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Quality Monitoring and Analysis of Anticorrosive Wood in China
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Abstract In order to improve the quality of forest products and ensure the safety of consumption, Forest
Products Quality Testing and Inspection Center of State Forestry Administration P. R. China ( Guangzhou )
organized random inspection and monitoring anti-corrosion wood products from 2015 to 2018 on a national scale.
And 88 batches of anti-corrosion wood products were randomly inspected in 4 years, and 78 batches of products
were found to be qualified with an overall qualification rate of 88.6%. This article summarized the anticorrosive
wood industry present situation, and according to the monitoring statistics, analyzed the qualification rate of
anticorrosive wood respectively from the monitoring year, province area, product project indicators, product wood
type, enterprise scale and enterprise type, and summarized the problems of wood preservation industry, and puted
forward suggestions on the development of wood preservation industry.
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Fig.1 Monitoring distribution map of Chinese anticorrosive
wood from 2015 to 2018
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Fig.2 Different provinces anticorrosion wood sampling

acceptance rate
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Tab.1 Monitoring results of anticorrosive wood in various provinces over the years

2015 2016 2017 2018
B i et TR ik Atk TIOT ik Akt TIOT itk At T
Monitored Rejected Qualified Monitored Rejected Qualified Monitored Rejected Qualified Monitored Rejected Qualified
batch batches rate batch batches ratet batch batches rate batch batches rate
J"7R GD 13 13 100 8 8 100 6 6 100 9 9 100
e FI 5 4 80 5 4 80 8 8 100 6 4 67
Pyl sc 8 4 50 1 1 100 5 5 100
VLIRS 1 1 100 1 1 100 1 1 100
MK CQ 2 1 50 2 2 100
V6 GX 1 1 100
P51 NM 5 4 80
TR HN 1 1 100
e 30 24 80 21 19 90.5 22 22 100 15 13 86.7

Average
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Tab.2 Acceptance rate of anticorrosive wood testing project

s M BAR T H Kk BHEE %
Monitoring project Monitored projects number  Qualified items number Qualified rate
#2418 Retention 88 78 88.6
i A\ J¥ Penetration 88 83 94.3
& 3 AERMAPIPERERHRE
Tab.3 The acceptance rate of different tree species anticorrosive wood
ESPELES a6 BARECEE BAEE %
Wood species Monitoring number Qualified number Qualified rate
I5 22 W Pinns densifloree 27 25 92.6
B H Pinus spp. 27 24 88.9
FEFF5 Pinus sylvestris var. mongolica 24 21 87.5
KR ZRA2 Scots pine 10 10 100
R 4 FEEBEAR S RERE
Tab.4 Different scale of anticorrosive wood enterprise product acceptance rate
Al A Al A% AL BRI 1%
Enterprise scale Monitored enterprises number  Qualified enterprises number Qualified rate
il
K ] 8 100
Large enterprise
R
Medium-sized enterprise ? 8 88.9
A 71 62 873
Small enterprise ’
) Average 88 78 88.6
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Tab.5 Different type of anticorrosive wood enterprise product acceptance rate

el 2R

o Wl Bl Wl AR /%
Enterprise . . . . .
Monitored enterprises number Qualified enterprises number Qualified rate
economy type
== A= .. . .y
HFRTEAT/N ] Limited liability 51 48 041
company
FE (ME)
Private (individual) 27 20 74.1
YA IN= . s
&4 B 7] Joint stock limited 4 . 100
company
HNFEN ] Foreign companies 2 2 100
WL G i g
sole proprietorship
HE Other 1 1 100
-1 Average 88 78 88.6

37 el ANFESHT

HRAE B Y 88 A HLE 1y CARAH: i £
BB AR ) G R, 88 KAl dAa
FARTAENG 3937 A, HARBEBL 135K, 7
an SR L 34 K

H 2 6 AT, (A 660 £ K& KDL E#T1
HFARNG, ACE B AE 16.8%, K& %7 394
%, REFABED 219 %5, WIFUESD 47 %4, R
W B 10.0% . 5.6% F1 1.2%, FBAKER 7
A FEARN AP RR, BR A THE R

=6 tWHRARTIEARZHIST

Tab.6 Degree category distribution of enterprise technical

staff
EYESl G N A /%
Degree category Number Proportion
W E
Master's degree 47 1.2
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Bachelor's degree 219 36
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College degree 394 100
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Tab.7 Distribution of enterprise technical department

RESl B/ A el /%
Department category Number Proportion
WL 13 14.8
Research and development center '
3 } Al
P 34 38.6

Quality inspection center
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