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Abstract: In order to assess the control effects of symbiotic bacteria of different species entomopathogenic nematode (EPN) on
Meloidogyne spp. as well as the metabolites of those symbiotic bacteria on egg hatching and larval activity of root-knot nematodes,
we conducted a pot experiment with quantitative inoculation in greenhouse and a bioassay test in laboratory. The results showed that
symbiotic bacteria of entomopathogenic nematode Xb-IGA and PI-IGA exhibited good suppressive effect on the reproduction of M.
incognita eggs, and the inhibition rate ranged 59.4% ~ 73.9% when M. incognita was inoculated with 1 000, 2 000 and
5 000 eggs-plant” on Zhongshu 4 tomato. When M. hapla was inoculated with 2 000 eggs-plant” on VENT tomato, the inhibition
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rate of EPN symbiotic bacteria PI-IGA reached the maximum value of 74.5%, which was not significantly different from the conven-
tional control, i.e avermectin (82.2%). Symbiotic bacteria of four species EPN effectively reduced the incidence of M. hapla and
M. incognita infection, also promoted the root growth of tomato. After 7 days of bioassay, the 2x and 5x dilutions of metabolites by
four species of symbiotic bacteria exhibited significant inhibition on the egg hatching of M. incognita and M. hapla. The corrected
mortality of M. incognita larvae was 34.2% ~ 47.8%, and that of M. hapla was 59.6% ~ 79.9%. Therefore, symbiotic bacteria of
entomopathogenic nematode and their metabolites showed great potential as biological nematicide resources for controlling root-knot
nematode.

Keywords: root-knot nematode; entomopathogenic nematode; symbiotic bacteria; metabolite; control effect
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TP P74 U ( Plant parasitic nematode, PPN ) Zf&ENEYWEENRIZAEYZ —, TFEZ, WL
129 114 BL 3000 ZFEd", MEEIEMEYIR = BASR . Aol A r= i R v BRI AR A % IR E
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REHGR, Hr R HER . 400 . AR SRR IC sl A O B TR A ) 27 AR 4k R ARl il fps & e 2
HEEE L,

R AR5 4 . ( Entomopathogenic nematodes, EPN ) 7EF HAEYINiiATH £ E HEMEH . HHRAEE
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JE 2k X AR A 2 A 2k i Bl ML 50l s 115w A MR E FH PR 430 Li 360 IR ST Ry~ 07 TR 30
T EPN SR A0 G A i AR 45 4k Rl AR BRI R i AR A M AE ] . EPN LA 078 ( Photorhabdus lumi-
nescens F Xenorhabdus szentirmaii ) X EHACH =Y (H®K L) X Meloidogyne spp. R B FERE
I, e IR R BT R ) A A L R B, BPN R AL AE AR X PPN JEH B TF
VAR ikl
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T A AT 4 5, X M. incognita T M. hapla Y320 8% ; 75—~ VENT, L=
{RIERESE, X} M. hapla FEIESR, WX M. incognita IG5 E™

[ U R 2R LA AT . RE T S/ TR . Heterorhaditis bacteriphora-NJ F H. bacteriophora-IGA Y3t
H: Y1 T I8 Photorhabdus luminescens, 43 W %5 13 5 PI-NT Hl PI-IGA; /)3 ik By (G £k Bt Steinernema
carpocapsea-All [ IEE AN A Xenorhabdus nematophila, FriEN Xn-All; 565 ROET R S, feltiae-IGA
By TN X bovienii, BRiFR Xb-1GA., Hf, 4kl H. bacteriophora- IGA F1 S. feltiae-1GA J& M\ 2y
LMW IRIETT 4B 4RAS, 2R H. bacteriphora-NJ 1 S. carpocapsea-All S \ZEFE 513, M 4 Fh B HUR Rk
BB AL AN 43 5IARE R PINT . PILIGA . Xn-All F1 Xb-IGA, F—80 °C HilH {477,

1.2 REHFE

oA 90 R BRI 45 o A B FP 2] TSY 8555 (TSY WiAR FR3E: R G R 60 g, MEREEEIY)
75 g, ZEMK 1500 mL) ™" BT 25 €. 200 rpmmin | fHIRIEIK FREFE 48 h, HAEWEL R
3x10° cfumL ™, FIERKFREE 2%, 5 A5H1 10 fF, 4 h W&

MRZELE OB A K45 S 18 Hussey % LR ARl 75, mea kit BUBRASZ iRy 40 ~ 42 d 1Y
TR, VRSN 1% FIRERREH (NaClo ) ¥, HIJ1ED 3 ~ 4 min. SRR AT —EIA
MEZITARYCH 200 HFT 500 H AL, ki, ok 500 H i1 Eagsnzpestet, il spe:
W, HBEIFEERR IR IR A5, FE R M IRA DA, R 3 RECEIE, AL RN
VR, LR BRI R I AE 2 000 ~ 3 000 A~mL ', £ H

BTt o IR A= P b T, N 22 °C ~ 28 °C, JLHREIEI 16 h-d ' KA
HEPEE 4 S0 VENT PRI S F-EK (5 emx5 em ) EEFRE 6 cm ZEABAREIEA KED+ (V0 V=
20 1) MERMA (12 ecmx10 em) 1, B8k 1 AR, MRIEFARKEMFTTERREK 1 ~2 1K,

FEAIREE L RN . IRE TR EME 10 em 247, FEGRTER 4 58 M. incognita BIER T,
OB M. incognita UNERIEFI R 4 SARIR; K3 VENT SN M. hapla WESR &R, BOKE M. hapla BPE
WA VENT AR, B 3 AMEAFIE, 20518 1000 4S80k, 2 000 NER-FE . 5000 7~50-8% "5
1 mL B ERE AR R ] 1 om Ab35574T 5 om TR 3 AL, SRIG WO, F B0 Bl 514 AR
fLr, REEZKEND L.

eliE EPN A AT B . PR 252 A BRI fm e EPN A S8 B 4 PR U e it A
P 10 f5 B 50 mL GEiE R HEFh 4 A Z AR S, DARMAFRABTAE R R (1.8% L, 750 f5W ) F2hH
XTI, WK XTI, RN 10 4, BMARER 2 IR

WA AREE L R BTIARAR . M. incognita Fl M. hapla ¥R 5 42 d VA2 Fe AR 0 HUBES )] | AR faf 2 AR
PIBIER 3 MR, HUBEZ S I8 BUBEE bR E AT IR OB EE —F I BT 258, 4 3.0 em £
25, BRI RIS T ARk Ve, T OB, W REIK, FRARGEE, SRS HEBUR IR,
TR NN R, TR N B h .

EPN AL AR =y X AR5 2k BRI LA 52 . FF EPN HA: BRI HLIERE (0.22 um ) 1 JEBRTA,
BRNTCHEER, Bl EPN FhA:FHACH=H, ¥ EPN b RS9 KR RO, 3 N (2 50k .
5 A5 10 F57) , LASHARBUC R ACH X B, 76 BAR R 35 mm TCREEEFRILAIIA 1 mL A= YA [ A%
BORREW, JTFIA 80 ~ 100 MREEZ RGN, A3 3 AL, & T 28 C IHIRIEFRAAN . 7 d BT R
fi#lB: (OLYMPUS, SZX-16) T A AN SRMFAL 1) — & 4h iUB, AL R AR 2R A4~
WG ER 2 WA IEE B .

EPN AR AR = Py X 252 e il Ay s PR 52 . Jrikla) b, FARGE e s b4l o on, 7E 7
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ANOVA ) Ducan 25 W EME40H1 (P <0.05) , 4K Origin 2022 #k {4, B ab PSR 5 R DL
T
AR (%) = WEAbd /PR IIEL x 100
PEALIDEIR (%) = (ATRAMFALAR — A FRFEILAE ) /% BRIFEAL % X 100
FET R (%) = HOT-4 HUgl/ gk 8 x 100
MIEFET % (%) = (AEZHAET R - XFHRZBET- % ) / (1 - X ABET-% ) x 100

2 % X

2.1 EPN HABEXIREL BRI EHR
2.1.1 EPN HAFNRE L RIPEHINFIRR

EPN A 58 X6 Fe ot o g 4 5 AR EB M. incognita £ O AR DY BB B0 IR Q1 1 s . R RN
1000 N5R-#k" i}, EPN AY3L/ETE Xb-IGA. PI-NJ, PLIGA 5 AVM (BI4ER K ) MW LR EER, HB
R NIE 70% LA L, 1 Xn-All B B 500 B 5 I8 T2 R L E A4 (P <0.05) 5 EFFIEN
2000 BB, AARBRIETC B E 225, MHIRCRIE 54.0% LL b Rk 5000 4SBT I
EPN Y34 T/ Xb-IGA il PI-IGA 5 R4 R o 25 5%, MHIZCR ATk 59.4% L -, 1 EPN 13 2E 5
PI-NJ il Xn-All IR B 2R TRI4ERE 2 (P <0.05) o 7T LAE 2 A 1 Xb-IGA Fl PI-IGA X 3 4~
PR IR By, HACR R, BRI LIRS M. incognita YRI5 .

R 1 EPNHEEXNEREWRA M incognit F0 M. hapla I E BN HI LR
Table 1 Inhibition rate of EPN symbiotic bacteria on egg quantity of M. incognita and M. hapla per gram

fresh root %
Qb g M. incognita M. hapla
Treatment 10004584 20004588k 500045 -4 1000 /4~80 B 2000450 -# "' 500045 -4
Xb-IGA 70.9+3.21 a 69.4+3.71 a 59.7+10.6 ab ~3.90+12.3 ¢ 67.124.62 b 30.7+10.4 a
PI-NJ 70.5+4.01 a 54.0+8.12 a 4224741 b 40.0+7.51 b 58.8+5.01 be 24.0£9.20 a
Xn-All 49.0+8.22 b 75.2+5.70 a 53.0£2.82 b 27.2+109b 51.0£7.42 ¢ 33.1£7.21a
PI-IGA 73.9+2.81 a 65.3+8.42 a 59.4+3.71 ab 21.245.82b 74.5+3.40 ab 19.249.62a
AVM 84.2+2.53 a 64.6£6.11 a 81.9£2.70 a 88.1£1.90 a 822+1.42a 428+841a

T ARVNG 7R R OR A B A 22 57 3k B 2 3K F (P<0.05) o

Note: Different lowercase letters indicate significant differences among treatments (P < 0.05).

EPN JEAYHEE X M. hapla 55 e AR P9 OF AN 5CR BRI A 25 SR W | Fiom . 78 3 AR & 4b
JRe BT 2 RIS 9K 88.1% . 82.2% H1 42.8%., HEFIFIE K 1000 UN-Bk " I, i p
Xb-IGA. PI-NJ, Xn-All, PI-IGA 5PT4EpEIfFAE i E25 (P<0.05) 5 SF05FIEN 2 000 008 A,
2 TR PLIGA S5R4EE R B ZERARE, WHISCR TR 74.5%, 10 H 5 & A0 B 55 B2 157 2 (7] 25 53
B, H AR Xn-All SPI4EERRIZF RN EE (P<0.05) ; #F5E R 5000 N0 B, %4t
PRIA) Y TC 0 35 22 5, XA T AR P O i A I RSO 2 4l . PLLIGA AR B X R34 2 000 N5 -k
(PILcl, RIVAT LA W] M. hapla 5P E5E
2.1.2 EPN £AFEWREL AL RIZERZNT

EPN A B xR 150 2 000 N8k 19 M. incognita F1 M. hapla 13445 BB S2m Al 1
Jli7R o TCIBSEwE M. incognita (R0 EWE M. hapla {294 B ZEAIRLER , 25 A0 FHE i HUBIZR ) 35 i 2 1K 7% B2
CK, HHP4EERYS CK MZEFHENEE (P<0.05) . n[LIEH 4 F EPN A REA XSS M. incognita
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M. hapla 12445 0 RPRFEEE , I g AR ES 4k U A i R B ol o Tab iR g 2t o i TR A RO
ATLAE i, EPN AT PI-IGA X M. incognita WIBHIGRUR AT (37.4% ) , S EET AL, Hih
S PR ARAE L HUAR YL B nti AR AT BOm i HIASCR KT PILIGA (K1) o

8r a 80
i [IMH [0 MI
b
b o b b a a
6F [ A i H 60 h .
IS
-8 H l_)I(i cd 3 a [
=2 d = 5]
% k= C = =
e 4t =S40t
B = B3
& 5 £ ;
© e 5 be be
© b b
| i mﬁ”‘
0 - - - - - - 0 - - - - ;
Xb-IGA PI-NJ Xn-All PI-IGA AVM CK Xb-IGA PI-NJ Xn-All PI-IGA AVM

E: MI IR M. incognita; MH /R M. hapla, AVM AURITAETEZ o A IF/NG TR IR AL BE 22 5738 B R F KT (P<0.05)
Note: MI and MH stand for M. incognita and M. hapla, respectively. AVM indicates abamectin. Different lowercase letters indicate significant

differences among treatments (P < 0.05).
B 1 EPNHABEMREZRFEREREMPHAZRBIM (2000 4 50-#% )
Fig. 1 Effect of EPN symbiotic bacteria on the gall index and control effect of root-knot nematodes of tomato after inoculation

with 2 000 eggs-plant™

2.1.3 EPN HEAREXEHEMREERIF N

FERPFIETIN 2 000 R8BS M. incognita 1 M. hapla {242 J5 % 2 AR fef 5 A 45 101 2 Fiiw .
B M. incognita (YL HITEH, £ HL PI-NT Al Xn-All A= oAb B (AR £ o I 28 5 TXFREZH CK, HE 3 4>
QbR 22 SRR B M. hapla R, 2L Xb-IGA 1 PI-IGA LA B AL P 5 o AR fef o 3 2 = F
X HELH CK RBP4 £ (AVM) AbHE, ifi PI-NJ Al Xn-All 4P 5 CK A 22 R R B, nTLUE H 4 Fl
EPN A= X T AR A KA DL IR, I H ARt 7 AR5 2 A i e in iR i o 5 T R T AR 2 e

8
[IMH [@MI

be be
c c
a
abc ab bed
‘ﬂ‘“ ﬂ“ cd C

0
Xb-IGA PI-NJ Xn-All PI-IGA AVM  CK

(e g2
=

M
Fresh weight of root/g
) IS

e ARG PR R AR B A 2 5 ik B B K (P<0.05) &
Note: Different lowercase letters indicate significant differences among treatments (P < 0.05).
B 2 EPN #HAEE X M. incognita ¥ M. hapla B EEMREETHEME (2000 1504 ")
Fig. 2 Effect of EPN symbiotic bacteria on root fresh weight of tomato after infected by M. incognita and
M. hapla with 2 000 eggs-plant™

2.2 EPN H£AFREF=HIIRE L HOPIFL I Zwb4h RiF R0
2.2.1 EPN HAFERIG Y33 R 454 R OIFL KIS0

EPN A BRI = I BT M. incognita URWFALFE AT 25 RN 2 Fion . 7E04k 7 d i, 2 £54%
PRI O EAL B I R A, 38 79.8% ~ 86.1%, 4 Ff EPN M/l 2 A 25 AN B35 M 5 SRR,
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PI-NJ (451 % B 2L T Xb-IGA . Xn-All, PI-IGA, H Xb-IGA. Xn-All. PI-IGA =# Z [ LH EEE R,
10 £5%5 B Xb-IGA 5 PI-IGA X R 7 #R &5 28 U DRI ALz 2k AMHIVER- . nTUAE H, FEEE =Y
TR BB K, Xt M. incognita WAL OIS 30055 1O a3

F 2 EPN HAEBERIMF=WXT M. incognita F0 M. hapla TP FE4L 1D Z= B9 22 Mim
Table 2  Effects of metabolites of EPN symbiotic bacteria on the inhibition rate of egg hatching of
M. incognita and M. hapla

%
Treatment 25 i T W SA i T 1O 7 ¢ Wi 25 T W S5 T W LOA% 7 T Wi
2x dilutions 5x dilutions 10x dilutions 2x dilutions 5% dilutions 10x dilutions
Xb-IGA 84.6+1.04 a 70.0+2.81 a —-9.30+£119b 94.8+4.21 a 72.349.21 a 48.4+119b
PI-NJ 81.1+1.30 a 55.1£3.22 b 51.7+£7.02 a 84.3+2.70 a 84.8+6.72 a 78.9+£2.01 a
Xn-All 86.142.21 a 79.3+2.83 a 30.8+22.1 ab 80.1+5.31 a 83.24+8.61 a 61.9+4.21 ab
PI-IGA 79.8+3.12 a 74.3+4.72 a —24.0+£6.80 b 79.7£5.92 a 76.2+4.80 a 66.4+0.91 ab

T AR RNG 5 B3R Ab B A 22 53k Bl R KT (P<0.05) .

Note: Different lowercase letters indicate significant differences among treatments (P < 0.05).

4 Ff EPN A B AR =9 3 RO M. hapla SRSEACAM SR a0 2 in . 7E074k 7 d i), EPN AR
= IRRERONT M. hapla SRRALRIIEIVE FHEEGR, o 2 57BN 5 A5F RRBO BRIFE AL A i 32455
ik 76.2% ~ 94.8%, HAMPEZ A2 R0 MABAEECY 10 5, gl A5 Xb-1GA =y ny
il F I 5 F KT PINT (P <0.05) , {HY5 PILIGA il Xn-All 22 [6] - A7 ik 3 @ F K. mTLLE T 4
EPN oA T (A = et b AR 5 2 H B e AL 3504 st A A 1
2.2.2 EPN A FEKIGFF=W3T R L R 4h RiE AT

4 F EPN AT AR I BN M. incognita — 440 USRNSSR A022 3 TR . BPSEAL 7 d 1),
5T RZA AR LG 4 Flr EPN 228 AR ™ 9 3 DR RSB M. incognita — I 4l UL TE A3 34.2% ~
47.8%, ACLFRM2E AN EE . ATLIE ) EPN A AR 2 £ . 5 F5R1 10 AR BEON me T AR 454k HLU iy
IR R RERER

# 3 EPN HEBERIMF=YXT M. incognita F0 M. hapla Z & %) 75 14 B 22
Table 3  Effects of metabolites of EPN symbiotic bacteria on corrected mortality of juvenile of M. incognita

and M. hapla %
Treatment 2 i B W S5 B W 10 7 B8 W 275 i B K 515 i T W 1O i B W
2x dilutions 5% dilutions 10x dilutions 2x dilutions 5x dilutions 10x dilutions
Xb-IGA 40.2+4.10 a 45.144.01 a 37.9+5.50 a 69.1+4.30 a 79.9+5.81 a 67.3£12.0 a
PI-NJ 47.8+1.53 a 36.1+£5.71 a 38.7+7.71 a 66.4+1.71 a 68.2+3.63 a 65.849.01 a
Xn-All 40.5+£2.62 a 37.842.41 a 39.143.52 a 59.6+12.6 a 59.7+4.91 a 59.3+5.02 a
PI-IGA 4224531 a 3424293 a 36.7£3.32 a 59.9+2.70 a 62.5+5.23 a 45.0+£3.51 a

T A RNG S 2R Ab B A 22 5k Bl R KT (P<0.05) .

Note: Different lowercase letters indicate significant differences among treatments (P < 0.05).

M. hapla — e HUEVEAZIZERANSE 3 Fr7s . EPN ARG YIAFIRMBERNT M. hapla 14 BURAL
IERETRERAREE, 4 REM 3 MRBRREOT M. hapla — 3% WIS BESRIWEGEIER, I X M. hapla
TR MBOUE A & T M. incognita WIFAHY, R 4 BRE RGP BRTAE T iR A5 LR AR R AR AR 35
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34 i

FWFFEAkiE, EPN Hk @ X i gh<k i BOA G E ™ Y, B34 Xenorhabdus F1 Photorhabdus X,
W= AR 4 2k UL #E R AE RS, ARBFSE A5 R UE— RS TR AR KB, 4 Bk EPN LA B X
M. incognita F1 M. hapla B3 54 f 30 Gl 5 R A7 225, NFERNSRI A 1000 -850 Bk AT 5 000 4~ -Fk
iF, XF M. incognita BINHIBEREFT M. hapla. X 7] BEZ R TR EPN HEAB%F M. incognita Fl M. hapla
(02 PR B 4 I B 5 R ) 2 S T 3™ . bl 5000 AN00-Bk ' B, BRITZERZR (AVM) 41,
4 Bk EPN LA M. incognita 71 M. hapla P WHIHRIZCR/NT 60% . AT LAHED Y 38 45 4 B i
BT RET, SRS E AR AR B, EPN A BRI SCR M2 TR, [ A3, EPN A gt
A ANFRRERAER, Bt iRgE 4 R Y, Xb-IGA Fl PI-IGA A= g A il fm () A e 7 4 28 v F
SHARAL; Wi T ARZELE R Y, PINT I Xn-All AbFR S (AR fF 5 10 28 2 T BRAL, 50 A b B 2 1
YRR, HZERARE, FTLUE 1 EPN AR AR 0 AR K 2 /DA HIPE R

EAFEMR K, S. carpocapsae . S. feltiae F1 H.bacteriophora 32 TRAT I F=Hy e il TUHEAR 25 26
W M. javanica WURHESY ;s BIANERIBIEBAR ZFTR A X, bovienii 5 P REWEINH] M. incognita YR
B, FEE AR Y, Caccia ZE' WFT 45K, H. bacteriophora ., Steinernema spp.Fll S. rarum %545
AR AR B A P e AR 45 4 H BT R EEAIR 62% ~ 90% , £k BRI AE B R R S AE AL~
YITCRE . WIERER AT ) I 2R O A Y A A e PR R BRE ™ (B sedy Jott
ANRIFAREE L BB B R E R B AFAE 22 R R AR AN NS, F et — DR

H Hi E NG T EPN AR GRHARZS 2 R B RO B B 0, ASHE ST i 2R 5T T EPN 2t/
BXTAREEZE B iasics, (H AT Wik 4 581 VENT B aF, X H e s m i BhisGE NG 2,
A HE— W5 e AR 25 BIAf T EPN A s AR = e B M E - i SR AT, (HEAR SR
IR 2= Jon e 32 BAE S HA R g R e R R A S

KT HE B AR 45 2k H B VA BRI R AR A R —30. WSS A6 71 FE T % 2R 5 v
 “HB e RINEEEC 2RI BRI B WA S R “RESHREC SRHIE BRIk, AT
WA b AP g 4 5 H VENT, & s AR [R50 5 A R AR GE S AL iR 2 e, 38 5 X AR
HOEER R ARG EE RN DN ARG EE A TER BTN, SR FIWT EPN AR RIXAREE L BT IA RO, #R1T EPN
LA R ) 75 R 2 I Meloidogyne spp. W BRI MR K A5, 3248 A N T BE R A= B T bk, LAY
SR A [ BE IR A R AR R AR A

4 &% @

(1) EPN A 1H Xb-IGA Fll PI-IGA R4 85 il M. incognita Fl M. hapla WP %5E, {HLE H Xb-IGA
LA X M. hapla T3 ZFE B2 AR 2 m A R .

(2) 4 EPN A= EIREA SR M. incognita 1 M. hapla 1295 W R IRHH], X H AR AE KA
AN RREE AP AR

(3) 4 Ff EPN AT =09 2 f5F0 5 F5F BT M. incognita F1 M. hapla BP5FALI A7 AR 5 (1411
HIVERT, X —iegh i BAREARER].
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