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Bacterial wilt caused by Ralstonia solanacearum is an important disease in cultivation of chili pepper, causing
plant death and significant yield losses. Cultivation of disease-resistant varieties is the most suitable measure
to control bacterial wilt of chili pepper. To establish an efficient screening method for resistant chili pepper to
R. solanacearum, six resistant or susceptible cultivars to the R. solanacearum were selected and the develop-
ment of bacterial wilt on the cultivars according to several conditions was investigated. Drenching bacterial
suspension into the cut roots using a scalpel was more simple and effective to distinguish resistant and sus-
ceptible cultivars than inoculation methods of root-dipping or soil-drenching without wounding. A resistant
pepper, 'MC4' to R. solanacearum showed high resistance under the developed conditions which were 21- to
28-day-old pepper inoculated with 1x10® cfu/ml of bacterial suspension. On the other hands, the susceptible
cultivars represented high disease severity under the conditions. These results indicated that we developed
an efficient method to evaluate resistance of chili pepper cultivars against bacterial wilt. In addition, we suc-
cessfully evaluated resistance degree of 140 commercial chili pepper cultivars to R. solanacearum using the
developed method.
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715 M9 E 7]';(]‘1:‘ ¥ @15t o|th(Hayward, 1991). E3} R. sola-
nacearum<- ECFo|| A QN EO AYE3T} 2~ Q1 ECFANA H

1 2170 2 (Hayward, 1997; Ito =, 1998), 2150} Ma|L} Z7]o]
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A7 AAE Fsho] AEA W= Adskal(Vasse 5, 1995;
Wallis€} Truter, 1978) 232 2 o]F35o] A& S-S HA s}
o AE&-L WANA 8L TAN7IE Ao LelA gt
(Denny2} Hayward, 2001).

R. solanacearum®l| &3] ¥AYsl= 13 FutE
FAFAol 13 st gAY Ag] B9
on, et A o] glo] 1 FuhEHe] ot 1)
Aol A& solukar 9JthKim 5 2012; Parkd} Kim, 1991). 12
ZF FulEx o] digt B4 Wi e 2= chloropicrine, methyl
bromide = dazomet £-& Z7] 59 93t EfaE 18|11
u7)% 223} § 21 HEA o] LA ok (lee 5,
2015b; Michel -5, 1997), ®8-t2] 7|5 7E Wof tiA| &&=
& MBI ol AL} B3 ol oS Bet ol
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o 0g Sof e RArg0 2 13 EokgY WAl ofe
2ol gt ool AHS YA 913t o2 WA
A3t on, vlgo] 27 B3, 47120 = BAUSH

AFHO 2 Q1A B3 Ql= A FFolv diE= o183+ 3
= A S A Estar glom ofof et A7t ol Mg
1 QJth(Balatero 5, 2005; Kinloch2} Hinson, 1972; Rhoades,
1076). £3] 23 Ert2wT} BAAL 13 4 Q0] £

uhE AY 2229 T APH AL A L A
T4 BEE 18U AT PA P BY S A%
J

31 IthGoth 5, 1983; Han 5, 2000; Jang 5,
2012; Kim <, 1998; Lim3} Kim, 1994; Peter, 1984; Tran¥} Kim,
2012; Wai 5, 2013).

R. solanacearum= A1&-2] 715 ¥ ¢jof u}2} 2 A 57119] race
2 FH}d|(He 5, 1983), 24}, ENfE, 12 S 7|24 97}
AR race 33} 7| 7E A3 5] FHHSIRE race 10] LA
QltH(Huang 5, 2009; Schonfeld 5, 2003). T3+ G5 ©4A Y9
23 ol w1, 2, 3,4, 55 o AP biovan o = &
E =i Buddenhagen 5, 1962; Hayward, 1991). = jo]l A &
ulE 22 E B85t 7170 R. solanacearum- biovar 33} biovar
42 SRS o (Yun 5, 2004), Lim 5(2008)2 71| 4] &
2|5t 487119 #F% biovar 31} 4%tk B 18}t E3 B
ntEel 12 HE Eeld 357 #F = 715e TAgle] BE
(Seo 5, 2007), Thopat ZHEo| A Halst 4787)
R. solanacearum ¥ & 13 FulE9AH 4552 biovar
3142 ZAE Qo B race 1] &3} tHJeong 5, 2007).

Matos 5(1990)¢] &3} 2 115 '‘MC4'9}‘MC5’ 18] 31 Malay-
sian accession ‘LS2341" (Mimura 5, 2008) 50| £ulE4Y |3}t
Ao 2 A gtk E3] ‘MC4'= biovar 1, 3 J2S 7HX]=R.
solanacearum®]| Tl EFEH A/ 7HAH, L+29] ‘Mie-

biovar 490

Midori’ A3A &£ (Matsunaga®} Monma, 1999)3} 3H4 11
2 £29) % 2742 Bo| 0|41 UHLopes 5, 2005;
Quezado-Soares®} Lopes, 1995). ZU|oj| A= 74|, EulE, 12
Z2X¥ B3R solanacearum #F52] race Y A
Aol JA = BIES] OL} Jeong 5, 2007; Lim &, 2008;
Seo 5, 2007; Yun &, 2004), 113 9] FEnl 28 Aol B3t A
T o3| REF Aok
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sHT.
= 3 g

= 9l MBI (biovar) M. 1F=2XHE B3R, sola-
nacearum KACC 10711 (SL1931) #-F& -G AA LA EAH
(Korea Agricultural Culture Collection, KACC, Jeonju, Korea)
ol 4 opro} el AHg-akick

R. solanacearum KACC 10711 #52] A2y AAL dgHF
L W o|FF B5HRY olgat T Asto] W X
olof| 7)z3| 7jA1E WH-E o]8-3te] AAJSIHTHHayward, 1964;
Huang 5, 2012). 18] 11 positive control2 R. solanacearum
KACC 10700 (biovar 3)} SL1944 (biovar 4) w35 AH8-314
g, KACC 10700 #F = A YAEHZEE 181
SL1944 5= Folrjsti 23E Ropuro} A7) AHgate
t}. 7] 28 R (NH,H,PO, (Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MO, USA)
1 g, KCI (Sigma-Aldrich) 0.2 g, MgSO,-7H,0 (Sigma-Aldrich),
0.2 g, bacto peptone (Becton, Dickinson and Co., Sparks, MD,
USA) 1 g, phenol red (Sigma-Aldrich) 0.08 g, agar (Becton,
Dickinson and Co.) 3 g, 5% 1 )& pH 742 2735t 30| 11
QrEFtsck Tt wiAlol ozt ARt 20% ot E
(glucose, trehalose, mannitol, sorbitol, dulcitol, lactose, malt-
2F %7t HES et
3 24-well cell culture cluster (Costa, Corning Inc., NY, USA)
9] Z} wellof] 2 mI¥ B335t R. solanacearum w5+ TTC

vl X](bacto peptone (Becton, Dickinson and Co.) 10 g, casein

ose, cellobiose; Sigma-Aldrich)&

hydrolysate (Becton, Dickinson and Co.) 1 g, glucose (Sigma-



336 Research in Plant Disease Vol.23 No. 4

Aldrich) 5 g, agar (Becton, Dickinson and Co.) 17 g, /5=
11, 2,3,5-triphenyl tetrazolium chloride (Sigma-Aldrich) 1%
-8 5 ml) (Kelman, 1954)0] =43} 28°Co|A| 48A17F &
ob BjoFet 55 10°cfu/ml2] SE7} HE2 243)a, o
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ol AHg-skeitt 1ear Aol A& Al 15 FF 140
M= AlsollA Fste] Aol AHgstqinh 2 =0 w&
ZuhE A S F AT 'MCAeL pulx Al EukE
W A EF0 2 gulE] 1 9l F3HEF(Syngenta Korea,
Seoul, Korea)2} ‘u]g) (] &, Sakata Korea, Seoul, Korea), 18]
3 Guk == AAf| A (Sakata Korea)Q} ‘5-7}(Farm Hannong,
Seoul, Korea)& Ad-sto] Agof AHg-381%ict

{Hg AAZE(5x87), E% 68 ml, Bumnong, Jeongup,
Korea)ol] of|-& AE(HA-E&ZE 55, Punong, Gyeongju,
Korea)& P 7} £F9 A T5shal f224(25°C+
5°0)0ll A 219(@497]) Fet Aulet 13 FRE N2e STt
g ZEZ]H 9 cm, EQF 400 mI)2 o]A)5kar 7Y 5t T sl
SHAT HESHE 350 Aol T SEubE Wy A1
2 AL A2 TSR LA CES A 14924
7)), 21971), 282(6%71), 350(8%71) FF Aukat 15
HE N2 Zgh2g TEFA 9 cm, ESF 400 ml)E o] A5t
S0l 7 F<t At Al Aol AHESHT: A= Al
o o) AlH]= EE 2 51R] gtk
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R. solanacearum KACC 10711 #3F=5 CPG
broth (casamino acids (Sigma-Aldrich) 1 g, peptone (Becton,
Dickinson and Co.) 10 g, glucose (Sigma-Aldrich) 5 g, distilled
water 1 1)o]] E35}o] 30°Co|A] 160 rpm o2 24A|17F AufjoF
Sttt AulFst WS 500 mle] CPG brotho]| 1%(v/v)7}
HES 5L 30°Co| A 160 rpm S =2 24417} XI5 lj<f 3}
ok Al HioF-S 8,000 rpm O 2 10571 YA E )3t o]
&SNS AASIAL Alat pellete]] a5 H7bstal & &
o} Al<t-& dehsiaich

HEY sl & EuhE 2 A AL 2 AY
oA Mot @EH-2 FFE (0D, optical density)E 0.3
(1x10° cfu/ml) & 2 245}o] Ao AFgsIen, HEd 5
Lo mE ZuhEs A AYS feiAe Al @YY 5=

=

Wl

£ 1x10% cfu/ml, 1x10° cfu/ml (ODgy,=0.6) & 3x10° cfu/ml
(ODgpo=0.9)2 ’E‘H]—S}ﬁQ-

B T e JAHE o8
AE S A 2E AR 13 AEA g HjEe 2
E] 2-3 cm EojR 3tof] B3} scalpel2 AF¢lste] #a]
AAE 7FetaL 1 3o Ml @E 20 mIE Tste] A

e A 289 F At 1 R B E
Agt oh Al FEFH(1x10° cfu/ml, 40 mi)o]] 3027 27|
T T Ao AELE STAE ZEFA 9em, EY
400 mh= o] 45}t 12|31 B HFRo| A= AJA]Lol
AlEA7E Sl Bl 2HIgh Al #EFA(1x10° cfu/ml)S
EE 20 mi¥S #sto] HEsH3iTh

283 FFG 1 FHE F2IFFAEGC A
60-70%)0l| 4] 3FF0f| 12A17H4] 3355 umolm™*s )& ZAlSH
HA = FoI7F5 mm oS} H=E [fAISHHA A B4
sto] Auistth Al#ES 14070] Trkgol dit A%
4 AolM e L o= HFSIL #224B0°CE
50014 A s AujstAnt FEe 1= 52
o = Afulist ek

Wy 270 02 FubS w4 A
31 59, 104, 159 ¢ Auigt S
HEg 2Ashg oM, AlBFel 140

(disease index)E AH8-3to] a3t A=H, 0=X1518 &
A g8 1=2A) Q1] 1-25% A5-& 54, 2= 2] 26—
50% A1S-& B4 3=HA] 20} 51-75% A& B4 4=H
A 99 76-100% Ale= 74 & SZA°ItHRoberts &,
1988). 18|11 H =7} 1.0 oJlo|H AFAC =, 1.1-
208 FEAFHO R, 21 oS A 0 2 WR AT

ZAVG AR RY ofdel 2 Sao] we} HAHT
X3HHZ(AUDPC, area under disease progress curve)2 A
3} tkJeger?} Vijanen-Rollinson, 2001; Madden 5, 2007).
AUDPC=S(X,+X,. J/2X (T, =T), X R ¥7) bl n g, X, ,
< A A o] 39 713 HRFAAE, T, -T2 & ZAMKA
o] A3t Y45 yehdith 8|3 7P Aol =2 59
AUDPC Zkof o3t 2+ &29] A& AUDPC (rAUDPC, relative
AUDPC) ¥ 2-&-& A Aks}3iTt.

HE AS2 6HHE O 72 23] 428319 21, SAS (SAS 9.1, SAS
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Institute Inc., Cary, NC, USA) = 2 13-8- 0]-235}] ANOVA 2= 67]] ZZFof 37k HFH(EFY-FH, B X)W, wa)d
42 staL A2 Bttt B E 98to] Duncan’s multiple  © % L%‘%ﬂ ) o2 4Fs}o] xu}%hﬂ A ZARE Aa, B
range test (P=0.05)5 A A|5}9 Tk 2] A Eofol| EutErE+t A —‘1% Fol= AR A
2 67) %% o)A 0-1.09] W =2} 0-5.02] AUDPC

Zap o nEt £ Hoj, o S A uF F %«1 FutEH Aol A

o] 1] A Aol AT P2 & 5 YT Table

R. solanacearum®| M2|&. R. solanacearum KACC 10711 1). SFH 113 B E A EtHo| Aot o 7 HE3)
w59 A F (biovanS AR A1}, BE HANA FH B ALo= M AFLS HE 159 Fof ¥ = 1.59F AUDPC

28 VER] KACC 10711 #32= biovar 30 2 SAEQTHFig.  10.3S BT, 7HeA TX S0 B e 35-3.71}
1). 22]aL 2721 R. solanacearum KACC 107001} SL1944= AUDPC 36.9-40.32 YERHT] 18|11 scalpel2 & At
217} biovar 33} 49| ¥F2-& Btk BHT 1A B 9lo] AL Bats whol SJaiH L A7

Jeong 5(2007)& S2lLtatol| A Halat 4787) 4F £ 440 A A0l ‘MCA= H W 1,07+ AUDPCE 4.09] ZHS B
7 @57 race 10]91 0, E3] 12 HE Bt 432 g1, A TE2EL nE FF W E 4037 AUDPC 36.5—
% race 19]21 S}9ic) 8 R Bhaflo] Baj 5o th2 4502 LrepichTable 1) thebd ReluA)wla el de 5
5719 A= % (biovan o 2 1p|=H|(Buddenhagen 5, 1962;  FH2AgH4 FF MCAoA] HaHgo] & et 4 &
Hayward, 1991). %-2|utetoll= Zuk-E ] A2 Fo] biovar  FEoj|A FutErgo] Hsp WAetgon 2 & uhie 1
1,2,3, 47} Ba1Eo] Ql=H, biovar 13} 2= &0l T o] ulEd A A o] 8 = A= HF o=
o] biovar 31} 4%it}(Jeong 5, 2007; Lim 5, 2008; Seo 5, Zye| it A9k B Yz HL 2 uk o] EAEla E2o]
2007; Yun -5, 2004). 18] 11 Fegan} Prior (2005)+= Phylotype  tro] @ 7&]= thAS 71X 31 Qlo] 8291 EulEd A3
2 opAjo}, ofulels}, ofzZelt, A=A} 442 FEIAAE  ANES PN RalaT T BEEEE o] 71 &3
tll, race 1 <#5=0]1L biovar 32} 4 o 5=+= ‘Phylotype oFAJoFe] o]z} AYztE ik

oZ;

&3kl 51Tk o|Ake] By 2 HE B HLof| AL-&3tR. sola- Winstead} Kelman (1952)& #3tAl o} 7404 AlE9] axt
nacearum KACC 10711 o3+ 30| A E2]3t race 1 #F9] o] 34 @?Hoﬂ Qloj A E7|FAMEE vhH-e my AT o
i1, biovar 322 S o] 115 X3 FubE A A4 FUHED o 52 IYHES BYou, A HHE Y
AA ol At #F= 2= ok A= At 7&—’;\—*3 AsolA 7H¢ 2 A= 2ol & UE
W Redd 5’*—%—5}04 HEste o] antAolz} H st
SUHO M2 0 ZolEH U, AL L AT Axd, ol $elo] A Aol YX|sH= Aotk 3HE E
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Fig. 1. Biovar classification of Ralstonia solanacearum isolates. Biovars of R. solanacearum strains were determined
by their ability to utilize five carbohydrates including glucose, trehalose, mannitol, sorbitol, dulcitol and to oxidize
lactose, maltose, and cellobiose. Control means negative control.
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nlE o] ZutE A AFolAe BEvtE £7)0 Hed=
FARSEY AE st Wil avtAolzial Hugt Ak glovt
(Kishun@} Chand, 1990; Lim¥} Kim, 1994), Lee 5(2015a)& &
Ol o] ZutE AFS dAsklol dAgle] Bed = E
ol BFsto] JFshe Aol Beo AAHE FoL Bddt =
HFsto] HFohe AX v At o|lrkal s3Itk R. sola-
nacearum-2 A Aol 4] EFE0] el E Folo] JYs=E
2 Ao Ao A 9 Be] 24 5 Zpolof] [t A3
749 5 1L gthd o) HE st Aol viEAsh, 22
FutEHolgts 7|5l et A Aol At HE W
HE o2 Ao 2 AAE: o) AutzRe 159 Xnf
9 A AN AE o2 15 Fedn = 4
A Fjo Heds BFots Wo] Al Ao = Azt

=3k

TFO| M Al7[ol }E X0l SH WM. HFst= 110
yl 7HA] ASA70l i 315 671EFolA Erte HA A
E5 AR A}, FF 159 9 AP A (MCA) 2 7+
219, 289, 359, 42 AJufst 13 SHE= 747+ 0.8,1.0,2.7, 3.5
o] Wy BTl 3.5 4.0, 18.3, 26.32] AUDPCE UER o,
'MCA'Q) BEA|7|17F F7hekel wheh ErkEs WA 7161
ThTable 2). 0|9} Ze] 424 FFEL B WHE 3.5-40
3} AUDPC 28.5-50.00. 2 219 Aujgt ‘40| 2 A|<)shH 1L
Y ASA712F TAjlo] B ErkEH o] sk skt
(Table 2).

7 2 A2 }] BrkE oF A 9ol oY frHU =3}
H A=) EutE Bt FAToP|HY BEvlEE 24U 11
23l AAb= 20259 AEigt A=l HEsthe Ao] AE
A 2= 7= AFsithal shithGonzalez 5,
1973; Winstead2} Kelman, 1952). ©]9} Z-o] S AX]7]of u}2t
Aol Ms}sl= AL FAAFANA detd e = yeht
£ @/doln, A3 A3} e 7ol thFE AEA 2 A5 A
7ol Aol FF= A Z=thlee 5, 2014; Jo 5, 2015;
Lee 5, 2015¢). wetA] ‘MC4'= A5 Al7]e] wha} SEupEHgof
gt 2ol Aol & Ut B2 'MCA'Y] A2 AT
Ao g2 AZFEIQItHTable 2).

A& A5 ez A A3l

|

1o

7 ZuhEY A A8E flsiA

FEE AR TER ol3to] 79 b AT 1S A

Kl

Ay

Foll ARg-she Ao Atz ozt L= Tk

S SO ME nF X0IEE LY. KACC10711 5
Z A 7] = (1x108 cfu/ml, 1x10° cfu/ml, 3x10° cfu/ml)<]
Al @l o= a3 67 FFol HFshar s 2de
AR 23 A AlE ‘MCA= 2124 0.5,1.8, 229 IS
Hol AFd =7 Skl wheh ZukEE 2Ao] S8R
o 1x10° cfu/ml2 FF38151S i 43S Hehfrth(Table
3). ot 2] A FFES AT s TARIC] 37 o
o Bt =S HAth 293 SEAPELR 4T
SHAF = 1x10° cfu/ml B2 HE51 109 Fofl 2AFE1
S wolt FEAES UEhES & 4= ATk whaba 1x10°
cfu/ml2 2 4F53H3e wf ‘MCA'e} b7} 242 A3t
TEARE 2L AT FF S 2 AT B ol A
T =77 A ol2tal A2 E| Rl tH(Table 3).

T3 A3 A5 H 2| (AUDPC) 440 4] 1x10° cfu/mlo. 2
HET MCA= 23S BT 7404 TEE52355-410S 2
Aok TEAYAY FFo 2 o FHEFE g AdEa o
& W2 2185 Ytk 1 9|9 HFd w5 A ‘M A
59 %% 8.5-14.09] AUDPCE AL, A FF=0lM=
38.5-46.52] AUDPCE LFEF Gt} (Table 3).

AE2 ) g2y AP SIS /A Fom-
1, "Fom-2'f| &3t AAAF Yo 2 A=A Ql=t oI5 AFA
< AT =7t STt = AAdele Wt }iSitkLee 5,
2015¢). 2831 1539] G AL FHAAUE HE =
&7} S7VsHH AR/do] Aagithal 4= A Slrk(Barksdale 5,
1984; Kim 5, 1989). & 5= (5% 10* sporangia/pot) 2 &3}
e T 125 10071 FF 5 67 FF2 AT N 91 #F
2o gisf =9 AHdE Uehldletl, olE F5= ¢
Eo FEE FFE Hole HE s=7 S/ meb
HE7F S7HE o &, 2014). whebA] 313 'MCA'Y] HF &
=of w2 utEH AR Aol= 'MCa7E EukEel His)
ARGl oty FAAF/gol7] HiZQl A= AZE

ATk
olA

|Abo] Az Re 12 o) Folew A4 AR5
7] gfat u o 2 5x8 AALE(EY} 68 mio] Yol g AES
93 13 FAE TSl 219 F AE o) e E

m

(274 9 cm, B¢ 400 mI) 2 o]AJ5}aL, 74 52t T Auigt i
Z0] Ma)o] scalpel 2 A S Y2l ODgy,=0.3(1.1x10° cfu/ml)
o XTuERA A8 X E 20 miE W55 HF
8laL, FEe 13 FHE F2FFAHRE: 30°C, AdGE:
60-70%)l| 4] 520l 121714 335 ZAFSHHA AHE5L
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2 Bgou 43 AT Mt HE 7Y T FE 1Y ok agn §F

ol ARHE Ui 45 15U T FEATHE B e EE F A

rHTable 4. 8% F A1) 2 EFE Fot8g 4 U3 W32 e

A4 AUDPCS} sl 17, % 79 Folle EohEy 8§ 1Y o) =

Aol Hol AT EF 3 3 AGAelglon] 2R WY 1 RRYTE =
[e]

=9} rAUDPCT} 2 HH-3-& Hol= &

%2 837l(58%)¥0|3} rAUDPC7} &

Table 4. Resistance degree of 140 commercial chili pepper cultivars to Ralstonia solanacearum’

| ol Eoh 5ol

ASHA| EAgste] A
o, uh = 9} rAUDPC7} 5
T 12470(89%) Rt olet &
7H 50| A= 1

Cultivar Triat" Days after inoculation AUDPCS 'AUDfC

7 1 15 (%)
Bulmat - 0° 0.5 1.7 54 12
Dangjomild - 0.2 2.7 6.2 13
Namjajakyuk R 0.2 1.0 1.5 8.1 18
PM Sinkang - 03 0.8 1.8 85 18
Dokyachungchung - 0.3 13 13 9.5 21
Gangryeokjosenggeon - 0 15 18 9.6 21
PR Cheongyang - 0.2 1.2 2.2 103 22
lldangbaekgold - 0.5 1.2 1.7 11.0 24
OK Cheongyang - 0 17 23 114 25
PR Ssaksseuli - 0 18 2.8 12.8 28
Geumhyang - 02 18 23 129 28
Gukbo - 0.2 1.8 27 13.7 30
Auseong - 0 2.0 3.0 14.0 30
Bitgoeul - 0.2 23 23 14.9 32
llsongjung - 05 2 23 154 33
Shinhong - 0 25 28 15.6 34
Buldojang - 0.5 23 23 16.6 36
Manseokgun - 0.8 1.8 32 18.0 39
Papiyellow - 0.2 2.7 32 183 40
Ganggeon - 03 2.8 238 185 40
llinja - 0.7 23 28 18.7 41
Tantandaemok - 0.3 2.8 32 193 42
PR Smart - 1.2 2 25 19.6 43
lldeunggongsin - 0.5 25 35 19.8 43
Hanson - 0.5 27 3.2 20.0 43
PR Bulmyul - 1.2 20 2.8 20.2 44
Muhanjilju MR 1.0 22 30 203 44
Cheonnyeonmannyeon - 0.7 27 30 20.7 45
PR Power - 0.8 25 3.2 20.8 45
Sunguja - 1.0 23 32 211 46
Giribbaksu - 0.3 3.2 35 215 47
Gangryeoktaeyang - 03 30 4.0 21.7 47
Daejangbu - 0.7 30 33 225 49
Meeting R 0.8 3.0 32 228 50
Matggalchan - 13 23 35 234 51
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Table 4. Continued
Cultivar Triat® Days after inoculation AUDPC* rAUD:’ ¢

7 11 15 (%)
Dokbulwang - 0.8 2.8 4.0 236 51
Bukang - 1.2 2.7 33 240 52
Papired green pepper - 0.8 33 38 25.2 55
PR Eokmangum - 1.0 3.2 35 253 55
Bongane - 1.2 3.0 35 256 56
PR Galmuri - 1.0 33 35 25.7 56
PR Ssun - 17 25 32 258 56
Gungyeilhak - 18 25 3.2 26.3 57
PR Sanghanga - 13 3.0 38 26.8 58
Katagurumai - 18 25 35 26.9 58
Gusipgujeomgu R 23 23 2.7 27.3 59
Hongjanggunbigarim - 1.0 37 38 279 61
PR Jijon - 17 2.8 37 28.0 61
PR Maekom - 1.2 35 4.0 286 62
PR Jangwongeubje - 1.8 32 33 293 64
Chamjoeun - 1.8 33 33 29.7 65
Hyangchon - 23 25 38 303 66
Gisedeungdeung - 2.2 3.0 32 30.5 66
Imgeumnim - 1.7 33 4.0 306 67
PR Huimangchan - 15 37 4.0 311 68
PR Pyeongjeong - 25 3.0 3.0 31.8 69
Maekomdalkom - 17 38 38 322 70
Morningput - 17 38 3.8 322 70
Berodda - 1.7 37 40 322 70
PR Hwanhoseong - 18 37 3.8 323 70
Bulsechul - 1.8 37 38 323 70
Cheonhatongil - 18 37 38 323 70
PR Yeokbalsan - 20 35 38 326 71
Cheonnyeonyaksok - 22 33 38 329 72
Hongsimi - 2.0 37 3.8 334 73
Byeonggangse - 17 4.0 4.0 334 73
Bacjangdaeso - 2.2 35 37 335 73
Chukje - 22 35 37 335 73
Geummedal - 22 35 38 337 73
Hat - 20 38 4.0 342 74
Geochanghan - 2.2 37 37 343 75
PR Geumsongi - 23 35 38 343 75
PR Sadaechunwang - 2.2 38 38 349 76
Geumkangseok - 2.2 38 38 349 76
Yeokganghongjanggun - 20 4.0 4.0 35.0 76
PR Geummaek - 23 37 38 35.1 76
Onggolchan - 2.8 32 35 35.2 77
Yeppeundokyacheong - 23 338 38 355 77

PR Daedeulbo - 23 38 40 359 78
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Table 4. Continued
Cultivar Triat® Days after inoculation AUDPCE rAUDrC

7 1 15 (%)
Shintolil - 25 37 37 36.0 78
Subiyeok - 28 33 37 36.0 78
PR Geumnara - 25 38 38 36.6 80
Jinmi - 25 38 38 36.6 80
Najalran - 30 33 35 36.7 80
PR Bulrocho - 23 4.0 4.0 36.7 80
Jeongukilju - 23 4.0 4.0 36.7 80
Wanggeon - 2.7 37 37 37.1 81
Josaengsintap - 2.7 37 3.8 373 81
Shinsegae - 2.7 37 4.0 37.7 82
PR Geosang - 28 37 3.8 378 82
Dahongchima - 32 33 35 37.8 82
Duruduru - 3.2 33 35 378 82
PR Sangseang - 238 37 3.8 378 82
PR Bultina - 25 40 40 378 82
PR Bulkkeun - 30 35 38 38.1 83
Hongmiin - 28 38 40 386 84
New wave green pepper - 28 38 4.0 386 84
PR Hongduke - 2.7 4.0 40 389 85
PR Geumgochu - 30 37 4.0 393 85
Hongboseok - 2.8 4.0 4.0 394 86
Taesan - 28 40 4.0 394 86
Hanbando - 30 38 4.0 39.7 86
Gidaemanbal - 32 37 40 404 88
Dabotap - 30 40 4.0 40.5 88
PR Manse - 30 4.0 4.0 40.5 88
PR Manitta - 33 37 38 406 88
Yeongyangmat - 32 38 4.0 40.8 89
Hangaram - 33 38 4.0 414 90
Mansahyeongtong - 32 4.0 4.0 416 20
PR Manjangilchi - 32 4.0 4.0 416 20
NW Bigarim - 3.2 40 40 416 90
Anjeonbelteu - 35 37 38 41.7 91
Haengun - 33 40 40 42.2 92
Johyang - 33 4.0 4.0 422 92
Geumgoeul - 37 35 4.0 424 92
Buchon - 35 38 4.0 425 92
Chammani - 37 38 38 432 94
Geumbit - 35 4.0 4.0 433 Iz
Obok - 35 4.0 4.0 433 Iz
Hanpanseung - 35 40 4.0 433 94
PR Gukgadaepyo - 35 4.0 4.0 433 Iz
Giunchan - 35 4.0 40 433 94

llpyeondansim - 35 4.0 4.0 433 94
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Table 4. Continued

Cultivar Triat® Days after inoculation AUDPC rAUDr ¢

7 11 15 (%)
Segyeil - 37 38 4.0 43.6 95
Geummaru - 37 338 4.0 436 95
Manidda - 37 4.0 4.0 444 97
PR Eoulim - 37 40 40 444 97
Euddeum - 38 4.0 4.0 449 98
Jjang - 38 4.0 4.0 449 98
Dangchan - 38 4.0 4.0 449 98
Daechon - 38 4.0 4.0 449 98
Supermanidda - 38 4.0 4.0 449 98
Hongjinju - 38 4.0 4.0 449 98
PR Daechon - 38 4.0 4.0 449 98
Shinjogwang - 4.0 4.0 4.0 46.0 100
Hongiljeom - 4.0 4.0 4.0 46.0 100
Heemangbong - 4.0 4.0 4.0 46.0 100
PR Shinnara - 4.0 4.0 4.0 46.0 100
PR Yeoljeong - 4.0 4.0 4.0 46.0 100
Cheunhajeil - 40 40 40 46.0 100
MC4 (control) R 0 0.7 15 5.8 13
Subicho (control) S 30 4.0 4.0 40.5 88

°One week after transplanting, the potted plants were inoculated with R. solanacearum by cutting the roots with a scalpel, and then 20 ml
of bacterial suspension (ODs=0.3) was applied to soil. The inoculated plants were incubated in a greenhouse (30°C+5°C). Seven, eleven
and fifteen days after inoculation, disease index of the plants was investigated on a scale of 0—4. 0=no symptom, 1=1-25% leaves wilted,
2=26—-50% leaves wilted, 3=51-75% leaves wilted, 4=76—100% leaves wilted.

PResistance to bacterial wilt: —, unknown:; R, resistant; MR, moderately resistant; S, susceptible.

“Area under disease progress curve.

“Relative AUDPC (%) of each cultivar to AUDPC of the most susceptible cultivar.
°Each value represents the mean disease index of two runs with six replicates each.

119 0] ¥ o} rAUDPCO] ol #aH4 Ao} 71 A}
Sgich mebs Do) Eolgy AP AR
% 119 5o SH= Zlo] vk 3 310 2 42t
A EF) K4S I8 Frh 2] e A 15 4
AR o 2= MC5, MC4, MC10 50| E 1159t (Matos 5,
1990). T3t Indian Hot Pepper, Indian Hot Pepper A& KAU,
White Khandari, Pant C-1, Malaysian accession LS52341, Mie-
Midori (Matsunaga2} Monma, 1999; Mimura 5, 2008; Peter,
1984; Goth =, 1983)%} PI3776882] 2Z(Lim3} Kim, 1994),
PBC6312] 13%(Kim 5, 1998), PR920¢] 2% (Jang 5, 2012),
KC9802] 10=(Tran} Kim, 2012), KC00121¢] 7&(Wai 5, 2013)
So] Enpggel AFYL dehhe fA4Ue R B
o SPAIR 2 ol ThAlE EoteEel 402 ol
71EY AR 113 FFNA A vihgo] Hole 54 o

&t AR W=
Hashimoto &, 2001).
wheb el £ A7olA S Eubed A4 24
S AHESEA AR FF 5ol thFet #Fol tiste] og
A ¥hg5he A5 AR Ba7) vk ke Aol &
& 8} (qualitative resistance)o]2bH vl Bla] S Hjof A2}
28 IRl A B A4S Rol] FFo] Pl s &
StE Y Ao ]E]-( im £, 2016). 3}A|4t Table 42] 115 &%
§ 2% 2 v 8% HE Hss
of gicka 42} ur. ghof o) Fuk B AgHAo] o
A(quantitative resistance)o]|2}H oFvl 3 BajS )
Ho| A Flo|A B3l= ¢ R. solanacearum F
e (virulence)ol HHa|5HA A3/de Uehd ZeoltkUo
2014, 2016).
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