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anwarlalatdvnyuilandvuneaunsinals nay YOULIHUUUBIMISIABUT D triphenyl tetrazolium
chloride (TZC) uardnwarlaladdvnguadieiiuy nau furm yu Wethudssdeuueims nutrient
agar (NA) naaaun1sinduuuunsy auautfnassineuasdnadl wuiie 26 elaan Wuuuaiise
wnsuauuazinisldiinia dextrose lactose mannitol maltose wae sorbitol wiileufuiiauuaiie
Ralstonia solanacearum usilvinaauiuelngiies Psol_flic-F/ Psol_flic-R wag 759/ 760/ Nmutl21:1F/
Nmutl21:2F/ Nmutl23:AF/ Nmutl22:InF/ Nmutl22:RR ﬁﬁmwmﬁ’%wwwiavﬁa R. solanacearum &6
Tsadien Wolnmevasuiandlelnduasdu 165 rRNA veadouuaiile 5 lelawan Snszidisudio
Aug1uY 03 a National Center for Biotechnology Information (NCBI) 9nag luna 'y el e
Enterobacter spp.
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Abstract

Samples of bacterial wilt of fingerroot (Boesenbergia rotunda) were collected from Phichit
Province, Thailand. Bacterial isolates showing irregular, whitish, fluidal single colonies with a
pinkish center on triphenyl tetrazolium chloride (TZC) medium were selected. On nutrient agar
(NA), the colonies appeared white with an entire margin. A total of 26 bacterial isolates that
fulfilled these morphological criteria were further characterized by Gram staining, as well as
physiological and biochemical tests. All 26 isolates were Gram-negative and were capable of
utilizing dextrose, lactose, mannitol, maltose, and sorbitol, which are characteristic of Ralstonia
solanacearum. However, PCR detection using R. solanacearum- specific primer sets (Psol flic-
F/Psol_flic-R, 759/760, Nmutl21: 1F/Nmutl21: 2F, Nmutl23: AF/Nmutl22:InF/Nmutl22:RR) yielded
negative results for all isolates. Subsequently, 16S rRNA gene sequences from five representative
isolates were analyzed using BLAST against the NCBI non-redundant nucleotide database. The

results indicated that these isolates were closely related to Enterobacter spp.
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nsz918 (fingerroot) 4 8T nenAans mﬂmiaqﬁuﬁLﬁaﬁwsmamwﬁagmmﬁmﬁm
Boesenbergia rotunda (L.) N¥augn imdmieaauey nsgeluiuiidmiafidns wuih Tsaundutiymman
Toau douvgnidufivaruniamseiinguy savnasudy vosntsuannszsluiiudl lnsvilidunszasuans
nanvalaauluseasemisungesane asdidylu an1sidulumies Tulng wazdu anudimvevly
N3%Y8 Ao kaempferol quercetin ay panduratinA vsnaldaudusazniefiunniidnvard i eide
fassnauiudouuaiidonazdoruialdd fiu Wagududthna demndlesvaaainini Fsenms
nssniau anld fansdudinisudasadueatdelain 19 Aana11gnIdadudninnn1TdIvinaeues e
i efin1sdassnmanudalupeuinnes (Sanmun, wUATSE wazlun1sInnIslsANYUDRNYASNSLYANS5LALl
2023) ¥lsinandnnszedufideinisvesnainia frdmden Saviumalu anmsTenu wuidaens
wntu nwasnsludwminfiansssdnisvenefiuiing whannsadaldanides Pythium sp. was Fusarium
Ugnnszwreann 795 15 Tud 2560 10u 1,200 15 Tud sp. (Nelwgn d9ALnE uazAme, 2549) LayLd 991
2567 Imaﬁuﬁﬂgﬂdauslmuj%ﬂagiué”]Lﬂaiwéﬂixﬁwﬁw Sclerotium sp. (#n# AUNIAN, 2537) Laziie

s

LagaLnNaUIUNse (NSUFULASUNITINERS, 2568) WUT wuafiise loun Ralstonia solanacearum (Fnf &uws

2

NIANINTNEATIUAY VN 24 adun 1 unsiau-Tquiey 2568



9%, 2537; Jibat and Alo, 2020) TnglsafiiAnaniie
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demelsitufiviivgnanniiga egrdlsfinm nisiinlse
whvaanseueludmindidas selafinsswunie
annnvoslsn dufy muatedifngUszasdssyuay
Suunidoaunglsn ludunszaefidonisadiseinis
Mnideuuafifennnszeiiuansornaidiedluiui
vosdaniaidnsliuigns Againisnelse nrasey
yinuasduunndureatoanuieszms dWevlug
nsdanslsaiiviignds Wildnandnia daauniwa
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gUnIaluaEIsNg

nMsiuAlaenelsa
uieg19dunssvrefinansennisiduly
widos Tulngd wazdiu anuvaeuly vshalauduy
wazyieiuaniidnwardih (ol awdsududdnia
GiamLﬁ’lLf]asmqmmmE’ﬂmdwLLﬁiaxiﬁﬁﬂﬁuLwﬁu
(Figure 1) & sdufivgruinfnandouvaiiie R
solanacearum AUSIBNUVDS (AN quUNIAW, 2537,
Jibat and Alo, 2020; Kumar et al., 2014) Imaq'mﬁu
Aregefuduzuda x uravgarineiu 1.5-2.0 wns sy
Sruauegneianan 13 fegns Tuiluinianzdgn
Sunelniusyitudne uazsnedunse Sminians
YIULFOUNGARNIBU-5UINALN 2566 nduthyuuende
wuATlSy o vieelfURnTs neddduuasimuIIngInts

wé’qmilﬁmﬁmuam%gﬂmﬁmamwm ASUAYINTS

bNBAT NIANNNAIUAT

Figure 1 Symptoms of wilt on natural infected field fingerroot (A-B), Symptom on fingerroot leaf (C)
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oaumgiivies Wunan 48 alus asragleladidmned
anvazdvyuiiyedvunssunsinaidlalal veulSey
NG (single colony) Baniesiouneims nutrient
agar (NA) Usfigaumgfivionduiian a8 dalus ldde
‘U?q‘mé wfusnwdenuniiselu 60% slycerol ﬁﬁ

-20 pIATATYE

N1375780UALAMANTANINIEANUELTIARU
Usennsg

NN15ATIEU 2 35 Usenaumle (1) Anwn
dnwaurduguineveddaladainnisdouduuuwnsy
ANUIT N5V (Schaad et al., 2001) wag (2) n15lY
‘uzmmﬁgﬂ 5 91a lawn dextrose lactose maltose
mannitol wag sorbitol ML3BN15V0e (Hayward, 1964)
Tngviniana 5 vdnd1denviumageurduunds
aslulansnvesuuafisefisaanisdne wWefinisld
Yimaasyinldemsiua suaindifendudmdes

waanunigamaiivieaduian 7 Ju

nsduundauvaiiFeanvglsaisadaeinaia
Polymerase Chain Reaction (PCR)

dan'm genomic DNA Luav 15 elneld 73
modified CTAB (Sambrook et al., 1989) 1118 uLe
niszysinidenuniiFedidomisinudelnsses
759: 5'-GTCGCCGTCAACTCACTTTCC-3" / 760: 5'-
GTCGCCGTCAGCAATGCGGAATGG-3" / Nmutl21: 1F:
5'-CGTTGATGAGGCGCGCAATTT-3"/ Nmutl21:2F: 5
AAGTTATGGACGGTGGAAGTC-3" / Nmutl23: AF: 5-
ATTACSAGAGCAATCGAAAGATT-3' /Nmutl22:InF: 5'-
ATTGCCAAGACGAGAGAAGTA- 3" / Nmutl22: RR:
5TCGCTTGACCCTATAACGAGTA-3' (Xu et al., 2009;
Waki et al., 2013; She et al., 2017) @U1OFWATIEN
wauAmBueldiavan 2 uau Tnsuaud 1 szyindude
wuafilse R solanacearum w19 280 bp LazALOuLe

WAUT 2 S8U phylotype ¥aaLd auuAN i e R
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solanacearum @a5adUATIERL 4 VWA lagvun
144 bp dnaglungu phylotype | WaUABUBULIA 372
bp dneglungu phylotype Il waufduevuin 91 bp
dneglungu phylotype lll Wagngu phylotype IV wans
LOUFABWEIIA 213 bp ludiuresdu egl uazeglns
FH Psol flic-F: 5'-GAACGCCAACGGTGCGAACT-3Y/
Psol flic- R:  5'GGCGGCCTTCAGGGAGGTC- 3
(Schonfeld et al., 2003) @1115084ATILAUOUALOULD
AuIn 400 bp Fesumzsedy AIC veadouuniise R
solanacearum @ 38 ¥ AU N1 581 TP1000 ExcelTag
(Smobio, Taiwan) d34A512KLAURLEULEAI8LAS B
muquqm‘wqﬁ T-Professional (Biometra, Germany)
LENYUIAVBIANBALE ULDA2875 gel electrophoresis
UU 1.5% agarose gel Tu 0.5X TBE buffer nvul
wswarsuiindlelndvesdiedadewundiSefiine
nsdnsuunifuauiuideuuafide R solanacearum
FMRLUSINBUUSIN 165 IRNA dhuau 5 lelaian
Taeldlnsiues F8: 5-AGAGTTTGATCMTGGCTC-3'/
rP2: 5-ACGGCTACCTTGTTACGACTT-3' (Wahid et al.,
2013) uaadsliui¥n Solgent (USLnaLn11a 1#)
Ansrgvasuianalelve wazily blast Wisuifisy
1‘14531‘1465’@ 4 8 National Center for Biotechnology

LY

Information (NCBI) tessyInavaualuaiiie

ASASEUAALYIUaRBLUATISY (cell suspension)

X & Aa Ay =

LB UUTBLUATILS 891H 89N1SANEIVLDIMNT NA
gamgdwenduian 48 47lus andudnslaladuu
HavhemnsmeuinauilsainieinA1nsganiulasi
A11L81IAA YW 600 UILULNAT (ODgyy ) IIN19LTDA
Tilaaisuvivaeeiwad ndagandukaniaiy 0.5
fisher scientific

(Spectrophotometer, Thermo

evolution 300 PC, USA)
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fignimsnalsavaadauuaiite
(Koch’s postulation)

figainisnolsaluf uuasenuazdanun
Usvanal 0.5 wufiuns TnsUgnideuuniii3ediseanis
Anwrasuudunasenuasdafiiiunise 1l euui i
AIBITNITNEALAA WIIUABELUATILT B USUIAT 0.1
fiadanseio 1 5u nysuifar 3 11 Unlifgumgfives
Funno1ns 2-3 Yundsnmisugnidie daudasnis
994 (Jayathilaka et al., 2006) @ iun1siigatinisne
Tsauwfavenlngfirunisendouuiiofe Tnednead
LIUaeEd suuAfiis sasuunenwalugusuins 0.1
fiadanssio 11 n3suday 3 41 Ualifiguunivies
Wunan 10-15 i diauwvasanisnisves (Nishijima et
al, 2004) wagfigarinisnelsaludunszyeeny 1 ey
Tnedawad wwauaesd suuailoid1usnudy
nsane U3ums 1 fadansse 1 dunssuises 3 o1 lag
ﬂqm-ﬁyaszhmmtﬁu Aquienawarainuy 12 $2lug
waathgeeen dunpeinisiluan 4-8 dUavindsann
nsUgnifsluanimlsandou fauasainisues (Paret
et al.,, 2008) TuninuaLUSeuLisuiunssuisniuau lag
\Wouuailide R solanacearum axiliuduileidet
Waswdudiiana dunszveuansennisiite 1du
Tuwdes Tulngd dau wazarudwveulu dunasen

uazveuluguanionnsun@d
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NaN15398LLaZN159AUSIINANISIVY

mMsusnieuuniite

Auseg1anszresIuIY 13 fega fikans
armaudien Wuluwdes Winsl wazdhu audmveu
Tupdnea V daudidunuuiinavient vieemnsuas
Whailededsuiuiihana susnideuuaiidelag
Apsasunesiasnite T2C wudnwaelaladinay 3
1guiigadvuysounsinardlalad veuou aniy
Selalathiervontennasweuuems NA wulaladl
wuafiFefdnuvardunguadreiiun B S yu
(Figure 2) Sauaustsdu 26 lolwan dlalaivunin
911113 TZC wae NA ddnvaedugiuingindigadaiu
L ouuALse R solanacearum wavaonAd o ey
(Jayathilaka et al., 2006; She et al., 2017) usin13AN®A
SnuarduguinewenteuuaiiFefiasaivlauy
wihonsildeensdmdensdnvaslaladfiasdomn

a o 1

wiadnwimaby insizowuaniseluu1adva o
Pectobacterium spp. mmqiimﬁiuasﬁﬁa”wmg
1Alad UUnU 191915 AR UARINULUANLS 8 R
~ ' % = o & v
solanacearum W BBY UUNUIBINIS NA 9931t JUA D49

91AeI8nN159uY Tun1sseyuasduuneunuaiiesaly
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Figure 2 Colony characterization incubated at room temperature for 48 hours; triphenyl tetrazolium chloride

(TZC) (A), nutrient agar (NA) (B)

msfeuduuunnsusaznagaunisidinaaveadie
LUAdiLsY

nséeuAuuunnsy wuinnuaiideda 26 lely
wan WuluafiiSeunsuau deufndunsues safranin o
dededldndasganssm uazdnnsldimars 5 via
1o WA dextrose lactose mannitol maltose @ ¥
sorbitol Tnga1m151U8 suandif o udind e
Wudeatuidewuaine R solanacearum (positive
control) %&Qﬂﬁ'@agﬂuﬂdm R. solanacearum biovar 3
Tngnaiana 5 vdn ALudneiauisasasiuun
R. solanacearum biovar 1 14 5 1@”1‘141,5@&@1"14 210N
A13A N¥1UDY Waki et al. (2013) S1891U7 LT 0
R. solanacearum Tu ¥nsgnadsa1nUszinady
padnsidouavdulaiudeanuisadiuunlaidu
R. solanacearum biovar 4 duuﬂizmmjﬂuuaﬂwa
35‘UﬁLﬁj U L‘ﬁya R. solanacearum biovar 3 hag 4
anudeu Tnewdie R, solanacearum biovar 3 fnsly
fﬂma lactose maltose wag dextrose @7u biovar 4
‘lsﬁ'uy"'}ma lactose maltose mannitol dextrose Lhae
sorbitol (Schaad et al., 2001) WANTSHaUFUUULATH

LaTNAFaUNSIUNINaveLYakuAsadaliaiunse

seylduduowindudie R solanacearum 3asiodinis

nadeufemAtinduY atuayusioll

nssuuniauuafiifeaunglsaiisadenaia
Polymerase Chain Reaction (PCR)
nssuundeuuaiiSedeuiase) PCR Tadld
Alnswwes Psol flic-F/ Psol_flic-R wag 759/
760/Nmutl21:1F/ Nmutl21:2F/
Nmutl23:AF/Nmutl22:InF/ Nmutl22:RR 7 1l
AusuIzaeile R, solanacearum avinlsaiiien
WU%IWL“‘I?UE] WUAN LS8 R solanacearum (positive
control) Tiuauandulwsiuesina 2 gnanunsodunse
wouFowedivwin 400 bp fuglnsiwes Psol flic-F/
Psol_flic-R uaruauALoulovuIn 281 bp Lazvuln
144 bp dneglungu phylotype | Aulnsiues 759/
760/Nmutl21:1F/ Nmutl21:2F/
Nmutl23:AF/Nmutl22:InF/ Nmutl22:RR 1 uLsigiiu
Waki et al. (2013) uaz She et al. (2017) Tilnsiues
759/ 760/ Numult21:1F/ Numult21:2F/
Numult23:AF/ Numult22:InF/ Numult22:RR wazlns
\Wwe3 Psol flic-F/ Psol flic-R fLumiizq%ﬁasuaﬂL%a

WUATSY R. solanacearum wilRaa Ui UL UATISY
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v 26 lelatanannseganseaneiiuansonmsidies 39
vhnsseydnduunuuaiiGennqaunideindu Ingld
guusian 16s rRNA 97u2u 5 lelaian lngldlnsiwes
F8/ rP2 Jwmsnzviarnuilimdlelne waziily blast
wWisuiiisulugiudeya NCBI i eszyivavesde
wuaiiseludostunazanuansinszsigiduiianale
nd wudwuaiiFedwau 5 leluan gnavyindude
Enterobacter spp. daitewuaiiSeIdatansnsanuld
waldluanmundousssund wiednsdriassn

NAIRNWOANNALIATIUTIDTS

fignimsnalsavaadouvaiise

(Koch’s postulation)
ﬁqf\]ﬁﬂ’ﬁﬁ@l‘iﬂﬁlaﬂL%@LLUﬂﬁﬁ‘c’Jﬁgﬂ 26 lole-

wanasiy 4 wia laun neuialug 99 wasew uay

ns¥ane wuin Weuuaiiens 26 lolwan vinldaven

vl wardawansernisd e ewdswdudiima

wasInn1sUgniie 10 Ju Wevuliigaumgiivies uay

a

LLﬂi@%ﬁﬁ’lﬂﬁUQﬂL%@L§QJLL?IGNEJ’1H’I§6§’WI sesIan 2-3
fu vniuidaifoguiauanvdsuduiima deuy
wnty Wesuiunssuiiugnidiofedindu (nseiis
AIuAY) (Figure 3) @aAAdeiU Nishijima et al. (2004)
'ﬁsy’i%ﬂuwﬁya Enterobacter spp. LagLATBNLARNY
p1Nskidenndaeiu Jayathilaka et al. (2006) ﬁszq
dﬁLﬂuL%yaiuﬂa;uﬁﬁ’ﬁ Erwinia spp. mmfuﬁwmiﬂgﬂ
WouuafiBeasuudunszane Susuiumsluriniiou
nunWusTeigure 2567 Geanmwndeuliivanga
sanisnelsa lnellgamgll 37+2 semigai@ea Tuyas
nansiunaz 27+2 ssawaldea Tugrenaiadu wuid
é’uﬂizmaﬁv‘hmiﬂqm%aLwﬂﬁﬁa‘ﬁﬂ 26 Tolwtanuans
9115UNA WuieIfunIIuIsALAN nT1e91ulsA
Wigaiinannidewundise R solanacearum fivaz
LaAsINSIRBILaTA8aE19TInE) TABLAAIINIS
Tumdes Wwkesdlunarsion shusuazuinaie

vnUasufiuduinianan Uibat and Alo, 2020) uay
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INN3ANWIT0Y Paret et al. (2008) Jeiugeoulauay
ﬁ’uﬁ:wumu%LLammmiﬁ'igszL’gaumﬂm"mﬁ’u
Usganm 21 uaz 70 Yu audidundininnisugnide
UaZINTIB9UVBY Nishijima et al. (2004) na1ailud
2001 g11euiansszuinvasismyluds wazile
nagounisnelsafiede £ Cloacae wuindudaay
wangensiiien Tumdes Fuduansennisn Weide
Wasududihmauazilunaisdoun uag Lin et al.
(2020) wag Zhao et al. (2022) wualsATaundinig
seURlUUsEmARY AN ULEnIDINSIUIUSLIMEaA Y
dedowdsuuatinng INTU Lﬁ'aﬁwmuamﬁamma
Tsanuwd ouuniise 2 S0 £ cloacae uas
R. solanacearum 3 adeuuailide 2 3vadlianunsa
wendnYENIIdugIWIVeTls donadesiu Nishijima
et al. (2004) izqﬁ%ﬂuﬁa Enterobacter spp. Wag
LATENLEAIBINISLUNEEAARINU Jayathilaka et al.

(2006) Tiszuinduidelunguidta Envinia spp.
#5Unan1339Y

ASLY1UN WANIDINITLA U UTINTANI RS
17U 26 lalatan danwardusuIngIuuntne s

£l

wazdniiaonadesiuwuailise R solanacearum u
wuimadnwilneinaia PCR foyalnsesiisnme
woid e R solanacearum s¥ulul91d 0 R
solanacearum uagHadATIzaRuAalelnavesdy
165 rRNA vaadonuaiiiesiuiu 5 loluanssyiniu
o Enterobacter spp. ﬁw%“uﬁqa]ﬂmiriaiimau%a
wuATliSe (Koch’s postulation) Tudesufjuanisnuin
FeuuniiSen 26 lelsanshlitmenlve uaviuds

LARMIBINITEUN
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JorduBLu

dusunisanuiudanlualsiiuiusingna
Wy NMInsvgeuAnaudAINIINIEn MLaETILAl Lag

AMTIMUABLUATIISEA8WATA Polymerase Chain

Reaction (PCR) Mifia1ua1tw1e wiuganduluns
JEULAZNITINTUNYBUUATISY Enterobacter spp.

W BT UNNSIANISSALA g9t UsEANSAn annns

EjiylLa‘EJ?JQQLﬂEG]Sﬂi

Figure 3 Symptoms produced by bacterial from fingerroot on onion bulbs and carrot and ginger slices; Healthy

onion bulbs (left), and yellow onion bulbs (right), after inoculated 10 days at 25 °C. (A), Healthy

carrot slices (left), Mild rot symptoms (discoloration, water-soaking) in petri dishes (right), after

inoculated 10 days at 25 °C. (B), Healthy ginger slices (left), Moderate rot symptoms (discoloration,

water-soaking) in petri dishes (right), after inoculated 2-3 days at 25 °C. (C)
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