2011 3oue 1642 (ols sus)  dtsudi idi el ey Al

) &g‘)ﬁw‘ dom g M Byl Yl p H\gﬁ} -3 A}
by o3\ 15 gla dlawl 39 J 58l GRAPE FAN LEAFS VIRUS
S A & Xiphinema index

Ol gail 7 gz Al Sueplall SuU S 320
el
slad/ b 46§ Vitis Vinifera L.coa jonsl de 2009 o o st3h ant il ods Odi
At g 935y ULy ol yondl Byl gy ) jheo) 8 0 AnblGny asits ik ) ¢S b2 [
Grape Fan Leafs Virus <l Jo oyl 8,01 oyl Loy o9 3 eddl o0z Y
13} W wuesl . Xiphinema index Thorne & Allen & g1 13 gled) dasst g J 53l (GFLV)
Nematicides @3 gl LleS Slies EW Cordsunly oy gl jasts 3 ELIZA technique
o (Il o A5 g A LN o JBR B s b Al 557 O b Ol
Cadl WS Y092 denyy Akl § cal Jlnsl o Ay M Byt g gl gy pilll o g
Rugby 5’5 «(Allicin) Garland &4 )8 : gy fedoundl 3 plocd) sl B\ 5 A Aol SU Ul
By g 3y ey WIasT Ay 13 gledt |3 3 (Ethoprophos) Mocap <8 s 5(Cadusafos)
d Y058.6 .78.9 84.05 ,5is1 & 062.5, 81.7 (87.2 Jadl id iy 42 . Control § fd dolas
Jely ouadll cuddl o S as WY e Ay Of g WS S e AN Sl 3 B
o Jadl <’ (Propamocard hydrochloride) Proplant <53}y (Chimasol) Beltanol
S o ¢ kel Y0 87,05 88.8 Jaill A ik uB ¢ DS 41 &5 ol S g
$53.70 = 3,12 om Al plt 1 sl Ol a0 5 405 o 4l Jsalt o Vi) et b S gl g
G g W B 3 Aot SOl S 41 g & At da 0.45 = 018 (J) conisl o J Al
alt sl 3yt o g e ) JWy St § 058 55 GFLV gy jlist Ad on JEN
doddl
Pl e ity ey ¢ ) k) RSN o2 T e Vs vinifera L. sl day
o o it )l LI T 3) LAY ARG by B3 Jredd BV 3 Wl ¢ i1 gt ULl g Waal)
3 e Wt J past Vb Bl daght J g i o0 G, Ay WS (olaedl g ol by @ gy ) Gl
6.53 o8 i ) Jpit & it o Bl By 151 By o Al HBy 11 oy et e
3 o5 ol Fan leaf degeneration o Je B g M By 1y a0 2 AL (12) S/
AWl —s Nepovirus g\ o\ ) Grapevine fan leaf virus .GFLV <\ Js &>y 0 @,
oM g Wby V. vinifera L. s ¥) ) 7Y B3us) iy W) asud 2 Y1 e (Comoviridae
Gy ol 0] 3 8 ) gl ¢ Dla candt A4y gy das (3331 G801y Jaw gl pudl g A §

(O] Bz S g2t 388 o A Py (Y080 50 o 55 3 (g il sl J...,..J w4 dleoy)
At oty —aety J a5 — Loty Hi & gedd datadt 3LAY

68



Aty Sl atell calall JE gl ailly

Jod (o 29 S oy pdond) o Janl) 8308 p Wl oS bl ot oalad) £ T i
(12 10y Gl pd a9 By a0

kit y Xiphinema index Thorne & Allen iey pud-t 13 glemoed! dlal gy oy gl oy
13 sl g1 gl a2 S OF (§) g 1 BSLY BU B 8 (93 plandl WUy A g 1 BBy g1 g 0
BNy s g1 ) UgSS 3 ¢ 8 panll Bl UL paday pal g O g8 sk b \gelanst g0 0 g1 il g iy
(T Dy candt s S i s e s O grund Ui Dladaion g Jid1 § ol (o o soie

ezl .(25) 1968 pls 31,81 d 5,0 J4Y Dagger nematodes & zud-i 15 glodl Tlonls
s ot 3 it 3 cdll ) 8 B3l) g o et ged) 3 opd g il ddL) Z;L-..U Sty
e g il e kil 13 Slegdd Al DU Jime 3 pS i 4] (635 WY ibeSh ClalY
(32 28«

A ) P gty ) el Yt 31500 042y ) Ao B A s LA J) Ayl ia
= S gyl il 1y S i i iy 0 ) ST By (R gt B g
by v o b B el (i jadll p A gleadt Sl am WU (sue @ jmey ¢ a1 5 gl e LS
(a1 2 8 ) sl gy s el o o JUley ol o g 0 By
ol Ve b |

Coudl @ b g 2t 6l
Tobe bl [l sl [ o dUf RESH G5 G Alall ol ey RELIE PN IPRVRUIRYS
Gy Aol el ddhad) § ol il dpdd a0 8l i d G ¢ 2009 4 g sUSE plh
iy jlei Ge g o35 i) e wS e dis pusy ged o Ul asliail g WY s ¢ lgagddy
W) g8 Ao J) 3y Sl ot oY 5 a0 gl 3 Sl g alla) ?ucp')\.h!‘a,,iw\
1l Lo ity e Bl o gy i) Ry

@ AEN) o M e 2

Enzyme — linked Immuno Assay (ELISA) 15| el )il B8 Ddess)
el gaiall slall Jalt pasiaaly (o g jaerds 3 (16) 15Ty S0 4La1 LS Sorbent
AT e St 3 LN Uph B iy pe ged! BiOrEba 8 55 o 3, 5edl Anti- GFLV IgG
Kby g2 Gy s n 3y B 300 o2 o (e g 1 A8 D) ddl /i) 1 U
7 Sa gl s ) i ) o oy (80 Y pasad) Al O kU ST ey 3 s
(Sl g ai&f@l P {ROT el g ¢ W 4l St el
13 glosdl JRnES

d a3 gl Jjo Fy ¢yl ol e AN ) Y oy &5 Aned0 Lo
Xiphinema 15 gled! Lastis g Sieves plnmY1 kil fola alisiaaly (ol £1) y3ddty () £250) & A
o praasll 3 g 1 13 13 Pladl b 8 prall i) Sdall kel 3 ¢ g ewa.—..u\,;q,a.! index
(25) !yl

69



2011 3sae 1642 (o5 sus) Aol i Al dely i ale

(13 gl dnd\Sa) Akt &y el
IS e gl ¢ 0ty Sl (4 B Blelas ey Selas i (10) &yt A
W Ol ddd sl i (10) b st S (6 958 3) ¢ (U gk i) ol @Sy b ghas
(S O gy ) W\l d
(sw 2/ e 6) Rugby &yl 2
(k7 /o 1) Mocap oS puli 3
(2 /4 1) Garland &Y )S 4 .(4
(s B 3‘...e 1.5 + ,u$a/ & 1) Beltanol Jsuly + WY (5
.(;L»,:J/a‘..-«3+,,l=ﬁ/;i 1) Proplant <%, + &Y, 6
v B e 15+ 317 e 6y dpil + Sy (T
RO L PR Ly JRUE R OS¢
(50 A 15+ ) A 1) Sk + Y, (9
(ou B B e A1) Ny + S8 (10

13k LS da,Y Q%»ﬁl&;‘g!rﬁ& CHelall sy s
T 81 ) S e\ g2 8t Sl 3 5 e 1 e o

Ry R; R, R,
8 4 3 6
3 8 6 8
2 3 10 3
4 5 2 9
6 1 8 2
10 10 7 10
9 6 4 7
7 7 1 4
5 9 5 1
1 2 9 5

Clelall preas gy Jpie [ o)y Lor Ol pl dlales IS D)5 4 05 alliyy
O ) Rl 3L Ol 2 3y e dasill X index 15 pled! 21ust o 5 (CBRD Ll i) gl
(2009 /3 /16 joya ity Sl dds Jb 4 P & gk gdficsl

Jgm Sus o &3 ) (1) Jader Jd Sty dailidt (@il 1) i) dte. S ot s.’sug}
bl ¢ 8t JS0 sl g0 it s 0 330 Jinsy 3, ¢ pdr o0l o gy 30 om s
AT o S Bkl Sy S Bt IS i bl o 0 0830 By datall CISD IS g0 )
FEMENUE R PRE TIRURCANUEIIS QS PRT >

$ 3ol sy Gt gl &yl gt
O. ethyl s,s-bis (1-methylpropyl)phosphorodithioate. Cadusafos Rugby
O. ethyl s,s-dipropyl phosphorodithioate. Ethoprophos Mocap
2-propene -1-sulfinothioic acid-5-propenyl ester Allicin Garland
Pr opyl (3- dimethylamino) propyl ) carbamate Propamocard Proplant
Hydrochloride. Hydrochloride
8- hydroxyl quioline sulfate. Chimasol Beltanol

70




i)y 1 gl) ol cadall 5 aJB

o B pal alall ol Sl yadory g b Aas 40 Sl llobae J5f puyl e gl B dmy
dem g Ay Y o L ABU 1 plandt Slusd ol F 3} «3 plosl Lot B ddledl Ot Wl
F3 o5 gladt Lld dols Slides darlr ) w0 pluasialy &5 o1 % 2505 3 @21 0 IS J (pug )
3351 ase 503 yli] (e ] U UL e § ) o) oy W1 S Dl

S o e quyf Joaty ol g gl ld adlt ot GFLV o il o) @ s
Tos Ay ) ot ) Bl 3 L S O el a8 ELISA 1) jlol slessy bor g o (B8 160 ) 8 pns
.)W‘de}g(ﬁ‘

:L.’&j\.:lu cj\.;.“

G (f agl) Aomss 38276 gl oyt 7 e 300 o oo OF a1 13 Jlasl s bl
e SIS Rl 0l ad dd g ol ot.-....,y.sgu_u‘_}s.:qm&h 3 pdl Sl 0 Y092 (6 gl
Al e ) sty J P p SO sy B pis & GFLV Ganll Jo G 5 3 35 1 g oy

Bn O et gt oS ¢ st Sl o clam o S 2 Y1 A 5 B o L st ) g s 30
G AV A Sl 8 510 Jlazr] 6 Shih o 5 i Sld 296 W ol oY1 oda o %08
Sl 042 8 6 2l Y1 Sty L Agd g gl S g g o G il Al e Bt ) ol g

iy s A deaits Ol s

13}3\.4.,-.!1 DRI

b By e o b AW Xiphinema index gl 13 gl 5y gl o bl
Wor 88 alely (U el &y A ) S 0l jnsl e e ISl e gy
«(25) Allow ) Kkatcho 41 o 5 b as Ll 0l g (2 J gobr) plozally § puor
(13 glesd) doedlSay A1 4y o)

& Xiphinema index i ped) 13 gad) siast 0] Jons¥ oda gl g S PNErN
d Woy Bp1100 -800 o gl 5y jeddt oo o213 iy 8,277 ~180 o gl S
walusl mds 3 Lls ddlady 3ol Ayl 0dd § Al dflasSdl Slid) cadl wdly (i g #1250
0 o T e B iy AL Rlaten o Byl 1 g OST S iy s g g
0l dhotag & e 1 28 1) GFLV oy il B0 Xindex 15 plogd! 31af cocaid] A i Jyf
Jadmy g o2 250/ 4760 oty 3 5 dlatag FIRPA By 150 J1g sdr o21/d, 256 b gh
13 pladl slisl jads § AW 28T US” Garlandsy S Rugby ) cadedi 01 ) pitedl o jaf 8.3
250 & % 84 789k - U 5 pidt e driy a3 Y087.2 81T cily ey Xiindex & i
ol i) g plisuul wis 13 gilegdl ot § Rl s a1 (Lt e oY, &5 el al 2
d 70 88.8 — 849l <y 5 B WY IS &) bl a0 proplant <My 5 Beltanol J sy
Ay slas § Y0855 =773 i b o gl g o J k8 dsles

71



2011 35 16uig (o sds) Aol 31 i dsly g

i gy gder 3 Jomidl Ay ) Al y Xiphinema index i pud-) 15 glagd slasi Jane @ 2 Jyir
Bubay 5 ddbesSdl Ol 2o Gl sl

¢ 250 & 15 gladt slust
) ¢ ¢ ‘ﬁ A s9dr £1 40 pledt stusf
i) A &y ' ) )
g plusen Y1 A atal
(o) Ay 3 &
' ; o) | aShl any
LS AL PPty
O goks) & j\da
- 760 ¢ 800 a” - 256 d 250 a - i ’
(S
78.9 190 a 900b | 81.7 33 a 180 b | s 4/ 6 &
58.6 360 b 870 b 625 69 c 184 a il /e 1 Sy
84.0 150 a 940 be 87.2 29 a 226 b e /A1 LY,
+ )h&h/j“
85.5 160 a 1100 d 87.0 30 a 231 b " Jpkks + 4,8
s 34w 1.5
3+ 5/ 41
77.2 200 a 880 b 88.1 31 a 277 d 3 SNy + WY
sl ,'J/ o~
+ sla J.:J/S(.-I6
78.0 220 ab 1000 ¢ 85.6 28 a 194 a ; Jskle + o5
;\A,‘J/ p-‘l.s
s /4
79.9 195a 970 ¢ 84.9 30 a 199 a 3 Mgy + )
slaf -~ 3+
— | .
+ iy plet 1 '
64.2. 340 b 950 be 75.0 52 b 208 ab 3 Jpkly + L g
sh ;-3/ -~ 1.5
‘o2 N
+45 /e 1 )
68.7 310b 990 ¢ 75.3 54 b 219 b 3 Sy gt DS g
sl ﬂ/ - 3
K53 ] L Lacd U ine AL Y 1 3 el e LI B 1 13 ol ¢ latan S 1 S Iy Jae JaE slaeyt”
EYRESERE

O g0 Ay Alslall (g Y75 (o875 bl o G Al o Do gian BB 397y o @S A

G\ 4y Al iy ginm By b gy 13 plasdl ST s § B i 3B 8 8 OF ) (Mocap
caly o 3 % 62,5 jdr (b1 e dd bl 3) ¢ B G gl 55l e ST ) g 0 VB kstne o
Koy dlad) Ay Sy &) o sl # L o )yl 0 il o] (2 J i) A § V58,6
Aalag is)m idlar] iy gme By g QUL Hgdor o Adlad) 1 gled) slast jads 3 Q8 gy (o5 ) ke
43 (13 gled) Slist jads 3 ddWl WSy Sl iy o8 WY A yiely < (24,17,6,5,3) a yall
ot JUH ISy (I e s DS prad) YOBLTy 62.5 ol o § %872 <k
i Sy (S il g DS gy (oS ) o) DA g0 B5lde SV gy gl el @ b
' (2 dgwm) d
3 J5 Kty et 15 ol ALaiSHl Sl plasiaut 0] (27)Goheen s Raski sl o

Sl g iy oY) L] o S 3 e g Ky SIS S Jlyy R5L0] oy WR31ST ol

72




sy P O o) ol odall E 3wy

0y ol s &gt 4 AlonSI) Sldral] b iy senad) plasal O Wy (L) o0 RESPRPIIRCR Y
g Wl Jady M (1 pland sl dasiand) Colhprold A gl g (ol AW ST (et Do gl § Ao
s A o8 b (13 pledl o g s Wb dagllll gl ] b o SO Al 3 )oY el
oS AL o JalSan S g Al Id Sl skt of (23) ey Hwang &) )l U ey
13 plesdt 1l oo ) jLaa] o U S S Gl e b gz el Bl ol S0 0} S
il Paecilomyces lilacinus S5 M5 Jes il Jodly Jeoldl il jgder o Aldlad)
Lt @1 Glysl G a9 (8 4 Ly St oy ylab Jeasat 5f (29:7:2) Trichoderma harzianum
o .(9) Bacillus thuringiensis 8, LS 5 (31 13 ) dgldl Slalsaadl 5 (6 5y <y
G Sy bl Jrol# gdr any Sled (A gl W 13 glad g el 13 lod A5 vty S
.26 20) Pasteuria penetrans o=\ ¥ ALy @)

15 st o ol Ja § 81 8 o) Bt Sl Jlomisly g S8 T sl W e ey
Pl A 1 Plogld adal) LS i s iy Sl ST arl Jlomia) Juad W Adlazl)
Py pby AR
s g 1 LYy X, index 13 glag SNt § ML adlsd) ot b 03 Jgur

405 nm |33}yl ded
index s gl st

By o 250 4 PREER R B () Ahalalt
58] hod 15 glagdlt 31 15} dad 13 glagdt Stusd
Ralal! dny Aatalt ag et 5 | dalall J
3.48 760 ¢ 3.69 800 a ” diSn &) B lin
. 473
0.24 190 a 3.37 900 b sa A/ 6 Rugby
W .2 5
0.45 160 a 321 870 b i/ e 1 Mocap
0.22 150 a 3.24 940 be e/ A1 Garland
WA 15+ S/ 41 Garland +
0.18 160 a 3.70 qoga | ALl sl e
0.22 200 a 3.12 880 b su B3+ el A1 Garland +
Proplant
. A5+ 4/ 6 Rugby +
0.25 220 ab 3.58 1000 ¢ -~ . =~ heléanol
0.24 195 a 3.37 970 ¢ o B P 3w 3/ 6 Rugby +
' proplant
0.37 340 b 3.32 osope | A 15 +R Tl Mocap +
beltanol
0.28 310 b 3.22 000 | A e3rasie/el Mocap +
proplant
GFLV s 24 4l

o8 b oy 5 g g (Egos nm) g6 405 o i Jgll s V3l 5l o M
il IS Rkl Slall jlowal o caz (@ gad Olaall O} ! bl aid oLt d oy P

73



2011 3sue 1642 (ol dds) il 231 ll Aty il

o8 iy e U 405 bt gkl e 370 = 312 G 1 1) et od g5y e g ) LW
\;a,b Stk 1 1) st \.._:wi k" sk W 1Sy sl ods @ 3w GFLV et OF ) aky
1100 13 glogt stasl il e 3,70 oy uid ( vy wal A8 X, index &y et 13 gland) Sl s
Gl 008 iy (A 5 08250/ 880 sluett ol s 1,12 dedll I o Sy ek 250 /@y,
LAYl o By L s B s AN 1B 1) ] Al s 220y Hewitt &) 5 U -
-(Eqos nm = 3.00 -9.300) 9.300 = 3.00 o § 2 56 405 = b1 J gl o

st 3 e ol and ety 5 dln O dlstes Jof gyl o el R dmyg Bl it oy
el g e Juost el o St ] el ST ST Dy iy b (s o by ol e
IS b Sl D jlie ol ) SBlal g Y1 ddlonadl

Sy gl @ e Olall G Cor g Lo Slaa 0f 1) e BT B Ay ) LYY Lof
= 0.18 i oo g 5 A (gl 0dp ads i dildl S lael) o2l U Bus OL Jlas P o Bl J g
Gy oy pl QBN 13 pledt slusl [oUa] 1) 5 g S5 oty 3,48 il 4B Gl Aales @ ,lis 0,45
05 7 U 3T Ol ) ga g g s i)

B> Q) xty g WY1 ey UL o 0 281 g aue &l d o el b O)
o185 0.01 oo BBy Lt ) 3 g pldl) 31 1 1871 20 6 ST G AW 1) e s
Chup Cotdt &) Joo 57 b a0 Do) 008 greanssy (ol 241 ) g (6 gl IR RN [T gR VO
di 1l it (30) Fletcher Shammuganathan ((21) =\ Gera (15) Francki,
el ALY oy b iy gl e e I ST e GBSO 1) Lt A
Cucumber mosaic virus in L3 &g oy 2 AL N e ) Sy g ey gl ()
oll e &g 18y P g 08y viruliferous aphids

d b 5T 0 (garlic p @) ol Lalsicnsy Garland SV ket OF B} it o jus
Gy 25 15 250/8 5 150 ) B 940 o0 coiaisd) 3 (GFLV oy pdl) U1 15 ot s1as mis
Ao gm W8 iy 3,24 it Of ey 0,88 1301 Lo e iy b (A g ads 3 BldS a ST
3:37 o2 132} b caiid) 48 Mocap < s ol ¢ RUgbY (o 5 bl % £y plill o5 3653y
LY A Ad) 5 O] il T WS 1t e S g @5 ool 0.45 41 3.21 009 0.24 U
(3 i) 018 ) 131 jleott ied coadid) Adb i ) ey (o WY OIS gilaly Sl

Sl s Sun Uy G pall § (Uglw) ol 8 s AV By eyl s ) d solall s
I3 Jemedl g8 A yll 0 af ke (g 2 AW Xiindex & gt 15 gl fomus J) i Al
0t Wy ualt o B 0 8B 1 g k) ol SIS il T ST gl 1
Al o Bl )0 ) CBn U 1y ) e 1 B eSO BBt 3 e §pila pb A& oy ol ool

)J\-dl\
Sl Ay Al | dy Al Ol § ULl dLall 1 gl (2004 58 by Ay g ol -1
22-1:22 iy

74



Aoy Pl S pll el cadall 251 B

Y1 Al iy b 593 (2000) pW e S5 3B s WIS AR e ey Ol
S i sty Ak o Wl gl erld G Okl an g Slaedl Ol s 8 kel
T-1:3)

S L (2005) 3903 gt Jodrg Bl g0 D) (F Lo ot AT (e wb) Ol
PR T INEA I QUAWCICS RPN OV NER JEAT- SRS J W [t IR ST IR ER PR WS [P WL 1
120-113:(2)10 &1 alt dsiy

b 3T (1989) 0y, 1 uz sliay Ol gl g Al (oMl e o ¢ g0y Ol
o—t 5Ty ekl 1 Gy ity Oluaedt Jsol jam o Je Glomus mossae |y $S0U
4—») 4 Phytophthora citrophthora jid\y Tylenchulus semipenetrans &) O\al
200-191:(1)20 &si) 31 o gald &8t ot U1 Sl | g

G pems 35S 0 05 . (2004) Slodw 3903 51559 b g gdld J957 Oy Jhs o e pay Olidal
. 60-54 19 Ad W dey Jridg | iy OB e pdd) Wi 1 glen L S|

G et $51iS (2006) I p5la F555 3905 (o Jeokd 0Ly b 08 (e pa) Ol
e 1y Ol e Meloidogyne javamica sddri adas 13 plog oS d Jayli @1 31 of
34-29 : 11 idi i asty

Sty o gl dos LI (2002) O g Jh5 0otl il e Bile ot ¢ ph) Oligland
S &y padll &y ) Clas an g Paecilomyces lilacinus , Trichoderma harzianum
S =120 it oA By A O & Jpdll ol paly 5 gddt e 15 gled 2 A )

kb 10.(1999) 0l £ pr A0l y bt gadl ) Bl (o B3Lo dat 555 a) cOMg
Oy Aolalall B (3 Ay i) Wl 13 ey J gl G o A il e il 151, ot
.60 -54 :4 b W is P ais

Bacillus \—y fSN s N s o i 5:UST1 . (2004) JoU oy adl al Lol
Tylenchulus - <paod-1 / B d bt i 15 gla i <L thuringiensis
34 =29 :22 vy S 88y U2 5o ol Jiy Je semipenetrans

-2

BAE B U ) 1l e 11996 & 5y e o (Juyem -10

. imde 469

G 8551 ol gl g g i S 0 ol St 301 o (2008, L ot by ) ol Jgeddl jle <11

Pl 6 b Ol slis g A gt pl ylor ¢l W 88 145 =TT o gl
) dagdt 1y L A8 ) Ayl dmad! it Al 3 et dp )y 1 e onodd dome g g1
Ade 631 .oy

et onall dmn g pldl) 21 Y1 (2008 ) 6 103 Old sldeo g dloed el gl Al gopall 2 W 8 S
TSt e ) Adagill s (A B el mad ]l o palt dlal) § dagll 400 )
031 Cmialt sus (Ol

75

-12



2011 3o 1642 (ol dis) il il A8ty i alg

13- Al-Askari, A.A. ; Z. A. Stephan; B.G. Antwan and J.F.W. Al-Obaedi (1987).
Effect of plant extracts on the control of the root-knot nematode
Meloidogyne javanica .Iraqi J. Agrie. Sci., 21:1-12.

14— Bar— Joseph, M. and S. M. Garnsey (1981). Enzyme-Linleed Immunosorbent
Assay (ELISA): Principles and applications for diagnosis of plant viruses,
"in" Plant Diseases and Vectors: Ecology and Epidemiology. by
K.Maramorosch and K.F. Harris. Academic Press. New York.

15— Chup, P.W.G. and R. 1. B. Francki (1982). Detection of Lettuce necrotic
yellows virus by an enzyme - linked immunosorbent assay in plant hosts
and the insect vector. Annals of applied Biology, 100:147 — 156. '

16~ Clark, M.F. and A. N. Adams (1977). Characteristic of the microplate
methods of enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay for the detection of plant
viruses. Journal of General Virology,34:473 — 483.

17- El-Ghoneimy, A. M. (2006). Nematode problems of peach in the newly

' reclaimed desert areas and its management. Ph.D. Thesis. Faculty of
Agriculture, Cairo Univ., 300 pp. :

18- FAO (2000). Area, Production and Yield of grape tree. Win and rising in
Arabic contries and world. Bulletin of Statistics,1(2):111 — 133,

19— FAO Plant Production Year Book (2003). 57:167.

20- Fattah , F. A.; H. M. Saleh and H. M. Aboud (1989). Parasitism of the citrus
nematode Tylenchulus semipenetrans by Pasteuria penetrans in Iraq.
Journal of Nematology, 21:431 —433.

21- Gera, A.; G. Loebenstein and B. Raccah (1978). Detection of cucumber
mosaic virus in virulifeerous aphids by enzyme-linked immuno sorbent
assay. Virology, 86: 542 — 545.

22— Hewitt, W. B.; G. Martelli ; H. F. Dias and R. H. Taylor(1970).CMI/AAB
Descr. Pl. Viruses, 28:4.

23— Hwang, C. F.; K. Xu; R. Hu; S. Riaz and A. Walker (2008). Mapping the
Dagger nematode , Xiphinema index. Resistance Gene. Proceedings of the
2™ A hnual National Viticulture Conference. July 9-11, 2008, University of
California, Davs, USA.

24— Tbrahim, A. A. M. 1994. Effect of Cadusafos, Paecilomyces lilacinus and
Nemout on reproduction and damage potential of Meloidogyne
javanica.Pakistan J. Nematology 12 : 141 — 147.

25— Katcho, Z. A. and J. M. Allow (1968). Dagger nematodes, Xiphinema index on
grape vines in Iraq . Plant Disease Reporter, 52: 626 — 627.

26- Mamluk, O.; W. L. Abu-Gharbieh; C. G. Show; A. Al-Mussa and L. S. Al-
Banna (1984). A check list of plant diseases in Jordan. Publication
University, Jordan. 107 pp.

Raski, D.J. and A.C.Goheen (1988). Comparison of 1.3 dichloropropene and
methylbromide for control of Xiphinema index and grape vine fan leaf
degeneration complex. Amer. J. Enology Viticulture, 39:334 - 336.

28- Raski, D. J. and R.V. Schmitt (1964). Grape vine responses to chemical
control of nematodes. Am.J. Enology and Viticulture, 15( 4).

Saleh, H. M. ; H. M. Aboud and F. A. Fattah (1992). Biological and chemical
control of the plant parasitic nematode Meloidogyne javanica. Iraqi J.
Agric. Sci., 23:20 - 24.

30- Shammuganathan, N. and G. Fletcher (1982). Enzyme-linked

immunosorbent assay to detect fan leaf virus in grape vines grown in
containers. Plant Disease, 66:704 — 707.

27

29

]

76



Iraqi J. Agric. Res. (Special Issue) Vol.16 No.3 2011

31- Stephan, Z. A.; I. K. Hassoon and B.G. Antoon (1998). Use of bio-control
agents and nematicides in the control of Meloidogyne javanica root- knot
nematode on tomato and eggplant. Pakistan J. Nematology, 16: 151 - 155.

32- Westerdahl, B.B. and U.C. Kodira (2009). Grape Nematicides. UC IPM Pest
Management Guidelines: Grape UC ANR Pubilication 3448.

IDENTIFICATION AND CONTROL OF GRAPE FAN LEAFS
VIRUS TRANSMITTED BY Xiphinema index NEMATODE IN
IRAQ

M. E. Al-Maadhedi B. G. Anttwan

ABSTRACT

This study was carried on during the 2009 season on the grape Vitis
Vinifera L. in the area of Yathrib/ Balad city/ Salah al- Din province in order to
diagnose the causal agent of yellowing and distortion grapes leaves, decline and
the deterioration of the quality of production phenomenon. Suggesting the
infection with Grape Fan Leafs Virus (GFLV) transported by Xiphinema index
Thorne & Allen nematodes. ELIZA technique used for rapid detection three
chemical nematicides and two fungal pesticides suppress opportunistic pathogens
and to reduce the spread of the virus and limiting it's damage. The results
showed the occurrence of GFLYV in 92% of tested grape trees in the region. Data
also revealed the efficiency of tested Nematicides, which were: (Allicin) Garland,
(Cadusafos) Rugby and Mocap (Ethoprophos) significantly reduced nematode
population as compared with control treatment, which recorded 87.2, 81.7 and
62.5% in the roots and 84.0, 78.9, 58.6% in the soil of the three of pesticides,
respectively. It also found that a combination of nematicide Garland with each of
the fungal pesticides (Chimasol) Beltanol and (Propamocard hydrochloride)
Proplant was the best among the combinations of nematicides Rugby and
Mocap, which recorded population reduction on percentages 88.8, 87.0% for the
pesticides, respectively.

Elisa test values on the wavelength 405 nanometer for the tested trees
samples ranged between 3.12-3.70 before treatment, while decreased to 0.12-0.45
after treatment, which indicated the effectiveness of suppression the virus vector
and opportunistic fungi.
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