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Abstract
Beauveria bassiana is endophytic in many plant species and has 
been shown to protect host plants against insect pests and plant 
pathogens. However, less is known about its activity against plant-
parasitic nematodes. In vitro and plant assays were conducted 
to determine the effect of B. bassiana 11-98 (Bb) on Meloidogyne 
incognita (root-knot nematode; RKN). Beauveria bassiana was 
confirmed as an endophyte in ‘Rutgers’ tomato and colonization 
patterns of Bb in ‘Rutgers’ (highly susceptible to RKN) were 
compared with those in ‘Mountain Spring’ (less susceptible to RKN). 
In greenhouse tests with ‘Rutgers’ at 30 and 60 days after treatment 
(DAT) with RKN and Bb, there were few differences in plant growth 
variables among treatments in repeated trials. However, RKN root 
galling and egg count/root system were enhanced in plants treated 
with Bb at 60 DAT. In an in vitro assay with egg masses from 
greenhouse tests, the percentages of hatched eggs, and mobile and 
immobile nematodes did not differ significantly for RKN and RKN+Bb 
treatments. The presence of viable Bb from roots was confirmed 
by collecting egg suspensions from root galls and plating them on 
selective medium. Colonies of Bb were verified on agar medium, but 
no parasitism of RKN eggs was observed. Research is needed to 
investigate factors responsible for increased galling by RKN in the 
presence of endophytic Bb in ‘Rutgers’ tomato.

Keywords
Beauveria bassiana, Biological control, Egg hatch, Endophyte, Juvenile 
survival, Meloidogyne incognita, Root galling, Root knot nematode, 
Solanum lycopersicum, Tomato.

More than 4,100 species of plant-parasitic nematodes 
have been identified (Decraemer and Hunt, 2006) and 
worldwide economic losses due to crop damage 
have been estimated at $80 to $118 billion dollars per 
year (Nicol et al., 2011; Sasser and Freckman, 1987). 
Plant parasitic nematodes that feed on plant roots 
cause direct damage by reducing nutrient and water 
flow (Bernard et al., 2017; Nicol et al., 2011; Sasser 
and Freckman, 1987; Schouteden et al., 2015), and 
indirect damage by providing entry wounds for se
condary pathogens (Shalini et al., 2014). Of all identi
fied nematodes, only 15% cause significant economic 

crop losses (Bernard et al., 2017; Koenning et al., 
1999). Genera of highest economic importance in the 
U.S. include Meloidogyne, Heterodera, Pratylenchus, 
Hoplolaimus, Xiphinema, and Rotylenchulus (Bernard 
et al., 2017; Koenning et al., 1999).

Meloidogyne incognita, the southern root-knot 
nematode (RKN), is the most devastating threat to 
agricultural crop production worldwide (Postnikova 
et al., 2015) and is a major threat to global food 
security (Bernard et al., 2017). Root knot nematode 
is sedentary and establishes a permanent feeding 
site within the plant host root to obtain nutrients and 
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complete its lifecycle (Bernard et al., 2017; Koenning 
et al., 1999). Moreover, RKN is cosmopolitan in distri
bution, has a wide host range (Bernard et al., 2017), 
and can cause plant disease complexes with fungi 
and bacteria (Shalini et al., 2014).

Chemical nematicides are often used to control 
plant parasitic nematodes, but some are highly toxic 
and can cause significant environmental pesticide po
llution (Cáceres and Venkateswarlu, 2018; Gamboa  
et al., 2020; Mishra et al., 2020; Vandergragt et al., 2019). 
Alternative, sustainable, ecofriendly management stra
tegies to control plant-parasitic nematodes and reduce 
the pollution impact of nematicides are needed. Iden
tification and implementation of endophyte-host resis
tance toward plant-parasitic nematodes is a potential 
control strategy (Bernard et al., 2017).

The fungal entomopathogen Beauveria bassiana 
(Balsamo) Vuillemin belongs to the phylum Ascomy
cota: Hypocreales and is routinely used for control of 
insects that cause damage in protected agriculture 
systems. The fungus increases mortality in all life 
stages of insects including eggs (Long et al., 1998; 
Lord, 2009; Lynch and Lewis, 1978; Marannino et al., 
2006), and arachnid pests (Kaaya and Hassan, 2000; 
Shi and Feng, 2004).

Beauveria bassiana (Bb) has been reported as 
an endophyte of a large number of diverse plants, 
including food and fiber crop species (Jaber and 
Ownley, 2018).

Endophytic colonization of gramineous crops by 
Bb has been reported for maize (Bing and Lewis, 
1991; Gurulingappa et al., 2010), sorghum (Tefera 
and Vidal, 2009), and wheat (Gurulingappa et al., 
2010; Russo et al., 2015). Endophytic colonization by 
Bb has been reported for several leguminous crops 
including common or snap bean (Akutse et al., 2013; 
Gurulingappa et al., 2010; Ownley et al., 2008; Parsa 
et al., 2013), cowpea (Maketon et al., 2013), fava bean 
(Akutse et al., 2013), and soybean (Russo et al., 2015). 
Endophyte colonization of solanaceous crops by Bb 
has been documented in potato, tomato (Gurulingappa 
et al., 2010; Leckie, 2002; Ownley et al., 2008; 
Resquín-Romero et al., 2016), and tobacco (Russo et 
al., 2015), as well as solanaceous jimsonweed (Jones, 
1994). Endophyte colonization of two fiber crops, 
cotton (Gurulingappa et al., 2010; Jones, 1994; Ownley 
et al., 2008) and jute (Biswas et al., 2012) has been 
reported. Trees such as American hornbeam (Bills and 
Polishook, 1991), cocoa (Evans et al., 2003; Posada 
and Vega, 2005), date palm (Arab and El-Deeb, 2012; 
Gómez-Vidal et al., 2006), pecan (Ramakuwela et al., 
2020), and pine (Brownbridge et al., 2012; Ganley and 
Newcombe, 2006; Lefort et al., 2016) are colonized by 
Bb endophytes. Reports of Bb colonization of banana, 

opium poppy (Quesada-Moraga et al., 2006) and 
coffee (Posada and Vega, 2006; Posada et al., 2007) 
have been published, as have reports on pumpkins 
(Gurulingappa et al., 2010), and the weed species, 
cocklebur (Jones, 1994).

Endophytic colonization of plants by Bb have 
increased tolerance to insect pests (Rondot and 
Reineke, 2013), and provided season-long protection 
against tunneling insects (Arab and El-Deeb, 2012), 
such as stem borers (Cherry et al., 2004), and poppy 
stem gall wasp (Quesada-Moraga et al., 2009); 
sucking insects (Gurulingappa et al., 2011), such as 
mealybug, grape leafhopper (Rondot, and Reineke, 
2018), and aphids (Lopez et al., 2014; Maketon  
et al., 2013); chewing insects (Akello et al., 2008), such 
as beetles (Kreutz et al., 2004) and grasshoppers 
(Pelizza et al., 2017); and others, including fire ants 
(Broome et al., 1976).

As an endophyte, Bb can protect host plants 
against insect pests (Rondot and Reineke, 2013), 
and plant pathogens (Gómez-Vidal et al., 2006; 
Jaber and Salem, 2014; Ownley et al., 2010). Isolate 
Bb 11-98 was significantly more toxic to cotton 
bollworm (Helicoverpa zea) in diet tests than other 
strains evaluated (Leckie et al., 2008), and has 
been recovered from leaf, stem, and root tissues of 
18-week-old tomato plants that were initially seed-
inoculated with Bb (Powell et al., 2009). Tomato 
seedlings colonized with Bb 11-98 were more tole
rant of soilborne fungal and oomycete pathogens, 
i.e., Rhizoctonia (Bishop, 1999) and Pythium (Clark, 
2006), and Bb 11-98 applied to seed protected cotton  
foliage against a bacterial pathogen (Griffin, 2007). In 
addition, Jaber and Salem (2014) reported that squash 
plants colonized by B. bassiana were protected 
from Zucchini yellow mosaic virus. There are likely 
multiple mechanisms for disease suppression with 
endophytic B. bassiana, including stimulation of plant 
defenses through induced systemic resistance (Dara, 
2019; Jaber and Ownley, 2018).

In contrast, little is known about the effectiveness 
of endophytic Bb against plant-parasitic nematodes. 
Endophytic colonization of hosts offers potential 
for developing sustainable plant protection strate
gies utilizing an entomopathogenic fungus for ma
nagement of nematode diseases (Liu et al., 2008; 
Zhao et al., 2013). Epichloe endophytes of grasses 
provide protection against RKN (Jia et al., 2013; 
Kimmons et al., 1990; Meyer et al., 2013). A cultivar 
of tall fescue, Festuca arundinacea (MaxQ), infected 
with a strain of E. coenophiala that does not produce 
the mammalian toxin ergovaline, reduced nematode 
penetration, and second-stage juveniles (J2) failed to 
complete their life cycle. In addition, root exudates 
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were nematotoxic and inhibited egg hatch (Meyer  
et al., 2013).

Here, the potential of reducing egg hatch and 
root galling of RKN on tomato was investigated with 
in vitro and greenhouse assays. An isolate of Bb 
(11-98) shown to be an endophyte and to reduce 
plant disease in ‘Mountain Spring’ tomato was used 
(Bishop, 1999; Ownley et al., 2004, 2008; Seth, 2001). 
The specific objectives of the current study were to 
(i) determine and compare the ability of Bb 11-98 to 
endophytically colonize two tomato cultivars, Rutgers 
and Mountain Spring; and (ii) determine the impact of 
endophytic Bb in tomato roots on RKN pathogenesis 
as measured by root and shoot growth, fruit number, 
root galling, egg number, and mobility of hatched 
juveniles in greenhouse experiments.

Materials and methods

Endophytic Bb and culture media

Endophytic, entomopathogenic Bb isolate 11-98 (Dr. 
B. H. Ownley, University of Tennessee, Knoxville) 
was used for all experiments. The fungus was 
grown on Sabouraud dextrose agar (SDA) (Difco, 
Sparks, MD) or Beauveria selective medium (BSM; 
Doberski and Tribe, 1980). Endophytic status was 
confirmed by isolating the fungus from plant tissue 
on BSM. The medium was prepared with glucose 
(32 g), neopeptone (8 g), agar (12 g), and crystal violet 
(0.008 g) in 800 ml of deionized water. The medium 
was autoclaved for 45 min, 121°C, 15 psi, and cooled 
to ~55°C, after which cycloheximide (0.2 g/4 ml) and 
chloramphenicol (0.4 g/4 ml) were added before 
pouring the plates. The fungus was grown on SDA, 
prepared according to manufacturer’s instructions, 
and incubated at 25°C for approximately 3 to 4 weeks 
for production of conidia. Dry conidia were harvested 
from the surface of SDA culture plates with a camel-
hair brush, and stored in glass vials in a desiccator 
and refrigerated (~4°C).

Tomato cultivars

Tomato seeds were purchased from Park Seed 
(Greenwood, SC). Seed germination rate for each lot 
of seed was 85% for ‘Rutgers’ and 88% for ‘Mountain 
Spring’.

Meloidogyne incognita

A culture of RKN used in all experiments was obtained 
from Dr. E. Bernard (University of Tennessee, 
Knoxville), and maintained on ‘Rutgers’ tomato plants 

in the greenhouse. This isolate is M. incognita Race 3 
and was originally collected from an ornamental okra 
plant at the West Tennessee Research and Education 
Center, Jackson, TN.

Seed treatment with Bb 11-98

A gnotobiotic assay was performed to confirm the 
endophytic ability of B. bassiana 11-98 in Rutgers and 
Mountain Spring tomato cultivars. Seeds (‘Rutgers’ 
and ‘Mountain Spring’ tomato) were coated with Bb 
11-98 based on a ratio of 2 g seed: 1 ml 2% methyl 
cellulose solution containing 0.02% Tween 20 (USB, 
Cleveland, OH) and Bb (1 g dry conidia). Seeds were 
stirred until the coating of conidia appeared uniform 
and had started to dry. Coated seeds were spread 
on aluminum foil and air-dried in a biological safety 
cabinet for approximately 3 h. Dry, coated seeds 
were placed in a glass vial for storage at 4°C with 
a desiccant until needed. A replicated sample of 
treated seed was used to determine the density of 
Bb conidia per seed by standard dilution plating; 10 
seeds were used per cultivar. Dilutions were plated 
onto BSM. The number of conidia per seed was log 
7. The experiment was replicated and repeated once.

Culture tubes (24-mm outside diameter and 
15-cm length) were filled with 20 cm3 vermiculite 
(Palmetto Vermiculite Co., Medium A-2, Woodruff, 
SC) and 20 ml of deionized water. Tubes were 
sealed with plastic caps, sterilized by autoclaving 
for 1 h on each of 2 consecutive days, cooled, and 
then transferred to a biosafety cabinet. In each 
culture tube, one seed was placed approximately 
0.5 cm below the surface of the vermiculite for each 
treatment/cultivar combination. Tubes were recapped 
and placed in a growth chamber (Baxter Scientific 
Products, Deerfield, IL) with continuous light for 72 hr 
at 25°C. The tubes were then transferred to a walk-
in growth chamber (Environmental Growth Chamber, 
Chagrin Falls, OH) at 25°C with an 18/6 hr light-dark 
regimen. Planted seeds were maintained for 21 days 
and percent germination was recorded.

Isolation of Bb from tomato seedlings

Endophyte presence was determined in seedlings at 
the two true-leaf stage (21 days after planting). Seven 
seedlings of each treatment/cultivar combination 
were randomly selected from each trial and removed 
from tubes. Roots were rinsed free of vermiculite, and 
each plant was wrapped in a moistened paper towel 
and labeled. Each seedling was surface-sterilized 
with 95% ethanol for 1 min, followed by a 10% 
aqueous solution of commercial bleach (a.i., 6.0% 
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sodium hypochlorite) for 1 min, and sterile deionized 
water for 1 min to remove excess bleach. Surface-
sterilized seedlings were then placed on sterile paper 
towels to remove excess moisture.

Surface-sterilized tomato seedlings were asepti
cally cut into 1-cm sections (leaf, stem, and root) and 
placed on BSM. All sections of the surface-sterilized 
seedlings were plated onto BSM with five sections 
placed equidistant from one another per plate. BSM 
plates were sealed with Parafilm and incubated in 
darkness at 25°C. Plates were observed daily for 
emergence of the endophytic fungus from the cut 
edges of plant sections. Plant pieces exhibiting 
presence of a fungal endophyte were transferred 
to new plates containing fresh BSM. Presence or 
absence of fungal growth from the cut edges of 
leaf, stem or root tissue was recorded for each plant 
section and colonies were examined microscopically 
for conidiophore and conidial characteristics. No 
fungal hyphae emerged from cut sections of surface-
sterilized control plants. Percent colonization of plants 
was calculated according to the formula developed 
by Akutse et al. (2013), where

Percent colonization

Number of sectionsexhibiting fungal


growth
Total number of pieces plated









 100

In addition to microscopic observation of the 
fungus, identification of Bb was confirmed with a 
cultivation-independent method. Genomic DNA was 
extracted from 7-day-old cultures of the fungus isolated 
from tomato seedlings in the gnotobiotic assay using 
Phire Plant Direct PCR Master Mix (Thermo Fisher 
Scientific, Waltham, MA) and ITS primers 1 and 2. The 
presence of a PCR product was confirmed with gel 
electrophoresis and SYBR Safe DNA gel stain (Thermo 
Fisher Scientific). For sequencing, PCR amplicons 
were cleaned of excess primer and unincorporated 
nucleotides with ExoSAP-IT (Thermo Fisher Scientific) 
following the manufacturer’s directions. Samples were 
sequenced at the University of Tennessee, Molecular 
Biology Resource Facility. Sequences obtained were 
submitted to the NCBI Nucleotide Blast alignment tool 
and identification of Bb was verified by comparisons 
with known Bb sequences in the nucleotide database.

The gnotobiotic assay was arranged in a 
completely randomized design in a growth chamber, 
with 17 replicate seeds for Trial 1 and 14 replicate 
seeds for Trial 2 of each treatment for each tomato 
cultivar. For analysis of colonization data, the study 
was a 2 × 3 factorial with two cultivars and three 
tissue types. Seedlings were selected randomly for 
assessment of colonization by Bb, with six seedlings 

in Trial 1 and seven seedlings in Trial 2. Data are 
presented as percentages, but the proportion values 
were transformed with arcsine of the square root of 
proportion values to satisfy assumptions of normality 
and equal variance, and analyzed for significance with 
a mixed model ANOVA (SAS 9.4). Least significant 
difference (LSD) was used to determine significant 
mean differences (p ≤ 0.05).

Impact of endophytic Bb in tomato roots 
on RKN pathogenesis in greenhouse 
assay

The greenhouse experiment consisted of four 
treatments: (i) Bb seed treatment alone, (ii) Bb seed 
treatment + RKN, (iii) RKN alone, and (iv) Control (no 
Bb seed treatment, no RKN). ‘Rutgers’ tomato seeds 
(30 seeds per treatment) were surface-sterilized with 
95% ethanol (1 min), followed by 10% bleach (Clorox) 
(1 min) and sterile deionized water (1 min), and placed 
on sterile paper towels to remove excess moisture. 
For treatments with Bb, seeds were treated with Bb 
in 2% methyl cellulose as described previously to 
achieve log 7 conidia per seed. Colony counts on 
seed were confirmed on BSM. Treatments without 
Bb were coated with the methyl cellulose sticker.

Seeds were treated as described for the 
gnotobiotic assay. Endophyte-treated tomato seeds 
and control seeds were sown in plug trays with 
potting mix (Sunshine #1 Natural & Organic, Sun Gro 
Horticulture, Agawan, MA). The trays were covered 
with a polyethylene cover until the seeds germinated. 
Germination rate was recorded daily, and seedlings 
were watered as needed.

Two weeks after planting Trial 1, seedlings were 
fertilized with 100 ml fish fertilizer (half-strength 
Alaska Fish Emulsion Fertilizer Concentrate 5-1-1, 
Pennington, Madison, GA). For Trial 2, 100 ml fish 
fertilizer was applied twice (2 weeks after planting and 
1 week later). At 3 (Trial 1) or 4 (Trial 2) weeks after 
sowing, seedlings were transferred into individual pots 
(3.78-L), filled with sand (All Purpose Sand, Quikrete, 
Atlanta, GA) and potting soil (Sunshine #1 Natural & 
Organic) at a ratio of 2:1. Fertilizer (5 cm3 Osmocote 
Smart-Release Plant Food Plus Outdoor and Indoor, 
Scotts Company, Marysville, OH) was added to each 
pot near the root zone of the seedling at transplant. 
Fish fertilizer (100 ml) was applied at 1 week and 2 
weeks after seedling transplant. Osmocote (5 cm3) 
was applied at 2 weeks after transplant also.

Five weeks after sowing seed, 10,000 RKN 
eggs in an aqueous suspension were dispensed 
into the root zone of each seedling by creating 
four holes around the root zone and adding 2,500 
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RKN eggs per hole. Control plants received no 
RKN. In addition, pots that received Bb as a seed 
treatment were drenched with 100 ml of Bb conidial 
suspension near the root zone of each plant 1 to 2 
days before RKN inoculation to increase opportunity 
for root colonization and establishment of Bb in the 
rhizosphere. Concentrations of Bb in the drench 
solution were log 8/ml for Trial 1 and log 7/ml for Trial 
2. The drench step was added to help ensure that Bb 
was established as an endophyte.

Thirty days after RKN inoculation, soil was removed 
from root systems of half of the plants and galls/root 
system were rated based on a standard rating scale 
of 1 to 10 (Zeck, 1971). Growth parameters, including 
shoot height (cm), shoot fresh weight (g), and root 
fresh weight (g) were measured. Sixty days after 
nematode inoculation, the remaining root systems 
were harvested, and the number of galls/root system 
were rated. Shoot height (cm), shoot fresh weight (g), 
root fresh weight (g), fruit weight (g), fruit number, and 
flower number were assessed.

Egg count was determined for all nematode 
treatments (RKN and RKN + Bb) for 60-day plants 
only (Hussey and Barker, 1973). Extracted eggs were 
counted by pouring 1 ml of egg suspension into a 
counting dish. Two 1-ml samples were assessed 
from each egg suspension per plant and counts were 
averaged. The egg suspensions (500 µl) extracted 
from greenhouse treatments RKN and RKN + Bb were 
inoculated onto BSM. The presence or absence of 
endophytic Bb growth from egg suspensions was 
observed and recorded.

The greenhouse experiment was designed as 
a randomized complete block. Treatments were 
replicated 10 times for Trial 1 and 6 times for Trial 2. 
Data from the two trials was pooled, transformed as 
needed, and analyzed for significance with a mixed 
model ANOVA (SAS 9.4). Least significant difference 
(LSD) was used to determine significant mean diffe
rences (p ≤ 0.05).

In vitro assay with egg suspensions from 
greenhouse plants

For Greenhouse Trial 1, there were 10 replicate 
plants. At 30 days after RKN treatment, 5 plants were 
sacrificed for the 30-day data, leaving 5 plants for the 
60-day data. For the in vitro data, egg masses were 
extracted from each RKN and RKN + Bb treatment 
replicate. These were incubated for 6 days, and 6 
subsamples of each replicate were counted daily, and 
averaged for a replicate mean. For Greenhouse Trial 2, 
there were six replicate plants, which were split for the 
30-day and 60-day data, leaving three replicate plants 

for the 60-day data and extraction of egg masses for 
the in vitro assay. Counts of hatched eggs and mobile 
and immobile nematodes were observed in four 
subsamples from each replicate daily, and averaged 
for a replicate mean, over a period of 10 days. Egg 
masses from the two trials were observed over more 
days in Trial 2 because of a slower egg hatch rate. 
The assays were terminated when the RKN treatment 
reached approximately 40% egg hatch.

Eggs were extracted from greenhouse treatments 
that included RKN (i.e., RKN and RKN + Bb). Egg 
hatch rate was determined in an in vitro assay. No 
additional Bb 11-98 was added. To evaluate the hatch 
rate from eggs extracted from greenhouse nematode 
treatments, samples were placed in a 96-well plate. 
Each well received 100 µl of egg suspension. The 
absolute number of RKN eggs present in each treat
ment replicate varied because eggs were taken 
directly from plant root systems in the greenhouse 
experiment. Data were collected on number and 
percentages of hatched and unhatched eggs, and 
immobile and mobile RKN.

Data are presented as percentages, but the 
proportion values were transformed with arcsine 
of the square root of proportion values to satisfy 
assumptions of normality and equal variance, and 
analyzed for significance with a mixed model ANOVA 
(SAS 9.4). Least significant difference (LSD) was used 
to determine significant mean differences (p ≤ 0.05).

Results

Ability of Bb 11-98 to endophytically  
colonize tomato

The colonization assay was conducted to confirm that 
Bb 11-98 was endophytic in ‘Rutgers’ tomato, and to 
compare the extent of colonization with ‘Mountain 
Spring’, which has been used in multiple studies with 
endophytic Bb. ‘Mountain Spring’ is less susceptible 
to RKN, while ‘Rutgers’ is very susceptible and is 
commonly used as a stock host for agronomically 
important Meloidogyne species.

At 10 to 15 days after plating seedling samples on 
BSM, white mycelial growth was observed from the cut 
edges of sections of leaf, stem, and roots of seedlings 
grown from Bb-coated seeds of both cultivars, while 
no fungal growth was observed in control plants, 
without endophyte treatment. Across both cultivars, 
there were significant differences in colonization of root, 
leaf, and stem samples (p < 0.0001). The colonization 
percentage by Bb was higher in stems and leaves 
from Bb treatments than in roots (Fig. 1A). Across 
all three sample types, there was a trend for greater 
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colonization in ‘Rutgers’ than in ‘Mountain Spring’, but 
the difference was not significant (p = 0.0566), with 59 
and 47%, respectively. Colonization was equally high 
for leaf samples (66 vs. 60%) and equally low for root 
samples (31 vs. 28%) for ‘Rutgers’ and ‘Mountain 
Spring’, respectively (Fig. 1B). However, percentage 
colonization of stem samples was higher (p = 0.05) 
in ‘Rutgers’ (79%), than in ‘Mountain Spring’ (52%) 
(Fig. 1B). Because colonization patterns were similar for 
the two cultivars, there was no significant interaction 
between cultivar and plant tissue type (p = 0.2350).

Identity of the fungus growing from leaf, stem and 
root samples was confirmed by culturing isolates 
on BSM in pure culture, followed by microscopic 
observations of conidia and conidiophores, as well 

as observations on cultural characteristics. Molecular 
identification was performed on isolates obtained 
in Trial 1. The fungus cultured from plant tissue had 
100% ITS region sequence identity with isolates of  
B. bassiana in the NCBI nucleotide database.

Seed germination

Seed germination rate was recorded for all treatments. 
In Trial 1, for seed treated with Bb, germination was 
94% for ‘Mountain Spring’ and 82% for ‘Rutgers’. For 
control seed coated with methyl cellulose, germination 
was 82% for ‘Rutgers’ and 65% for ‘Mountain Spring’. 
In Trial 2, the germination rate was 86% in Bb-treated 
seed for ‘Rutgers’ and 96% for ‘Mountain Spring’. For 
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methyl cellulose control seed, the germination rate was 
96% in ‘Rutgers’ and 76% in ‘Mountain Spring’.

Impact of endophytic Bb in tomato roots 
on RKN pathogenesis in greenhouse 
assay

The germination rate of ‘Rutgers’ was 92% for Bb-
treated and control seed in Trial 1, while in Trial 2, 
germination was 100% for the methyl cellulose control 
and 76% in Bb-treated seed. The population of Bb on 
‘Rutgers’ seed was log 7 for both trials.

In the greenhouse assay, growth of tomato plants 
treated with Bb + RKN were compared with three  

controls: Bb only, RKN only, and Control (no treat
ment). At 30 and 60 days after treatment (DAT), there 
were no differences among treatments for shoot 
height and fresh weight (data not shown). Similarly, at 
30 DAT there were no differences in root fresh weight, 
but at 60 DAT, root fresh weight (p < 0.0001) was 
greater with the RKN + Bb treatment, intermediate in 
the RKN only, and least in the control and Bb only 
(Fig. 2A). Fruit weight was measured at 60 DAT, 
and there were no differences among treatments 
(data not shown). But fruit number trended higher 
(p = 0.07) in Bb only than in RKN + Bb (Fig. 2B). 
Flower number did not differ in either trial (data not  
shown).
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Root galling was similar with RKN only and 
RKN + Bb at 30 DAT; however, at 60 DAT, galling 
was significantly greater in the RKN + Bb treatment 
than with RKN alone (p < 0.0001) (Fig. 3A). No galls 
were found on plants that did not receive RKN (i.e., 
control and Bb only) (Fig. 3A). There were significant 
differences in egg count per root system among 
treatments (p < 0.0001) at 60 DAT (Fig. 3B). The egg 
count from RKN + Bb was significantly higher than 
RKN alone. There were no egg counts for control and 
Bb only.

In vitro egg hatch assay from greenhouse 
plants

When egg hatch of Bb colonized plants was 
monitored, over the 6 days of Trial 1, and 10 days 
of Trial 2, percentage egg hatch increased similarly 
over the incubation period in both treatments (Fig. 4). 
In both trials, there was a trend for higher percen
tage egg hatch for RKN + Bb treatment than RKN 
alone; however, the difference was not significant. 
Overall, there was an increase in percentage mobile 

C C

B

A

0

200000

400000

600000

800000

1000000

1200000

1400000

60 DAT

E
xt

ra
ct

ed
 e

gg
s

(e
gg

s/
pl

an
t r

oo
t s

ys
te

m
) 

Bb Control RKN RKN + Bb

B

B B

A A

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

30 DAT

R
oo

t g
al

lin
g 

in
de

x 
(1

-1
0)

A

C C

B

A

60 DAT

Figure 3: Effect of endophytic B. bassiana (Bb) and root-knot nematode (RKN) on (A) root galling 
index at 30 and 60 days after treatment (DAT) and (B) egg count number at 60 DAT of ‘Rutgers’ 
tomato evaluated in a greenhouse assay. Plants were evaluated in two trials, and data were 
pooled for analysis. Treatments were Bb, RKN, RKN+Bb, and Control. No galling or RKN eggs 
were observed in Bb only and the Control. Bars with the same letters are not different according 
to an F-protected LSD at p ≤ 0.05.



9

JOURNAL OF NEMATOLOGY

nematodes over time in both trials (Fig. 5). Similar 
to percentage egg hatch, the percentage of mobile 
nematodes trended higher for RKN + Bb, than for 
RKN alone, but the difference was not significant. 
The percentage of immobile nematodes increased 
over time for both trials (Fig. 6). However, when 
compared between treatments, immobile nematodes 
(%) was greater in RKN alone over time in trial 1, but 
RKN + Bb treatment was greater than RKN alone in 
trial 2. However, no significance was recorded in both 
the trials.

The presence of Bb in the RKN egg suspension 
extracted from tomato roots in the greenhouse ex
periment was confirmed by growth of the fungus on 
BSM following inoculation of 500 µl of egg suspension.

Discussion

Results of the gnotobiotic assay confirmed that Bb 
was endophytic in ‘Rutgers’ tomato. This cultivar was 
included in the current study because ‘Rutgers’ is very 
susceptible to RKN. Colonization patterns of ‘Rutgers’ 
by Bb were similar to those of ‘Mountain Spring’, which 
has been used in other studies where endophytic Bb 
11-98 was shown to reduce disease from the soilborne 
pathogen Rhizoctonia solani (Bishop, 1999; Ownley 
et al., 2004, 2008; Seth, 2001). Overall, the extent of 
colonization appeared to be greater in ‘Rutgers’ than 
‘Mountain Spring’. Differences in endophyte coloni
zation of specific plants or cultivars could be due to 
differences in plant genes related to resistance or 
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susceptibility, presence of specific plant chemicals that 
enhance or inhibit the growth of Bb, or growth of other 
microorganisms that compete with the endophyte 
(Greenfield et al., 2016). More studies are needed on 
the preference of endophytes for their plant hosts.

Our research findings indicate that Bb colonization 
was higher in stems and leaves compared to roots 
in both tomato cultivars (Rutgers and Mountain 
Spring). Bb was applied as a seed treatment, enab
ling the fungus to colonize the radicle and hypocotyl 
as they emerged from the seed. From the hypocotyl, 
the fungus had an early opportunity to colonize 
cotyledons, stem, and true leaves, as well as roots 
developing from the radicle. Competition from micro

organisms is likely greater for colonization of roots 
than colonization of above ground parts because the 
rhizosphere is a more hospitable environment (above 
ground plant parts are exposed to UV light and 
reduced water and nutrients). It has been suggested 
that fungal colonization is more likely to occur on 
plant parts where it was applied directly first, than to 
distant plant parts (Akello et al., 2007, 2009; Tefera 
and Vidal, 2009). Methods used to isolate endophytes 
to confirm their presence could also play a role in 
where they are found on or in the plant. Isolation of an 
endophyte from plant tissues distant from the place 
of plant inoculation (El-Deeb et al., 2012) shows that 
the endophyte can move from one part of the plant 
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to another (Posada et al., 2007), and demonstrates 
a pattern of systemic colonization (Tefera and Vidal, 
2009).

In this study, a systemic colonization pattern of 
tomato was noted with significant differences in 
percent colonization among plant tissues. These 
results agree with previous observations that Bb 
can establish as an endophyte throughout the entire 
plant, especially after seed treatment (Akutse et al., 
2013; Ownley et al., 2008; Quesada-Moraga et al., 
2009). Contrary to results of the current study, there 
are research reports (Wearn et al., 2012; Yan et al., 
2015) that Bb does not systemically colonize some 
plants or plant parts. This may be related to specific 
Bb isolates used or plant tissue type (Wearn et al., 
2012; Yan et al., 2015).

The differential colonization rate of Bb that we 
noted in tissues of the two tomato cultivars agree 
with Biswas et al. (2012), who demonstrated that 
when Bb was artificially applied to jute, percent 
colonization was higher in leaves (56%) compared to 
stems (13%) and capsules (42%). Similarly, Russo et 
al. (2015) showed that when Bb was inoculated by 
different methods, at different times, onto different 
crops, colonization rates varied. For example, the 
highest colonization rates were achieved with foliar 
spray with 100% of tobacco leaves at 7 days, 40% of 
wheat leaves at 14 days, 7.8% of corn seedling leaves 
at 7 days, and 24% of soybean seedling leaves at 7 
days. Variation in the way that Bb colonizes various 
plant tissues could be related to its opportunistic 
endophytic fungal lifestyle (Landa et al., 2013; 
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McKinnon et al., 2017; Vidal and Jaber, 2015). Further 
studies are needed to understand the nature of 
differential colonization patterns by Bb.

The lowest colonization by Bb was in roots in 
the current study, which contrasts with studies 
by Greenfield et al. (2016). They reported that soil 
drenches of Bb conidia around stem cuttings of 
cassava allowed Bb to successfully colonize cassava 
roots, but no colonization was noted in stems and 
leaves. Colonization was higher when plants were 
sampled 7 to 9 days after inoculation (84%) compared 
to 47‒49 days (40%) (Greenfield et al., 2016). McKinnon 
et al. (2018) inoculated corn seedlings with Bb by 
soaking roots in conidial suspensions, and reported 
that rhizosphere populations of Bb declined at 30 
days after inoculation unless plants were subjected 
to intensive wounding of foliage to crudely simulate 
herbivory. McKinnon et al. (2018) suggested that this 
could be an adaptive strategy of the fungus to increase 
the potential encounter of susceptible insect hosts.

Researchers have reported antagonism of Bb to 
nematodes in vitro. Ekanayake and Jayasundara (1994) 
demonstrated that beauvericin, a secondary metabolite 
produced by Bb, had weak nematicidal activity against 
root-knot nematode. Chen et al. (1996) found that Bb 
showed less nematode egg parasitism than other 
fungi, but Sun et al. (2006) conducted an in vitro assay 
and reported that Bb parasitized 100% of eggs of 
Meloidogyne hapla (northern root-knot nematode) 
and delayed egg hatching by 36% and caused 18.1% 
juvenile mortality. Liu et al. (2008) conducted an in 
vitro assay to investigate the effect of Bb culture 
filtrate against eggs and juveniles of M. hapla. They 
reported that cultural filtrate of B. bassiana inhibited 
M. hapla juveniles by 99% compared to the chemical 
pesticide Aldicarb that caused 89% inhibition. Zhao  
et al. (2013) evaluated eight isolates (Snef2607, 
Snef2615, Snef2636, Snef2637, Snef2568, Snef2598, 
Snef2626, and Snef2601) of Bb applied as culture 
filtrates on four nematodes: M. incognita (second-
stage juveniles – J2), Heterodera glycines (J2), Aphe­
lenchoides besseyi, and Caenorhabditis spp. They 
reported differential Bb toxicity to each nematode 
species. The Bb isolates caused high mortality of  
M. incognita (J2), H. glycines (J2), and Caenorhabditis 
spp., but were less effective against Aphelenchoides 
besseyi. Although other studies have reported nema
ticidal activity of Bb, this was not supported by results 
of the present study, even though we have established 
that the Bb isolate we used can produce beauvericin 
in culture (Leckie et al., 2008). The difference in results 
could be related to methodology, characteristics of 
other Bb isolates studied, or differences in tomato 
cultivars.

We investigated whether endophytic Bb has 
any antagonistic effect on RKN in a tomato under 
greenhouse conditions. Based on results, root ga
lling and egg number of RKN per root increased 
with endophytic Bb on tomato plants, compared to 
endophyte-free control plants.

Data on various measurements of growth and 
plant development indicated that there were few 
differences between Bb-treated and endophyte-
free plants when challenged with RKN. At 60 DAT, 
fresh root weight was an exception. Roots treated 
with Bb and inoculated with RKN were consistently 
larger than controls (no Bb or RKN) or roots with Bb 
and were larger than (Trial 1) or the same as (Trial 2) 
RKN only. Extensive galling was likely the cause of 
increased mass of roots with Bb.

Our data on root galling and egg counts per root 
were more direct measures of RKN success on 
plants (or lack of inhibition by Bb). More root galling 
and higher egg counts/root were recorded for the 
RKN + Bb treatment than for RKN alone, and this 
difference was significant in one trial. Mwaura et al.  
(2017) evaluated Bb by soil inoculation together 
with the potato tuber rot nematode (Ditylenchus 
destructor) and the stem and bulb nematode  
(D. dipsaci) in two greenhouse experiments. Our re
sults agree with Mwaura et al. (2017), who reported 
that the combination of Bb with these two nematode 
species reduced potato tuber weight and yield and 
resulted in higher nematode population densities.

Our results suggest that endophytic Bb isolate 
11-98 is not a good candidate for biocontrol of RKN 
in a susceptible tomato cultivar, such as ‘Rutgers’, 
and raise several questions, such as, Does Bb have 
triggering factors that increase or aggravate RKN root 
galling and egg production in ‘Rutgers’ tomato? Does 
‘Rutgers’ have any triggering genes in response to Bb 
infection that might increase nematode infection? Are 
our results specific for the cultivar studied? Additional 
research is needed to answer these questions.

In the in vitro assay, using eggs extracted 
from greenhouse nematode treatments (RKN and 
RKN + Bb), with no additional Bb, there was a trend  
toward increased egg hatch with Bb + RKN, com
pared to RKN alone, but the differences were not 
significant. Conversely, there were higher percentages 
of mobile nematodes with RKN + Bb than RKN alone, 
but differences were not significant. There were also 
no significant differences in the daily percentages of 
immobile nematodes between the two treatments, in 
fact, there were no similar patterns between the two 
trials.

Our results are contrary to those of Liu et al. 
(2008), who conducted in vitro and in vivo studies 
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on the effect of Bb on M. hapla. They demonstrated 
a nematicidal effect against M. hapla when Bb was 
applied as a ‘culture filtrate’ soil drench in tomato 
plants. The culture filtrate of Bb reduced egg hatch, 
increased nematode mortality in vitro, and reduced 
nematode populations in soil. Treatment with Bb 
also reduced gall formation and production of egg 
masses. Similarly, Kepenekci et al. (2017) found that 
Bb was effective on Meloidogyne and demonstrated 
that when Bb (isolates F-56 and F-63) was applied 
as conidial suspensions (106, 107, and 108 CFU/ml), 
four times at different plant growth stages (15 days 
before planting, at planting, and 15 and 30 days after 
planting) on M. incognita and M. javanica-infected 
tomato under greenhouse conditions, Bb had high 
nematicidal activity and reduced root galling, as well 
as increased crop yield. The highest concentration of 
Bb (log 8/ml) had the greatest inhibitory effect.

In conclusion, Bb 11-98 was not effective in re
ducing root-knot nematode activity, including egg 
hatch and root galling, in ‘Rutgers’ tomato. The reason 
for the lack of effectiveness of Bb 11-98 is not clear. 
The endophyte was applied as a seed treatment and 
soil drench. In addition, Bb appeared to increase root 
galling and egg count in greenhouse tests. Although 
isolates of Bb have been reported as effective 
biocontrol agents against Meloidogyne spp. and other 
plant parasitic nematodes, it was not the case in this 
greenhouse and laboratory research. Endophytic Bb 
isolate 11-98 is not a good candidate for biocontrol of 
RKN in a susceptible tomato cultivar, such as ‘Rutgers’.

Acknowledgments

The authors acknowledge the financial support of 
the Indian Council of Agricultural Research (ICAR) for 
awarding S. Yerukala the NetajiSubhas-ICAR Inter
national Fellowship, and UT AgResearch, University of 
Tennessee, Knoxville, TN, USA. The authors express 
appreciation to Mary Dee for technical assistance.

References
Akello, J., Dubois, T., Coyne, D. and Kyamanywa, 

S. 2008. Effect of endophytic Beauveria bassiana on 
populations of the banana weevil, Cosmopolites sordidus, 
and their damage in tissue-cultured banana plants. 
Entomologia Experimentalis et Applicata 129:157–65.

Akello, J., Dubois, T., Coyne, D. and Kyamanywa, 
S. 2009. The effects of Beauveria bassiana dose and 
exposure duration on colonization and growth of tissue 
cultured banana (Musa sp.) plants. Biological Control 
49:6–10.

Akello, J., Dubois, T., Gold, C. S., Coyne, D., 
Nakavuma, J. and Paparu, P. 2007. Beauveria bassiana 
(Balsamo) Vuillemin as an endophyte in tissue culture 
banana (Musa spp.). Journal of Invertebrate Pathology 
96:34–42.

Akutse, K. S., Maniania, N. K., Fiaboe, K. K. M., 
Van den Berg, J. and Ekesi, S. 2013. Endophytic 
colonization of Vicia faba and Phaseolus vulgaris 
(Fabaceae) by fungal pathogens and their effects on 
the life-history parameters of Liriomyza huidobrensis 
(Diptera: Agromyzidae). Fungal Ecology 6:293–301.

Arab, Y. A. and El-Deeb, H. M. 2012. The use of 
endophyte Beauveria bassiana for bio-protection 
of date palm seedlings against red palm weevil and 
Rhizoctonia root-rot disease. Scientific Journal of King 
Faisal University 13:91–101.

Bernard, G. C., Egnin, M. and Bonsi, C. 2017. “The 
impact of plant-parasitic nematodes on agriculture and 
methods of control”, In Shah, M. M. and Mahamood, 
M. (Ed.), Nematology Concepts, Diagnosis, and Control 
London: Intech Open, pp. 121–51.

Bills, G. F. and Polishook, J. D. 1991. Microfungi 
from Carpinus caroliniana. Canadian Journal of Botany 
69:1477–82.

Bing, L. A. and Lewis, L. C. 1991. Suppression of 
Ostrinia nubilalis (Hübner) (Lepidoptera: Pyralidae) by 
endophytic Beauveria bassiana (Balsamo) Vuillemin. 
Environmental Entomology 20:1207–11.

Bishop, D. 1999. Assessing the growth promoting 
characteristics, and effectiveness of selected bacteria 
and the entomopathogenic fungus, Beauveria bassiana, 
in the control of Rhizoctonia solani on tomato. M.S. 
Thesis, The University of Tennessee, Knoxville, TN, USA.

Biswas, C., Dey, P., Satpathy, S. and Satya, P. 
2012. Establishment of the fungal entomopathogen 
Beauveria bassiana as a season long endophyte in 
jute (Corchorus olitorius) and its rapid detection using 
SCAR marker. BioControl 57:565–71.

Broome, J. R., Sikorowski, P. P. and Norment, B. 
R. 1976. A mechanism of pathogenicity of Beauveria 
bassiana on larvae of the imported fire ant, Solenopsis 
richteri. Journal of Invertebrate Pathology 28:87–91.

Brownbridge, M., Reay, S. D., Nelson, T. L. and 
Glare, T. R. 2012. Persistence of Beauveria bassiana 
(Ascomycota: Hypocreales) as an endophyte following 
inoculation of radiata pine seed and seedlings. Biological 
Control 61:194–200.

Cáceres, T. and Venkateswarlu, K. 2018. Sorption 
and mobility of 14C-fenamiphos in Brazilian soils Environ
mental Monitoring Assessment 190, Article number 109, 
available at: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-018-6493-x.

Chen, S. Y., Dickson, D. W. and Mitchell, D. J. 1996. 
Pathogenicity of fungi to eggs of Heterodera glycines. 
Journal of Nematology 28:148–58.

Cherry, A. J., Banito, A., Djegui, D. and Lomer, 
C. 2004. Suppression of the stem-borer Sesamia 
calamistis (Lepidoptera: Noctuidae) in maize following 



14

Beauveria bassiana fails to control root knot: Yerukala et al.

seed dressing, topical application, and stem injection 
with African isolates of Beauveria bassiana. International 
Journal of Pest Management 50:67–73.

Clark, M. M. 2006. Biological control methods for 
damping-off of tomato seedlings caused by Pythium 
myriotylum. M.S. Thesis, The University of Tennessee, 
Knoxville, TN, USA.

Dara, S. K. 2019. Non-entomopathogenic roles 
of entomopathogenic fungi in promoting plant health 
and growth. Insects 10:27, available at: https://doi.
org/10.3390/insects10090277.

Decraemer, W. and Hunt, D. 2006. “Structure and 
classification”, In Perry, R. and Moens, M. (Eds), Plant 
Nematology Cambridge, MA: CAB International, pp. 
3–32.

Doberski, J. W. and Tribe, H. T. 1980. Isolation of 
entomogenous fungi from elm bark and soil with refe
rence to ecology of Beauveria bassiana and Metarhizium 
anisopliae. Transactions of the British Mycological Society 
74:95–100.

Ekanayake, H. M. R. K. and Jayasundara, N. J. 1994. 
Effect of Paecilomyces lilacinus and Beauveria bassiana 
in controlling Meloidogyne incognita on tomato in Sri 
Lanka. Nematologia Mediterranea 22:87–8.

El-Deeb, H. M., Lashin, S. M. and Arab, Y. A. -S. 
2012. Reaction of some tomato cultivars to tomato leaf 
curl virus and evaluation of the endophytic colonisation 
with Beauveria bassianaon the disease incidence and 
its vector, Bemisia tabaci. Archives of Phytopathology 
and Plant Protection 45:1538–45.

Evans, H. C., Holmes, K. A. and Thomas, S. E. 
2003. Endophytes and mycoparasites associated with 
an indigenous forest tree, Theobroma gileri, in Ecuador 
and a preliminary assessment of their potential as bio
control agents of cocoa diseases. Mycological Progress 
2:149–60.

Gamboa, L. C., Diaz, K. S., Ruepert, C. and van 
Wendel De Joode, B. 2020. Environmental Research, 184, 
available at: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envres.2020.109243.

Ganley, R. J. and Newcombe, G. 2006. Fungal 
endophytes in seeds and needles of Pinus monticola. 
Mycological Research 110:318–27.

Gómez-Vidal, S., Lopez-Llorca, L. V., Jansson, H. -B. 
and Salinas, J. 2006. Endophytic colonization of date 
palm (Phoenix dactylifera L.) leaves by entomopathogenic 
fungi. Micron 37:624–32.

Greenfield, M., Gómez-Jiménez, M. I., Ortiz, V., 
Vega, F. E., Kramer, M. and Parsa, S. 2016. Beauveria 
bassiana and Metarhizium anisopliae endophytically 
colonize cassava roots following soil drench inoculation. 
Biological Control 95:40–8.

Griffin, M. R. 2007. Beauveria bassiana, a cotton 
endophyte with biocontrol activity against seedling di
sease PhD. dissertation, The University of Tennessee, 
Knoxville, TN.

Gurulingappa, P., McGee, P. A. and Sword, G. 
2011. Endophytic Lecanicillium lecanii and Beauveria 

bassiana reduce the survival and fecundity of Aphis 
gossypii following contact with conidia and secondary 
metabolites. Crop Protection 30:349–53.

Gurulingappa, P., Sword, G. A., Murdoch, G. and 
McGee, P. A. 2010. Colonization of crop plants by fungal 
entomopathogens and their effects on two insect pests 
when in planta. Biological Control 55:34–41.

Hussey, R. S. and Barker, K. R. 1973. A comparison 
of methods of collecting inocula of Meloidogyne spp. 
including a new technique. Plant Disease Reporter 
57:1025–8.

Jaber, L. R. and Salem, N. M. 2014. Endophytic 
colonisation of squash by the fungal entomopathogen 
Beauveria bassiana (Ascomycota: Hypocreales) for 
managing Zucchini yellow mosaic virus in cucurbits. 
Biocontrol Science and Technology 24:1096–109.

Jaber, L. R. and Ownley, B. H. 2018. Can we use 
entomopathogenic fungi as endophytes for dual bio
logical control of insect pests and plant pathogens? 
Biological Control 116:36–45.

Jia, C., Ruan, W., Zhu, M., Ren, A. and Gao, Y. 
2013. Potential antagonism of cultivated and wild 
grass–endophyte associations towards Meloidogyne 
incognita. Biological Control 64:225–30.

Jones, K. D. 1994. Aspects of the biology and 
biological control of the European corn borer in North 
Carolina. Ph.D. dissertation, North Carolina State Uni
versity, Raleigh, NC, USA.

Kaaya, G. P. and Hassan, S. 2000. Entomogenous 
fungi as promising biopesticides for tick control. 
Experimental and Applied Acarology 24:913–26.

Kepenekci, I., Saglam, H. D., Oksal, E., Yanar, D. 
and Yanar, Y. 2017. Nematicidal activity of Beauveria 
bassiana (Bals. Criv.) Vuill. against root-knot nematodes 
on tomato grown under natural conditions. Egyptian 
Journal of Biological Pest Control 27:117–20.

Kimmons, C. A., Gwinn, K. D. and Bernard, E. C. 
1990. Nematode reproduction on endophyte-infected 
and endophyte-free fescue. Plant Disease 74:417–24.

Koenning, S. R., Overstreet, C., Noling, J. W., 
Donald, P. A., Becker, J. O. and Fortnum, B. A. 1999. 
Survey of crop losses in response to phytoparasitic 
nematodes in the United States for 1994. Journal of 
Nematology 31: 587–618.

Kreutz, J., Vaupel, O. and Zimmermann, G. 2004. 
Efficacy of Beauveria bassiana (Bals.) Vuill. against 
the spruce bark beetle, Ips typographus L., in the 
laboratory under various conditions. Journal of Applied 
Entomology 128:384–9.

Landa, B. B., López-Díaz, C., Jiménez-Fernández, 
D., Montes-Borrego, M., Muñoz-Ledesma, F. J., 
Ortiz-Urquiza, A. and Quesada-Moraga, E. 2013. In-
planta detection and monitorization of endophytic 
colonization by a Beauveria bassiana strain using a 
new-developed nested and quantitative PCR-based 
assay and confocal laser scanning microscopy. Journal 
of Invertebrate Pathology 114:128–38.



15

JOURNAL OF NEMATOLOGY

Leckie, B. M. 2002. Effects of B. bassiana mycelia 
and metabolites incorporated into synthetic diet 
and fed to larval Helicoverpa zea, and detection of 
endophytic Beauveria bassiana in tomato plants using 
PCR and ITS. M.S. thesis, The University of Tennessee, 
Knoxville, TN, USA.

Leckie, B. M., Ownley, B. H., Pereira, R. M., 
Klingeman, W. E., Jones, C. J. and Gwinn, K. D. 
2008. Mycelia and spent fermentation broth of 
Beauveria bassiana incorporated into synthetic diets 
affect mortality, growth and development of larval 
Helicoverpa zea (Lepidoptera: Noctuidae). Biocontrol 
Science and Technology 18:697–710.

Lefort, M.-C., McKinnon, A. C., Nelson, T. L. and Glare, 
T. R. 2016. Natural occurrence of the entomopathoge
nic fungi Beauveria bassiana as a vertically transmitted 
endophyte of Pinus radiata and its effect on above and 
below ground insect pests. New Zealand Plant Protection 
69:68–77.

Liu, T., Wang, L., Duan, Y.-X. and Wang, X. 2008. 
Nematicidal activity of culture filtrate of Beauveria 
bassiana against Meloidogyne hapla. World Journal 
Microbiology and Biotechnology 24:113–8.

Long, D. W., Drummond, F. A. and Groden, E. 1998. 
Susceptibility of Colorado potato beetle (Leptinotarsa 
decemlineata) eggs to Beauveria bassiana. Journal of 
Invertebrate Pathology 71:182–3.

Lopez, D. C., Zhu-Salzman, K., Ek-Ramos, M. 
J. and Sword, G. A. 2014. The entomopathogenic 
fungal endophytes Purpureocillium lilacinum (formerly 
Paecilomyces lilacinus) and Beauveria bassiana negatively 
affect cotton aphid reproduction under both greenhouse 
and field conditions. PLoS ONE 9:e103891, available at: 
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0103891.

Lord, J. C. 2009. Beauveria bassiana infection 
of eggs of stored-product beetles. Entomological 
Research 39:155–7.

Lynch, R. E. and Lewis, L. C. 1978. Fungi associated 
with eggs and first-instar larvae of the European corn 
borer. Journal of Invertebrate Pathology 32:6–11.

Maketon, M., Chakanya, N., Prem-udomkit, K. 
and Maketon, C. 2013. Interaction between entomo
pathogenic fungi and some aphid species in Thailand. 
Gesunde Pflanzen 65:93–105.

Marannino, P., Santiago Alvarez, C., DeLillo, E. and 
Quesada Moraga, E. 2006. A new bioassay method 
reveals pathogenicity of Metarhizium anisopliae and 
Beauveria bassiana against early stages of Capnodis 
tenebrionis (Coleoptera: Buprestidae). Journal of Inver­
tebrate Pathology 93:210–3.

McKinnon, A. C., Saari, S., Moran-Diez, M. 
E., Meyling, N. V., Raad, M. and Glare, T. R. 2017. 
Beauveria bassiana as an endophyte: a critical review 
on associated methodology and biocontrol potential. 
BioControl 62:1–17.

McKinnon, A. C., Glare, T. R., Ridgway, H. J., 
Mendoza-Mendoza, A., Holyoake, A., Godsoe, W. 

K. and Bufford, J. L. 2018. Detection of the entomo
pathogenic fungus Beauveria bassiana in the rhi
zosphere of wound stressed Zea mays plants. Fron­
tiers in Microbiology 9:1161, available at: https://doi.
org/10.3389/fmicb.2018.01161.

Meyer, S. L. F., Nyczepir, A. P., Rupprecht, S. M., 
Mitchell, A. D., Martin, P. A. W., Brush, C. W., Chitwood, 
D. J. and Vinyard, B. T. 2013. Tall Fescue ‘Jesup 
(Max-Q)’: Meloidogyne incognita development in roots 
and nematotoxicity. Agronomy Journal 105:755–63.

Mishra, S., Zhang, W., Lin, Z., Pang, S., Huang, Y., 
Bhatt, P. and Chen, S. 2020. Carbofuran toxicity and  
its microbial degradation in contaminated environ
ments. Chemosphere 259:127419, available at:  https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2020.127419.

Mwaura, P., Niere, B. and Vidal, S. 2017. Application 
of an entomopathogenic fungus (Beauveria bassiana) 
increases potato nematodes reproduction and potato 
tubers damage caused by Ditylenchus destructor and 
D. dipsaci. Biological Control 115:23–9.

Nicol, J. M., Turner, S. J., Coyne, D. L., den Nijs, L., 
Hockland, S. and Maafi, Z. T. 2011. “Current nematode 
threats to world agriculture”, In Jones, J., Gheysen, G. 
and Fenoll, C. (Eds), Genomics and molecular genetics 
of plant-nematode interactions Dordrecht: Springer, 
pp. 21–43.

Ownley, B. H., Gwinn, K. D. and Vega, F. E. 2010. 
Endophytic fungal entomopathogens with activity 
against plant pathogens: ecology and evolution. Bio­
Control 55:113–28.

Ownley, B. H., Pereira, R. M., Klingeman, W. E., 
Quigley, N. B. and Leckie, B. M. 2004. “Beauveria 
bassiana, a dual purpose biocontrol organism, with 
activity against insect pest and plant pathogens”, In 
Lartey, R. T. and Caesar, A. J. (Eds), Emerging Concepts 
in Plant Health Management. Research Signpost, Kerala, 
India, pp. 256–69.

Ownley, B. H., Griffin, M. R., Klingeman, W. E., Gwinn, 
K. D., Moulton, J. K. and Pereira, R. M. 2008. Beauveria 
bassiana: Endophytic colonization and plant disease 
control. Journal of Invertebrate Pathology 98:267–70.

Parsa, S., Ortiz, V. and Vega, F. E. 2013. 
Establishing fungal entomopathogens as endophytes: 
towards endophytic biological control. Journal of Visu­
alized Experiments 74:50360, available at: https://doi.
org/10.3791/50360.

Pelizza, S. A., Mariottini, Y., Russo, L. M., Vianna, 
M. F., Scorsetti, A. C. and Lange, C. E. 2017. Beauveria 
bassiana (Ascomycota: Hypocreales) introduced as an 
endophyte in corn plants and its effects on consumption, 
reproductive capacity, and food preference of Dichroplus 
maculipennis (Orthoptera: Acrididae: Melanoplinae). Jour­
nal of Insect Science 17:53.

Posada, F. and Vega, F. E. 2005. Establishment 
of the fungal entomopathogen Beauveria bassiana 
(Ascomycota: Hypocreales) as an endophyte in cocoa 
seedlings (Theobroma cacao). Mycologia 97:1195–200.



16

Beauveria bassiana fails to control root knot: Yerukala et al.

Posada, F. and Vega, F. E. 2006. Inoculation and 
colonization of coffee seedlings (Coffea arabica L.) 
with the fungal entomopathogen Beauveria bassiana 
(Ascomycota: Hypocreales. Mycoscience 47:284–9.

Posada, F., Aime, M. C., Petersons, S. W., Rehner, 
S. A. and Vega, F. E. 2007. Inoculation of coffee plants 
with the fungal entomopathogen Beauveria bassiana 
(Ascomycota: Hypocreales). Mycological Research 
111:748–57.

Postnikova, O. A., Hult, M., Shao, J., Skantar, A. 
and Nemchinov, L. G. 2015. Transcriptome analysis 
of resistant and susceptible alfalfa cultivars infected 
with root-knot nematode Meloidogyne incognita. PLoS 
ONE 10:e0118269, available at: https://doi.org/10.1371/
journal.pone.0118269.

Powell, W. A., Klingeman, W. E., Ownley, B. H. and 
Gwinn, K. D. 2009. Evidence of endophytic Beauveria 
bassiana in seed-treated tomato plants acting as a 
systemic entomopathogen to larval Helicoverpa zea 
(Lepidoptera: Noctuidae). Journal of Entomological 
Science 44:391–6.

Quesada-Moraga, E., Muñoz-Ledesma, F. J. 
and Santiago-Alvarez, C. 2009. Systemic protection 
of Papaver somniferum L. against Iraella luteipes 
(Hymenoptera: Cynipidae) by an endophytic strain 
of Beauveria bassiana (Ascomycota: Hypocreales). 
Environmental Entomology 38:723–30.

Quesada-Moraga, E., Landa, B. B., Muñoz-
Ledesma, J., Jiménez Diáz, R. M. and Santiago-
Álvarez, C. 2006. Endophytic colonisation of opium 
poppy, Papaver somniferum, by an entomopathogenic 
Beauveria bassiana strain. Mycopathologia 161:323–9.

Ramakuwela, T., Hatting, J., Bock, C., Vega, F. 
E., Wells, L., Mbata, G. N. and Shapiro-Ilan, D. 2020.  
Establishment of Beauveria bassiana as a fungal endo
phyte in pecan (Carya illinoinensis) seedlings and its 
virulence against pecan insect pests. Biological Con­
trol 140:104102, available at: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
biocontrol.2019.104102.

Resquín-Romero, G., Garrido-Jurado, I., Delso, C., 
Ríos-Moreno, A. and Quesada-Moraga, E. 2016. Transient 
endophytic colonizations of plants improve the outcome 
of foliar applications of mycoinsecticides against chewing 
insects. Journal of Invertebrate Pathology 136:23–31.

Rondot, Y. and Reineke, A. 2013. The entomo
pathogenic fungus Beauveria bassiana as an endo
phyte in grapevine Vitis vinifera (L.) plants. Proceedings 
of the 5th International Symposium on Plant Protection 
and Plant Health in Europe, 158 (Abstr.).

Rondot, Y. and Reineke, A. 2018. Endophytic Beau­
veria bassiana in grapevine Vitis vinifera (L.) reduces infe
station with piercing-sucking insects. Biological Control 
116:82–9.

Russo, M. L., Pelizza, S. A., Cabello, M. N., 
Stenglein, S. A. and Scorsetti, A. C. 2015. Endophytic 
colonisation of tobacco, corn, wheat, and soybeans 

by the fungal entomopathogen Beauveria bassiana 
(Ascomycota, Hypocreales). Biocontrol Science and 
Technology 25:475–80.

Sasser, J. and Freckman, D. A. 1987. A world pers
pective on nematology: the role of the society. Vistas on 
Nematology: A Commemoration of the 25th Anniversary 
of the Society of Nematologists 7-14 (Abstr.).

Schouteden, N., De Waele, D., Panis, B. and 
Vos, C. M. 2015. Arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi for the 
biocontrol of plant-parasitic nematodes: a review of the 
mechanisms involved. Frontiers in Microbiology 6:1280, 
available at: https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2015.01280.

Seth, D. 2001. Effects of inoculum, cultivar, and 
the biological control fungus Beauveria bassiana on 
damping-off by Rhizoctonia solani on tomato. MS 
Thesis, The University of Tennessee, Knoxville.

Shalini, Y., Sagar, B. V., Giribabu, P. and Rao, V. K. 
2014. Management of wilt disease complex in castor. 
Indian Journal of Plant Protection 42:255–8.

Shi, W. -B. and Feng, M. -G. 2004. Lethal effect of 
Beauveria bassiana, Metarhizium anisopliae, and Pae­
cilomyces fumosoroseus on the eggs of Tetranychus 
cinnabarinus (Acari: Tetranychidae) with a description of a 
mite egg bioassay system. Biological Control 30:165–73.

Sun, M. -H., Gao, L., Shi, Y. -X., Li, B. -J. and Liu, 
X. -Z. 2006. Fungi and actinomycetes associated with 
Meloidogyne spp. eggs and females in China and their 
biocontrol potential. Journal of Invertebrate Pathology 
93:22–8.

Tefera, T. and Vidal, S. 2009. Effect of inoculation 
method and plant growth medium on endophytic colo
nization of sorghum by the entomopathogenic fungus 
Beauveria bassiana. BioControl 54:663–9.

Vandergragt, M. L., Warne, M., St, J., Borschmann, 
G. and Johns, C. V. 2019. Pervasive pesticide con
tamination of wetlands in the Great Barrier Reef catch
ment area. Integrated Environmental Assessment and 
Management 16:968–82.

Vidal, S. and Jaber, L. R. 2015. Entomopathogenic 
fungi as endophytes: plant-endophyte-herbivore inter
actions and prospects for use in biological control. 
Current Science 109:46–54.

Wearn, J. A., Sutton, B. C., Morley, N. J. and 
Gange, A. C. 2012. Species and organ specificity of 
fungal endophytes in herbaceous grassland plants. 
Journal of Ecology 100:1085–92.

Yan, J. F., Broughton, S. J., Yang, S. L. and Gange, 
A. C. 2015. Do endophytic fungi grow through their 
hosts systemically? Fungal Ecology 13:3–59.

Zeck, W. M. 1971. A rating scheme for field 
evaluation of root knot nematode infestations. Pflan­
zenschutz-Nachrichten 24:141–4.

Zhao, D., Liu, B., Wang, Y., Zhu, X., Duan, Y. and 
Chen, L. 2013. Screening for nematicidal activities of 
Beauveria bassiana and associated fungi using culture 
filtrate. African Journal Microbiology Research 7:974–8.


	Endophytic Beauveria bassiana increases galling of ‘Rutgers’ tomato roots with Meloidogyne incognita
	Recommended Citation
	Authors

	tmp.1631304991.pdf.YuXAo

