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Introduction
Tomato (Solanum lycopersicum L.) is the second most important 

vegetable crop worldwide after potato based on grown areas [1]. In 
Tunisia, it is a strategic and an economically relevant crop. However, 
this crop is still threatened by serious wilting and root-rotting pathogens 
both in greenhouse and open-field growing systems [2,3]. The most 
widely grown tomato cultivars were susceptible to soilborne infections 
and especially to Rhizoctonia Root Rot disease caused by Rhizoctonia 
solani (Kühn). This pathogen is mostly known as a damping-off agent 
but is also responsible for collar and root rots and eventual death of 
severely diseased plants leading to significant crop yield loss [4-6].

Efficient disease control is difficult due to the various host range of 
the causative agent, the persistence of its resting structure (sclerotia) 
in soil, the lack of genetic resistance and to the limited efficacy of 
chemical fungicides [7]. Such issues have focalized research efforts 
on development of environmentally safe, long lasting and effective 
alternatives such as biological control [8].

Several biocontrol agents (BCAs) were reported to be effective in 
the bio-suppression of R. solani on various crops. The most efficient 
bacterial agents used for the biomanagement of Rhizoctonia Root Rot 
disease belonged mainly to the genera Bacillus [9-12], Pseudomonas [6], 
Enterobacter [13], Serratia [14], Burkholderia [12,15] and Streptomyces 
[16]. 

Among the group of BCAs, plant growth promoting rhizobacteria 
(or PGPR) have been widely used for the bio-suppression of various 
soilborne diseases [17]. In fact, PGPR strains can display disease-

suppressive effects against various crown, root and foliar diseases 
through direct inhibition of target pathogens or indirectly via the 
induction of systemic resistance (ISR) which is active throughout the 
entire plant [18-20]. PGPR-treated plants showed enhanced emergence 
potential and increased vegetative and root growth [17,21,22]. 

In our previous studies, a collection of 25 rhizobacterial isolates, 
obtained from rhizospheric soils collected around healthy tomato 
plants and belonging to Bacillus, Chryseobacterium, Enterobacter, and 
Klebsiella genera, was morphologically, biochemically, molecularly, 
and metabolically characterized [23] and screened for its capacity to 
suppress Sclerotinia sclerotiorum in vitro and in vivo. Interesting results 
were obtained where these isolates had significantly protected tomato 
plants from Sclerotinia Stem Rot disease and enhanced growth of 
pathogen-inoculated plants [24]. In the current investigation, the same 
collection of isolates will be assessed for its antifungal potential against 
R. solani mycelial growth and its capacity to suppress Rhizoctonia Root 
Rot disease and to enhance growth of infected plants.
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Materials and Methods
Tomato cultivar and growth conditions

Tomato plants cv. Rio Grande seedlings were used for all in vivo 
bioassays. Seeds were disinfected with 5% sodium hypochlorite during 
2 min, rinsed thrice with sterile distilled water (SDW) and air-dried. 
They were sown in disinfected alveolus plates and maintained under 
greenhouse conditions (30 ± 4°C; 13/11 h light/dark photoperiod). 
Seedlings were regularly watered to avoid water stress. 

Pathogen origin and growth conditions

R. solani isolate used in the present study was originally isolated 
from tomato plants exhibiting severe Rhizoctonia Root Rot infection. 
Pathogen cultures were gratefully provided by the Laboratory of Plant 
Pathology at the Regional Centre of Research on Horticulture and 
Organic Agriculture of Chott-Mariem, Tunisia. Pathogen was grown 
onto Potato Dextrose Agar (PDA) medium amended with streptomycin 
sulfate (300 mg/L w/v) and incubated at 25°C for 5 days before use.

Rhizobacterial collection tested and growth conditions 

The 25 bacterial isolates used in the current study were originally 
recovered from the rhizospheric soils of apparently healthy and 
vigorous tomato plants grown in various infested tomato fields. They 
were identified using morphological, biochemical and molecular 
tools. They were also characterized for antibiotic producing ability 
(Bacillomycin D and fengycin A) and PGPR traits such as IAA 
detection, siderophore production, phosphate solubilization. Their 
main traits were previously detailed [23]. 

Rhizobacterial stock cultures were stored at -20°C in Luria Bertani 
(LB) broth amended with 15% glycerol. Bacterial cultures used for the 
different tests were previously grown for 48 h onto Nutrient Agar (NA) 
and incubated at 28°C. 

Suspensions of bacterial cells used for plant challenge were 
prepared as previously described and adjusted to approximately 108 
cells/mL using an haemocytometer [24].

Screening of the antifungal potential of tomato-associated 
rhizobacteria against Rhizoctonia solani

The antifungal activity of the 25 rhizobacterial isolates against R. 
solani was screened in vitro using dual culture and distance culture 
bioassays for elucidating the suppressive effects of their diffusible and 
volatile compounds, respectively.

Dual culture assay

R. solani 5 day-old cultures were used for this bioassay. Agar plugs 
(5 mm in diameter) were cut using a sterile cork borer and placed at 
one side of a Petri plate (9 cm in diameter) containing PDA medium. 
At the opposite side, 10 μL of a bacterial cell suspension (108 cells/
mL) were dropped into a well (5 mm in diameter) performed using 
sterile cork borer in Petri plates containing PDA. Control plates 
were challenged with pathogen plugs and bacterial suspension was 
replaced by a same volume of SDW. Plates were maintained at 25°C 
for 5 days. Three plates were used per each individual treatment. The 
diameter of pathogen colony and the inhibition zone were measured 
and the percentage of inhibition of pathogen growth was calculated as 
previously described [23]. 

Distance culture assay

Antifungal activity of volatile metabolites of the tomato-associated 

rhizobacteria against R. solani was assessed using the distance culture 
assay also known as the sealed plate method. For this test, 10 µL of 48 
h-old bacterial culture adjusted to 108 cells/mL were dropped into wells 
(5 mm in diameter) performed using sterile cork borer in Petri plates 
containing NA medium. A second PDA Petri plate was challenged with 
pathogen plug only (5 mm in diameter). Both half plates were wrapped 
together with parafilm to seal in the bacterial volatile compounds. For 
control plates, pathogen-challenged half plate was inverted over a half 
one containing NA only. The paired plates were incubated at 25°C for 
5 days. Three plates were used per each individual treatment. After 
the incubation period, the diameter of pathogen colony was measured 
and the percentage of growth inhibition was calculated as previously 
described [24].

Assessment of Rhizoctonia Root Rot-suppressive and plant 
growth-promoting abilities 

The ability of the 25 rhizobacterial isolates to limit the in vivo 
expression of R. solani and to enhance plant growth was screened 
based on pot experiments maintained under greenhouse conditions. 
Rhizobacteria and pathogen cultures were prepared as described 
above. Tomato cv. Rio Grande seedlings (at the two-true-leaf growth 
stage), grown in alveolus plates, were watered at the collar level with 30 
mL of a suspension of bacterial cells (adjusted to 108 cells/mL). Seven 
days post bacterial treatment, 30 mL of R. solani inoculum (mycelial 
fragments) were poured at the same level to each seedling. Control 
seedlings were watered with SDW only. One day post pathogen 
challenge, seedlings were transplanted into pots (16 cm in diameter) 
filled with peat previously infected with 40 ml of fungal inoculum. A 
reminder bacterial treatment was performed 24 h post-transplanting 
[24]. Overall, the bioassay included a positive control (pathogen-
free and rhizobacteria-free seedlings), a negative control (R. solani-
inoculated and untreated seedlings) and 25 treatments consisting of 
tomato seedlings pathogen-challenged and individually treated with 
the tested 25 rhizobacterial isolates.

Two months after transplanting, tomato plants were uprooted and 
washed for eliminating the adhering peat. Three growth parameters 
(plant height and aerial parts and roots fresh weights) were recorded. 
Disease severity on collars and roots was estimated based on a 0-5 scale 
depending on root browning extent on the whole root system where: 
0 = no symptom, 1 = 0-25% of root browning, 2 = 26-50% of root 
browning, 3 = 51-75% of root browning, 4 = 76-100% of root browning, 
and 5= plant death [24]. Disease incidence was also calculated for each 
individual treatment by dividing the number of symptomatic plants 
over the total number of plants.

Statistical analysis

The results were subjected to one-way analysis of variance and 
means separations were carried out using the Duncan’s Multiple Range 
test at P ≤ 0.05. ANOVA was performed using SPSS version 16.0. 
Experiments were conducted according to a completely randomized 
design both for the in vitro (26 individual treatments, 3 replications) 
and the in vivo trials (27 individual treatments, 5 replications). 
Correlation analyses between Rhizoctonia Root Rot severity and 
plant growth parameters were carried out using Pearson’s correlation 
analysis at P ≤ 0.05.

Results
Antifungal activity of diffusible metabolites from tomato-
associated rhizobacteria toward R. solani

ANOVA analysis indicated that the diameter of R. solani colony, 
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noted after 5 days of incubation at 25°C, depended significantly (at P 
≤ 0.05) upon bacterial treatments tested. In fact, data given in Table 
1 showed that all the 25 rhizobacterial isolates had significantly (at 
P ≤ 0.05) lowered pathogen mycelial growth over the control. The 
percentage of growth reduction, versus the untreated control, varied 
between 34.44 and 59.26% depending on isolates and exceeded 40% 
using 18 isolates out of the 25 tested. 

B. thuringiensis B2 (KU158884), B. subtilis B10 (KT921327), E. 
cloacae B16 (KT921429) (Figure 1) and B. subtilis B6 (KT921427) 
isolates were found to be the most active in inhibiting R. solani radial 
growth by 48.89-59.26%. 

This assay also showed that some tested rhizobacterial isolates led 
to the formation of inhibition zones when dual cultured with R. solani. 

Dimension of this zone ranged between 3 and 10.3 mm depending on 
isolates and was more than 5 mm when R. solani was dual-cultured with 
13 out of the 25 isolates tested (Table 1). The largest inhibition zones, 
of about 8.3-10.3 mm, were induced by E. cloacae B16 (KT921429), B. 
subtilis (B14), and B. megaterium B24 (KT923048). 

Antifungal activity of volatile metabolites from tomato-
associated rhizobacteria toward R. solani

Data analysis revealed that the diameter of pathogen colony, 
recorded after 5 days of incubation at 25°C, varied significantly (P ≤ 
0.05) upon bacterial treatments tested. In fact, as shown in Table 1, R. 
solani growth was lowered by 18.52 to 45.37% over control due to the 
inhibitory effects of volatile metabolites released by the rhizobacterial 

Figure 1: Inhibition of Rhizoctonia solani mycelial growth induced by three tomato-associated rhizobacterial isolates noted after 5 
days of incubation at 25°C as compared to the untreated control. 
str. B2: Bacillus thuringiensis (KU158884); str. B10: B. subtilis (KT921327); str. B16: Enterobacter cloacae (KT921429).

str. B2: Bacillus thuringiensis (KU158884); str. B10: B. subtilis (KT921327); str. B16: Enterobacter cloacae (KT921429).

Figure 1: Inhibition of Rhizoctonia solani mycelial growth induced by three tomato-associated rhizobacterial isolates noted after 5 days of incubation at 25°C as 
compared to the untreated control. 

Bacterial treatment Isolate
Diffusible metabolites Volatile metabolites

Colony diameter Growth Inhibition 
(%)

Inhibition zone Colony diameter Growth Inhibition 
(%)(mm) (mm) (mm)

Bacillus megaterium B1 51.0bc 43.34 3.3cd 54.67fg 39.26
B. thuringiensis B2 36.67d 59.26 5.3abc 50.0g 44.44

Enterobacter cloacae B3 49.5bc 45 4.7bcd 57.5defg 36.11
E. cloacae B4 53.67bc 40.37 4.0bcd 62.83bcdef 30.18

B. megaterium B5 52.83bc 41.3 4.7cd 66.83bcde 25.74
B.  subtilis B6 46.0cd 48.89 3.3bcd 56.67defg 37.03

B. amyloliquefaciens B7 50.0bc 44.44 4.0bcd 67.5bcd 25
B.  subtilis B8 48.33bc 46.3 4.3bcd 64.17bcdef 28.7

B. amyloliquefaciens B9 59.0b 34.44 6.0abc 60.33cdef 32.96
B.  subtilis B10 36.67d 59.26 5.7abc 49.17g 45.37

Chryseobacterium jejuense B11 52.0bc 42.22 5.3abc 64.5bcdef 28.34
Klebsiella pneumoniae B12 50.5bc 43.89 3.3cd 63.5bcdef 29.44
B. amyloliquefaciens B13 48.83bc 45.74 5.0bcd 63.33bcdef 29.63

B.  subtilis B14 56.17bc 37.6 9.0bc 60.83cdef 32.4
B. amyloliquefaciens B15 56.83bc 36.85 6.0abc 62.0cdef 31.11

E. cloacae B16 37.0d 58.89 10.3a 49.17g 45.37
B.  subtilis B17 58.83b 34.63 4.0bcd 60.5cdef 32.78

B. amyloliquefaciens B18 56.0bc 37.78 7.0abc 69.17bc 23.15
B.  subtilis B19 53.83bc 40.19 6.7abc 55.83efg 37.96
B.  subtilis B20 50.83bc 43.52 4.0bcd 62.67bcfef 30.37

B. amyloliquefaciens B21 50.33bc 44.07 7.3abc 73.33b 18.52
B. amyloliquefaciens B22 51.0bc 43.34 6.0abc 63.83bcdef 29.07

B. thuringiensis B23 58.33b 35.19 4.7bcd 65.0bcdef 27.78
B. megaterium B24 54.17bc 39.81 8.3abc 65.0bcdef 27.78

B.  subtilis B25 53.67bc 40.37 3.0cd 63.83bcdef 29.07
Untreated control 90.0a 0 0.0d 90.0a 0

Table 1: Effects of diffusible and volatile metabolites released by tomato-associated rhizobacteria against Rhizoctonia solani growth noted after 5 days of incubation at 
28°C. For each parameter, values followed by the same letter are not significantly different according to Duncan’s Multiple Range test (at P ≤ 0.05).
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isolates tested. Pathogen growth decrease exceeded 30% with 13 out of 
the 25 tested. Volatiles from E. cloacae B16 (KT921429), B. subtilis B10 
(KT921327), B. thuringiensis B2 (KU158884) and, at a lesser extent, 
those from B. megaterium B1 (KU168423), B. subtilis B19 (KT921430), 
and E. cloaceae B3 (KT923049) were the most effective against R. solani 
leading to 36-45% lower radial growth relative to control. 

Suppression of Rhizoctonia Root Rot disease using tomato-
associated rhizobacteria

Disease incidence, calculated 60 days post-transplanting and 
estimated based on the presence of typical root browning symptoms 
whatever their levels of extent, varied from 0 to 100% depending 
on bacterial isolates used for seedling treatments (Table 2). Higher 
disease incidence (100%) records seemed to be more associated to root 
browning indexes ranging between 1 and 2.4. 

Rhizoctonia Root Rot severity depended significantly (P ≤ 0.05) 
upon tested bacterial treatments. As shown in Table 2, this parameter 
ranged from 0 to 2.4 (using 0-5 scale) for all rhizobacteria-based 
treatments and these disease severity scores were significantly (P ≤ 
0.05) lower than that recorded on pathogen-challenged and untreated 
control plants (disease index 4.6). 

It should be highlighted that disease index values did not exceed 1 
on tomato plants treated with 19 rhizobacterial isolates and were less 
than 0.5 with 13 out of the 25 tested indicating approximately total 

suppression of disease development. Moreover, compared to R. solani-
inoculated and untreated control, 21 out of the 25 tested isolates led 
to more than 70% decrease in disease severity and this percent ranged 
between 47 and 53% for the four remaining ones (Table 2). These 
results demonstrated the capacity of the rhizobacterial collection tested 
to decrease Rhizoctonia Root Rot development and severity.

It should be mentioned that, interestingly, isolates B. thuringiensis 
B2 (KU158884), B. subtilis B8 (KU158885), B. subtilis B10 (KT921327), 
E. cloacae B16 (KT921429), and B. amyloliquefaciens B21 (KT923047) 
had totally suppressed Rhizoctonia Root Rot disease. Furthermore, 
treatments of R. solani-inoculated plants using B. megaterium B1 
(KU168423) and B5 (KT923054), E. cloacae B3 (KT923049) and 
B4 (KT923050), B. subtilis B6 (KT921427), B14 (KU161090), B17 
(KT923055), and B19 (KT921430), B. thuringiensis B23 (KT923056), 
B. amyloliquefaciens B7 (KT921428) and B15 (KT923051) had 
significantly limited Rhizoctonia Root Rot severity by 86-96% relative 
to pathogen-inoculated and untreated control. K. pneumoniae B12 
(KT921328) and C. jejuense B11 (KU158886) lowered disease severity 
by 73 and 83%, respectively, if compared to R. solani-inoculated and 
untreated control (Table 2). 

These results indicate that this collection of native tomato-
associated rhizobacteria exhibited variable and strong disease 
suppressive abilities.

Bacterial treatment Isolate Disease 
Incidence (%) Disease severity

Root fresh weight
Aerial part fresh weight (g)

Plant height
(g) (cm)

Bacillus megaterium B1 40 0.4fgh (91.30)1 9ab (84.44)2 20.4cd (53.93)2 56bcdef (72.5)2

B. thuringiensis B2 0 0.0h (100.0) 10.2a (86.27) 25.4ab (62.99) 63ab (75.56)
Enterobacter cloacae B3 60 0.6efgh (86.95) 5.3defghi (73.58) 15.8efgh (40.51) 46ghij (66.53)

E. cloacae B4 60 0.2gh (95.65) 5.5defghi (72.55) 18.1cdefgh (48.06) 50defghi (69.2)
B. megaterium B5 40 0.4fgh (91.30) 4.8ghijk (70.83) 17.1defgh (45.02) 52defg (70.39)

B. subtilis B6 20 0.6efgh (86.95) 5.1fghij (74.55) 15.7fgh (40.12) 53cdefg (70.94)
B. amyloliquefaciens B7 60 0.6efgh (86.95) 5.4defghi (74.07) 16.8defgh (44.04) 49efghij (68.57)

B. subtilis B8 0 0.0h (100.0) 6.7cde (79.10) 22.3bc (57.85) 58abcd (73.45)
B. amyloliquefaciens B9 100 1ef (78.26) 5fghij (72.0) 18.5cdefg (49.18) 52defg (70.38)

B. subtilis B10 0 0.0h (100.0) 9.6a (85.42) 26ab (63.84) 61abc (74.75)
Chryseobacterium jejuense B11 60 0.8efg (82.61) 5.5defghi (74.55) 18.5cdefg (49.19) 52defg (70.38)

Klebsiella pneumoniae B12 100 1.2de (73.91) 6.5cdef (78.46) 18.2cdefgh (48.35) 56bcdef (72.5)
B. amyloliquefaciens B13 100 2.4bc (47.82) 3.4klm (58.82) 14.4ghi (34.72) 43hij (64.18)

B. subtilis B14 40 0.4fgh (91.30) 4.4hijkl (68.18) 17.8cdefgh (47.19) 48fghij (67.92)
B. amyloliquefaciens B15 20 0.2gh (95.65) 7.8bc (82.05) 21cd (55.23) 55bcdef (72.0)

E. cloacae B16 0 0.0h (100.0) 10a (86.0) 28.7a (67.25) 65a (76.31)
B. subtilis B17 20 0.2gh (95.65) 5.1efghij (72.55) 18.9cdef (50.26) 51defgh (69.80)

B. amyloliquefaciens B18 100 2.2bc (52.17) 3.6jklm (61.11) 9.3k (-1.07) 42ij (63.33)
B. subtilis B19 60 0.4fgh (91.30) 6.4cdefg (78.12) 18.9cdef (50.26) 55bcdef (72.0)
B. subtilis B20 100 1.8cd (60.87) 4.2hijkl (66.67) 10jk (6.0) 46ghij (66.52)

B. amyloliquefaciens B21 0 0.0h (100.0) 6.8cd (79.41) 20.3cde (53.67) 58abcd (73.45)
B. amyloliquefaciens B22 100 2.4bc (47.83) 3lm (53.33) 11ijk (14.55) 42ij (63.33)

B. thuringiensis B23 60 0.4fgh (91.30) 5.8defgh (75.86) 19.7cdef (52.29) 57bcde (72.98)
B. megaterium B24 80 0.8efg (82.61) 4.1ijkl (65.85) 17.9cdefgh (47.48) 54cdefg (71.48)

B. subtilis B25 100 2.4bc (47.83) 2.3mn (39.13) 19.9cdef (52.76) 41j (62.44)
Untreated control - 40 0.4fgh (91.30) 2.9lm (51.73) 13.8hij (31.88) 32k (51.87)

R. solani- inoculated control - 100 4.6a 1.4n (0) 9.4k (0.0) 15.4l (0)

Table 2: Effects of tomato-associated rhizobacteria on incidence and severity of Rhizoctonia Root Rot disease and growth of tomato plants noted 60 days post-planting.
Rhizoctonia Root Rot severity was assessed using a 0-5 scale where: 0=no symptom; 1= 0-25% of root browning; 2= 26 % - 50% of root browning; 3= 51% - 75% of root 
browning; 4= 76% - 100% of root browning and 5= 100% of root browning [24]. 
1: Values in parenthesis indicate the percentage (in %) of decrease in disease severity as compared to R. solani- inoculated and untreated control plants.
2: Values in parenthesis indicate the percentage (in %) of increase in plant growth parameters as compared to R. solani- inoculated and untreated control plants.
For each parameter, values followed by the same letter are not significantly different according to Duncan’s Multiple Range test (at P ≤ 0.05).
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Improvement of growth of R. solani-inoculated tomato plants 
using tomato-associated rhizobacteria

The 25 bacterial isolates, naturally associated to tomato, were 
screened for their plant growth-promoting effects based on various 
growth parameters and their data were compared to those of the 
untreated control plants (R. solani-inoculated or disease-free controls). 
ANOVA analysis indicated that the plant height and the aerial parts 
and roots fresh weights depended significantly (P ≤ 0.05) upon tested 
bacterial treatments. Their comparative abilities to promote growth of 
above- and below-ground plant parts were detailed below.

Plant height increase

All the rhizobacterial isolates had significantly (P ≤ 0.05) 
augmented the plant height of R. solani-inoculated and treated plants 
over the inoculated and untreated ones (Table 2). This increase ranged 
between 62.44 and 76.31% and exceeded 70% using 15 out of the 25 
isolates tested.

The highest plant height increments, of about 73-76% compared 
to the inoculated and untreated control, were recorded on pathogen-
inoculated plants treated with E. cloacae B16 (KT921429), B. 
thuringiensis B2 (KU158884), B. subtilis B10 (KT921327) and B8 
(KU158885), and B. amyloliquefaciens B21 (KT923047). Moreover, 
treatments of tomato plants using these four isolates led to significant 
enhancement of their plant height by 51, 49, 47, and 45%, respectively, 
compared to disease-free and untreated control (Table 2). 

Aerial parts fresh weight increase

Data given in Table 2 showed that plant treatment with the majority 
of tested isolates, excluding two isolates of B. amyloliquefaciens 
namely B18 (KT923052) and B22 (KT923053) and one isolate of B. 
subtilis B20 (KT921431), led to significant (P ≤ 0.05) increase in the 
aerial parts fresh weight relative to R. solani-inoculated and untreated 
control. Enhancements recorded in the aerial parts fresh weight ranged 
between 34.72 and 67.25% depending on tested bacterial treatments 
and exceeded 50 and 60% using 11 and 3 isolates out of the 25 tested, 
respectively. 

Based on their capacity to increase the aerial part growth of tomato 
plants already infected with R. solani, E. cloacae B16 (KT921429), B. 
subtilis B10 (KT921327), and B. thuringiensis B2 (KU158884) were 

found to be the most promising PGPR candidates generating 67.25, 
63.84, and 62.99% increase in this parameter over the inoculated 
control, respectively. Moreover, increments in the fresh weight of the 
aerial parts allowed by these isolates were significantly higher than that 
recorded on pathogen-free and untreated control plants. 

Plants treated with E. cloacae B16 (KT921429), B. subtilis B10 
(KT921327), and B. thuringiensis B2 (KU158884) showed significant 
increments in the aerial parts growth by 52, 47, and 46%, respectively, 
compared to disease-free control and untreated control (Table 2). 

Roots fresh weight increase

Data presented in Table 2 revealed that the majority of the tested 
isolates, excepting B. subtilis B25 (KU161091), had significantly (P ≤ 
0.05) improved root development. In fact, root fresh weight increment, 
compared to pathogen-inoculated and untreated control plants, 
ranged from 53.33 to 86.27% depending on tested bacterial treatments 
and reached up to 70% using 18 isolates. 

The greatest root growth-promoting effects, expressed by more 
than 84% increase in the root fresh weight, were obtained using 
B. thuringiensis B2 (KU158884), E. cloacae B16 (KT921429), B. 
megaterium B1 (KU168423), and B. subtilis B10 (KT921327) (Figure 
2). Furthermore, plants infected with R. solani and treated with these 
four isolates exhibited 68-71% significantly higher root growth relative 
to pathogen-free and untreated control ones. This indicates that these 
tomato-associated bacterial isolates have additionally bio-fertilizing 
benefits. 

Correlation between Rhizoctonia Root Rot severity and plant 
growth parameters

Pearson’s correlation analysis demonstrated that plant height 
was significantly and negatively related to root browning index (r = 
-0.773; P = 4.9843 E-28) indicating that increased disease severity led 
to plant stunting if compared to pathogen-free control ones. Similar 
correlations were noted between the fresh weights of the aerial parts (r 
= -0.608; P = 5.5636 E-15) and roots (r = -0.675; P = 2.8624 E-19) and 
disease severity.

This analysis indicated that the lowered Rhizoctonia Root 
Rot severity on tomato plants, allowed using rhizobacteria-based 
treatments, was linked to the registered growth promotion. 

Figure 2: Suppression of Rhizoctonia Root Rot severity and increased root growth in tomato cv. Rio Grande achieved using three 
tomato-associated rhizobacterial isolates compared to R. solani-inoculated control and to disease-free untreated control noted 60 
days post-transplanting. 
str. B2: Bacillus thuringiensis (KU158884); str. B10: B. subtilis (KT921327); str. B16: Enterobacter cloacae (KT921429).

str. B2: Bacillus thuringiensis (KU158884); str. B10: B. subtilis (KT921327); str. B16: Enterobacter cloacae (KT921429).

Figure 2: Suppression of Rhizoctonia Root Rot severity and increased root growth in tomato cv. Rio Grande achieved using three tomato-associated rhizobacterial 
isolates compared to R. solani-inoculated control and to disease-free untreated control noted 60 days post-transplanting. 



Citation: Abdeljalil NOB, Vallance J, Gerbore J, Bruez E, Martins G, et al. (2016) Biocontrol of Rhizoctonia Root Rot in Tomato and Enhancement of 
Plant Growth using Rhizobacteria Naturally associated to Tomato. J Plant Pathol Microbiol 7: 356. doi:10.4172/2157-7471.1000356

Page 6 of 8

Volume 7 • Issue 6 • 1000356
J Plant Pathol Microbiol
ISSN: 2157-7471 JPPM, an open access journal 

Discussion 
Recently, rhizobacteria have gained more attention because of their 

successful ability to colonize roots and to the broad spectrum of their 
metabolites involved in disease biocontrol and/or growth enhancement 
such as antibiotics, lytic enzymes, siderophore, and phytohormones 
[17,25-27]. In the present study, 25 rhizobacterial isolates, naturally 
associated to tomato plants and recovered from rhizospheric soils 
removed from tomato-producing sites Tunisia, were assessed against R. 
solani. This same rhizobacteria collection was previously tested and was 
shown able to inhibit S. sclerotiorum mycelial growth and myceliogenic 
germination of its sclerotia, to suppress Sclerotinia Stem Rot disease 
and to improve tomato growth [24].

Based on in vitro findings, diffusible and volatile metabolites from 
tested rhizobacterial isolates displayed antifungal activity against R. 
solani where B. thuringiensis B2, B. subtilis B6, B. subtilis B10, and E. 
cloacae B16 (KT921429) were found to be the most bioactive agents 
based on both dual and distance culture assays. According to Adesina 
et al. [28], the root-associated bacteria have an antagonistic potential 
towards Rhizoctonia spp. In fact, used as whole cell suspensions or cell-
free culture filtrates, they displayed suppressive effects against root rot 
disease of tomato caused by R. solani. Bacillus spp. have been reported 
as effective biocontrol agents against R. solani in several other studies 
[10,29-31]. These findings are also in agreement with previous studies 
reporting the capacity of B. subtilis and B. amyloliquefaciens to control 
various fungal plant pathogens including R. solani using diffusible and/
or volatile metabolites [32-36].

Antibiotic production by bacterial antagonists is an essential 
component in the biological control of fungal phytopathogens [37] and 
cyclic lipopeptide antibiotics, in particular, are able to suppress various 
phytopathogenic fungi including R. solani [38,39]. This antibiotic 
production ability within Bacillus spp. and their extensive uses as 
biocontrol agents have been reported in many reviews [40,41]. In fact, 
B. subtilis and B. thuringiensis synthesized at least five lipopeptide 
antibiotics including bacillomycin [10,42]. However, Mandal et al. 
[43] demonstrated that E. cloacae can produce kurstakin, iturin, 
surfactin and fengycin probably involved in its antifungal activity 
displayed toward R. solani. In fact, E. cloacae isolates tested in the 
current investigation were previously demonstrated able to produce 
fengycin A and/or bacillomycin D [23]. Chryseobacterium species 
were frequently encountered in soils and were effective against various 
soilborne pathogens [44,45]. However, their growth inhibitory effects 
vary depending on species and isolates. C. jejuense B11 used in the 
present work was previously found to be a bacillomycin D-producing 
agent [23]. However, in other studies [45,46], C. wanjuense KJ9C8 and 
Chryseobacterium species were found able to produce other antifungal 
compounds like hydrogen cyanide (or HCN) but not antibiotics.

The in vivo screening of the ability of the 25 rhizobacterial isolates 
to suppress Rhizoctonia Root Rot severity revealed that this bacterial 
collection contained interesting biocontrol agents. The most effective 
isolates allowing total disease suppression (i.e. having 0 as disease 
index) were B. thuringiensis B2, B. subtilis B10, E. cloacae B16, B. 
subtilis B8, and B. amyloliquefaciens B21. It should be highlighted 
that the isolates B2, B10 and B16 were previously found to be the 
most effective in suppressing Sclerotinia Stem Rot in tomato and in 
promoting plant growth [24]. Moreover, in the present investigation, B. 
subtilis B8 and B. amyloliquefaciens B21 isolates had totally suppressed 
Rhizoctonia Root Rot and, interestingly, had also enhanced by more 
than 70% the root fresh weight and plant height. However, in their in 
vitro screening, they had significantly decreased R. solani radial growth 

by 44-46 and 19-29%, relative to the untreated control, using dual and 
distance culture bioassays compared to 58-59 and 45% achieved using 
the three most effective isolates. These both isolates were previously 
shown to be fengycin A- and bacillomycin D-producing agents and 
also able to produce IAA and to solubilize phosphate [23]. Thus, these 
properties may explain their in vivo efficacy but further investigations 
are still required to elucidate their probable unknown features. Overall, 
all tested isolates were efficient in controlling Rhizoctonia Root Rot 
but with a varying degree. In fact, in our previous study, among 
the rhizobacterial isolates screened for detection of fengycin A and 
bacillomycin D biosynthesis genes, 20 were able to produce at least 
one of these antibiotics and 15 isolates were positive for both antibiotic 
biosynthesis genes [23]. This finding may explain the recorded disease 
suppression achieved using these isolates.

During the ten last years, several workers underlined the ability 
of bacterial isolates belonging mainly to Pseudomonas [6,47,48] and 
Bacillus genera [9-12,49,50] to control R. solani but to our knowledge, 
few reports are available on use of C. jejuense, E. cloacae and K. 
pneumoniae against this pathogen. Disease suppression achieved using 
Chryseobacterium B12 is in accordance with Krause et al. [44] findings 
where C gleum was shown to be a putative biocontrol agent able to 
suppress Rhizoctonia damping-off on several plants.

The current study clearly demonstrated that all treatments 
performed using the rhizobacterial isolates had significantly increased 
plant growth parameters i.e. plant height by 62-73%, aerial part fresh 
weight by 34-67%, and root fresh weight by 53-86%. Thus, these 
findings showed the additional growth-promoting effects exhibited 
by the rhizobacterial collection when challenged to tomato plants 
already infected with the pathogen. According to Ahmad et al. [51], 
an efficient biocontrol agent is generally equipped with several tools 
allowing both plant growth promotion and target pathogen inhibition 
due to their efficient root colonization, phytohormone production 
ability and nutrient competition. Regarding plant growth-promoting 
(PGP) properties characterizing this bacterial collection, our previous 
study demonstrated that 20 isolates among the 25 tested were able to 
produce siderophore, 18 had solubilized phosphate, 19 were capable 
to synthesize IAA, and that interestingly 13 isolates showed positive 
response to at least two PGP traits [23]. 

Other effects lead to growth promotion during PGPR-plant 
interactions such as increased root permeability, enhanced ability 
to survive in strict competitive niche and inhibition of harmful 
microorganisms [52]. In the present investigation, among the tested 
rhizobacteria collection, the most promising strains combining both 
disease suppressive and growth-promoting abilities were B. subtilis 
B10, B. thuringiensis B2 and E. cloacae B16. Also, interestingly, 
C. jujuense B12 and K. pneumoniae B11 isolates had also reduced 
Rhizoctonia Root Rot severity and augmented root growth and plant 
height by more 70% compared to pathogen-inoculated control. These 
tomato-associated agents are able to produce antibiotic lipopeptides, 
IAA, and siderophore and to solubilize phosphate [23]. Bacillus and 
Pseudomonas species are extensively reported as phosphate solubilizing 
and as IAA- and siderophore-producing agents compared to the other 
species of rhizobacteria [53]. Additionally, Almaghrabi et al. [54] noted 
significant increment in shoot dry weight, plant height, and yield in 
tomato plants treated with B. amyloliquefaciens, B. subtilis and B. 
cereus and other rhizobacterial species such as Serratia marcescens, 
Pseudomonas putida, P. fluorescens.

In addition, in the current study, Enterobacter, Chryseobacterium 
and Klebsiella isolates cumulated the three PGP traits. Also, previous 
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studies demonstrated that Chryseobacterium species represent an 
important bacterial group associated with plants and displaying 
interesting plant-growth promoting activities [55-57]. C. balustinum 
pepper-associated rhizobacteria also showed PGP properties and had 
improved aerial surface, aerial length and the dry weight of the above- 
and underground plant parts [58]. Contrarily, reports on Klebsiella 
species as PGP agents are relatively rare. In fact, Ahemad and Khan 
[59] found that Klebsiella sp. strain PS19 solubilized the inorganic 
phosphate considerably, produced IAA and siderophores. K. oxytoca 
Rs-5, isolated from Chinese saline cotton fields are able to attenuate 
salt stress, to enhance plant growth and to release IAA [60]. Sachdev et 
al. [61] found that IAA-producing Klebsiella strains had significantly 
improved root length and shoot height of infected wheat seedlings 
relative to control. 

Conclusion
The present investigation clearly demonstrated that tomato 

rhizospheric soils removed from tomato-growing sites of Tunisia 
harbor interesting biocontrol candidates belonging to Bacillus, 
Enterobacter, Chryseobacterium, and Klebsiella genera. These tomato-
associated rhizobacteria displayed Rhizoctonia Root Rot suppression 
ability and plant growth promoting capacity. Thereby, they could be 
developed as biofertilizing and biocontrol agents once their effectiveness 
demonstrated under field conditions and in different tomato-producing 
sites. Further studies will be focused on the assessment of their disease-
suppressive effects against Rhizoctonia Root Rot disease and their plant 
growth-promoting potential when used as consortia and the eventual 
shifts in rhizosphere microbial community occurring after their release.

Acknowledgments

This work was funded by the Ministry of Higher Education Scientific Research 
in Tunisia through the budget assigned to UR13AGR09-Integrated Horticultural 
Production in the Tunisian Centre-East, Regional Centre of Research on 
Horticulture and Organic Agriculture (CRRHAB) of Chott-Mariem, Tunisia, and 
INRA Bordeaux-France through the budget allocated to SAVE UMR. Authors thank 
the research teams of UMR SAVE / INRA Bordeaux-France and CFBP / INRA 
Anger-Nante team for their hospitality, their guidance and support.

References

1. Olaniyi JO, Akanbi WB, Adejumo TA, Akande OG (2010) Growth, fruit yield and 
nutritional quality of tomato varieties. Afr J Food Sci 4: 398-402. 

2. Jabnoun-Khiareddine H, El-Mohamedy RSR, Abdel-Kareem F, Aydi Ben 
Abdallah R, Gueddes-Chahed M, et al. (2015) Variation in chitosan and salicylic 
acid efficacy towards soil-borne and air-borne fungi and their suppressive effect 
of tomato wilt severity. J Plant Pathol Microbiol 6: 325.

3. Jabnoun-Khiareddine H, Aydi Ben Abdallah R, El-Mohamedy RSR, Abdel-
Kareem F, Gueddes-Chahed M, Hajlaoui A, et al. (2016) Comparative efficacy 
of potassium salts against soil-borne and air-borne fungi and their ability to 
suppress tomato wilt and fruit rots. J Microb Biochem Technol 8: 45-55.

4. Anderson NA (1982) The genetics and pathology of Rhizoctonia solani. Ann 
Rev Phytopathol 20: 329-347. 

5. Jiskani MM, Pathan MA, Wagan KH, Imran M, Abro H (2007) Studies on the 
control of tomato damping-off disease caused by Rhizoctonia solani Kühn. Pak 
J Bot 39: 2749-2754. 

6. Arora NK, Khare E, Oh H, Kang SC, Maheshwari DK (2008) Diverse 
mechanisms adopted by fluorescent Pseudomonas PGC2 during the inhibition 
of Rhizoctonia solani and Phytophthora capsici. World J Microbiol Biotechnol 
24: 581-585. 

7. Zachow C, Grosch R, Berg G (2011) Impact of biotic and a-biotic parameters 
on structure and function of microbial communities living on sclerotia of the 
soil-borne pathogenic fungus Rhizoctonia solani. Appl Soil Ecol 48: 193-200.

8. Curtis DF, Lima G, Vitullo D, Cicco DV (2010) Biocontrol of Rhizoctonia solani 
and Sclerotium rolfsii on tomato by delivering antagonistic bacteria through a 
drip irrigation system. Crop Prot 29: 663-670. 

9. Marín VM, Olvera HAL, Coronado CFS, Alférez BP, Ramos LHM, et al. 
(2008) Antagonistic activity of selected strains of Bacillus thuringiensis against 
Rhizoctonia solani of chili pepper. Afr J Biotechnol 7: 1271-1276. 

10. Killani AS, Abaidoo RC, Akintokun AK, Abiala MA (2011) Antagonistic effect 
of indigenous Bacillus subtilis on root-/soil-borne fungal pathogens of cowpea. 
Researcher 3: 11-18. 

11. Huang X, Zhang N, Yong X, Yang X, Shen Q (2012) Biocontrol of Rhizoctonia 
solani damping-off disease in cucumber with Bacillus pumilus SQR-N43. 
Microbiol Res 167: 135-143.

12. Szczech M, Shoda M (2004) Biocontrol of Rhizoctonia damping-off of tomato 
by Bacillus subtilis combined with Burkholderia cepacia. J Phytopathol 152: 
549-555. 

13. Velusamy P, Kim KY (2011) Chitinolytic activity of Enterobacter sp. KB3 
antagonistic to Rhizoctonia solani and its role in the degradation of living fungal 
hyphae. Int Res J Microbiol 2: 206-214. 

14. El Khaldi R, Daami-Remadi M, Chérif M (2016) Biological control of stem 
canker and black scurf on potato by date palm compost and its associated 
fungi. J Phytopathol 164: 40-51. 

15. Elshafie HS, Camel, I, Racioppi R, Scrano L, Iacobellis NS, et al. (2012) In 
vitro antifungal activity of Burkholderia gladioli pv. agaricicola against some 
phytopathogenic fungi. Int J Mol Sci 13: 16291-16302. 

16. Goudjal Y, Toumatia O, Yekkour A, Sabaou N, Mathieu F, et al. (2014) 
Biocontrol of Rhizoctonia solani damping-off and promotion of tomato plant 
growth by endophytic actinomycetes isolated from native plants of Algerian 
Sahara. Microbiol Res 169: 59-65.

17. Lugtenberg B, Kamilova F (2009) Plant-growth-promoting rhizobacteria. Annu 
Rev Microbiol 63: 541-556.

18. Van der Ent S, Verhagen BW, Van Doorn R, Bakker D, Verlaan MG, et al. 
(2008) MYB72 is required in early signaling steps of rhizobacteria-induced 
systemic resistance in Arabidopsis. Plant Physiol 146: 1293-1304.

19. Labuschagne N, Pretorius T, Idris AH (2010) Plant growth promoting 
rhizobacteria as biocontrol agents against soilborne plant diseases. Microbiol 
Monog 18: 211-230. 

20. Saharan BS, Nehra V (2011) Plant growth promoting rhizobacteria: A critical 
review. Life Sci Med Res 21: 1-30. 

21. Shahab S, Ahmed N, Khan NS (2009) Indole acetic acid production and 
enhance growth promotion by indigenous PSBs. Afr J Agric Res 11: 1312-
1316. 

22. Kumar A, Kumar A, Devi S, Patil S, Payal CH, et al. (2012) Isolation, screening 
and characterization of bacteria from rhizospheric soils for different plant growth 
promotion (PGP) activities: an in vitro study. Recent Res Sci Technol 4: 1-5. 

23. Abdeljalil NOB, Vallance J, Gerbore J, Bruez E, Martins G, et al. (2016) 
Characterization of tomato-associated rhizobacteria recovered from various 
tomato-growing sites in Tunisia. J Plant Pathol Microbiol 7: 351. 

24. Abdeljalil NOB, Vallance J, Gerbore J, Rey P, Daami-Remadi M (2016) Bio-
suppression of Sclerotinia Stem Rot of tomato and biostimulation of plant 
growth using tomato-associated rhizobacteria. J Plant Pathol Microbiol 7: 331.

25. Arias AA, Ongena M, Halimi B, Lara Y, Brans A, et al. (2009) Bacillus 
amyloliquefaciens GA1 as a source of potent antibiotics and other secondary 
metabolites for biocontrol of plant pathogens. Microb Cell Fact 8: 63-70. 

26. Ahemad M, Kibret M (2014) Mechanisms and applications of plant growth 
promoting rhizobacteria: Current perspective. Journal of King Saud University 
- Science 26: 1-20 

27. Saraf M, Pandya U, Thakkar A (2014) Role of allelochemicals in plant growth 
promoting rhizobacteria for biocontrol of phytopathogens. Microbiol Res 169: 
18-29.

28. Adesina MF, Grosch R, Lembke A, Vatchev TD, Smalla K (2009) In vitro 
antagonists of Rhizoctonia solani tested on lettuce: rhizosphere competence, 
biocontrol efficiency and rhizosphere microbial community response. FEMS 
Microbiol Ecol 69: 62-74. 

29. Montealegre JR, Reys R, Perez LM, Herrera R, Silva P, et al. (2003) Selection 
of bioantagonistic bacteria to be used in biological control of Rhizoctonia solani 
in tomato. Elect J Biotechnol 6: 115-127. 

30. Lahlali R, Bajii M, Jijakli MH (2007) Isolation and evaluation of bacteria and 
fungi as biological control agents against Rhizoctonia solani. Commun Agric 

http://www.academicjournals.org/article/article1380726269_Olaniyi et al.pdf
http://www.academicjournals.org/article/article1380726269_Olaniyi et al.pdf
http://www.omicsonline.org/open-access/variation-in-chitosan-and-salicylic-acid-efficacy-towards-soilborne-and-airborne-fungi-and-their-suppressive-effect-of-tomato-wilt-2157-7471-1000325.pdf
http://www.omicsonline.org/open-access/variation-in-chitosan-and-salicylic-acid-efficacy-towards-soilborne-and-airborne-fungi-and-their-suppressive-effect-of-tomato-wilt-2157-7471-1000325.pdf
http://www.omicsonline.org/open-access/variation-in-chitosan-and-salicylic-acid-efficacy-towards-soilborne-and-airborne-fungi-and-their-suppressive-effect-of-tomato-wilt-2157-7471-1000325.pdf
http://www.omicsonline.org/open-access/variation-in-chitosan-and-salicylic-acid-efficacy-towards-soilborne-and-airborne-fungi-and-their-suppressive-effect-of-tomato-wilt-2157-7471-1000325.pdf
http://www.omicsonline.org/open-access/comparative-efficacy-of-potassium-salts-against-soilborne-and-airbornefungi-and-their-ability-to-suppress-tomato-wilt-and-fruit-ro-1948-5948-1000261.pdf
http://www.omicsonline.org/open-access/comparative-efficacy-of-potassium-salts-against-soilborne-and-airbornefungi-and-their-ability-to-suppress-tomato-wilt-and-fruit-ro-1948-5948-1000261.pdf
http://www.omicsonline.org/open-access/comparative-efficacy-of-potassium-salts-against-soilborne-and-airbornefungi-and-their-ability-to-suppress-tomato-wilt-and-fruit-ro-1948-5948-1000261.pdf
http://www.omicsonline.org/open-access/comparative-efficacy-of-potassium-salts-against-soilborne-and-airbornefungi-and-their-ability-to-suppress-tomato-wilt-and-fruit-ro-1948-5948-1000261.pdf
http://www.annualreviews.org/doi/pdf/10.1146/annurev.py.20.090182.001553
http://www.annualreviews.org/doi/pdf/10.1146/annurev.py.20.090182.001553
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/M_Jiskani/publication/267372235_Studies_on_the_control_of_tomato_damping-off_disease_caused_by_Rhizoctonia_solani_Kuhn/links/547480e30cf2778985abe341.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/M_Jiskani/publication/267372235_Studies_on_the_control_of_tomato_damping-off_disease_caused_by_Rhizoctonia_solani_Kuhn/links/547480e30cf2778985abe341.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/M_Jiskani/publication/267372235_Studies_on_the_control_of_tomato_damping-off_disease_caused_by_Rhizoctonia_solani_Kuhn/links/547480e30cf2778985abe341.pdf
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11274-007-9505-5
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11274-007-9505-5
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11274-007-9505-5
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11274-007-9505-5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26109749
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26109749
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26109749
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0261219410000244
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0261219410000244
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0261219410000244
http://www.ajol.info/index.php/ajb/article/view/58661
http://www.ajol.info/index.php/ajb/article/view/58661
http://www.ajol.info/index.php/ajb/article/view/58661
http://www.sciencepub.net/researcher/research0303/02_4069research0303_11_18.pdf
http://www.sciencepub.net/researcher/research0303/02_4069research0303_11_18.pdf
http://www.sciencepub.net/researcher/research0303/02_4069research0303_11_18.pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21775112
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21775112
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21775112
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1439-0434.2004.00894.x/full
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1439-0434.2004.00894.x/full
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1439-0434.2004.00894.x/full
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Palaniyandi_Velusamy/publication/268342759_Chitinolytic_activity_of_Enterobacter_sp._KB3_antagonistic_to_Rhizoctonia_solani_and_its_role_in_the_degradation_of_living_fungal_hyphae/links/5549ebc50cf26eacd6921874.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Palaniyandi_Velusamy/publication/268342759_Chitinolytic_activity_of_Enterobacter_sp._KB3_antagonistic_to_Rhizoctonia_solani_and_its_role_in_the_degradation_of_living_fungal_hyphae/links/5549ebc50cf26eacd6921874.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Palaniyandi_Velusamy/publication/268342759_Chitinolytic_activity_of_Enterobacter_sp._KB3_antagonistic_to_Rhizoctonia_solani_and_its_role_in_the_degradation_of_living_fungal_hyphae/links/5549ebc50cf26eacd6921874.pdf
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/jph.12423/full
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/jph.12423/full
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/jph.12423/full
http://www.mdpi.com/1422-0067/13/12/16291/htm
http://www.mdpi.com/1422-0067/13/12/16291/htm
http://www.mdpi.com/1422-0067/13/12/16291/htm
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23920229
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23920229
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23920229
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23920229
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19575558
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19575558
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18218967
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18218967
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18218967
http://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007%2F978-3-642-13612-2_9
http://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007%2F978-3-642-13612-2_9
http://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007%2F978-3-642-13612-2_9
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=DJ2012070623
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=DJ2012070623
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Sadaf_Shahab/publication/216493018_Indole_acetic_acid_production_and_enhanced_plant_growth_promotion_by_indigenous_PSBs._Afr_J_Agric_Res/links/0746b4e9973837db8205eb07.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Sadaf_Shahab/publication/216493018_Indole_acetic_acid_production_and_enhanced_plant_growth_promotion_by_indigenous_PSBs._Afr_J_Agric_Res/links/0746b4e9973837db8205eb07.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Sadaf_Shahab/publication/216493018_Indole_acetic_acid_production_and_enhanced_plant_growth_promotion_by_indigenous_PSBs._Afr_J_Agric_Res/links/0746b4e9973837db8205eb07.pdf
http://scienceflora.org/journals/index.php/rrst/article/view/851
http://scienceflora.org/journals/index.php/rrst/article/view/851
http://scienceflora.org/journals/index.php/rrst/article/view/851
http://www.omicsonline.org/open-access/biosuppression-of-sclerotinia-stem-rot-of-tomato-and-biostimulation-ofplant-growth-using-tomatoassociated-rhizobacteria-2157-7471-1000331.php?aid=68562
http://www.omicsonline.org/open-access/biosuppression-of-sclerotinia-stem-rot-of-tomato-and-biostimulation-ofplant-growth-using-tomatoassociated-rhizobacteria-2157-7471-1000331.php?aid=68562
http://www.omicsonline.org/open-access/biosuppression-of-sclerotinia-stem-rot-of-tomato-and-biostimulation-ofplant-growth-using-tomatoassociated-rhizobacteria-2157-7471-1000331.php?aid=68562
http://www.omicsonline.org/open-access/biosuppression-of-sclerotinia-stem-rot-of-tomato-and-biostimulation-ofplant-growth-using-tomatoassociated-rhizobacteria-2157-7471-1000331.php?aid=68562
http://www.omicsonline.org/open-access/biosuppression-of-sclerotinia-stem-rot-of-tomato-and-biostimulation-ofplant-growth-using-tomatoassociated-rhizobacteria-2157-7471-1000331.php?aid=68562
http://www.omicsonline.org/open-access/biosuppression-of-sclerotinia-stem-rot-of-tomato-and-biostimulation-ofplant-growth-using-tomatoassociated-rhizobacteria-2157-7471-1000331.php?aid=68562
http://microbialcellfactories.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/1475-2859-8-63
http://microbialcellfactories.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/1475-2859-8-63
http://microbialcellfactories.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/1475-2859-8-63
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1018364713000293
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1018364713000293
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1018364713000293
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24176815
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24176815
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24176815
https://femsec.oxfordjournals.org/content/69/1/62.full
https://femsec.oxfordjournals.org/content/69/1/62.full
https://femsec.oxfordjournals.org/content/69/1/62.full
https://femsec.oxfordjournals.org/content/69/1/62.full
http://www.scielo.cl/scielo.php?pid=S0717-34582003000200006&script=sci_arttext&tlng=en
http://www.scielo.cl/scielo.php?pid=S0717-34582003000200006&script=sci_arttext&tlng=en
http://www.scielo.cl/scielo.php?pid=S0717-34582003000200006&script=sci_arttext&tlng=en
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/5455575_Isolation_and_evaluation_of_bacteria_and_fungi_as_biological_control_agents_against_Rhizoctonia_solani
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/5455575_Isolation_and_evaluation_of_bacteria_and_fungi_as_biological_control_agents_against_Rhizoctonia_solani


Citation: Abdeljalil NOB, Vallance J, Gerbore J, Bruez E, Martins G, et al. (2016) Biocontrol of Rhizoctonia Root Rot in Tomato and Enhancement of 
Plant Growth using Rhizobacteria Naturally associated to Tomato. J Plant Pathol Microbiol 7: 356. doi:10.4172/2157-7471.1000356

Page 8 of 8

Volume 7 • Issue 6 • 1000356
J Plant Pathol Microbiol
ISSN: 2157-7471 JPPM, an open access journal 

Appl Biol Sci 72: 937-982. 

31. Príncipe A, Alvarez F, Castro MG, Zacchi LF, Fischer SE, et al. (2007) 
Biocontrol and PGPR features in native strains isolated from saline soils of
Argentina. Curr Microbiol 55: 314-322.

32. Fiddaman PJ, Rossall S (1994) Effect of substrate on the production of
antifungal volatiles from Bacillus subtilis. J Appl Bacteriol 76: 395-405.

33. Leifert C, Li H, Chidburee S, Hampson S, Workman S, et al. (1995) Antibiotic
production and biocontrol activity by Bacillus subtilis CL27 and Bacillus pumilus
CL45. J Appl Bacteriol 78: 97-108.

34. Yoshida S, Hiradate S, Tsukamoto T, Hatakeda K, Shirata A (2001) 
Antimicrobial Activity of Culture Filtrate of Bacillus amyloliquefaciens RC-2
Isolated from Mulberry Leaves. Phytopathology 91: 181-187.

35. Kai M, Effmert U, Berg G, Piechulla B (2007) Volatiles of bacterial antagonists
inhibit mycelial growth of the plant pathogen Rhizoctonia solani. Arch Microbiol
187: 351-360.

36. Liu WW, Mu W, Zhu BW, Du YW, Liu F (2008) Antagonistic Activities of 
Volatiles from four strains of Bacillus spp. and Paenibacillus spp. against soil-
borne plant pathogens. Agric Sci China 7: 1104-1114. 

37. Stein T (2005) Bacillus subtilis antibiotics: structures, syntheses and specific
functions. Mol Microbiol 56: 845-857.

38. Nagorska K, Bikowski M, Obuchowski, M (2007) Multicelluar behaviour and
production of a wide variety of toxic substances support usage of Bacillus
subtilis as a powerful biocontrol agent. Acta Biochim Pol 54: 495-508. 

39. Ongena M, Jacques P (2008) Bacillus lipopeptides: versatile weapons for plant
disease biocontrol. Trends Microbiol 16: 115-125.

40. Singh JS, Pandey VC, Singh DP (2011) Efficient soil microorganisms: A new 
dimension for sustainable agriculture and environmental development. Agric
Ecosys Environ 140: 339-353. 

41. Yuan J, Raza W, Shen Q, Huang Q (2012) Antifungal activity of Bacillus
amyloliquefaciens NJN-6 volatile compounds against Fusarium oxysporum f. 
sp. cubense. Appl Environ Microbiol 78: 5942-5944.

42. From C, Pukall R, Schumann P, Hormazábal V, Granum PE (2005) Toxin-
producing ability among Bacillus spp. outside the Bacillus cereus group. Appl 
Environ Microbiol 71: 1178-1183.

43. Mandal SM, Sharma S, Pinnaka AK, Kumari A, Korpole S (2013) Isolation and 
characterization of diverse antimicrobial lipopeptides produced by Citrobacter 
and Enterobacter. BMC Microbiol 13: 152.

44. Krause MS, Madden LV, Hoitink HA (2001) Effect of potting mix microbial 
carrying capacity on biological control of rhizoctonia damping-off of radish and 
rhizoctonia crown and root rot of poinsettia. Phytopathology 91: 1116-1123.

45. Kim HS, Sang MK, Jung HW, Jeun YC, Myung IS, et al. (2012) Identification
and characterization of Chryseobacterium wanjuense strain KJ9C8 as a
biocontrol agent of Phytophthora blight of pepper. Crop Prot 32: 129-137. 

46. Park MS, Jung SR, Lee KH, Lee MS, Do JO, et al. (2006) Chryseobacterium
soldanellicola sp. nov. and Chryseobacterium taeanense sp. nov., isolated
from roots of sand-dune plants. Int J Syst Evol Microbiol 56: 433-438.

47. Andersen JB, Koch B, Nielsen TH, Sørensen D, Hansen M, et al. (2003) 
Surface motility in Pseudomonas sp. DSS73 is required for efficient biological 
containment of the root-pathogenic microfungi Rhizoctonia solani and Pythium
ultimum. Microbiology 149: 37-46.

48. Berta G, Sampo S, Gamalero E, Massa N, Lemanceau P (2005) Suppression of
Rhizoctonia root-rot of tomato by Glomus mossae BEG12 and Pseudomonas
fluorescens A6RI is associated with their effect on the pathogen growth and on
the root morphogenesis. Eur J Plant Pathol 111: 279-288. 

49. Asaka O, Shoda M (1996) Biocontrol of Rhizoctonia solani Damping-Off of
Tomato with Bacillus subtilis RB14. Appl Environ Microbiol 62: 4081-4085.

50. Khedher SB, Kilani-Feki O, Dammak M, Jabnoun-Khiareddine H, Daami-
Remadi M, et al. (2015) Efficacy of Bacillus subtilis V26 as a biological control
agent against Rhizoctonia solani on potato. C R Biol 338: 784-792.

51. Ahmad F, Ahmad I, Khan MS (2008) Screening of free-living rhizospheric
bacteria for their multiple plant growth promoting activities. Microbiol Res 63: 
173-181.

52. Enebak SA, Carey WA (2000) Evidence for induced systemic protection to
fusiform rust in loblolly pine by plant growth-promoting rhizobacteria. Plant Dis 
84: 306-308. 

53. Gechemba OR, Budambula NLM, Makonde HM, Julius M, Matiru VN (2015) 
Potentially beneficial rhizobacteria associated with banana plants in Juja, 
Kenya. J Bio Env Sci 7: 181-188. 

54. Almaghrabi OA, Massoud SI, Abdelmoneim TS (2013) Influence of inoculation 
with plant growth promoting rhizobacteria (PGPR) on tomato plant growth and 
nematode reproduction under greenhouse conditions. Saudi J Biol Sci 20: 57-
61.

55. Anderson M, Habiger J (2012) Characterization and identification of productivity-
associated rhizobacteria in wheat. Appl Environ Microbiol 78: 4434-4446.

56. Brown SD, Utturkar SM, Klingeman DM, Johnson CM, Martin SL, et al. (2012) 
Twenty-one genome sequences from Pseudomonas species and 19 genome
sequences from diverse bacteria isolated from the rhizosphere and endosphere 
of Populus deltoides. J Bacteriol 194: 5991-5993. 

57. Dardanelli MS, Manyani H, González-Barroso S, Rodríguez-Carvajal MA, Gil-
Serrano AM, et al. (2010) Effect of the presence of the plant growth promoting
rhizobacterium (PGPR) Chryseobacterium balustinun Aur9 and salt stress in
the pattern of flavonoids exuded by soybean roots. Plant Soil 328: 483-493. 

58. Cezón R, Manero GFJ, Probanza A, Ramos B, García LJA (2003) Effect of two 
plant growth-promoting rhizobacteria on the germination and growth of pepper 
seedlings (Capsicum annum) cv. Roxy. Arch Agron Soil Sci 49: 593-603. 

59. Ahemad M, Khan MS (2011) Effects of insecticides on plant-growth-promoting
activities of phosphate solubilizing rhizobacterium Klebsiella sp. strain PS19. 
Pestic Biochem Phys 100: 51-56. 

60. Yue HT, Mo WP, Zheng YY, Li CH, Li H (2007) The salt stress relief and growth 
promotion effect of Rs-5 on cotton. Plant Soil 297: 139-145. 

61. Sachdev DP, Chaudhari HG, Kasture VM, Dhavale DP, Chopade BA (2009) 
Isolation and characterization of indole acetic acid (IAA) producing Klebsiella
pneumoniae strains from rhizosphere of wheat (Triticum aestivum) and their 
effect on plant growth. Indian J Exp Biol 47: 993-1000.

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/5455575_Isolation_and_evaluation_of_bacteria_and_fungi_as_biological_control_agents_against_Rhizoctonia_solani
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17700983
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17700983
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17700983
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8200865
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8200865
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7698955
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7698955
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7698955
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18944392
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18944392
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18944392
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17180381
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17180381
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17180381
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1671292708601534
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1671292708601534
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1671292708601534
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15853875
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15853875
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.648.726&rep=rep1&type=pdf
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.648.726&rep=rep1&type=pdf
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.648.726&rep=rep1&type=pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18289856
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18289856
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0167880911000351
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0167880911000351
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0167880911000351
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22685147
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22685147
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22685147
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15746316
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15746316
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15746316
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23834699
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23834699
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23834699
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18943449
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18943449
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18943449
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0261219411003462
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0261219411003462
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0261219411003462
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16449453
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16449453
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16449453
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12576578
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12576578
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12576578
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12576578
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10658-004-4585-7#page-1
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10658-004-4585-7#page-1
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10658-004-4585-7#page-1
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10658-004-4585-7#page-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16535440
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16535440
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26563555
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26563555
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26563555
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0944501306000437
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0944501306000437
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0944501306000437
http://apsjournals.apsnet.org/doi/abs/10.1094/PDIS.2000.84.3.306
http://apsjournals.apsnet.org/doi/abs/10.1094/PDIS.2000.84.3.306
http://apsjournals.apsnet.org/doi/abs/10.1094/PDIS.2000.84.3.306
http://www.rroij.com/open-access/potentially-beneficial-rhizobacteria-associated-with-banana-plantsin-juja-kenya-.php?aid=69560
http://www.rroij.com/open-access/potentially-beneficial-rhizobacteria-associated-with-banana-plantsin-juja-kenya-.php?aid=69560
http://www.rroij.com/open-access/potentially-beneficial-rhizobacteria-associated-with-banana-plantsin-juja-kenya-.php?aid=69560
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23961220
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23961220
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23961220
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23961220
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22504815
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22504815
https://jb.asm.org/content/194/21/5991.full
https://jb.asm.org/content/194/21/5991.full
https://jb.asm.org/content/194/21/5991.full
https://jb.asm.org/content/194/21/5991.full
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11104-009-0127-6
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11104-009-0127-6
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11104-009-0127-6
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11104-009-0127-6
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/03650340310001620123
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/03650340310001620123
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/03650340310001620123
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0048357511000332
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0048357511000332
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0048357511000332
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11104-007-9327-0
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11104-007-9327-0
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Hemangi_Chaudhari/publication/42438181_Isolation_and_characterization_of_indole_acetic_acid_(IAA)_producing_Klebsiella_pneumonia_strains_from_rhizosphere_of_wheat_(Triticum_aestivum)_and_their_effect_on_plant_growth/links/0c96051b1485c43f10000000.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Hemangi_Chaudhari/publication/42438181_Isolation_and_characterization_of_indole_acetic_acid_(IAA)_producing_Klebsiella_pneumonia_strains_from_rhizosphere_of_wheat_(Triticum_aestivum)_and_their_effect_on_plant_growth/links/0c96051b1485c43f10000000.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Hemangi_Chaudhari/publication/42438181_Isolation_and_characterization_of_indole_acetic_acid_(IAA)_producing_Klebsiella_pneumonia_strains_from_rhizosphere_of_wheat_(Triticum_aestivum)_and_their_effect_on_plant_growth/links/0c96051b1485c43f10000000.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Hemangi_Chaudhari/publication/42438181_Isolation_and_characterization_of_indole_acetic_acid_(IAA)_producing_Klebsiella_pneumonia_strains_from_rhizosphere_of_wheat_(Triticum_aestivum)_and_their_effect_on_plant_growth/links/0c96051b1485c43f10000000.pdf

	Title
	Corresponding author
	Abstract
	Keywords
	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Tomato cultivar and growth conditions 
	Pathogen origin and growth conditions 
	Rhizobacterial collection tested and growth conditions  
	Screening of the antifungal potential of tomato-associated rhizobacteria against Rhizoctonia solani 
	Dual culture assay 
	Distance culture assay 
	Assessment of Rhizoctonia Root Rot-suppressive and plant growth-promoting abilities  
	Statistical analysis 

	Results 
	Antifungal activity of diffusible metabolites from tomato-associated rhizobacteria toward R. solani 
	Antifungal activity of volatile metabolites from tomato-associated rhizobacteria toward R. solani 
	Suppression of Rhizoctonia Root Rot disease using tomato-associated rhizobacteria 
	Improvement of growth of R. solani-inoculated tomato plants using tomato-associated rhizobacteria 
	Plant height increase  
	Aerial parts fresh weight increase 
	Roots fresh weight increase 
	Correlation between Rhizoctonia Root Rot severity and plant growth parameters 

	Discussion  
	Conclusion 
	Acknowledgments 
	Table 1
	Figure 1
	Table 2
	Figure 2
	References

