp. 1
3 Tolaian laun B. subtilis lelaian SM1 wag
LPDD3-2, B. amyloliquefaciens lolwian PT7
wasida31 R. microporus lelwan NK6 iy
ANNBYLATIEAINTBIULURNIT9AT 1IN
VYOIAU AUSNINEINITITUTIR UM1INYIFe
#9AUATUNS Ineuamalng uazaudide
muANdngivlaedTunduviand aiald
dmsunmanuwueiiSeufing deuuaiide
UUBINIT potato dextrose agar (PDA)
flgungil 37 ssmwadea 1Hunal 3 fu
v umisaiiewsnieulaavesiiniiugs
9,000 50U/U kavtasuIuapRUlaaUss
wrlusrainmunugungil 80 ssriwalded
\ievany vegetative cell ldUSunaans
wvuansleulnalasues B. subtilis lelawan
SM1 wag LPDD3-2 wag B. amyloliquefaciens
Loloan PT7 Windu 4.6x10°, 3.1x10° wa
3.2x10° Inladidefiadans mudsu dmsuide
31 R. microporus ﬁﬂﬂﬁiLgstummi PDA /i
aungIvies (26-30 ssrnwaldea) e 74y

NaYBIEIWIRENTSIRSYasLUATISEUUNY

drasnn 7 afie laun wulnludd
(bentonite) 1aladu (kaolin) waalaa (lactose)
wienuus (modified starch) wila1191 (rice
starch) wilasiug U 1as (cassava starch) wag
uifsdlng (corn starch) fikiunisainie
flgamgdl 180 ssmwadea Hunan 15 wfl
wesileyng PDA ToAsdLdU 0.36 WWasidud
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Wdmems PDA usarwilaluaumizide
MntuthansuvaesieulnaUoifiniouls
Uy 0.30 §addns MenasuueInIs PDA
THuvsuianszatowadvesuuaiiideliim
Fantne1ms 1aedd spread plate dluvu
flgamgiivios Wuan 24 Falus Mauwunis
VAR Ta) (Completely Randomized
Design: CRD) Usznausie 7 nssuls 4 41
M3EOUANBATNITAYUarTUTUIULALAT
mau%mwaﬁﬁaﬂﬁﬁmé Bacillus spp. hag
Tolwian wWisuiivuiuyaniuau (PDA) filsid
NTHANAITNN

KavBIENIWIRINI T3 vBNTa T IMATeA
3INYN

YWdes1 R microporus Tw3eulivunn
duriugudnanswestuiy 05 wufiuns 19
VU TRTiTioNT PDA Nawa Az
vila Uuilgumaiivieafuna 7 Fu Maunuy
nsnAaeLUUgNaNysal (CRD) Usenausie
7 A3 4 91 Suitnwalasnsasaiinisiasey
ulevoadies R microporus furnurnade
Wisuiisurugaruay (PDA) Alifinnsway
GRS

nasouUszansnwlumstiugamassoydule
vasdamaumglsnsnn TnswuaiiFeufitng
#1875 dual culture UUBIWS PDA fikay
ANTNIBUAANN 9
uuafiseufindusiasleluian neaeu
Ussansamlunisdufinisiasaydulnes
T R microporus 1835113 dual culture
YOS PDA Ainauansusiazailn Tasns
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aw%yuj’ul,%ammm’wmnmaumummi
2 |wudng wazdanuafiseudndnsanuiv
{031 R. microporus Tiaannveuaue s
2 wufms Uniigumgiivies Wuna 7 Su
MHUNNIN AR UUdNaNYTal (CRD)
Usznousae 7 n3suds 4 81 Tufinnalagns
fnSafinsiasapenduleies R microporus
AMuuALedSsuifisuiugnauay (PDA)
flaifinsnanansm wazdadesiduinig
fudsmuiiues Morton and Stroube (1955)

Percentage inhibition (%) =
100 x ((R1 - R2)/R1)
dlo R = mnwgvendulodosanvelse
luyanuay
R2 = mmgvenduledosanvelse
luyanaaeau

nsAATIEitaYa
IrgianuuUsusiulazisuiisum

LRAUN15VAADIRI8EYes Duncan New’s

Multiple Range Test fiszfuninuidoiu

99 asigus

NaN133LaI50]
NAYBIAITNIABNITLATYUBIUUATILTY
UjUn¥ Bacillus subtilis wag Bacillus
amyloliquefaciens
mainvesiuaieuftini 3 leluan
lour 8. subtilis lelwian SM1, B. subtilis
lolgtan LPDD3-2 wag B. amyloliquefaciens
Lolgian PT7 Uue1913 PDA HANAITNILGAAE
yilp vilianwaglalatlveawuafiseujunull

awnlngtu wandidiudinisaiydvle
firnddlewSeudisuiugamunu (Figure 1)
ulelatifeveswuaiiseuitng 8. subtilis
loloian SM1 waz B. amyloliquefaciens
lelatan PT7 W3qdulaldffigaiilonasans
wuuh TneduSinadewihiu 5.9 + 2.3
x 10" way 2.1 + 1.3 x 10" lalallsiofiadans
adRU el B. subtilis lelwian LPDD3-2
AU150LA3YLAUTAUUDINT PDA WANATS
wiuulnlun aledu waalna uthdnig way
wHedrilng TnefiuSinandowifu 8.6 + 1.3 x
10°, 6.7 + 2.1 x 10°, 8.6 £ 2.1 x 10°, 83 +
2.7x 10" uag 8.1 2.0 x 10° lalailsieliadans
audITU Jeumnenennsadnesnaditeddnds
(P< 0.01) fiuyAAIUAY karNIATYHRUlnYes
B. subtilis lolgan SM1 fuwildudninlu
B. subtilis lolgian LPDD3-2 uay
B. amyloliquefaciens loluan PT7 d@iulu
ansmnutlaauls uueitiFeufiineis 3 lolaan
widuTaldontign (Table 1) fistinsiadny
dulafupndnaiu esanuueiifeufing
Fundsnuanuvasenfueu 1 uazsine s
14 9 (Jacoby et al., 2017) wassuauluig)
gnldlumsdauneimnannim efeUsednanm
voeUAsenuunuedsunteluigad ves
WUNEITITIA Tnslindsnuanansilédan
nsgevaaglunisaiiasiuanavunalg
MIAAANITASNEILAN 9 VOUTAE LIaAT
ansaasgAvlale (Kohl et al., 2019) uay
uansnafuluduegfusnunsvosundsinie
A1sven Aduduvesasildsu uay
UszdnSnmvaawuaiseuflng (Egli, 2015)
Tngangnsldiuulnlu Grednegqdunsd
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(Rakian et al., 2018) L Uuumasvemdsnuuay  Bacillus spp. 3un Lazanwuylaladuananeii

9113 ansaundevadvesqiunidaly  lagdnvazvedaladuuafiseujindilvuin
AavanURnivsaseauulnlud (Ting et al,  ngfiu diewSeudieuivgnaiuauildssezin

2010) vhlimsiuUsinavewuafiseujing  Tun1sasaydulauiunds (Fisure 1)

Table1 Growth of antagonistic bacteria on the PDA media containing various carriers

Number of viable Bacillus spp. (cfu/ml)

Carriers B. amyloliquefaciens

B. subtilis (SM1)  B. subtilis (LPDD3-2)

(PTT)

control PDA
bentonite
kaolin

lactose
modified starch
rice starch
cassava starch

corn starch

57+28x10 e
59 +23x 10" a
85+20x10"b
55+21x%x10° ¢
57+15x10 e
89+23x10°b
7.6+ 1.0 x 10° d
9.4 +24x10°b

97 +24x 10" ¢
86+ 13x10°a
67+21x%x10°a
86+21x10°a
42 + 13 x 10°d
83+27x10°a
76+ 1.0x10%b
81+20x10°a

22+24x10°f
21+13x10"a
32+21x10%e
1.7+1.0x 10°c
42+12x10°g
33+21x10°b
26 +1.1x10°d
1.6 +1.0x 10°c

T-test

*%

*%

*%

C.V. (%)

0.59

0.70

1.15

Means within the same column followed by the same letter are not significantly different ** There is
statistical different at P< 0.01 level by DMRT test

bentonite lactose rice starch

control

Figure 1 Growth of antagonistic bacteria, Bacillus subtilis (SM1) on the PDA media
containing bentonite, lactose and rice starch compared to control



@ 9. WANNSSUNISINUAS 4(1):102-113
J. Agri. Prod. 2022

KAYBENTNHENSWT3 YR Rigidoporus
microporus

8113 PDA finauansnutls, uanlag uay
wulnlui ldaasunisasgivlnveadule
Wo31 R microporus Bslsiuanssanyarmuns
dauansmudeiauls wazialodu fnaliden
R microporus WigydulsnnTiung InetaSeyiule

Y o

Pigaluansnudadauds fie 5.10 wumiumg

uwnninaneadegnafiteddab (P< 0.01) e
\Wisuifisuiugamugu (Table 2) uenani
Hvenuhnslteadue (alginate) wazudlsimlng
liduasunisiadaivlnvenduledon
(Pereira and Roberts, 1991) vaugiinisldutls
Sudznds ldladaasunisiasyAvlnves
e liiiutu yafinsadeades Fud
Wesrolsaludia (kwoseh et al., 2012)

Table 2 Mycelial growth of Rigidoporus microporus on the PDA media containing various

carriers
Carriers Mycelium growth of R. microporus (cm.)

bentonite 6.90 +0.17 a
kaolin 6.23 +0.25 b
lactose 6.93+0.12a
modified starch 5.10 £ 0.10 ¢
rice starch 7.00 +£0.00 a
cassava starch 7.00 £ 0.00 a
corn starch 7.00 +£0.00 a
control (PDA) 7.00 £ 0.00 a
F-test *x

CV. (%) 0.68

Means within the same column followed by the same letter are not significantly different ** There is

statistical different at P< 0.01 level by DMRT test

NAYBIAITNIABUTLANSATIWYDY Bacillus
subtilis wag Bacillus amyloliquefaciens
114m5€1'u§'€ L?d}’ai’l Rigidoporus microporus

wuATISeUfUne Bacillus spp. 71 3 Telmam
(B. subtilis lolegian SM1 LPDD3-2 uag
B. amyloliquefaciens lolsian PT7) @w1sa
Fudsnmsiasarenduleiosn R microporus
197 Tnswuaseuiing 8. subtilis lolaan
SM1 uag LPDD3-2 awisndudaldfiiian
VU813 PDA finamanstuuTnlust Inedudld

Wiy 71.10 way 69.68 Weosidud auaau
vued B. amyloliquefaciens lolgian PT7
annsadudinsiadyvenduledeslaiuy
91915 PDA fiauanswuulnlug, udsdnadn,
uilsfudends wazutedalng Tnedudsly
Winfu 60.49 63.57 62.51 uag 63.41 Wosldun
AUARU drunsitasnuteaunys wuandl
Wosiduimasududondesitan Jauueiide
Uftnusta 3 lelaan annsadudaies
R. microporus lAuANA19N19@D A Y195



'
v a

d1Auds (P< 0.01) wilewUSeuLiiguny

<

e
yamuAn (Table 3) Tnodnuuzvenissuds
\Te51 R microporus dunsldainuuaiise
Utnsiasnydulnlaftuluewns PDA fina
arsnn vlikuszansaanlunissudutos
sty delUdsuifisuiuetms PDA
othaien lwvasidiledesnasyiulnlites
(Figure 2) meiedifusnmstiudsiunnsneiu
Juogiuusraninmosuunideufiing uas
KaedEsIN Lesanatsnussaviveing
WinUsyansam wietelunnasydulaves
AuV3d UYlnduunaeteIns wasyae
Uosiuadvesqdunsd (Jayasudha et al.,
2017) uennidasduasuuszansamues
wuafiSeufiing dedunsldiannimaaeuide

NALAISNIAUDINIS PDA Tnalvikumafiise
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UfUnY Bacillus spp. laasidudnséiuds
a £ & P = ~ )
Ngetune 3 leloan WewSeudieuiunis
aaaulue11Ns PDA 98194587 VaUENENSWIN
7 sialdduasulinisiasyvenduluide
R. microporus WNT Usnantn1iAnuILIa
Y] gj 7 1 a a a fal 1
Fufananann wuafiseufindiinsvanlase
asnazanstnazunszuinlUlue1ms laeans
idpsoanu wiu fengycin, iturin wazsurfactin
2 v = A L v &
Wusu Fatignslunisses e (Rangel,
2013) yilme s anuisasginlndnisli
a 1 a a 2 o Y a
ansaasgrunuaiseluls vinldusinm
Uaneidulevessenyanageuianuazinuni
Toetdulednas wazliaiunsawdsdsalula
(Moore et al., 2003) Y1UEIDRAMLNANSNAAB
nAINIEYEIa 73U w@uleiies R microporus

danslilanunsaasaivladeluls

Table 3 Percentage of Rigidoporus microporus mycelial inhibition by Bacillus subtilis
and Bacillus amyloliquefaciens antagonistic bacteria on the PDA media
containing various carriers

Percentage of R. microporus mycelium inhibition

Carriers B. subtilis B. subtilis  B. amyloliquefaciens
(SM1) (LPDD3-2) (PTT)
bentonite 7110+ 095a 69.68 + 057 a 60.49 + 0.65 a
kaolin 5433 + 1.00 e 50.80 + 0.49 d 4731 +1.00 b
lactose 6891 £ 0.65b 64.79 £ 0.59 c 46.42 + 0.53 b
modified starch 4579 £+ 0.68f 4314 + 098 f 41.62 + 0.73 ¢
rice starch 68.61 +1.00b 6577 +0.63Db 63.57 £ 0.69 a
cassava starch 68.76 + 0.66 b 66.85+0.56 b 62.51 +0.78 a
corn starch 67.23 +0.87c 6530+ 0.38b 63.41 + 0.53 a
control PDA+Bacillus spp.  56.07 +0.41d 4643 +0.13 e 39.29 +0.21d
control PDA 0.00 0.00 0.00
C.V. (%) 0.12 0.08 0.09

Means within the same column followed by the same letter are not significantly different ** There is

statistical different at P< 0.01 level by DMRT test
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Control PDA PDA (SM1)

PDA+bentonite

PDA+bentonite (SM1) PDA+bentonite (LPDD3-2)

PDA+bentonite (PT7)

Figure 2 The efficacy of antagonistic bacteria for suppression the mycelial growth of

Rigidoporus microporus on the PDA media containing bentonite at 7 days

d3UNan15238

nsldansnuulnlud dawalinisiaiey
voadouuafiieufiinvia 3 lolwan Téun
B. subtilis lalgtan SM1, LPDD3-2 way
B. amyloliquefaciens lolgian PT7 GRGLLSE
wanenasadfes1eituddnde (P< 0.01)
SewFeuitsuivyaniuau Tnefiuuionde
wnNnIamIuaN 10-10° lalatlieliadans
wazuevadtalailvetu lnsame 8. subtilis
lelowan sM1 msiaseiulnvenduleidos
R. microporusium‘vi’]i PDA maumiwmﬂﬁnﬁm
lishennyanauay enviu ialeduuasulinus
yauzfansmynaialagtanzaswuulnlug
lssvavsnmnssudafivduecnadifod iy
ynsadiAs iewieuiunenunu eniu 8 subtilis
Tolotan SM1 Uu©IS PDA WaulAloduy
ae9lsfinu 81913 PDA wamuulnlusi vili

B. subtilis lalawan SM1 anansadudaduly
We3189gnde 71.10 wWesidud nsfnwdl
Falulselegtdmsunsimuwuaiiseuftng
2 N v A

Ui nuaulsasINYIYeIeans

nnAnssuUIENA

uATeilFSunsatuayuanauday
Jwdadumalula8@animinues d1inau
UAANTENTN NIENTNMIQAUAN Inenenans
WYLATWIANTTN LATNUDANLUIIUITLINN
dinnuNITeuriend () anelalasans
N13AUANLIATINY1IVOE1INT1LAEHITT
SWAUNTIANSAU VeveuAMUNARINENGY
WINYIRUAVAIUATUNS LaENARIYILIANTTY
MSNBATLAZNNTINNT AN TNEINTETTUYRA
UMY ITYAVAUATUNS
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