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AG3-1F [ ) <ol z5) aladiul Lajal) duhall coglly bl 8 lgaiass
Glalll z939 (AG3 ASlall degandll) R. solani kil e aiSU (ITS4-B
Lawiill AG-3PT iSilall degendl cnd e caiSll (Rs2R1/ Rs1F2)
AG3-PT 4Ll de gandl) conil i CYal) 0 %78.95 ¢ Ualladl dlaly
3 ally (% 21.05) Rh19 5 Rh14 5Rh12 s Rh4 o L e o)l olinuly
L) oda ax3 L bllad) dila) o 50l Al LSS Glegans [ doganal &S
‘R. solani il AL e sand) e Ssall CadSll Ljge 8 SV
oy (bl celigad) 8yl (ASLE Glegana LigSoyl) :dualitall clall)
tA_asial)
st Ghsll b dalgl) Al daclically 28030 (haladll (e Solanum tuberosum L. Ll A
Jsmane 75 D3 (FAO, 2016) 395 madll amy 13 Jsnane aal GBS Caialy callall g (e S sae
& Aeg3all dalud) cialy Cus (Birch ef al, 2012) S saill clilbia B Al € J<a Uallal
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plad djpu 8 Walladl #l) L% (FAO, 2018) oh gsle 368 st il Sl Gsle 19 e ST Q)
(2019 sind) dach) 3 dilasy) deganall) HaSa 24795 deg)3e dalines il 635519 Jisa 2019

& 5S Sla (Thanatephorus cucumeris owall oshs) Rhizoctonia  solani Kihn. hdll Cu
Clall e seda Al elagall 5,8l el of 3 ((Das ef al., 2014) Al (g5 o 4o iy z W) L
Hamid ef al, ) ssaailly JJall calgd o) gmaby by DLl Glsal 3 5 ool Jlad o
Ao Al davsgiall gy i chyses b Walladl del)y halie alaes & Gl Slim) sl cadly (2006
LAl e el LAY daw ol )l 59pll 8 W % 60.46 i Al 85 el) A s LYl
Gsh ) ehal o Walladl 3 (el Gabel el (2012 ¢goals sae) % 64.19 dila) duns Jousgias
olea¥) o Taliy algel Abile 210 Ay Aadaves NS Dyl hace e phaill U Gus ()Y e canig
.(Van den Brink and Wustman, 2014) L)Y Geull e iy clayin Jaad LS sl
Anastomosis 4L Glegense J Crand 85 (A0l LI Whlas 4 R solani jladl ciYie ol
Anderson, 1982; Carling, 1996; ) e as (Slagl)) dhadll lghgd olaall e lalae) Groups (AG)
s ((AG-13 s AG-1) oY) (As diide 4SS degana 13 Cipas 3 38 .(Carling ef al, 2002a
Carling and Kuninaga, 1990; ) !l culill sf dscalyeY) oelad o Lie s Clegana ) et 2aall oud
.(Carling ef al. 2002a; Lees et al., 2002; Guleria ef al., 2007; Woodhall et al., 2007

L5 3 e piage (bl By ik disns gyl Lol AG &Sl e ganal) of Cilulal Cujelil 355
Wallaill degene cand ) cacud Al «Solanaceae aulaidll) duadll Jualsaa llal) < AG-3 dc gandll
AG3-PT Zcganall can aaig o(Bartz et al, 2010) AG3-TM sysaully (AG3-TB aally (AG3-PT
O Alage () 8 Ll ehal puen Ala) Wiy o oallell (gsiad) o Hlaml Y o Walladl (alyaly ddas
AG-55 AG-4 ;5 AG-2.15 AG-1 i ALl Cleganall Gand (Sasy .(Tsror, 2010) oses Ualye
Sneh et al., 1996; Lees et al.,2002; Woodhall et al., 2007; ) Wladl s of AG-8 5 AG-T7
Oadn 3l amg adaid Al Ll V) sl AdSal cluhall e aiyl)l Jles .(Okubara et al, 2008
Cleganall o b deadll e Wi Saat g cdognd) Gl Gle Tage ade) il (g8 (S0 Slesandl
33 Al Cagplll Yy il asia (e e bl Chias Sle xS e sanal) i
Ceresini et) R. solani jhill AU Sile gaaal) Gaa 38 IS CY ) auagy iyl (Gihhll sda aladi)
il e sale dinal)l clilall oda aassy .(ak, 2002; Justesen et al, 2003; Sharma ef al., 2005
ONA  agisu)ll o5l meall (ITS) Internal transcribed spacer lalall 43wl Jalsdl) dalaic
L Glesenas G Jmal)l (3 1TS dikhic 8 CladslSal) o 2ia3 ~ew 3) .(Kuninaga et al, 2000)
AG-5 AG-25 AG-1 Jals due b Clegans dlld b Ly (AGS AL il ganall (any Ja13 Tass 5200
Gonzalez et al., ) ITS dihaie kel Tt dises degane & Saal) cV5all (it (Ko JUlbs AG-45 3
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dal 5o (ss39l DNA IV 4 ITS dilaia (2002) sdlejs Lees axasul .(2001; Carling ef al., 2002b
iall ol oSl Judediall Shyadsll Jels aladiuly @lldy Augilly Walad) 3 AG=3 desanall yaady CiiS
-(Qrt-PCR) Quantitative Real Time-PCR

dalually Aluadll 028 L dseal hlaiy cAalaidlll dbeadl) o dijgu b Likia Al<0e R, SOMAN] ladl) ey
GBI il 1) RS Slegaadl go S o ddas Sluhs 355 i ol Al gy deg il Axulyl
g 3 Wl e slagad) 5,880 el Caseaall il iially ASEN Chpasil) ) indl Chae S (i)
Ayg (3halia

: Giyhlly dlgal

Pl sy e Sbblas b Wladl Jeane deg)he dsta (8 OYsall Go 2=l alall 2 :Clial) aea -1
(Jsbs «l) Agieall 550l (DA Loty (qunnn) o iy aliilan b5 o(Olass 135 calad) umpsl) 55 2l
G5 il (e 3y R, S0MaNT ylaill Laa slual lgadan o el iy ced 12019 2018 (ale &
) gy Al aed Ao S e 0305 ¢ lpde <0 clinall 32T 5 Cua cdaialy duiaye Ll

5 53l %1 agageall cuyglongs Lntans cujgha ¢ jgieall slay cilya sae Llaaall clipall culud il Je -2
dopa slual o (ggint aa 53 Jolas Bsia pdad N cualaly it cainally haiall slall (hiipe cilud ¢(3i
@sonll aladll 4] Cilad) PDA el 55 5u€ el (sdiadl daull Ao gon i @bl 4 s
5l u»: 25 Bha day dic ciidang (LyaSill e laudnl streptomycin sulfate (120 mg 17") ¢psebesin s
s g G ) Rl cgaa pun e Al Bexival) dils (g e 23] dippla Hladl) 4T s g
@hill Ladl) gy i b el o eadill Laliy i€ Gliall o slaeVL a¥all cipn ash 5
slea¥l IS (Ol cclyenivedd) (S3) LiSE Lgisag 5 & ((Ogoshi, 1987; Desvani et al., 2018)
D b sl (i b e (sl ] ae) Aoesd) sl deju Lagia a3 S (lgaags diphay dupaal
ol am A1 Ll A1 D PDA siad) Lacegll e el il eins

daiiad) Al -3

:(DNA extraction) DNA (=il -1.3

Ayl g yad) Vil muead asibiesdd) (o asiall ol DNA (pnesY) Gagiie anl) (g3sd) pmenl) Jie
PDA (siadl sl Ao daalill jhdll dauia cuned .Cetyl Trimethyl Ammonium Bromide (CTAB)
dasde 5355 00 e 150 s 380 (il g3V alasinls Aeeli 5390 UK o cinda ol 7 pany cilpanioad]
1.4 M ] CTAB il (adain¥) Jolae ¢se P 850 Chaal (o 2 daes Cajonis) gl 8 Cnag il
NaCl, 0.1IM Tris HCI (pH8), 20 mM EDTA (pH 8), 2% CTAB, 1% PVP polyvinyl pyrrolidon,
0 65 b dap Jle ales b il cidad il eage &9 el ) [3% B-mercapto—ethanol

g 00 ML 700 Canal (gl palaal) et 8 sacluall 3363 10 JS il Lihsy <S4 cdads 30 5adl
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10000 xe 35 10 53 moall U8 ccabaly cinday ap¥) ) (1:24) daiy daegil JsaSs ayshg il
Al 8y Aiaall il cans sl B Caingg (DY) Dislad) AaL) G I 500 38T (04 Ba dayys By
Ge M 500 321 ¢(1:24) Gawty aesssl JsnSs arshs olSH mide o HI 500 dilia) aay Zadadl soladll i LS
JslY) e paall inms DNA Cuap @ 24283 20-30 s adal) e CS5ig aa cagal 8 Cuncagy G
o Al pe Ll detial (00 4 Bha dayns 28Y5)5 10000 ve 36 10 s2d el S ¢
Jb & 70% Jsit) Ja 1 Gl DNA Jud L3l sa dap dic elogl) Al ciad g Ciing (DNA
Ao de elsgl) Lmlee cnd Cogall) Chitag ¢ Jildl 3aiicd . (1 4 Ba Aaydg 42835)50 10000 e 358 3 5l
10mM  TE Jslae (e bl 100 3 DNA 203 casiy «Ji)) (o JalS (S (aliall iS5 55 2 ja0) 5)s
.(Naffaa et al., 2017) Tris HCI, ImM EDTA] [(PHS.0)
Ssall Glhdl les daiul Wl g e aliied) DNA gall a5
Cuwag iagili 2805 260 dage Jsh xie (OD) doalaia¥) (ubis 43sles asds «Spectrophotometer
2.0 ~1.8 On Lo Bl Cligd) 8 Luall 038 Cunglii 13 s2sn DNA Ziegs e 3] (OD;g9\ODgg0) Al
Jusly palaivnall DNA Jolaa (e 10 pl 330 ulall cilisall @iyl . (Sambrook and Russel, 2001)
AR cpal G 20+ Bhs A e Gl claia TE Jolaall (40 200 Pl ) axall
: Polymerase Chain Reaction (PCR) jlsasall Jedudiall Joliil) 2.3
AG3-1F (CAGGAGACTTGTACACGGTCCAG) ITS4-B clald) za) PREGI
(AG3 il degandll) R. solani ,hidll e aiSll (CAGGAGACTTGTA CACGGTCCAG)
Rs2R1, (TTGGTTGTAGCTGGTCTATTT) Rs1F2 «talll #435 «(Gardes and Bruns, 1993)
Wlall Lol damdidl AG3-PT despeadl i e 2isll (TATCACGCTGAGTGGAACCA)
.(Kuninaga, 1997)
10 pl 2x Kapa TAQ Ready ) jils S 20 AS Jelis aany ilg 1Sia 200 das il (para Jelidl) (il
il axiialy (2 Wl DNA e il 10 M &80k S (e 2 Wl 5 e 4 pl 5 amix PCR KIT
) &5 = Ol (B @bl sl e i .Kapa Biosystem aS,i (. (0.75 U)  Polymerase
95 5 dayn e @j Juad dilee Cpaumi (ha oW el (385 (Eppendorf Thermocycler, Germany
o 95 B 450 2ic Denaturation dgl Juad dls e tlgie 8y90 IS it Byg0 35 Lgals ¢ 3ildy SO
AnY) sy Al 30 sad 7 55 B Ay e Annealing Laldl aladll Als ey Aul 300 sad
Baslg )92l dilgy Allaiesl dolac ;u);\ Basaall clygall elgmil sy (dnili 30 sad W 72 8)l» xie Extension
L8y 5 sadd W 72 3yl dic Lo
s cilad 2 <10 X l0ading dye Jseadl Jslae o iy Soe 1 Ak (<) Cincal (PCR I Jelis olgil aes
L} Ciaaly ¢(1 X Tris—acetate buffer) TAE Jslas aladialy cipad %1.5 385 jo)kel ddla e Jelal
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M de Chaaiy delu 8aa) Gilall Jebaall adi aladnnly dasil) dulee aw . 1:10000 S5 Gel Red daa
UV Gl 58 AntSl emny 2350 Sl G55 Slen plasiuls Alell dosh) 5y50m il Ll 110 e
molecular ) (sl #95 1500 vl Oisll (uld jdge pe A3l adadll agas 4l cadi cgitull Julail
il (209l 795 669) Seaall Aol cjela 1)) AG3 degenall gl ai . (weight 1500 bp
Gardes and Bruns, 1993; ) (saislSs =55 500 agaas 8haedl dajall cijels 13 AG3-PT de gasll
-(Kuninaga, 1997

by Julatl) —4

Gsine 0 i Ll alasily clausial) G Gysiy SPSS ver 17 galipd) aladiuly saill deju il culls
%1 (s xic LSD

PO T

e rad g cdlas @iy Glo A<Em) daall slual) e R. SOfani sl Ak 19 e Jyasll &
—2018 Pha (leys e3dad s clag (pana) clbblae & ddaally L)l Ggpell Waladl Jgoa
ali e Asaall 895l) (e e qly cdunanl) Bpall s (e Alle Bde aed clie 3 (1 5212019
L cWie 65 cpans 0o e 13 Glo Joeanll 503 clpraal bt lgde Jead ) a3l 2 ks g5l
clil) e Jseant) Aol s @lldy ccllilaall 3L e

lgia cinan A By ally \gule Janiall Rhizoctonia solani il cje juaa:1 Jseal)
R. solani kil < 3= Isolates sources <¥ jall jilaa

Season 8 sl
Rh1, Rh2, Rh3, Rh4, Rh6, Rh7, Rh9, 3 OIS elabads A
Rh11, Rh12, Rh13, Rh15, Rh17, Rh18 Ol -
¢ AT ol /4 |
RhS, Rh19 | e Gl
(Ol
Rh10, Rh16 2 Jsb el /il foits
Rh8, Rh14 2 O el fnall 0

— 40 oo Wi dejiie Lol Jagdl) Cipgls 3 c(gremall (andll DA o lgdde deasiall c5all Ciupes aSE
e aball ge il @il Ldll (8 eals sl jeads agag ae cbu aaall 5 WK L) daie © 90
.(Desvani et al., 2018) R. solani ;kill sl LAY clacal) aal (e 0day o(1 JSAN) gyl dahie

Naffaa et al- Syrian Journal of Agricultural Research —SJAR 9(1): 352-368 February 2022



357 2022 ) 1d/bludi368-352 (19 el il Cpanll Ly gead) Unal) 19 305 LG

(pedl) gl diaia & Salal) (e quills duhil) Jadl) ads Bady 3} R. solani jhal) claws :(1) J<ad)
R. solani jadl) e dugyaal) cNall A0CEY clial)
Shaxiaad) sl O Laty ¢ails Ty cipaniond) alaea G5 IS 3 (2 Jpanll) RASE) Lgilia b el il
Rh115Rh4 oaliall 8 oSIs Jus (Rh14 5 R10 ciliall (8 see (s (R13 5 Rh3 cpaliall 3 (oand
(2 Jsa)
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PDA (giial) augll e ¢Sl i) ) (2l e R s0fani jadl) cjaxives O g g0 12 JS&

Aogisn AV Lgunny vie A38CH Vil (e die 4208 Aapdall AEUS € Y clajelie & cal) cils LS
@l Tacssll e dipas Laleal c¥ial) (S l&a Ldae ol Al colde ¢ ) Banie clils 3 o dicled
dla¥l piag e 3 el culs LS .Rh185 Rh14, Rh135 Rh10s Rhd c¥je jead clinaly
Lty «Wjal) plana die 8nse pna plaal 39ng ge ol (B Lpnall sla) Cmiags 3 gl 8 dujaal)
dila 85 4550 o (R16 Bl vie dals JCais (R15 5 RT3 RhL ciial) e Lls S5a0 & i
5ng Lansly g b Bhal o Gale i ) il 3 (e daall a1 Gg) ilas (RN16 dall v Liad
e 3l Ll 8y .R175 Rh115 Rh85 Rh7 5 Rh2  c¥iall xie Jaugl) b i (< deldl @il i
Laily cdibiaall LU Gileganall (o Lot ol R. sOfani jladll c¥ie g 5aS JSE (uls agag I bl
Bagbagcl il LS .(Desvani ef al., 2018; Bintang et al., 2017) 4Kkl desanal) ot Gaca Lead
o aall ) g dinhy G5l 8 ISy cbaniad) Osly IS8 A S il 35 Y (2019) 05 AT
sl g diyla 4 R solani sl e ool AG-4 ASLE desandll (e Ve v LSE Ja
Cisal Zuadl AGT-IA ALl deganall (o lgle Jumaid) c¥iall caejsi Gum o) Jaugll e dopaal)
Slo ey 3 . (Goswami ef al, 2019) dimall slal) aiag Akl s Clegana ued 8 35l @il
Clegane @i ) Ll Laily cditide Glesana ) R, SO/@ni jhill ciie s 8 Ll Gl 4S8 Clical

.(Rabie et al., 2019) saalsll de ganall poca
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alkal) iz Ao ASaia dyjan alual (0 lgale Juanial) R, s0/ani g5l cal A<al) cilial) 12 Jgaal)
) _partiecall
- : <y el
ps2 15y pb) 10 sy pll 5 sany

la gl

Uanl O sh Cune CadS g
A1 Ay &y jaal) L)
e Ll can 4.5 5l 485
S Gune i a alie
LGl Al

Rh1

Gl de 38 Joa RiS pa
3.6 ki 05l s 4yl
00 1.5 G ms il Lo o
gad ?3 c:g).;;l\ A.m;ﬁ“
o S RIS e sile
ZaeY I e galall Al
S ol el

Rh2

b s R B o 5
phaa¥l (e dila ) Jsay
45 5 1S A, )
dala Lol o 2.6
Cul-.'g o 1.7 G ymg Al
phan) OS5 pa mild S8

ALl 5 yirae daild 5 4y pas
2ac Lead A5 dals Leali caanll
ol (e
208 s 5l inad)

Rh3

de A Jn alS s
sosibina gai 40l (g gaal)
S i Pl s

=S Gl dah anl o5
2 ol Gale

Rh4

sl de ja Jsa JSin
) L AT s e il
e ila 1) Jm oy S
Ay 4458 Ay ol pluad)
5ai paam 3.8 ia pm 43S
L dy aall bVl o
A e 1.2 Ua ey 48 Hia
bl el o luse gal

Rh5
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4 paall alual) (e dils
i3 Aila] Jpa a5l
PATAPAENAPR LN AR IPEN
lesbis cau 3.7 bty a1
o bzl pall (il il
Loma ool e ol m SE
T o osh AL 48 ydi
Gl mild ey S (0 sl
.Gl

Rh6

Gl de ja Ja JSiy
canl 05k A4S Apna dila
SIS (3 (o0 sl
i Ll o 4.5 ks AacY
NI (a1 S (A5 (o silie
LGl Al

Rh7

Tyl Ay e A
canl 05k e lad duse
Sl ) o5l () J sa
IS daa 31 ae
ot ssulie n dem [
A 4y jaa alual ge caiS B
A Al 3 ) A i [
AL 3 inse 4 jas plual g
LGl el g S

Rh8

BPNEERTN|JAWEN
o Osb Aacli g gaall Ao A
o 18 a8 O AT
AU Ao gie 4y s alual
Lk e 1 m s A Ay
o 55 e B3
.3,)3’4*“2‘1:‘35:*:’_)%;5%‘

Rh9

s el e mline sa
e lnde S
bl il Jiay (5 52l
Lol cans 1 a5 (5 slall
2\5\;&\5}?“3u.hﬂ2\§h
el ani 0.5 3 pan duay e
Gl Al o glue e

Rh10

Naffaa et al- Syrian Journal of Agricultural Research —SJAR 9(1): 352-368 February 2022



361 2022 ) 1d/bludi368-352 (19 el il Cpanll Ly gead) Unal) 19 305 LG

dals I3 48K Jaws gia gad
s daall slual) e
a8 Ay (g gaall A A
A1 Ay 48K Aral <l 51 )
CETECAAPUPIE PO |
o 1S a8 prae
S o silae sai ddls
o 17 gaom s

Rh11

de Ja Jos ame (S g
Al Jsaty Gl sk el
i A4S 4yl L) e
cans 2.2 (a ymy ASSha Ay -

aaall slaa¥) e ddlas Ledy
O8I i ¢y AU Ay g :
o dila Lgglicans 1.2 Gl

Rh12

Ll as 4.2 (im pm 485
A 40 ga sliaun Al dsls
e ol e 2 s
e RIS panl o sl
A

Rh13

Glals G5 I ¢ lll

sl ) Jsaty dlalvia

JSE Baa B ol g ¢ oy SN
Laa plual

Rh14

Osh el e silina ga
(Alalsie clila JSG) e S
Osb A aall aluaY) el |
Loy (AL 10 e oSh o

Rh15

S G o san oy
c‘;c\.ufaj )@.L.d\ ‘;3,_\33
Ol () el e o
<ld AU Ao gia 3 yikaa
JSy a5 il ay S ()

Rh16
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SV anl oo sl sl
ot IS ikl e S
S sy halay sl
Loaall plaad) Caid
R TCTE TP EL RIS
B S s sal
Ol aae 5 =3ld ol

Rh17

ol e S sh ddla DS
e stle gai bl a2
2 U m S ) platia
e (oo silage sad ol s
Ladb ol Galall Al a S
Ay alual Jsi

Rh18

dsasdaa gl e@dall S 5
LS (S Aty AaY <l 3130 I
ALV (e dilla (K5 Laadl

LGehal) e (e il

Rh19

PDA siall bugll Ao R. solani jhi) cije sai dsyu

de agll [ aw 1.7 (N RA17 &all die gl [ ane 1.1 oo cmghin 3] clagad deju (8 dugyaal) ciifiall s
W asd) 8 Lla bl bt g V) cci¥iall g deje b cplall G a2l Sleg (3 dsaall) RR1S bl
dele 48 DA (me 9) Galall ey gaill asps il (amy cul€ ) cchlahpall (e 2l 4l SLET Lo 1ag
R Gegll G uall Lariiceal dogal) Linslgnpdll cilicall (s3a) saill dejpu 2035 .(Sharma et al, 2005)
-(Kuiry et al,, 2014) R. solani 5 oryzae—sativae

PDA (siiall gl e R. sofani jai) cifje sai deyui 13 Jpaal)
e‘gg/(eu) SM\#MQASJQ}\

25 &) p g &l 033 (Al s Jo
1.5bcd 2.2 1.8 1.4 0.5 Rh1
1.3ab 2.3 1.5 1.1 03 Rh2
1.3ab 1.9 1.8 1.1 0.5 Rh3
1.5bcd 2.2 1.8 1.4 0.7 Rh4
1.4bc 2.3 1.5 1.3 04 Rh5
1.5bcd 2.2 1.8 1.3 0.5 Rh6
1.4bc 2.2 1.7 1.3 03 Rh7
1.5bcd 2 1.8 1.4 0.6 Rh8
1.4bc 2.5 1.5 1.2 0.3 Rh9
1.3ab 2.5 1.4 1.2 0.2 Rh10
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1.4bc 2.6 1.4 1.5 0.2 Rh11
1.5bcd 2 1.8 1.2 0.8 Rh12
1.6¢d 2.4 1.8 1.4 0.7 Rh13
1.6¢d 2.1 2 1.4 0.7 Rh14
1.7d 2.2 2.1 1.4 0.9 Rh15
1.3ab 1.7 1.7 1.1 0.8 Rh16
1.1a 1.9 1.3 0.9 0.2 Rh17
1.6¢d 2.1 2 1.4 1 Rh18
1.6¢cd 1.8 2.2 1.3 0.9 Rh19
0.3 LSDo>01

Higine (S5ie N (Saine (Bg3h lein 2nm0 Y gyl Qadis desinall ol8V)g cdgina (3g58 Lo dag diliie il degndl JBY) o
Wil Ao R. solani jaill AG3-PT dsgarall cialiy AG3 dsganall (o Al chisl)
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Abstract

Potato Solanum tuberosum L. is one of the most important food and
industrial crops worldwide. Black scurf, caused by Rhizoctonia solani
Kihn. [teleomorph: Thanatephorus cucumeris (A.B. Frank) Donk], is
an important disease associated with potato cultivation worldwide
including Syria. Nineteen isolates of R. solani were obtained from
sclerotia formed on infected potato tubers, collected from fields in
Homs and Aleppo governorates during the spring season (February,
March, & April), and from fields in Damascus countryside (Sa'sa)
and Daraa governorates during the summer season (August, &
September) in 2018-2019. The isolates varied in their morphological
characteristics (colony color and appearance), ability to form
sclerotia, color of sclerotia and where they were placed on the plate.
The molecular study, using a pair of specific primers (ITS4-B / AG3-
1F) for R. solani (AG3) detection, and another pair of specific primers
(Rs2R1 / Rs1F2) for AG3-PT detection, showed that 78.95% of R.
solani isolates belonged to the sub-group AG3- PT, except the
isolates Rh4, Rh12, Rh14, Rh19 (21.05 %) that might belong to one
or more of the non-AG3 anastomosis groups infecting potatoes. Up to
our knowledge, this is the first study in Syria for the molecular
detection of R. solani anastomosis groups.

Key words: Rhizoctonia, anastomosis groups, black scurf, potato,
molecular identification.
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