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Résumé

The purpose of this study is to observe how
the state of parasitism by Metatetranychus
ulmi (KOCH), varies with the varieties of
apple tree. The relative grade of parasitism
is indicated by the number of the winter eggs
laid on the twings. The author has grouped
the grade into 5 classes, according to the re-
lative index system which has been used in
the study on root-knot nematode infestation
by SMITH & TAYLOR (1947). It has been
found that the differences among the follo-
wing 6 varieties are statistically significant
and as the table shows, that among the test
varieties (which are the most common ones
in Japan), Delicious is the most susceptible
to mite parasitization, while McIntosh is con-
siderably free from becoming the victim.

1. Population index to the apple varieties

at Sapporo.

Delicious ...................... 84.6
American Summer Pearmain.... 60.1
Jonathan ...................... 59.6
Melntosh. ...t 37.3

2. Population index to the apple varieties
at Yoichi.

Delicious ...................... 83.3
Ralls................. ... ... 55.5
Jonathan ...................... 44.2
Indo* (Japanese name)........ 39.9
Melntosh.................. ... 27.4

= vyariety bred in Japan.



