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Control of root rot and vine decline disease of muskmelon caused by
Monosporascus cannonballus using grafting

Y Y g ) o
Sk ogals oAby Jadllal ¢ goest s
VWAFNIY - e VY010 sl

@ b 50,5 mee slos Lo 31 Monosporascus cannonballus z,E 51 » aig Jlg5 9 ado ) (Sawws
» M. cannonballus ala> e glis low Hles Tatl gy cpl jo abl oo Lis Sis 5 0,5 3blin j0 05
sl sl ool len Olee 4 DAY i s 0B bl Jlae 30,5 (dome pU L 0jo)5 codsil 59,
op 3l Jole Swis slaie (nl slp 035 )13 oslitul 3590 905 (5, 2 0ad Wi 0y Gladis Jiale
Lalyd 5o dpglie 03, plarea) Gugde pad opy> 55 9 T-113 5 T-1 o)l 505 slaasl 55, Sl S 0
Si¥se Jos OAY iz ay oogll (SlallS )0 Sigy 5 aly <tS 5l Gy 285 1 oy 350 SIS
Coglie (2l i8S )18 (Sodly idgy jo Cagb; baas Sz ) VDol 4 Gisy ladie ol pladl
Signy 28,5 olosl S5iges 3l o 33 FO (allyn sloplil 5 4y o35 5Sel sk 5l she & oasl
3579 5o sime B chlizee glo)los Ay (335 (032 seeliaibse ;550 Slaaly (g5 p jlae)S 5 )5 055
aS ol (LaS gyl il las S jles pas b jpa o 1) (35 (SR a8 0B g 598 slaaly sl
5 aiey (Fovsy ilo Olon Ot b psli slaal (555 2 3 oo o) 5ige 5 oozl L
305 J5S 1y 5 s

03,5 Ngw 315 (5 ,lews Monosporascus cannonballus : gouds’ 5519

Al emelys ecsmelys aly ool 31T oKl ¢(g 5Lt suStils  BLE it (6 Loy 05,5 )l slid IS ol (gozmils - )

Ol Ol e 65,9188 s g Shjgeleliniod lajlo 9iS (SbjaalS likod dwsge jLobiwl -Y

5 Obigel 5 Dlidzs lojle ()l plisl mmb wlie 5 (55,5laS Ghjgel 5 Dlidizs S e« SbpalS wlidey sy Lokl Y
Olrl eomalys «s50liS g3

dshahriari37@yah00.com L35 Jgums oddwws 99

doddo


mailto:dshahriari37@yahoo.com

sy s ade) Sz Solom 55 5 Wsw 5l ool

sb;ls bl 4 Cucumis melo var. cantalupensis  _JU 4 Cucumis melo var. inodorus o3 > olS go
o5 slole ) lag)T sy Jorlye oas 5 o0 St ) St a5 o5 3blie 53 Ygems Y (558 5 (alod
T elss 5 1S VT AP s s 5555 15 ol (al oS 5 o (VY- 7iisgs) S5 sn (6 s Linls
OYAY 6l 0) Cowl oads 551 o5 VTYY - 55

31 Monosporascus cannonballus 31, Jls g 05,5 slaase Jlg) 5 ads, Sowws >l sl o
©obj &yl aS o0l ovalie 05 2uF )50 4 Sty @l b slacel )5 b g ol Sidans 5 0,5 Gble
ol oad SV game (pl GiS ) mhae ot malS Gel b 5 g lan 3 5 0350 3ly oS ko &
o luas |, b g o> ez SL3gaS adgr ¢ ol wl) 40,5 sgaome b (g ke ol (Sarpeleh et al., 2012)
Martyn and Miller, 1996; ) sgi o a5lil e o GHlom SO lsie 4 > Sis 5 6,5 bl
Folbopys cutS 5 mhw ials cel Jlo V0 Job jo Lalawl ;o a5 glasgsSay (Aegerter et al., 2000
5,00 b4 sz BB olus el slae 550> 0 4 (Garcia Jimenez et al., 2000) ouis oo,o
(Aegerter et al., 2000)

Lulps 53 Solad (i 5 0ad yall Jsame cudloy 4 suile atin 93 b S, Yoane (5 )lo e
Kim et al., 1995; ) 0gd oo x| 0gn (S, adge ;0 ohgr (S 5 L,S (sl il Cov oS wi,
Sloplal laie o b jgiwgSwl j0 0uses o)le0 3925 9 5 ke (090 IS5 4 a5 L (Bruton et al., 2000
Oezad (b 5 05y Jleie oS (Uematsu and Sekiyama, 1990; Stanghellini et al.,1996) z 6 sl
Jole z,B S pglie sloan jlg laad o (Reuveni et al., 1983) s lon Jole 7,8 apwy Gl aisls
18V o 53 b oyl 0305 5 olb sloiss g5 5 Aty (Femsy Sibom Jule A3b o JSko (6 Lo
Troutman and ) o b I g 03,5 slaasg ;1 Verticillium albo-atrum 4 Rhizoctonia solani ol yes
«= ol 5l (Pollack and Uecker, 1974) a5 5 oLl M. cannonballus lgie 4 (s  (Matejka, 1970
aibe olgz 3blis 5l s L ;o M. cannonballus 51 o 05,5 ¢ I SLeSU 50 w50 canyy
= == {Garcia-Jimenez et al., 1994) LsL.wl s> (Martyn and Miller, 1996) . livsain
(Bruton and (555 5o s el (Karlatti et al., 1997) (sogaw Liws e (Mertely et al., 1991, 1993) S, o]
oS 9 (Tsay and Tung, 1997) .l (Watanabe, 1979, Uematsu et al., 1985) !5 Miller, 1997a,b)
el 0als 5158 (Martyn et al., 1994)

T hson 5 G (Sl 5 lnsS o J3 Gblis 5l a3 5 (b 53 31 ,b olsl 26 ool oln!
S e S92 590 53 Jole (nl 6T aen p I gualyd pol> Jlo )3 (VAN G5 i g aly j) 205 L]
(Sarpeleh et al., 2012) s ls 5929 )|l o b g 05,5 Juad )5-1

Glogp Juo 5l oolainl Lailoass 4238 IS 4 M. cannonballus J,—uS cyz bl slo b,
b s plie (g «losg Jao gylem JyuS 5o 0,50 9,05 9 oy Lo ((Edelstein et al., 1999)
L oles 5 ol 65,54 (Shigeharu et al., 2003) cowl 0095 5o oz 5 gy 9,d5 (60 Vo) g aiila
Olrl 3 b 5 053 S llyd 5 g (el bl 5 Cany b sl Lagl 5 (20 Slilas 4 ez g
{Cohen et al., 1999) Jie puSs;,S ali;lal aile alie sla 1Sz L8 ol o iyl
M. cannonballus J 5™ sl, (Pivonia et al., 2010) oS + g 2wslST o o 51055 5 ¢ g il oS 951
25 Giecals ) bt Yaess S sl glovuzmy sladame o b 25z, o,)15 wlad 5 )15 eslinal 590
S8 ool 9550 0aiiS ST slaghy, mle b il o caslie @bt Joa> oz Sl 2 g axdly

W85 IR axgi 0)9e Dl hro g Slmjew SIS (2B Gla S Lo S5 50 0590l &5 ey,
Oyle Ngn wBbos Gl sl by pglie ol Mol sladly 5y » (25 clie Pl W o]



WA Jlo ) ojleds & ol (60 3,5 (S polS

Ot S5edsrd slowl 5 S 5 b e wdl (il S L er 4 oS g0 calie gl iy Jlasl ) ol
Glada) o b iasgod ady) oo aS Sl sl S San uleiee 9 @ g9,0 oS G o i
99305 ) 4 e pslin 5 Loy 4y (S 508 4 bag)]

595 pglie saaile 55, el g 0,5 «onls 4o bl sbooj,s 5 baslgars 720 Los HA9A Jlo o
GBS ) e adgl Slaslesl 5l asy (Lee and Oda, 2003) wals o0 Kgm S 905 L olowo
5 SpazsS (Sl Gla)ls deoj S dadilaain 25T a5 )0k a4 8L Gl pglae b 4 Gwign
Jolse b ojylee bag i 55 W (ol Bun wud so Wigm AlSL ac)je 4 JLanl 5l Jo3 bagybeeol
Sl Casglie b3l aile 6 paas Blacal nley ciiS L Jy e pslisd aile oIS slislom
5ol ady 08 5 e olie 5 ol il Gl S YL Cusb, 5 555 omly Glod szen (2l A
5 6olas 0y 4o Wigw (Sakata et al., 2007) o,5 lowdges sgue (golamdl cils 0,90 (40,5 SVeb ol o 5o
995 (295 59, 0> 5 SLB 995 el 4 935 o5 (59, wlgain 908 (59, 2 LS Wgm el Slogee Dlow
(Pavluo et al., 2002) 545 oo oolaiw! Whitegourd U 4

JAS 5 gy 39 Pl L5 (ol 4 plaS o wlagy ke lie alS 5 gy g, Sl (Balizs S 50
s 4 Ngn a5 Gley il swyp 0SS L M. cannonballus Sy 03,5 aigs Jlg) 5 di, (Sdumwgy (5 ko
B e bnlegy Lo SRalS 5 San (85 (Jy 8l SalS wo o AF-AV g les o js il a3 )5S
Solom JraS i (53 9T amis e ol Sl 2alS o ys VO-Y ¢ (g les oy i a8 S
oolainl 8.ali Ojgoay gy 90 o 5l Cewl gy 1B ol sols lis (glo sme ST figy g0 0
(Edelstein et al.,1999) s %

Gl g 9 g (Carrera o NUN-5554 6003 Arava) Galia sbeoy,> Sty ¢ shudzs o
Gglds g gy 0090108 5 03d] slaiye; ;0 5ol g e Jad g0 5o M. cannonballus 4 (TZ-148) 4u8
8Tl Jlee Jad )3 Wsm side ;56 5 (lew el b sdalive g1 Ol )3 (55lem 22)d 53 (6l
clls g 08lee Gag st Pl 4 Cid (asgy oY B, Galia el (e j0 g g
4w 53, p |, (Caravelle g Primo) o3 ,5 (5,lx o8, 99 (w3 Jlod 51 Slllas ;o (Cohen et al., 2005)
P1 124104.P1 20488 PI11207. MR1 PI 212210) o3, by il o (HS 380 ¢ HS 286 HS 1330) gus sl
g8 slaal » sWgn (LS o) wisw M. cannonballus 4 osgtl slacrws; ,o (HS melon 3105
oz 3l on sloanly 2 s sloosys 5 9nils bgaisey 5d jl G F0km sl ol Diz 5 355
los,> X wlasles] ,s (Jifon et al, 2006) wols ;lis YU @i 55 PI 1207 4 12404P1 PI 20488
S S 50S (SO pay doyd Gma dlge g Ol (Vb e bl 5 (558 (glady ) prans e 4 (sisn
(Cohen et al., 2000) wols lid b gaign e a

seeloaiise polish alez 5l oSl sl )S Lo JyS 5o leaS aly 2 alssin 5 055 W g 4o
(Emphasis 4 Strong Tosa.TZ 148) 405 4l 4w 4 (Pancha 4 Proteo) o3 5> 13, 90 Guizs pl )0 .Cuwl o0g
500 4 S |y (0500 (y39) 0gue 0 Slac g oLS ul, TZ148 4 Strong Tosa gladsly p digw Ao 005 Wgw
(Jebari et al., 2008) sl oli8l | oS slo g,

plesl g lom 4 ol 05055 (59, M. cannonballus slaaslox o156 len olgs Tal gy cpl 5o
> yo 50 25d00 Siaile 505 (55, o Wgy 03 Sledin g3 g LBl il Al e 09
W) SMie §pa8 05y 5 9 T-118 9 T-1 6Bl 505 slaaly (59, Jlaw)S 05 0)% Sis (2STy 2l
25 58 )l 3 (myp 0y90 AL Ll 50 (pglie o3 (e

L gy 9 olge



sy s ade) Sz Solom 55 5 Wsw 5l ool

M. cannonballus g, sbaslos o155 lews & yod cumed o903
@ oolitwl cgx Y ol ke @i b M. cannonballus wlos ololids g (o, p oo b Gialesl ol
agher cite Sl b b 5 055 Glagaisy STy oy Slialos] 1o a2 e lisslon alizr (lsie
plxl jeiS (SipolS Slibass dwawge LS sl lom Oladow yiduy emueSLS 51 M. cannonballus ¢ ,13

Monosporascus cannonballus z,6 slaaslaz> Slasie -\ Jsox
Table 1. The specification of fungi isolates Monosporascus cannonballus

55 slows 4 looly augd
Ry
_“*  Province ol City b District A Host o
Isolate
code
Sistan & 9 Ol
- I; - _ s
M-21 Balouchestan il Zabol s Cantaloupe o3>
M-273  Isfehan R Ardestan  gtws,)  Mahabad g Melon L
M-365 Fars o Jahrom PyvEs Yousef abad ol awss  Cantaloupe oy,
M-467 Semnan Olbows Garmsar  ,L—,5  Paleh al Cantaloupe o>
M-580 Markazi 3 By Saveh ogles Zarandieh 4y Melon S
M-582 Markazi SF Saveh oglus Zarandieh o5 Melon b
M-583 Markazi S5 Saveh o5l Zarandieh )5 Melon b
Sistan & 9 Ol
- I; _ s
M-3 Balouchestan sl Zabol Hh Cantaloupe o3,

ol sl s ags (WWAYF) LS g aly s 5g, 3illae M. cannonballus wla> A 51 G o aleslg
(Lol Ol 9,5 5 gt 5l o ol oilens ST 0 j5 a0l SO Gae @ 9> 43 1) FIO sga jslate
S S 2 30 Jool> bglses 51 i) Lo £o 0 ladie 50l byl oo b g adlol T 4 ey 0 VD lode
a0 WYY loo jo Jlgte 5, ¥ lacSiodls o adlol ylade Of jid Lo Voo LoD o 4y ol alBy, (5,5
Sob O S 2 a4 ol SaS l e iad PSSl ddBs Ve o 4 jhews] SO LS g ugendas
50 DS 5 7,0 by S (g9, alaa 1 Slasin 0o )F Blal (balas 51 SOy 3D 7,8 cogdas
led 035905 15 0 s plas 3 1giS Hebods 7, B U wl (6,l0gSS aan B-Y Soe 4y Lugaadis 4z 50 YO-TY gles
(O JSs)

Pl Jolae Siaube
a9 gk ol o diad Giale Jlue S 055 0003 gl S92 iz (alisslen D08 s 1
e Sl gined 5 ao)s aw il b mad CoplS5m 6510 Jslns b (G9aead 5l Sl S 355 0505
Hody ol aalds bl bl s cod gbie bBlo IS gol> slacSiias Bl 0 (A e aw) s !
G e ezl S oy S0 a4 U ol Jiie ogb e Cudpy golo By b I3 4 oojalle>
28wl o ly Wl JEle (e doy0 mh Cawd 4 lalas alesly 4 ooyl S L olaglls
yedu b bolxe &ygods oS F o 10 amalSVY olaws ol slis ol aw JISS 2 50 5 (ol LS F 5 ey
YVAY oo jo ailsdS 1o 55, FO Sowe @ bplals Waus 8 cunS wald glae 4 bolse b wl cud s 19>

sl 5ylel ST Cush; Gl 4 az i b )L S s, aiz 0 5 (55K Gegemds a2 0



VW2 Jlo o) o)leds & al> (50 315 (S pelS

<13t LS 9031
Qo lax olee slaplal 5 s ) Cuond wlBislejl & Jlal 5l o 5 7z, SB 5l blasl b lals ai,
5ooliiul b (g lows asls .aiols 00ls gitiacd (s g ,9abge O 518 oy ) iy, Bl bl S Gl >
L sloaig olaws Guend b 5 )lom 589 20,0 5 (V J992) (s &2 2 sl (Crosby, 2001) (oS b,

idgesd Sl eslinl b T a5 Ve x legs ol slaaigy IS 2 (oo slend 52 4 bgape (gslen podle
0405 = 28 400
=—0—0 ¥
V=N
o le wpalic o0 b aig olaws N Jge,d ol jo (Townsend and Heuberger, 1943) ol aulxs
9 (_g)Lo...' &35 ..\.o)o u....u » 05)1:- \.\.quJ‘sA (a)‘_g)l.o.u &}Lw u;,s}/l.' Vj 449.» ‘)S slass :N ‘(\—()) ‘_g)Lo...s

W08 dslie SuSu L g Tl 55 eud (Siale Sladin 4l g il 2 slp 5)len Db

(Crosby, 2001) M. cannonballus ! , s lews (asls puns -V Jgo
Table 2. Disease index identification caused by M. Cannonballus (Crosby, 2001)
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Fig. 1. Fungal inoculum in barley seeds (left) and inoculated pots (right)
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Fig. 2. The stages of grafting muskmelon onto cucurbit rootstock. (A) cucurbit (rootstock), (B) Zard-e-
Garmsar muskmelon (scion), (C) creating a groove in the rootstock of cucurbit, (D) Paring the scion

(E) Putting the scion in the groove created in the cucurbit stem, (F and G) covering the graft place with
Para film, (H) putting plastic cover on the pots
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Fig. 3. Symptoms due to M. cannonballuson Zard-e-Garmsar muskmelon in greenhouse. (A) plants

inoculated with the pathogen inoculum containing yellow and wilt symptoms, (B) control plant without
symptoms, (C) plant roots inoculated (D) control plant roots
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Table 4. Mean Comparison of root fresh weight of cucurbit rootstocks (T-1 and T-113) and Ghasri

Mashhadi muskmelon
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Means with identical letters on each column are no significantly different at 5% probability level
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Table 5. The Comparison of shoot weight mean of cucurbita rootstocks (T-1 and T-113) and Ghasri
Mashhadi muskmelon
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Fig. 4. The effect of M. cannonballus on Zard-e-Garmsar muskmelon roots and T-1 cucurbit rootstock.
A) Zard-e-Garmsar muskmelon root in sterilized soil; B) T-1 cucurbit root.in sterilized soil; C) T-1
cucurbit rootstock.grafted onto Zard-e-Garmsar muskmelon (scion) in sterilized soil; D) Zard-e-

Garmsar muskmelon root in infected soil; E) T-1 cucurbit root in infected soil F) T-1 cucurbit
rootstock. Grafted on to Zard-e-Garmsar muskmelon in infected soil
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Fig. 5. The effect of M. cannonballus on Zard-e-Garmsar muskmelon and T-113 cucurbit rootstock. A)

Zard-e-Garmsar muskmelon root in sterilized soil; B) T-113 cucurbit root in sterilized soil; C) T-113
cucurbit rootstock.grafted onto Zard-e-Garmsar muskmelon (scion) in sterilized soil; D) Zard-e-
Garmsar muskmelon root in infected soil; E) T-113cucurbit rootin infected soil; F) T-113 cucurbit root
grafted onto Zard-e-Garmsar muskmelon in infected soil
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Fig. 6. The effect of M. cannonballus on the roots of Zard-e-Garmsar muskmelon and Ghasri Mashhadi
(resistant rootstock) A) Zard-e-Garmsar muskmelon root in sterilized soil; B) Ghasri muskmelon root
(resistant rootstock) in sterilized soil; C) Ghasri muskmelon rootstock grafted onto Zard-e-Garmsar
muskmelon in sterilized soil; D) Zard-e-Garmsar muskmelon root in infected soil; E) Ghasri
muskmelon root (resistant rootstock) in infected soil; F) Ghasri muskmelon rootstockgrafted onto Zard-
e-Garmsar muskmelon root in infected soil
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