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Abstract Methyl bromide plays an important role as a fumigant in the control of pests in imported timber. However,
because it is an ozone depleting substance that can harmful to the environment, a deadline for phasing out its use has been
agreed under the International Montreal Protocol. Research on alternatives to it have therefore become both timely and
important. This paper outlines research on alternative wood quarantine treatments, the difficulties associated with these
technologies and suggests some possible solutions to these and directions for futher research and thinking in this field.

Key words quarantine treatment, methyl bromide, logs, pests, alternatives technology

T et B L g 6 2 it BE S8 TR L AR B
Yy Wk B B AR G 09 R B IR AR T A

BHEA 70 ZAEM P s (Le,1932) . {HAE EE4
80 AR K I X R AR Z BAT IR AEH]
(Watson et al. ,1992) , A ilt,, 1992 4F ) B A< M5 AR
(T IHAERAZ Z R R BUE ) 18 IEFK R
B AZ W) B (0DS) £ Firp (UNEP,1992) , R
EIZBIE T 1 15 W e 78 2 il i A 3L 45 4G o Ak
BLCQPS) iy H L AHVF 22 1 51 R AR H8 1997 4R i &
F8 B A A B 1] 2 55 3l (UNEP, 1999 ), fili 22 WA

« BRI E  E KBRS R R H (20101K248)
w3l THAE # , E-mail ; gujie_2007 @ yahoo. com. cn
e H 1 .2012-09-24 , #3252 H # .2012-10-16

O 2 T R RS it B AT R P ORI B 5
Gt R, 2 2008 4, BUE B AR AS SR 4R
T Rk E ) B e e QPS /Y 4 2 F B,
A5 ZRER 2T (R P IE 58 ) 1 A 22 R S KO
#(TEAP,2010a) , IPPC(2008) il & T “ & A4 ki ik
/5L Joe A7 T ) AR ) G 2 1 i 4 R (ISPM28) 7,
BeJE B 27 A5 A6 E A 2010 4 3 G £ QPS
HOR PR P e, L P O AR T 2015 4 MR 4R
B e R T QPS(TEAP,2010b) o

TRV i A iR B 2 E
PR BT & IF RN R TAE, I WG 1 B B il



13 J AN VR BETEIE AR A B A A A Ak R R R e 5 AR BRI S =277 -

Ao A SO BUAT SCHR BERE, AR BT 58 5 10
JE L T 2 AT e [ P 51 5y AR A6 Ak B
A D s AR R e 1) BT 7 BRSO E AT R

BT, AUSZETHER LRGBS shE, N
IR [ 3E— 25 i 33k 77 T 0 B 5 4 L JEL B 5 A
1 BORBREAERA
1.1 RSEXTHEZEAME

P AE AR AR 2R R T, 2947 88% TR H
BERRE IR R A b (TEAP,2009 ) o 4 2R 2l ik =5 s
SR SRR, TR IE 30% ~50% (13 kS )
Skl (TEAP, 1997) , 7E3E[E R KRHW. | H A5
FE Y EZRTF Wb B R R AR S A
PEYN () FE sk (JFTA, 2002; USDA, 2009; AQIS,
2010) , Horr 356 (5 5 WK A Wik SR FE 25 5, an
ALt ™ EE 3K N B Ve B, T AN FE 2 A, X TG RE
Bom TR R . Ek R, HER
gt 2k #2822 X ) 5 IR B AR B 19 5% 1 ( Van and
Bank ,2008) . it , — 26 [5] 5 X i A5 5 7% HE AT ek
HE QR B A A By 2 B0 0 55 45 J7 25 3 n 2%
Bk, HEG,EDEC#BA 2 AR E
Ab B DX PN SR T = T TR i A o R R i /)
A, DA SR £ bR RA L
MR RO S PURZER ., RIFMR
R OR/ V Y B B HE R, e 24 T R e il
Mt 481t , 78 2004—2008 4 [H] , if i £ AR #
S ED I AN E S i AN ES 5 Al R
A7 BB e T4 (Cox, 2008 5 Fox,2008) o 73 4k, R
S 1 A A A T B e R R AR B (el
I

1.2 REARNEFA

TRV o £ 14 M) P 5 A R e TR 2 4 R
% P 2 ) PN R A SR 5 — S B B R T Bt AT el
W o A2 AT, BT 9 Y T e 4l R 1] R R
e . A 2R A A R T B [l i A
e
1.2.1 [EEBRMA X 27RO R b 0% FEF T
e nN QINE S N = e S R N ]
SR B R B R R TR OB R TR G TP Y
T e AT eSOl (B PR AR, 2007 ) SR 5 il 3
FACRE 1] S £ 9L R fe 0% B o0 5 AT R

H FLF H % 7E 30% ~ 70% 2 7] (USEPA,2010) ,
PR 23 0 e 0K 3 2 e T Il i3k 38 5 e i B3
B Ho s R R AR AR KRR B L O T IR
ZE L TR P RE L UT A R A8 R W i R S
RUSEAT O, 3 37 v 2095 M A v 2 = W B it Joyce
S5 (2008 ) Sy 1 g ST T3 P e R R R e W R A T
FRF B G R RY . FE SEBR N O T, K R 36
ESI TR = D AN T N ) | oty N Rl S s o
A /NS AR R o R ke B RS BN H . HR
FRME EERREFER m , T AT PR 25, A RETH &2

1.2.2 BE#BMR EHEN 2 A0S
PR T A PR IX N 3 o SR S e 1 BOR T 12 K
=B PSRN EECNMRG A, 55
— R A PR AR N A AT ER R R
Ze—E WG 2 A FEZE O A0 AT 2 I8 B A X F
A, DT 52 BI04 PR T o S R UE B, X i 7
L R e AR R AT GK 30% ~ 40% 2 ]
(UNEP,2009 ; & Jt: 1 55,2010 ) , iX £ ik 2 4 il fb
WA, HICREAFE A, 22 9F PR AR . (H 3R 5Tl
JE A S REY HE AR A AT BT A 5
M (AROEHEAE,2010) o

L3 RERRSHEHTEZEFEL

iR e e 2R R G, 7E — 8 R
AR R T TR I SORT R U e B A
TE AR K P2 40 B K 95 PP e 5 A T YR 15, Tl
FHARG e B2 14 4 15 9 2% A6 K 22 B A 25 A 3 1R ) i
IR e B Y TR e A AL B 351 o R B B A
Mo 40 :Soma 55 A (1999) By i 56 2 76 15°C I,
PL30 g/m’ BREESR S 10 g/m’ 35T i 55 4k 1R i
A FE 9 Ff AR B E ML 24 h, 25 5 BR AL S A D B
Xyleborus pfeili FMf) 8 Fi & i &% i 75 ¥4 9k R 58 ,
A /INEL 0 09 5 4 7 S0 g/m’ BRI 15 ¢/m’
TR P b 9 50 o TG 5 A BE BRAE 5 i 7E S °C i, B fet LA
50 g/m’ BiEEI 5 20 g/m’ P8 H dE 14 0 G O Adb
B 24 h, KPRBESE AR K IR JLAD s A AT Sk
— i, 1R M 23 (A E R 19.5°C CRAE
LEE 15. 6°C I, LA 30 g/m’ MBRELI S 15 ¢/m’ 1Yy
TR BE BC 5 B 78 24 h, W] 4 9 % B8 X R A /)N 8
Xyleborus perforans . #t & ¥ /)N & . 4L @ &2 K F
Callidiellum rufipenne % W 75 L K ¥ 4 K5 /N 2
Cryphalus fulvus 1 B H ( Soma et al. ,2004) ,



- 278 - W B #2243 Chinese Journal of Applied Entomology 50 &

2 BFREREMEELEEA

2.1 YEFGZE

2.1.1 #A%E XEAHE -EEFREZSN
PRAL BRI J5 AR 55 408 b E 01, A B — g SR vt i
FER R 71°C 2L 60 min ( USDA,1996) , X Fh 5 =
XF R AT & IA O A — o] e I KR 1Y A e
(Morrell,1995) , Pascal %5 (2008 ) iz 4 , %F £& il #)
55 T W Agrilus planipennis B AL BT A AL o0 1L
JEIRF) 65°C LU b A 3 ROCR W R T AE W) A
FE Tt 64 [ PR b i 25 15 5 (ISPML LS ) 4 i B 05K .
9 it L TR X R Y R AR B A 22 S (( Mlirie
et al. ,1990; Newbill et al. , 1991 ; Morrell, 1995;
Ridley et al. ,2001) , Dwinell (2001 ) I\ 5 JC 18 J& R
FH o 30 2 7 L B2 3k 21 81°C ity A kb 38, A fiE R 58
N L W N ST A DR TS =N DS B o
T P g 72 B f RE AR KR, 18 TR UK Ak 3
rh P S T e 10 AR 5 =X R A RS A ) S B
5

2.1.2 EE i EORLEXT /NI G 5T Y A B
CFEAT 7R MW 5E 5 B, XS A 1 Ak 31
b T HRRPE W5 AL 56 By Be o Philip 2% (2000 ) i
vy SR AL B KA (Pinus radiata) J5OA b #5741
M BH 88 K 4+ Prionoplus reticularis 4 1, Ab ¥ J5 26 3
Rk 99% FIE {97 bt (LDyy) % 3 677 Gy, b3
JE 45 10 K% LDy 2 476 Gy, ST HRAE 4 h d ik
KRNI 22 5 B 3% 5 6] i 3 3 ik R B, y 4R AE
JEAHE B SEAN EKREAMEGE, v 4t
L PRAL T, 0 P BF A U B R R AE 6 ~ 9 kGy
/6] ( Reichmuth,2002) , F % ¥ % (2006) #E 77 v 5F
22 60 Gy 1 JyotJR B K A4 4l HUKS 5 4 IR Ak 38 1) A7
ORI, F T AR R R B 2 1 A 9 B Ak 3
LT VEAE 52 bR LT R R 5 A R ] R T AR BEA A
PR 2 L I et b, s i S A R DR ) B R ) R A
DO STE A N 7oA IO 1 o N TR ¢
FONFIZEAY R AU ROR 25 5 5 IR e D LR A A
4 1 B 70 25 (Morrell ,1995) o 53 4b, % T iR X
FEARMAEL (0 75 A, P A R AL B E AT A RO

Hapri,
2.1.3 UM B S B N K A 10 ~

30 000 MHzil [F 1) Hy 4 B #F 47 #4440 31 0 — F 7
W0 W N R TES UD W B NG S A S | N SR =R i
R (Lewis et al. ,2000 ; Fleming et al. ,2003) ,{H

XF R B #5 A 8 46 ith M0 SE T R Agrilus
planipennis FCRANH] ., 0] 6872 76 00 T O IR
AN ETH A (Pascal et al. ,2008) , A% B9 #%3%
SR A BRI ) X B BN AR R O ) R K
R A A N EL W5 28 (Ria et al. ,1972; Ikediala
et al. ,1999) , P H Aij i xk LAFE I A 1Y 52 Br K 952
Aib B AR ARV o
2.1.4 @K WAFRYJEOR SR KR J5 2 T A 2
AEFRE RS HW . 1R HAS, — R R KR i gk
F 5 30 d, % H K T F 3% 23 A SRR 8, H 25
R B B2 35 Y I K Y Ak B[R] 8T ( Reichmuch,
2002; USEPA,2010) . 3 B 75 = A 75 AH >4 ML ASE i)
JK L B A R K, AR B R 0T AR R A, AR Rt
Jir A G 8 Ab 3 18 S A A Sy PR

Wb B A 2 K F AR B R B—E P KOt
SEHEVE AR A Tk, AR A HE A LR S
PHC, AH R AN B R RS AG: 2 Ak B i) AL AL REAE A
A6 922 Kb B ) Kb S A TG

2.2.1 WBEtEEZ ( Sulfuryl Fluoride, SF) 7fi
L7 N N L L ST W NG 7 NI S = v el
AMF T HOB R A B AL B ROCR B AR T
21°C I Xof B Y 2% 2R 3 T R T A 5 34 I 9] o,
I Ak F8 R B AN REAIR T 15°C (USDA,1991) . Barak
S5 (2010 ) 13 FH B T JB0RT 85 717 A7 40 4 55 T 1L Agrrilus
planipennis W) H ¥ J& ( Fraxinus spp. ) J& AR #F 47 2
725, U R HI AR 15.6°C H7K 24 h 1 48 h 1Y

........

g h/m’ 14 385 g h/m’  EALEHR 10 8 J& 4 K
IR A, R & B 4 3 T B AL 5 (W) ik B 4
85 THLEE R b R AT B2 L 7 CT R T 4262
g h/m’ BF, R WL BRI (LIS . Dwinell % (2003 ) #
BN AR 22 R P B 2% 24 h 7R 1STC LI CT {E
#3000 g h/m’ , 7F 35C & VL 1Y CT {4 1 000
g h/m’ 1] 3K B HEAR 0 A0 B AOR L RAE A5 IR e
I A5 1) ek ) A TG 9T 2% 72 h X R A 25 1R A AR
( Carpenter et al. ,2000 ; Tubajika et al. ,2007) ,{H
XF Tz g A B RS 8 M A AE R o2 4
o 723 B BE SRR A A T S a1 28 BN



13 J AN VR BETEIE AR A B A A A Ak R R R e 5 AR BRI S =279 -

FEW 5T (USEPA ,2009 ) , (A7 4 38 1Ay i 15 9 2 2
—Fl iR = B S AK (Papadimitriou et al. ,2009) , F
B AR Y ot 19 L o B i — 2B BIESY

2.2.2 Wit S E % ( Phosphine, PH,) #r7h %
T ST A v B ARG P AR SR B A S A
EWTTE,B50ARTHEZHDI L, X W2 H Fi
— 7l 1 A AR e ) B ZE 5] . Brash 4F A
(2009 ) % B35 Ak U AE ABE A7 3 A W A6 932 b 38 )y T 3
1 T WESE AATTIA £ 200 ppm ¥R %] 10 d,
A RLRAE 6 T A b #5485 0 AR F 35 L, T % s
ARNALFF 16 ~24 h(20 ~30°C ), Glassey (2009 ) f
WEIE 45 R R W, B L 200 2 200 ppm %M 10 d, 7]
Xt #f 4% K 4 Prionoplus reticularis . KX I AR /N 2%
Hylastes ater W /N& Hylurgus ligniperda . 3 V4 2%
AR HE W Kalotermes brouni K 4~ Arhopalus ferus iz
B R H IR M BR, Oogita 55 A (1997) iF
JELAE159C 2.0 g/m’ @Ak S F T % ] 7% 24
h, AT X% H A2 K 4+ Semanotus japonicus 5 % 1
e /IN2% Phloeosinus perlatus ) 5, ] 45 %% 7] FE 7% 48
h AN BE A S8 BT A7 32 L A% 40 R0 5 AR 25°C I 2%
[ 48 b, L A BE 8 6N Crophalus fuluus
A, HA7 48 h L E Y % P I ) 4 8 K L &l i R
FEo WA A WS RIT WA SO0 A BT 2R e A B
ShEEAE (1 52 % %R (Leesch et al. 19895 Dwinell,
2001 ) , X J5t L BT A% AR B AIF 5T 45 R A7 AE G il
(TEAP,2010a, 2010b; Plant and Tripathi, 2011 )
H T W8 T U7 S 5 R v PR A 1 W B A PR R T
fdi e & P F % ( Wang et al. ,2003; Zhang and
Brash,2007) | H 7% W B R PR A L 2w 1L
15 38C Iyt il H #A A5, R E Y 110 R S A 22 K
R AR A BA — 5 19 JR PR

2.2.3 @K EZE (Methyl Iodide, MI) %
7550 T 2004 AR 7R H A SRAT ] T S 2F 0K B B
e R TE W (B PR AR, 2007 ) o Naito 55 A
(2003) AfFgE 45 S W, 78 15°C , i F &g 5] 4 o0 50
o/m* T 24 h,9 Fk A s o 2 R g
4 Callidiellum rufipenne #p, Y BE5E 2B R 4L, H
BN &y H U ek i e W] ORE B, Soma SN
(2005) Zea Z2 4 1 15, 42 Hh P gt FY o 552 i )it
A FE IR B F AR FE RS N 10C IR 70 g/m’
15°C 1} H 50 g¢/m* 25°C I 30 ¢/m’, 3F Bk K%
7 ) LA R AT PR e Ak B 1 SR 0 T A T R
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