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Record of rot cream (Sour rot) on tomato fruit

Nwara A. Mohamed and Somaya A. Amrja

1Plant protection Dept., Fac., Agric., Omar Al-Mukhtar Univ.,EL-Beida,Libya.

Abstract:

The aim of this study was identifying the causal organism of
cream mold disease. Based morphological characters and
microscope measurements. The results showed that mycelium the
light transparent and septate with diameter 6.04 micron, and
length of polymorphic spores was average 6.74 micron and 3.41
micron. This confirmed that the causal organism is of this disease
(Geotrichum candidum). The pathogenicity tests was conducted
on several fruit of local cultivation tomato variety showed that the
most susceptible verity is Mona and there is no resistant cultivars
the rate of infection was 100% on tomato fruit of Mona cultivar
and symptoms was clear of this disease in inoculated fruits. The
means of the infected area was1.9 cm.

Key words: rot cream (Sour rot) , tomato fruit, (Geotrichum
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