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Fig. 3 Colony diameters of C. rosea CAYU-3 on
different agricultural media
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Abstract: A nematophagous fungus isolate CAYU-3 was used as tested material, by using the plate culture method, the

mycelia growth and conidia yield of this fungus were investigated on six different agricultural product media (soybean,

rice, maize, wheat, potato and peanut) with or without filter. PDA medium was used as the control. The results showed

that this fungus could grow and sporulate on all tested agricultural media no matter filter or without filter. The mycelia

growth was significantly different on both peanut and maize media between filter and without filter. The conidia yield was

also significantly affected by the filter treatment. It was the highest on peanut media (1. 79 X 10" spore * cm *) among the

filtered media,and the highest on soybean (2. 87 X107 spore * cm™?) among the without filter media. The conidia yield

was always the lowest on rice media both filtered and without filter, These results indicated that soybean and peanut

media were the best for fungal sporulation,while rice media was the worst (0. 24 X10" —0. 32 X 107 spore *« cm ?).

Keywords : Clonostach:ys rosea s nematophagous fungi;agricultural product media;mycelia growth;conidia yield
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