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Summary

The susceptibility of & chrysanthemum varieties to Apelestchoides rifzemabost ,Shuhonothikara
and Sagakiku were resistant by 11,7% and 14.5% each infested leaf, Sinrokusiogio, Dang-
onanake and Sintoa were susceptible as above 50 %, Gold wave and Tenju were modertae by 24
to 26%.

Percentage of infested leaf was positively correlated with the number of epidermal hair but
not with leaf area, leaf thickness, stomatal size, number of stomata and length of epidermal
hair,

In effect of watering method, Polyethylene film cover plot was lowest by 9.4 % , next
conventional watering plot by 50 %, Conventional watering and spray plot was the highest by
629%. The infested leaf rate was closely related with a number of rainy days than the
amount of rainfall,

Effect of chemical soil treatment, Temik showed the lowest infested leaf rate by 5% There
was no significant difference between the chemicals except Temik, but these are markedly

effective in compare to control,
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Table 1. Susceptibility of different chrysanthemum varieties to Aphelenchoides ritzemabosi.

No. of Total Percentage Height of Plant Percentage
Variety infested No. of of infested highest height of highest

leaves fplant leaves fplant leaves infested leaf infested leaf

(am) (cm)

Sinrokusiogio 41.0 67.0 61. 2 45.0 62.4 22,1
Dangonanako 77.3 143.9 53.7 32.2 46, 2 69.7
Sintoa 52,2 100. 8 51.8 11,3 57. 4 72.0
Otomesakura 28.3 56. 6 50.0 29. 4 42,3 69.5
Gold wave 25.5 97.5 26.2 29.1 56. 5 51.5
Tenju 5.0 617 24.3 27.3 49,6 55.0
Sagakiku 16.0 110.6 14.5 25.7 70.6 36.4
Shuhonothikara 12.8 109.8 1.7 14.9 449, 9 29,9
LSD(0.05) 55.74 14, 86 7.09 4.73 5.23 6.97
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Table 2. Leaf characterisatics of chrysanthemum in relation to swsceptibility to A. réitzemabosi mwd percentnge

of infested leaves.

Leaf Leaf Number Size of Nunber of Length of Percentage
Variety area thickness of Stoma epidermal epidermal of infested

(cnf) () Stoma ¥ Cu) hair ¥* hair (g) leaves /plant
Sinrokusiogio 41.5 319.0 1.8 36.8 38.6 524 6l.2a
Dangonanako 14.5 250.0 11. 4 32.8 38.4 408 53.7
Sintoa 2L5 329.0 8.3 35.8 4.0 324 51.8
Otomesakura 26.9 366.5 10.0 319 4.8 460 50.0
Gold wave 20. 4 355.0 8.3 37. 4 28.2 593 26.2
Tenju 15.7 290.0 8.5 3.7 30.3 370 24.3
Sagakiku 22.0 1L 5 10.2 33.0 30.0 395 14.5
Shuhonothikara 28.7 229.5 12.5 35.6 3.7 455 1L 7
LSD (0. 85) 2.78 9.51 1,38 2,96 2.84 3.0 7.09

# The mmbers per 400 magnification eye field.
#% The numbers per 100 magnification eye field.
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Fig. 1. Fercentage of infested leaves by 4. ritzem-
abosi and rain days in Chrysanthemum variet-
ies.
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Table 3, Percentage of infested leaf of Chrysanthemum ( Var, Otomesakura) by A.

watering methods,
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Fig. 2. Percentage of infested leaves by A. ritzem
abosi on watering methnds.

ritzemabosi according to

No. of Taotal Percentage }[jizl}?:;t()f Plant Percentage of
Treatment infested No. of of infested infested leaf height the highest

leaves /plant leaves /plant leaves (em} (em) infested leaf
P. E. cover 6.0 63.8 9.4 9.6 56. 2 17.1
Conventiomal and spray 27.6 44, 2 62,4 4.0 “, 2 76.9
conventional 28.3 56.6 50.0 31. 4 42,3 4.0
LSD (0.005) 4.9 10.8 6.8 4.7 5.8 7.6
LSD (0.001) 7.1 15.6 9.9 6.8 8.4 1L0
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Table 4. Effects of chemicals seil treaiment on
the control of A. ritzemabori in chrysan-
themum

percentage of infested leaves per plant

Treatment Replication Mean
I 11 IT1

Temik 2.6 6.4 6.1 5.0a

Carbofuran 38.9 47.9 40.9 42.6b

Otran 37.0 53.8 53.6 48.1b

Mocap 53.4 4.9 49.0 49.1b

Control 79.1 74. 4 65.6 73.3¢
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