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Abstl'act:
evaluated by laboratory sand block test and filed stake test. The result of laboratory test showed

The decay performance of tebuconazole and propiconazole treated wood samples was

that there was no significant difference of anti-fungi performance between TEB and PPZ. The
rational retention of TEB and PPZ was no more than 240 g/m?®. When ratio by weight between TEB
and PPZ was 1 ¢ 1, the rational retention was as lower as 180 g/m?®. The decay resistance of triazole
in different formulations had nearly no difference. The result from field stake test showed that the
decay index was above 9. 0 of TEB treated masson pine at the retention of 240 g/m?® after 3 years in
Guangzhou,and termite index was above 9. 2 of masson pine treated by TEB with deltamethrin,

when the retention of deltamethrin was above 8. 9 g/m?.
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A% 20 mm(R) X 20 mm(T) X 10 mm(L) , &% Hritt
0, BEARAM R R A RA R R4,

2) BEM BB EF K E (Gloeophyllum
trabeum, Gt), B & #—¥& 9 ¥ = B (Coriolus
versicolor ,Cv),
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1) A WFMRA M. DR (Pinus

massoniana)IH Gk B 280 , A&k 300 mm(L)
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Tab.1 Retention of treated wood by different
formulations for field test

DAL =% BH|//(gem™)

T1 -2 357 o267 170

oEH 306 244 179

T1+D OEH  3214+10.7  267+8.9 —

T2+D oM 276+11.5  193+412.1 —
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BE™E, FEH KX AW (Coptotermes formosanus
Shiraki) . B ¥ (Reticulitermes spp. ) F1 B + H &Y

(Odontotermes formosanus Shiraki),
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Tab. 2 The results of laboratory sand block test of
Mongolia Scots pine samples

B AT ERERN HHEE
5 mE BAER/ mRE#HE RHGR/ HERXK
S/ % (gem™3)  R/%  (gem™3)  B/%
=4t 0 0 34. 6 0 39.5
0. 041 291.1 2.6 291.6 0
- 0.034 244.5 3.1 244. 6 0.2
0.025 181.1 5.3 182.5 7.0
0.017 123.6 10.0 123.5 8.1
0. 080 305.3 3.4 309.7 0.7
- 0. 064 251.0 3.8 250. 7 1.7
0. 048 185.8 5.3 185.2 4.6
0.033 126.8 1.1 129.9 12.8
0.041 300. 2 3.3 298. 8 0
Pl 0. 034 243.8 3.8 245.1 1.1
0.025 177.9 8.5 177.6 5.0
0.017 122.0 9.0 120.7 9.6
0.076 306. 2 0.4 297.9 3.9
P2 0. 062 236.2 3.6 236. 4 3.5
0. 048 176.6 10.9 184.4 8.3
0.031 117.2 13.4 118.6 16. 2
0. 081 311.1 - 3.0 - 303.4 2.1
0. 062 244.5 2.8 251. 4 0
TEP2 | s 179.0 4.9 180. 3 4.3
' 0. 033 127.2 11.3 127.3 9.2
sty 0619 45661 8.1 4543.2 9.4

0. 309 2 260. 6 19.1 2310.r 16.3
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FL Ak 7Y i 380 A BILI TR B 30 =2 ) RS AR B
BERESR. RABRRHFEAXN TEB #1 PPZ &)
RERREWABE.

EAFRIS K EEHR KR, BAC fh B R
BFiLii /¥ TEB #1 PPZ,

2.2 Bf5MEHIAL
LB B B IMEIIE 45 R, W 3.

HHREARBERE R, TEBHVLBA MR EE,
AT R 1/3%), 3 ERFTEKE)E, BT
TEB 7& -8 o Z 87 3t 5 » FL Ak B i 70) 6 R D R o]
BEEBEHEE,

3 & :

1) TEB #1 PPZ 3} 508 A RIFHIRERR, &
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B’E, .

2) TEB#1 PPZ ik R HBIBRIER,; =
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Tab.3 Results of field stake test EmAKX,
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— 357 10 10 9.840.4 6.8+1.8 7.244.0 2.6+L9 T Ak A B
I o) 267 10 10 9.540.6 85+10 4.5+5.2  3.534.1 B PEEE .
170 10 9.441.3  9.640.5 7.0+2.7 0 0
P — 5 5 — — — — ) FELEE
306 10 10 10 7.242.0  9.040  6.8+0.8 i oh, B R A o
T1 244 10 10 9.840.4 9.240.4  9.040  6.0+L2" WAV 5 28k
179 10 10 9.840.4 8.640.9 6.443.6 4.8+4.1 . .
A
LR Lp st 10 10 9.640.5 9.4+0.5  9.0t0 _ 9.2+0.3 Yy B v
n 267+8. 9 10 10 9.940.3  9.840.4 9.440.2  9.940.2 f# TR, 0 FF S
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