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Abstract
Tomato (Lycopersicum esculentum L.) is the most popular vegetable world-wide. Tomatoes crop and
yield is suffered every year due to number of pathogenic diseases. Such diseases are caused by fungi,
bacteria, viruses and nematode, develop through soil-borne, above-ground infections and in some instances
are transmitted through insect feeding. Although some general review on the fungal diseases of vegetables
have been compiled by different workers. However, no comprehensive review is available on the fungal rot
of tomato. The present review gives inclusive information regarding various pathological aspects on the
fungal rot of tomato and management strategies opted for post harvest diseases of tomato.
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Introduction
Tomato (Lycopersicon esculentum L.)
originated South America belongs to Solanaceae
family is a widely grown vegetable in the world.
The leading producer of tomato in the world is
USA followed by China, Italy, Turkey, Egypt,
Spain, Romania, Brazil and Greece. In Kashmir
Valley (India), the crop is grown over an area of
1200 hectares with an average yield of 250-300
quintal per hectare (Anonymous, 2002).
In Kashmir, tomato is attacked by variety of
pathogens; predominant being the fungal fruit rots
(Taskeen-un-Nisa et al., 2011). These fungal rots
are responsible for causing serious production
problems and become menace for successful
cultivation of tomatoes in valley. Fungal rots are
world-wide in occurrence and have been reported
almost in all parts of the world. According to
Sokhi and Sohi (1982), the destructive pathogen
causing fruit rots on tomato is present in parts of
the country where moisture is plentiful and
temperatures are moderate to favour their
development. The principal fungal fruit rots
reported all over the world with varying intensities
on tomato includes Alternaria rot caused by A.
solani and A. tenuis, Phytophthora rot caused by
Phytophthora infestans, Phytophthora nicotianae
var. parasitica, Anthracnose ripe rot caused by
Colletotrichum phomoides, Phoma rot Phoma
destructiva and Fusarium rot caused by Fusarium
spp. (Jones, 1991; Iqbal et al., 2003; Patel et al.,
2005; Ali et al., 2005).
In current paper a review on the fungal rot of
tomato is described with reference to occurrence,

symptomology, severity/incidence, pathogenicity,
losses and disease control with fungicides.
Alternaria rot has been considered as the
most common disease of tomato fruits and causes
heavy losses in quality of the fruits, thus rendering
large quantity of tomato fruits unfit for
consumption. The disease was reported by
Douglas (1922) from the California. The causal
organism was isolated from the dead leaves of
potato and afterward it was reported from the
decaying tomato fruits. Samuel (1932) reported
that A. solani was mainly responsible for the
tomato decay and typical symptoms occurred on
stem were brown to black, depressed and usually
with distinct rings. Warner (1936) reported that the
spot range in size from minute pin-heads to areas
extending completely across the surface of the
fruit giving it a flattened appearance.
The fungal rot was also reported from India
(Thomas, 1944; Agarwal et al., 1950; Rao, 1965).
Barkai and Fauchs (1980) and Hassan (1996) have
reported that Alternaria is main decay causing
organism of post harvest tomato fruits while
responsible for black rot lesions on tomato fruits.
Buckeye rot of tomato was first reported by
Sherbakoff (1917) from Florida is caused by
Phytophthora parasitica. Lesions due to Buckeye
rot infection appears as water soaked later form
concentric rings of various shades of brown
(D’|Ericle, 1980). McCulloch and Worthington
(1952) reported that the typical lesions of tomato
were brown to black, flattened or slightly sunken
with indefinite margin. The disease has also been
reported to occur in USA (Kreutzer and Bryant.
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1946), Greece (Sarejanni, 1952), India (Sharma,
1971; Sokhi and Sohi, 1974).
Phytophthora rot of tomato is caused by
Phytophthora infestans (Mills, 1940). The
symptoms of Phytophthora rot of tomato occurred
on affected fruits as hard, lumpy, reddish brown
lesions with indefinite margin but under humid
conditions developed soft consistency and he
designated this rot as dry Phytopthora rot. Fontma
et al. (1996) found that despite weekly sprays,
crop losses due to A. solani and P. infestans was
12-67% in early season and 14-52 % in the late
season. Byrne et al. (1997) recorded 91.8% losses
due to Phytophthora rot of tomatoes.
Anthracnoses rot of tomato caused by
Colletotrichum phomoides. Succeeding early
report of the disease was found in Europe in 1878,
USA in 1981 and in France in 1892 (Sherf and
Macnab, 1986). Anthracnose rot appears in young
fruit in form of circular lesions later becoming
dark, sunken and partially covered with salmon
pink spore mass often in concentric circles (Illman
et al., 1959). Infected fruit have a short shelf life
and disease results in serious fruit loss if not
controlled.
Some
authors
also
reported
Colletotrichum coccodes, C. dermatum and C.
Gleosporoides as casual organism of anthracnose
ripe rot (Stevenson, 1991).
Phomopsis blight of tomato is caused by
Phoma destructiva. This disease was known to
occur in eggplant producing area of the world. In
India, the disease was noticed as an epiphytotic
(Vasudeya, 1960). Morgan-Jones and Burch
(1988) recorded P. destructiva as an important
fungal pathogen of tomato. Since then its
occurrence has been reported in USA, India,
Canada and Poland (IIman et al., 1959; Grovers,
1965). Fournet (1971) and Sokhi and Sohi (1974)
observed that rot spots are leathery, somewhat
sunken and usually light coloured at margins and
the fungus produced pycnidia in dark portions.
In India, average loss due to Phoma
parasitica was reported to be 7-10% in winter
season (Aulakh and Grover, 1969). Leorakkar et
al. (1986) recorded tomato crop losses up to 100%
due to Phoma audina in Columbia.
Fusarium rot is considered most destructive
on ripe tomatoes has been reported from US (Pool,
1908; Ramsey and Link, 1932). Number of
different Fusarium species has been found
associated with this rot. Thakur and Yadav (1968)
isolated F. nivale as causal organism. Mehta et al.
(1975) observed A. solani and A. tenius on fruit rot
of tomato. Banyal et al. (2008) reported that the
rot is incited by Fusarium oxysporum, F.
pallidoroseum and F. accumunatum.
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Watery rot of tomato fruit was the first
reported in Turkey, caused by powdery mildew
fungus, Oidium neolycopersici (Jones et al., 2001)
and may become a problem in greenhouse grown
tomatoes in near future.
Blue mould rot on tomato was noticed in
Korea and is caused by Penicillium spp. Onwuzulu
et al. (1995) found that F. oxysporum and A.
alternata are the main fungal species responsible
for deterioration of fruits of tomato during storage
at ambient conditions. Kwon et al. (2008) revealed
that blue mould rot caused by P. oxalicum
occurred only on mature fruits but not on
immature or young fruits. The first symptom
appeared as small water soaked lesion at the
wound site further developed into watery rot. It is
assumed that the epidermal cells of tomato are
collapsed by pathogen penetration at high
temperature and humid conditions. Umemoto et al.
(2009) noticed that P. oxalicum caused stem rot of
tomato plants and develop green crusty lesions on
the stem of tomato plants.
Mucor rot has been observed to originate
primarily from infection of wounds on the fruit
skin. The decayed area appeared light brown to
brown with a sharp margin, becomes very soft and
juicy and can be readily separated from the healthy
tissue. The disease moves progressively upward
and enlarges into circular spots with target-like
markings (Michailides and Spotts, 1990). Hassan
(1996) noticed that the first symptom on the
tomato fruits was a grayish green or brown with
water soaked spot which develops where the fruit
touches the soil. Lesions that enlarge on the
surface of infected fruit have a characteristic
pattern of alternating light and dark brown
concentric rings resemble the marking that
develops as in buckeye rot lesions which have a
smooth surface and lack a sharply defined margin.
These features distinguish the disease from late
blight caused by Phytophthora infestans, which is
characterized by lesions with a rough surface and a
definite margin (Hansen, 2000). Fernandez-Pavia
et al. (2003) observed that initially the lesions
developed on tomato fruits in contact with the soil
are brown to black, becomes enlarged and dark
zonate "buckeye" bands in the affected area.
Looses due to fungal rot of tomato:
Significant yield losses have been documented due
to different types of fungal rots of tomato. Yield
losses of 30-90%, 18-25% and 20-25% have been
reported in Himachal Pradesh, Karnataka and
Haryana of India due Buckeye rot of tomato
(Sharma, 1971; Sokhi and Sohi, 1982; Thareja et
al., 1989). Jaworski et al. (1977) reported crop
losses in the range of 25-50% due to P. infestans
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in USA. Sharma (1994) reported that the incidence
of fungal rot in tomato fruits from vegetable
markets and stores houses was 0.5-19.7% and
81.3% of the total spoilage due to Fusarium
equisetica,
F.
pallidoroseum,
Geotrichum
candidum, Didymella lycopersici, Alternaria
alternata and Phytophthora nicotianae var.
parasitica. Mallek et al. (1995) reported that A.
alternata, Rhizopus stolonifer and Aspergillus
niger were the most common pathogens and
caused loss of 52.7%, 35.9% and 25% in tomato
fruit in Egypt. Fontma et al. (1996) reported that
despite weekly sprays, crop losses due to A. solani
and P. infestans ranged from 12-67 % in early
season and 14-52 % in the late season. Byrne et al.
(1997) recorded 91.8 % losses by Phytophthora rot
(P. infestans) and 30-70% by anthracnose ripe rot
(C. coccodes) in USA.
Pathogenicity: Literature revealed that
several methods of inoculation have been adopted
by different workers for confirming the
pathogenicity of the causal fungi isolated from
collected rotten tomato fruits. Granger and Horne
(1924), checked pathogenicity by a well method.
They also studied the pathogenicity levels by
injuring the fruits inflicting shallow wounds with a
curved scalpel. Jones and McCarter (1947)
conducted pathogenicity test of different causal
fungi on tomato. Cork borer prick method of
Hasija and Batra (1979) performed pathogenicity
test on raw and ripe tomato fruits. Their findings
indicated that the Phoma destructiva pathogen was
a wound parasite and observed that more disease
severity in ripe than in raw fruits. Yen Hui et al.
(1994) studied the biology and pathogenicity of
Alternaria solani on tomato and revealed that
wounds as a necessary for successful invasion of
pathogen. Kwon et al. (2008) observed on the
basis of pathogenecity test that infection of
Penicillium oxalicum on tomato occurred through
wounds and cracks on the tomato fruits. Taskeenun-Nisa et al. (2011) also revealed that infection of
various fungi on tomato occurred through wounds
and cracks on the tomato fruits.
Disease control with fungicides: In earlier
studies, much thrust for the control to tomato fruit
rot diseases was given to chemical sprays.
Dharamvir et al. (1967) observed that post harvest
dips in aureofungin prolonged the life of tomato
fruits by 11-12 days from the attack of Alternaria
rot which generally occurred naturally within 2-3
days in untreated fruits. Chlorothalonil, maneb and
mancozeb have been found most effective when
applied as protective sprays against fungal fruit
rots (Jones, 1973). Chlorothalonil sprays have
been suggested against anthracnose fruit rot of
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tomato by Byrne et al. (1997). Daradhiyar (1980)
reported that difolatan 80WP, captafol 80WP,
phenylphenolate and aureofungin were effective in
controlling fruit damage by A. alternate on tomato
when applied as post-inoculation dips at 200 mg L1
or more.
Various fungicides have been used for
controlling post harvest fruit rot diseases caused
by many fungi in storage houses and markets
(Kassim, 1980; Monga, 1990; Bharadawaj, 1991;
Bharadawaj et al., 1995). Khalid et al. (1995)
achieved best control of Phytophthora disease with
sandofan-M (mancozeb + oxadixyl) as compared
to captan 50WP, chlorothalonil and mancozeb.
Shyam and Gupta (1996) recommended a schedule
consisting of single spray of Ridomil MZ-72
(metalaxyl + mancozeb) followed by two sprays of
mancozeb, captan or copper oxychloride for the
economic and effective management of fruit rots
caused by P. nicotanae var. parasitica and
Alternaria rot. Cohen et al. (1997) reported that
fungicidal products of systemic and non-systemic
fungicides have proved least effective for the
control of fruit rots, initiated by Phytophthora spp.
Garlic and neem were also reported as
effective bio-fungicides against different rot fungi
(Tiwari and Nayak, 1991). Patel et al. (2005)
results revealed that copper oxychloride and
mancozeb were more effective in inhibiting the
growth and spore germination of Alernaria.
Gutierrez et al. (2006) findings indicate most of
Colletotrichum isolates were sensitive to
azoxystrobin, chlorothalonil, and mancozeb.
However, some Alternaria isolates were less
sensitive to azoxystrobin and chlorothalonil than
the Colletotrichum isolates. Sharma (2006)
evaluated several fungicides such as carbendazim,
mancozeb and captan for the control of storage rot
of tomato caused by various Fusarium species.
Banyal (2008) evaluated ten fungicides such as
carbendazim, mancozeb, captan, chlorothalonil,
thiabendazole, carboxin, campanion, propineb,
tebuconazole and indofil M-45 for the control of
collar rot of tomato caused by Sclerotium rolfsii.
Other reports also suggest the effective control of
fungal rot of tomato with fungicides (Patel and
Patel, 1991; Dillard and Cobb, 1997; Lewis et al.,
2002; Taskeen-un-Nisa et al., 2011).

Conclusion
It was concluded from the above
comprehensive review that fungal rot of tomato is
caused by several pathogenic fungi under storage
conditions. Many studies have been carried out
with respect to occurrence, causal organisms,
severity, losses, pathogenecity and disease control
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with fungicides. This review may help the future
researchers to devise a concrete strategy for
evaluating different pathological aspects and
management of the post harvest fungal diseases of
tomato. However, further study is needed to reveal
all the other recent reports about various
pathological aspects on the fungal rot of tomato
and management strategies opted for post harvest
diseases of tomato.

References
Agarwal GP, Neme KG, Beliram R, 1950. Fungi
causing plant disease at Jabalpur, M.P.
Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. India. 13: 310-315.
Ali S, Rivera VV, Secor GA, 2005. First report of
Fusarium gramincearum causing dry rot of
potato in North Dakota. Plant Dis., 89: 105.
Anonymous, 2002. Annual progress report for
kharif, 1998. Division of Plant Pathology,
S. K. University of Agriculture Science and
Technology (Kashmir), 34 p.
Aulakh KS, Grover RK, 1969. Use of oil for
controlling ripe fruit rots of tomato caused
by Phoma destructiva. Plant Prot. Bull.,
FAO. 17: 90-91.
Banyal DK, Mankotia V, Sugha SK, 2008.
Integrated management of tomato collar rot
caused by Sclerotium rolfsii. J. Mycol. Plant
Pathol., 38:165-167.
Barkai GR, Fauchs Y, 1980. Research on post
harvest diseases of tomato. A survey of the
organisms causing rot-of stored tomato
fruits. Preliminary-report,-volcani-centre,Bet-Dagan, 782: 1-12.
Bharadawaj CL, 1991. Efficacy and economics of
fungicide sprays for the management of
foliar and fruit disease in tomato. Indian J.
Mycol. Plant Pathol., 21: 56-59.
Bhardwaj CL, Thakur DR, Jamwal RS 1995.
Effect of fungicides spray and staking on
diseases and disorders of tomato,
Lycoperisicon esculentum. Indian J. Agric.
Sci., 65: 149-151.
Byrne JM, Hausbeck MK, Latin RX, 1997.
Efficacy and economics of management
strategies to anthracnose fruit rot in
processing tomatoes in the midwest. Plant
Dis., 81: 1167-1172.
Cohen Y, Farkash S, Reshit Z, Baider A, 1997.
Oospore production of Phytophthora
infestans in potato and tomato leaves.
Phytopathology, 87:191-196
Daradhiyar PK, 1980. Studies on some post
harvest disease of tomato and their control.
J. Indian Bot. Soc., 59: 230-233.

Mycopath (2011) 9(1): 33-38

D, Ericle, N, 1980. Phytophthora nicotianae var.
nicotianae agente di marciume nel
pomodoro in cultura protetta. Informatore
Fitopat., 30: 21-23
Dharamvir, Raichaudhari SP, Thirumalachar MJ,
1967. Aureofungin as fruit dip and wrap
treatment for the control of Diplodia rot of
mango and Alternaria rot of tomato fruits.
Indian Phytopathol., 20: 301-303.
Dillard HR, Cobb AC, 1997. Disease progress of
black rot on tomato roots and reduction in
incidence with foliar applied fungicides.
Plant Dis., 81:1439-1442.
Douglas B, 1922. A new Alternaria spot of
tomatoes in California. Phytopathology, 12:
146-148.
Fernandez-Pavia SP, Rodriguez-Alvarado G,
Sanchez-Yanez JM, 2003. Buckeye rot of
tomato caused by Phytophthora capsici in
Michoacan, Mexico. Plant Dis., 87(7): 872.
Fontma, DA, Nono-worudin R, Opena, RJ,
Gumedzoe, YD, 1996. Impact of early and
late blight infectionsw on tomato yield.
IVIS, Newsletter, 1: 7-8.
Granger K, Horne AS, 1924. A method in
inoculating the apple. Ann Bot., 33: 212216.
Grovers RK, 1965. Phoma rot of tomato. Indian
Phytopathol., 18: 388-389.
Gutierrez Chapin LJ, Wang Y, Lutton E,
McSpadden
Gardener
BB,
2006.
Distribution and fungicide sensitivity of
fungal pathogens causing anthracnose-like
lesions on tomatoes grown in Ohio. Plant
Dis., 90:397-403.
Hansen MN, 2000. Buckeye rot of tomato. J Plant
Dis., 2(3): 456-458.
Hasija SK, Batra S, 1979. Pathological studies on
Phoma destructive causing rot of tomato
fruits. Indian Phytopath., 32: 327-328.
Hassan HAH, 1996. Alternaria mycotoxins in
Black rot lesion of tomato fruits: Conditions
and regulations of their productions. Acta
Immunolgica Hungarica, 43: 125-133.
Illman WI, Ludwig RA, Farmer J, 1959.
Anthracnose of canning tomatoes in
Ontario. Can. J. Bot., 37:1237-1246.
Iqbal SM, Ghafoor ZA, Haqqani, 2003.
Pathogenicity and fungicidal efficacy for
sclerotinia rot of brinjal. Int. J. Agric. Biol.,
5(4): 618-620.
Jaworski CA, Glaze NC, Ratcliff RA, Phatak SC,
1977. Late blight in mature tomatoes and
transplants in southern Georgia in 1976 and
possible chemical control. Hort. Sci., 12:
553-555.

An overview of the fungal rot of tomato
Jones CW, MaCarter SM, 1974. Etiology of
tomato fruit rots and evaluation of cultural
and chemical treatments for their control.
Phytopathology, 64: 1204-1208.
Jones H, Whips JM, Gurr, SJ, 2001. The tomato
powdery mildew mildew fungus, Oidium
neolycopersici. Mol. Plant Pathol., 2: 303309.
Jones JP, 1973. Evaluation of some fungicide
treatments for phytotoxcity of tomato and
control of late blight and leaf mold. Plant
Dis. Reporter, 57: 612-614.
Jones JP, 1991. Early Blight- in Compendium of
Tomato Diseases. APS. Press. St. Paul, MN.
13-14 pp.
Kassim MY, 1980. Chemical control of post
harvest disease of potato and tomato. Indian
Phytopathol., 39: 243-244.
Khalid M, Shawket A, Mohammad A, Ahamad S,
Majid K, Ali S, Aslam M, Saleem A, 1995.
Studies on late blight of tomato caused by
Phytophthora infestans (Mont) De Bary.
Pak. J. Phytopathol., 7: 128-131.
Kwon J, Shen S, Jen J (2008) Occurrence of blue
mold on tomato caused by Penicillium
oxalicum in Korea. Plant Pathol J., 24: 87–
89
Kreutzer WA, Bryant LR, 1946. Certain aspects
of the epiphytology and central tomato fruit
rot caused by Phytophthora capsici. Plant
Dis., 36: 329-339.
Leorakkar WM, Navarro, B, Lobo M, Tukensreen
LJ,
1986.
Phoma
audina
var.
crystilliniformis, a new pathogen of tomato
and potato in Andes. Fito Pathologia, 21:
401-408.
Lewis Ivey ML, Mera J, Miller SA, 2002,
Evaluation of fungicides for the control of
foliar and fruit diseases of processing
tomatoes. Report 58:V064. DOI:10.1094/
FN57. American Phytopathological Society,
St. Paul, MN.
Mallek AY, Hemida SK, Bagy MK, 1995. Studies
associated
with tomato
fruit
and
effectiveness
of
some
commercial
fungicides
against
three
pathogen.
Mycopathologica, 130(2): 109-116.
McCulloch LP, Worthington JT, 1952. Low
temperature as a factor in the susceptibility
of mature green tomatoes to Alternaria rot.
Phytopathology, 42: 425-427.
Mehta P, Vyas KM, Saxena SB, 1975.
Pathological studies on fruit rot of tomato
caused by A. solani and A. tenius. Indian
Phytopathol., 28: 247-252.

37

Michailides TJ, Spotts RA, 1990. Post
harvestdiseases of pome and stone fruits
caused by Mucor piriformis in the Pacific
Northwest and California. Plant Dis. 74:
537-543.
Mills WR, 1940. Phytophthora infestans on
tomato. Phytopath., 30: 830-839.
Monga D. 1990. Chemical control of brown spot
(Alternaria alternata) on motiharti. Tob.
Res., 17: 129-133.
Onwuzulu OC, Moleyar V, Appaiah KM,
Aradhya SM, Ranganna S, 1995. Fungicidal
control of Fusarium and Alternaria rots of
fresh tomato during storage under ambient
conditions. Trop. Sci., 35: 49-57.
Patel NA, Dange SRS, Patel SI, 2005. Efficacy of
chemicals in controlling fruit rot of tomato
caused by Alternaria tomato. Indian J.
Agric. Res., 39: 72-75.
Patel RB, Patel GS, 1991. Post-harvest disease of
the tomato (Lycopersicon esculentum) fruit
and their control. Indian J. Agric. Res., 25:
173-176.
Pool VW, 1908. Some tomato fruit rots during
1907. Ann. Nebraska Agr. Expt. Sta. Ann.
Rept., 21: 1-33.
Ramsey GB, Link, KK, 1932. Market diseases of
fruits, vegetables and tomatoes, U.S. Deptt.
Agr. Misc. Pub., 121. 44 pp.
Rao VG, 1965. Alternaria tenuis Auct in Bombay
Maharashtra, Mycopath Appl., 27: 129-134
Samuel G, 1932. Macrosporium solani on tomato
fruit. Phytopathology., 22: 613-614.
Sharma SL, 1971. Buekeye rot of tomato caused
by Phytophthora parasitica Dastur. Ph.D.
thesis, Punjab Agricultural University,
Chandigarh, 186 pp.
Sharma RL, 1994. Prevalence of post harvest
disease of tomato in Himachal Pradesh.
Plant Dis. Res., 9: 195-197.
Sharma RL, 2006. Efficacy of fungicide
impregnated paper liners against storage rot
of tomato fruit. J. Mycol. Plant Pathol., 26:
310-311.
Sherbakoff CD, 1917. Buckey rot of tomato fruit.
Phyyopath., 7: 119-129.
Sherf FA, Macnab A, 1986. Vegetable disease
and their control (2nd edition). A Willy
Interscience Publication. 652-660 pp.
Sokhi SS, Sohi HS, 1974. Chemical control of
buckeye rot of tomato. Indian Phytopathol.,
27: 444-445.
Sokhi SS, Sohi HS, 1982. Assessment of losses in
tomato caused by buckeye rot. Indian
Phytopathol., 35: 675-676.

Mycopath (2011) 9(1): 33-38

38

A.H. Wani

Stevenson WR, 1991. Septoria Leaf Spot in
Compendium of Tomato Diseases. Jones
JB, Jones JP, Stall RE, Zitter T A, eds. APS.
Press. St. Paul, MN. 22 p.
Taskeen-un-Nisa, Wani AH, Bhat MY, Pala, SA,
Mir RA, 2011. In vitro inhibitory effect of
fungicides and botanicals on mycelia
growth and spore germination of Fusarium
oxysporum. J Biopest, 4: 53-56.
Thareja RK, Srivastava MP, Sarjeet S, 1989.
Epidemology of buckeye rot of tomato
caused by Phytophthora nicotianae var
parastica. Indian Phytopath., 42: 582-584.
Thakur DP, Yadav YC, 1971. A new fruit rot of
tomato. Indian Phytopathol., 24: 583-585.

Mycopath (2011) 9(1): 33-38

Thomas HR, 1944. Freckle spotting of tomato
fruits. Phytopathology., 34: 341-343.
Yen Hui T, Jinong L, Jingyong X, 1994. Study on
the biology and Pathogenicity of Alternaria
solani on tomato. J. Jiangsu Agric. College,
15: 29-31.
Umemoto S, Odake Y, Takeuchi T, Yoshida S,
Seiya T, Koitabashi M, 2009. Blue mold
of tomato caused by Penicillium oxalicum
in Japan. J. Gen. Plant Path., 75: 399-400.
Warner EE, 1936. Blackrot of tomato,
Lycopersicon esculentum caused by
Alternaria sp. Phytopathology., 26: 530549.

