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Abstract: Triazole pesticides are widely used as fungicides and plant growth regulators, which can inhibit the synthesis of

ergosterol to prevent the formation of cell walls of pathogenic bacteria, thereby, they play a role in crop disease control and can also

inhibit the synthesis of plant gibberellin to delay the plant growth. However, because such fungicides are widely used and difficult to

degrade, which pollute the environment and affect human health. In order to provide reference for the microbial degradation of

triazole pesticides, the types of degrading bacteria to triazole pesticide degradation, environmental factors affecting degradation, and

research progress on degradation mechanisms are summarized in this paper. It is clarified that micro—organisms can effectively

degrade triazole pesticides under different condition, and microbial degradation technology is expected to deal with environmental

pollution caused by triazole pesticides.
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