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A Study of Susceptibility of Pear and Apple

Culivars to Fire Blight Disease and Its Chemical Control
Abstract:
Results for screening four pear cultivars and four apple cultivars for their susceptibility to fire blight using

two methods for inoculation indicated that Carmen cultivar was the most susceptible among the tested cultivars
then William, Lackstone and Leckont respectively. While the four apple cultivars tested Anna, Fistabella, Ajmi
and Royal didn't differ significantly in their susceptibility to fire blight.

Chemical control results of artificialy infected cultivars in the field indicated that Ciprofloxacin
(50mg/liter water) was effective in reducing disease incidence to 0.22% for pear and 0.28% for apple in
comparison with Revanol (1ml/liter water) and Cupprosate (3ml/liter water).

Key Words: Erwinia amylovora, Fire blight disease, Bactericides.

Jg¥) Gl iialall Al (e S Cand) *
-Yoéd .



e Ol Bl 2y ol e 3 sae L A

o ol ol d) sLd La 08y ddadh 3L @L\

(Y +0 AGII0S) Ly Y,

il oy Sl 1y

Kg yod] ol CA— Adr ol e P
3 g ABlE bWl el Wl K2 [ o
3 o) omlly Sl Al (i e S
Rl bWy Aol 87 ol 2By o 21 b
LG g 3 0l e (gl el (3 i3y Lol
ey 2

Casbi thetesYl goadl sl (K Gl pas
LSS wsyy 3l ((2003) Estevez coll b
gl S8 L, e Erwinia amylovora
Y5l PYA 5y Ry 3 ey Nutrient Agar
Lth &y o 8] paall el oWl e oo ool sl
Sl 02 ams S @A e o Jpaol Shpad
A s dpasd i ¢ O 5 S0 Q)
sl Ayt oSl S by Jfals °10x1

. Haemocytometer

dauall
Erwinia LSS oo comil) il il g0 s
5 oV FESx] A, 1 5 amylovora
43S ay (ROSACERE doyl B ot 3N e
b Bl 2 1 B Joolbl ol e 2l
sk 46 3 o o oy S8 LS S8 (il
72 3 ol 4 L, IS \’JQ\ iy
ol B dsiy b3 o g edae s Al oYl
K Ol o iy sl o dass A5y 5l
ol 282K lyl3) el ol ool 5y ol
Bagheri <v--¥ (5, SN gy il
2 «(Holtappels et al., 2018; et al., 2017
S 450V sl WY1 3 2,4 1 3 Sl e
ek Aol L) =85 eyl SN e ,Ss 200
6 Ul %ol 3Lkl il 0 10873 Ll s e 10
g Ny sk 4 Qb Lip s s 3ol
S g Uy 52 Sontl 3 L ke ol

S IS 2 L e saelll Akl i L

_\OO. -



T3A Tad ((Y) ol 30 Al ALV 2070 18 12 2

ol s s Gt s 51y e
. (Estevez, 2003)
GSI oK Jo oA 2lally olagdl g6 L
e il

(S gl oo %20l 00 3 g
Ul L Gl il g 3 (28] ndll 52y
3 Al i e A 28 3] () el s,
el oy an) s o ¥ olall sl Sl
b3 K et 585 ol 8y sl Y S0 4oy 55R
i g oly oy b3 (e 0Y 0 e Y 58T ol
Y Oly= ¥ )0 Erwinia amylovora LS
e 8 %l Ao U (Bl 55 1S A gly)
L sl

Sl N e ol o (3 Aleles §dilly
gl L A3l i3 0y Cj L5 Ky
LSOl lall odl Jb e sy Ly el
LW gl el ol @5 Erwinia amylovora

gV Al by

S ool 3o il ApblasYl ggadl B
2,1 sake (3 Jall e Jo i €31 ol 3 WS it
L Bt e 2301 2 laly 2l g ol e B U

LA Pl g i
Colool an Bl Ayl 1OkoY) Alas S
) ol gy 35U Al 25 Lot 28, 2
el o Y 1 3 A sy bl o
Jv{) MJ uﬂw@) 6}“§“ 3*{)3}\ JW‘Y\
D3 sy oty sy U ol il oy
LS Ayl oleladl vess 3y o Alle 2
3 et i)l L5 Sy o), K @, (R.C.B.D.
YA @\., 4\5 5,54l Gl plosil AN (gous ok
Pl Ao Lyl eyt 28, Folis amy M
Fools AaYl olelp S oy M Al 2 LY
258V ol AL glyg Yo 2l Ayl o
LSO Clall sl b Jomsy Yo0Y

oy Ll 2l Ll e 5iuly @amylovora

Erwinia

- Yool .



e Sl Al 3l 23l o8 30 5 dae b 0

AL oo ) el gl

= AL Gl Al
el S g al )

JYNY ek N @L ALy ylpy YO @L AUy o1y VA @L SVl sl i3] olsl 3 M ét.-.&\ oy

agne ) g ) ol )y i RS9 )
W B Bgpal) P 2oldl dangs 555 08
s,y Norelli «x--v .51, Forsling) 5!,
M o)l 550 (1Y a5y JOCK Yy
A bl Gk s T gl 3 g g
3 bl el Yy \pK‘“ Jor Ol a3 L)
PRSI IR LI AN TR R ui,_.‘yu\ ol
o e el gl B e lasid Sloo¥l Al
590 opebll ST L, Gldly o)) & ol
w1 b A Bleol oY Ol Al ol
B S e VY o) g 8 L el 3 s
PR T S0 o <8 il Caas

[(x-ov Estevez) L 3 sl 3 @l kol

a3l et
ST o8 Gadl § () Lol o
el 5 3,1 Al Lo Bl g1 )
W sl 5 ol <8 S 0S8 o o
G oads P Heal s KoLl as bl e S el i)
Aol g Kajle el Yl gyudl @u A BJO
SV s )8 Call L{\ o5 (¥) sl Ll gl
e Led 23U DN Ololl G | e 3 Al
RECAURSR EIPES (ENUREE AW (R FE-HCH SRy
Slas) ol a5 3 2 508 s Gl
Rl U5 (Ll SN 8 e o R bdasY) g0l
S Al ST Sl

S e 0 (Y07 (51, Fazio) amylovora

Erwinia

sy o il o 3 Slo¥l an S 4

- Yooy .



T3A Tad ((Y) ol 30 Al ALV 2070 18 12 2

S o s i M g3 o 1o A Mas gl 3 ol ) e gl ) (1) gk

o) il % 25l Casmall g JH1 4T 5 all el
Y Ja J;Y\ 3¢,
a )t 3 LY 2005130 <iS
- Y,0 UL el 21
2 S Q.;Y\ 3¢,
@l oy re 2 O llse 31 o
o Y eY LI 561,30
2 S Q.;Y\ 3¢1,)
i ), 00 A .0 e ) O‘J{
\ §)¢ BN 51,2
Y a gj})\ 3¢1,)
ac Y 2 Y 350 55 3 asSY
o Y L0 51 31
= Ja dj}}\ 3¢1,dl
< .00 LA | easmy »‘.\\)17‘\3 %
i Y,vY A 51,3

0 Sl gty (ol ;,\L&\‘;ﬁaj\.,’_;:\wé \.wuLé-Ya.p\.Muf-\a ;yfé&pj;&\cp\la_.«)l\

- YooY .




e Ol Bl 2y ol e 3 sae L A

S g Sbol i Y U 331 8 2o 2 Mars Wl gl 3 ool ) Aol il (Y) g

200y inall R0 % 264l Gl o Jo0 AT 5 sl il
-~ P gf\h ss1,dl
AR - .01 Sl uﬂ
o v,ev PAIW R
= e i5 w1l
@), - .oV 1500 551 41 s
o IR PN R
= e &jﬁ\ 3,4
Py,A - . or 15001 541 2 914
i £,A4 238 551 3
-~ B gjﬁ\ 52,3l
@), YA > 3 A ER] as~SY
o v, e LIEN 31,
-~ Ja J;Y\ 5+ all .
: sl AU %
o AR s llae) )
. -
i YAY 238 551 3

0 Sl gty (ol ;,\L&\;ﬁaj\.,’_;:\wé \,)NJAY«@L:M b ;yﬁél;);l\a\b_@l\

- Yoot .



T3A Tad ((Y) ol 30 Al ALV 2070 18 12 2

el 9 lusVl sk g e o 425 Starkrimson,
Ll Al o) o8 Starkrimson

Maroofi , (\ave) Zwet gosWl asys
Cro 51 (V481) Maroofi , (vaat) Mostafavi,
cads @M Sk gy o bl e by, W
Zwet , (\aay) Jones, Thomas .-, (i
79l e gl (VA7) Zwet, Hickey , (\aan)
) Rl o5 Lo elie 891 40 Starkrimson
PSR FERPERPURC N R

3 MU Al o)l dlll ks AP
Sla¥l 0ia oy o5l (B 08y 2l Al SVl
gl Wl Olool o Jpasdl 550 Sl -
A g Ll sl L8 Ul STy AL
2 ol DNA e gl 11l Dl et
SVl o3 s 5ol gy chaslil oY)
U eplin g @pal 351l le 2800 ) )
35S 05 R A Raglill OoloW 5 Ll LasY,
Bylpall AW G Wgpall OB Rslld il

. (\' + 4{)})5]) Fa2|0)

EWIIE & Sluol 51 (1) Jpod! oy
B 3l Wl Aol oW e (3 bge 2
el 5 Jel bl 3y eV sl 3
A doldd Ayl Al il By (2N s s L
ool Blos 5o GL.J Rl 855 3 t,) e Olall
O T (£) Jpodl sy @l i L dsllasl
ALY ol 3 bgine I L AN Ryl SVl
AWl dsdll Aelda o)l
S ol X el el ed
Al sy b gl 3 555 gl Sl
Olol kwlus s @l (Vaan) Dahmashi
A - B oy 02 (53,Y) Byd Bae 3 s\
o2yl iy lae ) sl dla e g(ungx
T N 4\,_? et b
v Humice, Assansah jopaudl o dlldd
oo sy Jbgy 7 oy COMICE 478V Lo
0 Slol ang COSCIA Jorjadl o 6 oy S

Delbarestival, Golden More Spur, Fuji

-Yooo _



e Ol Bl 2y ol e 3 sae L A

Flavonoid 3-0- olgl sopaz W1 o5

chorismate , glucosyl transferase

.isomerase
3 AR IR e b A 2ol ety
P o L W 6
3 WL g e el chitinase, metallotioneins
02l g lll (g ol anll 55 Agsn 5SS 03y gl Y
e LA Miraculine uSTal) ol o) L,
3 4w ) O e Rsliel i Xools 4 (gl
AW Al WSS gy ool K2 30W1 2l LY
Type HI &t Ll olfse sw oldgy
Ga ol Pl sl aslal i ) effectors
Ll ol C< WS o) aslyoll oiis iy BN Laud

e ball LW bl ol

bl iy (Y1) Estevez el ey

G AW Al Lo 5L M 3 () W)
Bl 5 B Al oo Bypd) Sldl Byey sad
Sl By ol R el 3 A OWS GY e
AWy e Lol 21 e g il (3 W
31 (gamseSly ) gl o gyl g2, i
(;3;,-\ Sk
S o0, (Pathogen related gene) PR1
P CL_;:A\ s e phenylpropanoid
paley O Sl g S gl
Malus el ol ol AL ey 0By MLl
«ly>b 5« robusta var. persicifolia (MRP)
Gl Bylae LI ol 5o Ao Sl Jo

o o A Ly LS Malus domestica L.

- Yool .



T3A Tad ((Y) ol 30 Al ALV 2070 18 12 2

2N o Cobiol Y gyl i o A1 g9l 3 ol 8l g ) Al () o

s Cireall 0 % 264l Gl g JoH 00 AT 5 sl il
o Ja gfﬁ\ 5¢1,3)
R o LYY 25t a3 0
i 1,3V 1L 31,30
o e @ﬁ\ s¢1,3)
N o LYY 2500 551,31 s s
i Y€ 230 541 2
o e @ﬁ\ 551,
vy o AL 230551, Per
i Y 238 551,31
o P gﬁl\ 51,4
i AY o Y4 15001 541 2 Jbs,
i )4 2380 551 4
> S L;j}!\ 5+, )
. sl AU %
o 5, s llae) )
. e
i Y 238 551 4

0 Sl gty (ol ;,\L&\ﬁaj\.,’_;:\wé \,)NJAY«@L:M b ;yﬁél;};l\a\b_w}.\\

- YooV .



e Sl Al 3l 23l o8 30 5 dae b 0

20 o bl ¥ Ul 35T 5 3 i blasW) g9l 3 ol ol gl Al (6] g

200y inall R0 % 264l Gl g JoH101 T3 56 sl il
o Ja gjxh 31,4
IR o LY 20113 d
i V,9A 230 541 2
o e gj})\ 51,4
I Ag o LYY 3501541 2) o ld
i Y. 230 541 20
o e gj})\ 51,4
I VA o A 3501541 ) P
i YA 2380 551 4
o P gj&)\ ]
oA o LY 3501541 ) Js,
i Y Y¢ 238 551,31
> S L;j&\ 5+, )
. sl AU %
< -, ¥4 50,3
. e
i YAY 238 551,21

0 Sl gty (ol ;,\L&\;ﬁaj\.,’_;:\wé \,)NJAY«@L:M b ;yﬁél;);l\a\b_@l\

- YooA .



T3A Tad ((Y) ol 30 Al ALV 2070 18 12 2

hs s~ () &) 3 ekl Ol y S eMalall o 5o Ja3W oa oS, Al o sLal) 51 (0) Jaud! o

0N b A bo] s yujk S pa oy S 58 3 Jsley aedl b AN 1A 3 e, Y QALY

(587 o (4 3 30,01 ol 2 WY 2 Lo o) gl L (3 D 28K ol el 8 (0) o

sy audl S0 % solly andl g J1031 20 9% WS Slagdl

> e gj}h;»\,m

ENRA e AR B as) LS oy e
3o .80 0151 ,3)
> LYY dﬁ?\sb\)ﬁ\

@A = LY U1l dsle)
o V0. 238 31,3
= +,0v k;j%z\;;\,m

iy yy i AR 350 5s1 2 1Y 4
i YOV Y0 51,20

s
= ' 7Y dj‘y\ EP\JB\

o Y LU | easmd asll AT %
i RN LIEN 31,

570 I gty ol sasll) (505 L et bgnn 2 VR O b 505 83 05l ol

o sl O % YA ) WLyl i ais sl 3} K el R R oSyl 31 () Jyod) o

-Yood .



e Sl Al 3l 23l o8 30 5 dae b 0

(\ﬁ) o 7 3 45, W1 Aol igeldao¥l Lol dugl) el Jasnge 3 20 a:,;{s\ ol plasiul ,;’\; (V) Jood

soomg) duedl S0 % selly aedl g o101 50 % all Slagd)
B D J;Y\s»\)l!\
YA o \,¥4 350 5 3 LSy s
2 v,on 2300 561,20
5 AR gjv\mjm
VY s LYY 250156 ,2) ol
o VY 2300 541,20
25 CA L}ﬁ\z»\j}\
ie o ), 4 5B e A oy
i Y, VY 230 551,41

p)
>~ A BRI

o g LU | e assll A0 %
i IAE 238 551 4

0 Sl gty (ol ;,\L&\‘;ﬁaj\.,’_;:\wé L)NJAY«@L:M uf-\: ;yﬁéb);l\a\b_@l\

3 olugS all Rl K2 Sl st pasl (¥-+7) EteVeZ sy L oo Tl odn (55
b e 55 1S ol s fSSHl S adve 385 st ool 136y g0 Jad odl oIS ol ST
ool oS ;j\){sém (\aaa) Steiner =i - ST A g A Bl s ple A e dle 2o %

Yo' o



T3A Tad ((Y) ol 30 Al ALV 2070 18 12 2

55 Sy AUl il o 108G e 3,08 a8 iy
o185 5 ST (v++Y) Adaskaveg sy L o
¥ g il o\S o iz ) 358 16 sy ool
!B 3L UL e Bl 253 elasial s
slyes g Slslany plodll SlEte 46 s ol
benzothiadiazole) ol 3 Wl o
O emy 05y 35,1 il 2585 (3 (Phosphonates,
Yo ol sl ol g2 pldl ol
ol o 1;\3, L\ﬁ_\ Wy Y
Ll 5,8 (phosphonates, benzothiadiazole)
Ol gl gt BN @i R 2 0 QIS ) sl 3]
S PMdd 2y oLl olebs e 18 Ry 550 |3
S a Ay phosphonates
SOvY 8 4o sl g1, benzothiadiazole
sha J2 01 JB gy Q1) e (LS 53L) R/ pdlaro
Slabyall sl 03y Sl 3 il 3 & IS
Geasdl S 31 dlh Ayl el 3l 45
B-1-3- glucanase, Chitinase g;j Lo ) bl

-l e

- Yoy o



e Sl Al 3l 23l o8 30 5 dae b 0

Bagheri, N.; Monavar, H. M.; Azizi, A.
And Ghasemi, A. (2017).
Detection of fire blight disease in
Pear trees by hyperspectral data.
European Journal of Remote
Sensing, 51: 1-10.

Estevez, L. R. (2003). Improvement of
strategies for the management of
fire blight (Erwinia amylovora)
Evaluation and optimization of
physical and chemical control
methods and use of decision
support system. Ph. D. thesis,

University of Girona, Spain. p.

200.
Fazio, E. C.; A. Adwinckle; . M.
Robinson and F. McQuinn

(2006). Differential susceptibility
to fire blight in commercial and
experimental apple root stock
cultivars. International Journal of
Agricultural Research, 74: 459-
466.

).‘5\.‘1\
L0000 e Sl Wy af ey Bl L3, (M
Y ol kmsls sl 25 wldl 2l
(VAN (gl sl sy Rl sadl s A0 (Yl
2ol 0 5l s bty gl ol
oo YA ¢ Jooshl dmels ¢ 2,
Adaskaveg, A. B. (2002). Evaluation of
new bactericides for control of
Fire Blight of Pear caused by:
Erwinia amylovora. International
Journal of Agricultural Research,
74: 459-466.
Agrios, G.N. (2005). Plant Pathology, 5th
edit. Burlington,
Academic Press. USA, 952 p.

Al-Dahmashi, M.S., (1998).
Epidemiology of fire blight

Elsevier

disease on pome fruits in the
uplands of Jordan. M.Sc. Thesis,
University of Jordan P.73.

-Yoeuy .



To38 A (1) sadl V0 sl ALY L a8 slsl as

analysis Environmental Forsline, P. L.; Aldwinckle, H. S.; Hale,

Microbiolog, 4.106-114.

Marrofi, A. (1996). Fire blight prediction
system. Acta Horticulture, 411:
117-1109.

Marrofi, A. and Mostafavi, M. (1996).

Evaluation of the resistance of Hickey,

apple, pear and quince varieties
to fire blight. Acta Horticulture,
411: 395-399.

C. and Mitchell, R. (2002).
Natural occurrence of fire blight
in USDA germplasm collection
after 10 years of observation.
Acta Horticulture. 590: 351-357.

K.D. and Zwet, T. (1996).
Efficacy of antagonistic bacteria
for control of fire blight on apple.
Acta Horticulture, 411: 299-302.

Norelli, J. L.; Aldwinckle, H.S; Holtappels, M.; Noben, J.; Van Dijck, P.

Holleran, H.T.; Robinson, T.L.;
Johnson. W.C.; Hale. C. and
Mitchell, R. (2002). Resistance
Geneva apple rootsrocks to
Erwinia amylovora when grown

as potted plants and orchard

And Valcke, R. (2018). Fire
blight host pathogen interaction:
proteome profiles of Erwinia
amylovora infecting apple root
stocks. Scientfic Reports, 8:
11689.

trees. Acta Hortculture, 590: 359- Jock, S.; Donat. V.; Lopez, M. M.; Bazzi,

362.

Steiner, R. A. (1998). How good are our
options with copper, bio-controls
and alliette for fire blight control.
Plant Disease, 76: 93-97.

-Yeuy.

C. and Geider, K. (2002).
Following spread of fire blight in
Western, Central and Southern
Europe by molecular
differentiation of Erwinia

amylovora strains with PFGE



e Sl Al 3l 23l o8 30 5 dae b 0

Delta Phytopothology, 64 (6): Thomas, T. M. and Jones, A.L. (1992).
760A. Severity of fire blight in apple
Zwet, T. O. (1996). Present world wide cultivars and strains in Michigan.
distribution of fire blight. Acta Plant Diseases, 76: 1049-1052.
Horticulture, 411: 7-8. Zwet, T. O. (1974). Severe fire blight on

low chilling pear in the Nile

-Yel¢ .



