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- HRETS

s R Pinus massoniana
% Castanopsis fissa
#BEZK Cryptocarya concinna
E#H: Cryplocarya chinensis
KM Eucalypius robusta
#E Castanopsis chinensis
it Schima superba
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Ry ERETAERGHRTEE RS, BABERHEHOR., HAELHE
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ARBEIE TRANIRIL05, FER (25—27T ) BB ETRE. FIMNAK, BTHH
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F B4 Coptotermes formosanus
#FHW K EW Macrotermes barneyi
2381 5 Odontotermes formosanus
HBKHEAW Havilanditermes orthonasus
W gk E Reticulitermes flaviceps
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Table 1 The indoor test result of several dry woods
i B OE &k E| BLE| BREML | FHAEEL
W A o | R R . (%) | (%) (%)
o vi () | () ;I(‘:::::—Tran.sfo Mean™ trags-
Plangs Sample, Date WT |Loss tio rmation \¢ormation
No. ’ (®) | WT|"°%  rate per
| (g) [rate |, rate
‘ ‘ (%) y per day (%)
1. B# | 1421 |55 6H—6H27H| 51,10 24,00 46,97 | 0,89
Pinus mas~ 1422 m Lt 51.40| 18,20 35,41 | 0,69
0,76
soniana 1423 =i 50,70 14,70/ 28 .99 0,55 o
1424 |5 H 7TH—6 H27H| 49,60 22,90 46 17 0,89
2. K P 2421 |5 F 6 H-—6 H27[Hl| 50,20/ 15,50/ 30 88 0,58
Castano psis 2422 51—t 50,10/ 16,10 32 14 0,61
0,56
fissa 2423 ok 49 90( 18,70| 37 47 | 0,71 )
2424 (58 7TH—6 H27H| 49,20 8,60 | 17,48 | 0,34
3. RREH 3421 |6 §6H—6 H27H| 50,00 12 50| 25,00 0,47
Cryptocarya | 3422 Ei 50,10 10,60, 21,16 0,40
1
concinna 3423 B E 49 90| 11 40/ 22,85 0,43 0.4
' | 3424% (T A2¢H— 8 H25H/| 47,20, 3,00 | 11 44 j 0,35
(THE)




(% LT

4. B 7% % 4421* |7 H16H— 8 B25H] 48,00 4,80 | 10,00 0,25
Cryptocarya | 4422% |7 H16H— 8 H16H! 46,10 3,20 | 6,94 0,22
| 0,35
chinensis 4423% |7 B2aH— 8 241 46,00 5,00 | 10,87 | 0,36
4424% |7 H24F— 8 H13H) 46,80 5,40 | 11,54 0,58
5.k w 4% | 5421% |7 A16H— 9 A 17H| 43,60 7,00 | 16,06 | 0,26
Eucalypius 5422% |7 §24H— 8 A 13H| 43,00 530 | 12,33 | 0,62
0,47
robusta 5423* |7 H24H— 9 H 178 41,80 13,30 31,82 | 0,58
5424 |5ﬂ 7H—6 H27H| 50,20 9,70 | 19,32 0,36
6. # "} 6421* |7 H241— 9 B17H] 40,00/ 9,50 | 23,75 0,43
Castanopsis 6422% G 41,80/ 7,70 | 18 42 0,33
» 0,49
chinensis 6423 G 40,90 16,30] 39,85 0,72
6424 5 A 7TH—6 H27H| 50,00/ 13,20 26,40 0,50
7.8 A 7421 |5 F 6 H—6H27H| 49,70 17 50 35.21 | 0,66
Schima 7422 B Ok 49,10/ 18 20| 37,07 0,70
' 0,70
superba 7423 5 H7TH—6 H27H 50,5ol1 14 90| 29,50 0,57 *
|
{
7424 B 50,,40}' 22,20} 44,05 0,85
|
& 1, B* V%ﬁ%SH{ﬁEE{@ﬁ%EN&h@. FHANRMERT. EFHLE,
2. BFHERN2—27T
3. AMANEERERIEI).
(1) 1421, 1422, 1423, 2421, 2422, 2423, 3421, 3422, 3423, 7421, 7422342390
AN
(2) 1424, 2424, 5424, 6424, 7423, 7424, 93350//¥i;
(3) 3424, 4423, 4424, 5422, 5423, 6421, 6422, 64237544104/
(4) 4421, 4422, 542159337010/#4.
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The comparison of dajly;
transformration of seversl -
dry woods

. BBE% Pinus massoniana;
. ¥ Castanopsis fissa;
. #RE%x# Cryptocarya

concinnag;

. B#k Cryptocarya chinensis
. k#H#Eucalyptus robusta;

. #:%E Castanopsis chinensis:

. %t Schima superba,

R (%) The trausformation rase
G

P n/ﬂ” I

| 2z 3 4 5 € 7
7“.’“‘!’ The ¢ode name ot wood

E2 . LHEBEAHEMRRR RS

Fig. 2 The comparison of trans-
.formation rate of outdoor
test of several wet woods

1. ZR# Pinus massonianas

2. ¥% Castanopsis fissas

3. ®RExECryptocarya
concinnas

4 B Cryptocarya chinensiss

5, kHiEEucalyptus robustas

6. #% Castanopsis chinensisy

7. it Schima superba,




2. JURRRE TR EF SN R 4h 45 5 (19844F)

Table 2 The outdoor test result of several wet woods

i l 1 | 1
R R E &R B 4 R SHTRELE
R EEEUE M | |

® | G | BB gE® | B

: | ' ] !
plants - Site |[Sample Weight Loss }Trans— Mean | Mean tran-
No. | (® |WT forma- transfor- sformation
5 | ! j t !
| ! - @  tion  matjon ' rate in
rate  lrate in - three sites
; ) lone site (B
i 1
: ! (%) )
Loy | ¥ um st 0o 0 | g
o 2% i | : i
| 8 ! 112 825 . 626 75,76 1
Pir ! } | ‘ 61,8 |
rus - B Y i 820 | 650 79.27 :
| : :
. . ! i
massoniana BERRLY: 720 | 665 92,36 |
e S UGS N
LY 1211 605 | 0 0 |
| A | |
B 1212 640 : 0 0 |4 ; 31,03
LB 1213 800 0 0 ) l
; , | | |
LOBE 1 1214 0 TOO0 | 40 l 5,71 i
i ISl SO B N . _»‘
5 | 1311 | 700 345 49,29 l
i |
1312 | 810 135 16,67
3 Lo 9.82
123 1313 995 170 17,09
% 1314 925 335 . 36,22
> W #2111 1550 o | 0
i 2112 1480 0 0 .
Casia- 39 2113 1160 0 0
nopsis 2114 1650 0 0
fissa ¥ 2211 1325 0 0
B 2212 1200 0 0 o 0,08
H 2213 1975 ] 0
e 2214 1280 0 0
o 2311 1310 0 0
2312 1610 0
b 0,19
%2 2313 1490 0 0
J 2314 | 1310 10 0,76
CFIs)
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(B®ER)

: - !
[ % | s s | o [ o | |

3. E¥REER B® | 3112 1375 R !

c %) 3113 ‘ 1700 0 0 0 ;
rypto- ! '
ybio 314 | 2100 | o0 | o |

T, T \ o - ' T ‘ - T

carya £ 320 1575 o | o i :

concinna | ¥ | 38212 | 1300 ' o | o | "
1 ! ; | 0,80

B 3218 | 925 | o | o f 0 :
3 3214 | 1600 | o ‘[ 0 ‘1 1
S (S ,‘ S ,,,l oo . ‘ Jo— ‘
= 3311 1195 | 0 1 0 ; l

| !
3 3812 1500 N A 1
i 3313 i s o . o | 239
3314 [ g0 | g0 9,57 j

i
R ;ﬁ__‘h,‘,,ﬁ e e ], — — ———— e = — [

o 4111 1550 | 70 4,52 ]

4. WEEE J ® | 4112 2000 i 0o 1 o !

Cront o 4113 | 1675 | 50 | 2,96 ; 3,83 |
r o~ i i
yp _ 4114 | 1490 105 | 7.05 f
carvya T R T T T

Y %% 4211 1550 0 0
chinensis -3 4212 1100 0 3 42
| .
il 4213 | 1275 0 0,68
i 4214 ) 1900 50 2,63
" 4311 | 1140 40 3,51
e 4312 } 1450 110 7.59 J
73 4313 , 990 65 8,57 5.98 I
4314 | 1800 100 6,25 |
e I I SR R .
E 5111 | 950 90 9,47 j
5. Kii | 8 51z | 1125 80 7.1 5 46 {’
i ¥h 950 | 35 | 3 g8 ’ |
Fucaly ptus 5113 X |
5114 960 15 1,56 !
TObqua e B R [ A FUR— _ "
| !
|3 { 5211 1190 5 (0,42 |
| ; |
| B | 5212 | 1000 0 0 !
T | oo
B 5213 | 990 0 0
| | |
B 5214 } 1085 0 o |
‘ » -
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6. R !
Castanopsisi

chinensis

7. Tt

Schima

superba

5311 | 1185 230 19,49

5312 630 0 0

5313 | 945 175 18,62 12,59
5314 12556 155 12,35

8111 1075 0 0

6112 1300 0 0

6113 1200 0 0 Y

6114 1235 0 0

6211 1115 0 o |
6212 1130 0 0

6213 | 1210 0 0 0

8214 1225 0 0

6311 1365 125 9 R S
6312 1150 20 1,74

63183 1285 36 2,83 3.43
6314 1105 0 0

7111 2150 225 10,07

7112 1700 300 17,65

7113 3050 325 10,66 11.85
7114 2875 225 7,83

7911 2400 210 8,75

7912 2350 75 3,19

1013 2160 135 6.25 7.05 10,88
7214 2900 290 10,00

7311 2075 485 23,37

7312 1655 480 29,00

7313 2250 300 13,33 19.94
7314 2350 330 14 ,04

. AR EH84F4 A13H—11/ T H,
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Table 3 The outdoor test result of sereral dry woods

. 5 B O&R R B % ® | # 4 iﬁﬁﬁWﬁ%'EﬂﬂWﬁ%%*
) =N
" B (%) ) (%) LR(B) | (B)
Plants Site |g le Weigh | ‘ oon
ample ‘Weight | -
P ig lLoss Trans transfor- Mean trans-
No. (g) \‘WT forma- mation fOrmﬂtiOn
‘ (g) tion rate in rate in
| | T8te  lope site |three sites
| i (%) (%) \ (%)
- 1121 435 95 21,84 [f
o »
1. R | i 1122 445 310 69,66 49,09
Pins ) 1123 430 | 210 48,84
1124 500 | 280 56,00
massoniana T ’é T T N T o T
s 1221 480 0 0
=y 1222 465 0 0 ,
2,52 26,74
] 1223 405 10 2,47
i 1224 525 40 7,62
H 1321 525 85 16,19
' 1322 415 60 14 46 98 61
" 1323 485 185 38,14
1324 460 120 45,65
2. R ¥ 2121 875 95 16,52
1 2122 520 235 45 19
Cuastanopsis 42,39
’ bs # 2123 "440 230 52,27
fissa 2124 450 250 55,56
% 2221 520 170 32,89 1
= 2222 485 145 29,90 19,33 | 30.81
M 2223 485 0 )
L2 2224 510 75 14,71
S, R — I — |
|
| 2321 420 90 21,43 ‘
=]
i 2322 460 180 39,13
Lo 30,12
| 2323 | 520 155 29,81 -
Dok :
| | 2824 490 e S
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(8 ETD
# 3121 325 20 6,15
3. RBRESg B 3122 340 | 45 13,24 983 |
. |
) 3123 345 | 40 11,59 1
Cryptoca- ‘ f
3124 360 30 8433 :
va [N (R B I P N
Y Lo 3221 265 35 ; 13,21 §
concinna - 3222 310 25 8,06 12,55 1 12,83
| <o
3t 3223 350 45 12,86 |
| 3224 280 45 18,07 ‘ |
SN S FUU } o e | e
E] 3321 310 | 45 14,62 |
S 3322 260 30 11,54 ' 16,10
| 3323 275 } 55 20,00 |
3324 300 | .55 18,33 ‘
- s e S N g
-2 4121 276 0 |
4. ' 0
# 4122 375 15 4,00 3 30
Cryptoca- | # 4123 365 15 4,11
rya chi- | 412‘4 295 15 5,08
nensis 3 4221 350 20 | 5,71 |
= 4222 350 0o | 0 } 46 5,88
H 1223 350 25 RV
i 4224 300 15 5,00 |
H 4321 ‘310 - 25 8,06 |
. b 4322 316 25 794 988
L 4323 300 56 18,33 |
4324 290 15 5,17 |
S I e B
=S 5121 666 ] o |
5. kM#: | B | 5122 750 125 16,67 | 7 gs
b 5123 630 '35 5,58
FEucaly ptus *
5124 710 85 | 9,15
TObuSl‘(l I J - ;
3 5221 645 20 . 3,10 ;
|
#% 5222 625 30 | 4,80 | 4‘
1 3,58 : 10,40
38! 5223 610 3 | 5,74 |
g 5224 730 ' B 0,68 |

&9
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6. HE
Castanop-

sis chi-

nensis

7.
Schima

superba

B 5321 650 180 27 .69
st 5322 620 55 8,87 19,78
¥ 5323 600 1256 20,83
5324 690 150 | 21,74
= 6121 445 0 0
o) 6122 460 20 4,35 3,04
) 6123 445 30 6,74
6124 465 5 1,08
& 6221 368 20 5,48
k-8 6222 450 0 0 5,06 7.86
H 6223 410 30 7.32
] 6224 470 35 7,45
¥%ﬁ— 6321 465 90 19,35
' 6322 435 90 i 20,69 15,49
% 6323 445 55 12,36
6324 470 45 9,57
#® 7121 580 190 32,16
# 7122 570 180 31,58 26,13
B 7123 565 70 12,39
7124 540 150 27,78
% 7221 500 125 25,00
= 7222 430 115 26,74 35,62 31,71
25 7223 530 85 16,04
[ 7224 3905 295 74,68
H 7321 510 170 33,33
3t 7322 500 180 36,00 33,39
%2 7323 535 166 30,84
7324 560 S A

B KR A1984454 BISHENATH
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354L#¢ (%) The transfermation rave
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! /l\*/fﬂ \The ‘code ‘name of wood

B3, JUMBT R Bt s R
Fig. 3 The comparison of transformation rate of outdoor test of
several dry woods

1. BRM Pinus massoniana; 2. ®# Castanopsis fissas

8. MREFE Cryptocarya concinna; 4 . Bk Crypiocarye chinensis;
5. Ktk Eycalyptus robustc; 6. ¥R Casianopsis chinensis;

7. #W Schima  superba,

=, %

o BB XN BRI A2, T AR 1 SR S SRR v T A AL
E{ﬂx/ﬂﬂ TSR S PR 5 T A b R BB R, L A R 2 1
FHAL BB FT

2. ERWBRM T, FOCTHEDRA, EIRITRMS R EA 2 3%0.5% 1 | (B
L1, B, XE—RAUERED L,

3. TERMEJLF R T, Bshh (b 2R i e SR |, g N 1421845
RIEMLEF0.89% (L& 1 )5 BFONRMET IU1114 285 {0 23k 92, 36% (H#*E2)s ¥
METFI112253569.66% (L% 3 ) .
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THE TRANSFORMATION TEST OF THE TERMITE TO
SOME MAIN WOODS IN DING HU SHAN

Zhu Jian-lin  Ma Xing-guo Xiao Wei-liang

( Guangdong Institute of Entomology )

Abstract

The bio-resource is rich and there is a circulatory system of material
in Ding Hu Shan Biosphere Reserve, The termite is one of the important
factors in the organism transformation, In order to know the plants trans-
formed by termite, some main woods are selected for test in Ding Hu Shan,
The test results are shown as follows,

1, The life of termite depends on the plants and the termite plays an
important transforming role in material cycle of nature, The termite can
transform not only the fallen branches and leaves on the ground but also
the fallen trunks into humus for the nutrient of plants,

2. The daily transformation rates of Pinus massoniana, Castanopsis
fissa and Schima superba by termite are over 0,5% (fig, 1), The microor-
ganism is generaly incomparable with them,

3. In several trial species the transformation rate of Pinus massoniana
is highest, Such as indoor test, dry wood, No 1421 0,89%/day ( table 1 )3;
outdoor test, wet wood, No 1114 92,36% (table 2 ); outdoor test, dry
wood, No 1123 69,66% ( table 3 ),

4, The wet wood of Castanopsis fissa might contain some avoiding
matter to the termite, so the transfomation ratc is very low and that of
roasted wood is risen distinctly (figs, 2, 3).

5. Whatever roasted or wet, the transformation rates of Cryptocarya
concinna, C, chinensis, Fucalyptus robusta and Castanopsis chinensis, are
lower than Pinus massoniana and Schima superba relatively, The transform-
ation rate of roasted wood will raise because their aromatic substance is

disappeared ( figs, 1, 2, 3 ).
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