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Strength properties of Akamatsu square sawn timber

Tadashi Hicasnino, Masashi Nakano, Toshio TAKASHIBA
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Full size bending test of Akamatsu (Pinus densiflora Sies. et Zucc.) square sawn timber was conducted.The accurany
of visual grading at sawmill according to the Japan Agricultual Standard (JAS) visual grading rule for structural
timber was examined and found out that the grading at sawmill was not completely agreed with the JAS grading
rules.The average and statistical lower limit of bending strenght value corresponed to the visual grades.The values
of bending strength and Modulus of Elasticity on boxed heart timber showed less strength than those of side cut

timber.
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eSKDC : Mg o i X H OR KEREEL (%) BRI O WE PG F TR A ER R EE R
eSKDL : #igifn X Mok KEPEEL (%) BERETHELOMERUNEFER R -1, /0F
cSKDC : HEf o gLl (X i o i KEEHEiIEH (%) NENOWHAGAE K- 1ITRL7,
cSKDL : D &R B O R AKEFEZEL (%) HKEREE D L E130.375~0.617 D #H T, FIHHE I
SKDL : MEER TORKEFEEL (%) 0.517, FHEHIEIZL. 70mm~7.30mm D EHFH T, FIHHE
SofG MHEREM OMEFT (mm) 133.76mm, AHEER O EFEHT1000mmE 72 1) 8 mm—~ 230mm
KAR ' EifEf&l (%) BEMOKROEIZ, BEECES L O#PITTIFEIZEI.6mTH > 72,
ERBREINIEERELE E0, HIHED RABEBEHELOWUEER - PIHETRT & M
M AROHEAEICST 21 DOHRUXETLLY%, 2XETI6%, FRIETHOHYL,
SKAR :£HEHEEL (%) #toROmEIZ, BIRICEH RKEIEXKHEATIEZRENI, 14% T, MR & Rl
BLALRBSN2ERHEZRELALLEZD,  ORKEMEFLIIREZEIRBD LN R, o7,
EFETHEOEM AROER IS T 5 —7 BRREPEELIE MO H IS TI4%,
Efrg | AMEEOEINY >~ 7485 (tonf o) EXHTI8% ., FRETOFRYKXE L EXHETIEZN
Efrd @ 5EFROENY >~ 748% (tonf cr) FNI12, 17% T, RARBEMEFELL & R IR &
K—1 MERUHERFE
Table 1 Description of specimens
BOKHE M OE F K B Ok &£ W+ H & K .
HEE 2 B %
ERE M # ook /A oot AXE O EM
B PR 18 %
1/3 L 1/3 L 1/3 L 1/3 L L
RU ARW MC eKDC eKDL cKDC cKDL eSKDC eSKDL ¢SKDC c¢SKDL SKDL SofG
(mm) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (mm)
¥ ¥ fE Ave. 0.517 3.7 16.4 11 16 9 14 14 18 12 17 24 69
& K ff Max. 0.617 7.3 24.0 31 42 47 59 67 67 65 65 70 230
% /N fE Min. 0.375 1.7 11.6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8
HEH#¥FE S.D 0.053 1.2 3.1 11 12 13 17 13 13 16 18 24 38
EEHEHE Cc.v(%) 10.3 32.2 19.2 96 71 141 115 85 70 124 102 97 55
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Table 2 Results of visual grading at sawmill
B #% PR SR
Edge section Central section

BRAHM £ ORKEM £

%?r& ﬁi KA Ay Sk A Y Fanrs 5
EifELh EfEM ENERELL ENEE L
Grade n eKDL eSKDL ¢KDL ¢SKDL

% % % %

1 3 FHAve. 2.5 2.7 4.7 4.9
B AMax. 13.005 16.900 23.280 23.3¢9

2 36 FH#Ave. 19.4 21.2  22.3 26.7
B AMax. 30.205 46.840 66.6%0 66.660

36 FH#HAve. 27.8 35.3  29.6 36.5
B AMax. 42,089 58.660 42.000 65.400

I

Structural
timber [ 3

() LE DM OAERE Number of speicemen of side cut timber.
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FORER, PREBER I TOSEMX ST, 1364,
2 #k23A, 3|I0A, MAMIOKRIZR S EN, T2, [H
FRICCHERER OB TR T T 2 & TRTIA, 229
R, 3B ARIZK G S hiz,

FEEER I T, E£ERMAT 2oz, 15e#%
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Table 3 Comparsion of grading between at sawmill and at laboratory

EEHERBAT
HiEfEl 1

Grading at
sawmill

FAEEEN 1

Structural timber II

B & 55K 5
Grading at laboratory

<

Grade B Structural timber

EH KE 14 2 %% 3k

G} ) 1 4% 2% 3%k

Grade n 1st 2 nd 3rd 4 th 1st 2 nd 3rd
1 36 (34) 33(32) 3(2) 36 ()
2 36 (25) 3(3 17 (13) 12(7) 4(2) 26 (19) 9(6) 100
3 36(2) 3(1) 18(0) 15(1) 9(0) 20( 1) 7(1)
T 108 (61) 36 (35) 23 (16) 30(7 19(3) 71 (53) 29(7) 8(1)

() LEDMOEE Number of speicemen of side cut timber.
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Table 4 Bending properties of Akamatsu square sawm timber.
BT v SR BTy~ 71 HiFEes  BHTREEE
BRood R
HEAf B RELIF EXHE ET—Xr}
—EX H
Efr-g Efr-d MOE E1l SPL MOR
tf/cnt tf/ e tf/cd tf/ e kgf/cnt kgf/cm
T ¥y fE Ave. 93.8 106.5 101.2 104.5 258 479
& K 1 Max. 128.2 146.0 167.6 186.2 418 766
& /N {E  Min. 49.9 69.5 67.8 68.4 111 226
E#R=E SD 18.4 7 17.8 19.3 74 118
B R C.V (%) 197 .6 17.6 17.9 28 24
T R E 63.5 77.3 71.9 72.7 136 284
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Fig. 2-1 Histograms of modulus of elasticity by Fig. 2-2 Histograms of modulus of elasticity by
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(Efr-g) . condition (Efr-d) .
50 100 50
af 80 o}
X &
g9 3
S L > 3 e
gy 30 005s Sud %5
o B 383 e B 83
& g = g = Iy £
£ ®ar {oxs & ®af % 2
3 =8
g o)
w0} {1 & 0} §
() IO - IR SN L 0 ol L L1
0 60 80 100 120 140 100 120
MOE (tonf/crf) El {tonf/cf)

Bl—2—3 MOEDHIUARE - BRI
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i, HNTREE, HTHRAIRE, EXEETE- Xk
—EXBOMIFY v IR EE -4, FNEFhOMBD
fixEX— 2, IERICEMEELY K- 3 1R L7,
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Table 5 Correlation coefficient values.

RU SG ARW MC KAR SKAR SofG Efr-g Efr-d Ewi-g Ex-d MOE El SPL MOR
RU 1,000 0.924 -0.339 0.74 -0.35%6 -0.621 0.006 0.535 0.513 0.427 -0.100 0.497 0.404 -0.255 0.646
SG 1.000 -0.250 0.69% -0.360 -0.618 0.040 0.466 0.427 0.377 -0.144 0.425 0.330 -0.224 0.625
ARW 1.000 -0.371 0.165 0.444 -0.101 -0.470 -0.509 -0.458 -0.350 -0.459 -0.391 -0.142 -0.515
MC 1.000 -0.335 -0.668 -0.052 0.577 0.480 0.366 0.060 0.428 0.273 -0.341 0.5
KAR 1.000 0.474 -0.196 -0.068 -0.057 -0.08 0.192 -0.057 -0.015 0.106 -0.344
SKAR 1.000 -0.121 -0.397 -0.367 -0.356 0.015 -0.330 -0.202 0.239 -0.575
SofG 1.000 -0.208 -0.243 -0.084 -0.286 -0.196 -0.193 -0.030 0.001
Efr-g 1.000 0.9%4 0.808 0.744 0.900 0.811 0.097 0.6%
Efr-d 1.000 0.829 0.80 0.9 0.877 0.18 0.73%
Eri-g 1.000 0.661 0.814 0.783 0.194 0.645
Er-d 1.000 0.732  0.728 0.44 0.399
MOE 1.000 0.913 0.15%6 0.718
El 1.000  0.235  0.638
SPL 1.000  0.157
MOR 1.000
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Fig. 4-1 Relationship between ARW and Efr-g. Fig. 4-2 Relationship between ARW and Efr-d.
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K—6 EIEH LR TERE OTHBASREK
Table 6 The correlation coefficient values between strength properties and knot size.
eKDC eKDL eSKDC eSKDL cKDC cKDL ¢SKDC ¢SKDL SKDL
Efr-g -0.38 -0.31 -0.32 -0.38 -0.24 -0.19 -0.30 -0.29 -0.29
Efr-d -0.34 -0.28 -0.28 -0.35 -0.21 -0.16 -0.27 -0.25 -0.25
Er-g -0.29 -0.24 -0.26 -0.33 -0.18 -0.10 -0.17 -0.19 -0.19
Ew-d 0.07 0.18 0.07 48 0.12 0.21 -0.01 0.07 0.11
EL -0.29 -0.25 -0.22 -0.28 -0.18 -0.13 -0.19 -0.17 -0.17
El -0.18 -0.14 -0.09 -0.14 -0.80 -0.60 -0.80 -0.30 -0.40
SPL 0.28 0.31 0.18 .26 0.27 0.32 0.18 0.26 0.31
MOR -0.53 -0.49 -0.44 -0.54 -0.49 -0.44 -0.47 -0.48 -0.51

7. TOMEBREAEE - 6I1TR LT,

HiE I & i TREE & OB B Em 2 R L
Z DOAERENZ0.4~0.50&FICH ), BHIZ X 254k
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L OMBEREEDENITLEALED SN,

Lo L, By > 7R con i, FREOmZELL
LOMBREIZE 2V b DD, FFEOERE & I3 AH
BIBMR AT W EA DD B, AR MBI BV > 7R 8L
LEIELE OBRICH A,

T, BTV IREE D D EMERRE RERICBIT S
BNy v SRR SELE oMBEBERIEEC R Tw
b, LrL, WEZEEL2WTENY ¥ 7REE &7

x—7 HEICX2EFRFIOMITmE SR
Table 7 Bendig properties according to the JAS visual

BA, EMETIIEHELE OMEBERIEID IBEALD
5% d00 KK CIIAHMBERERO SN L h o7,
PEnZ Ehe, 70~y MR O&RERIC L % HE
HRENDOFEZ T 272120, BHMOMZETL~D
IR A BT 5720120, BTS2 X 2 EEM O
EENLEEE L 5ND,

2.6.1 BERFRXIBIOREMEE

RS I RO CEMEERHOBREIZHE, HEICX
DX L7 SEROMEENRE Y £— 7, W UK THIT
SREE N NNV > R R BUKER15 % R I IR L 7o H I
&SRB E— 8 IR L7,

RS S - X ASERB o MITaE oS MEIL, 1K
T534kgfcnf. 2 M TH44kgf ‘e, 3 L T429kgf e @
BERL7Z. MUCHMITBEDOTRIETAL L, The

F—8 BHHICLA2ERIIOMTY v 7125
Table 8 Modulus of Elasticity of the visual graded

grading rules at laboratory timber.
” ) . MOE MOR MOE (MC15% #1F) MOR (MC15%##1E)
S AR EKER BE ) &) | MOE(-) MORO—
Py v Y T S A s
Grade n MC RU Ave. C.VAve.C.V S.L EYy EEMRE P TEMRE TRHME
2 2 Grade n Ave c.v Ave. cCV S.L
% Jem tfem % kgfler % kof/ent ’
o olm them A fvem & vem thed % kgfed % keffer
BHFE I 1 36(35) 19.1 0.564 102.413.8 534 11.3 435
HET 1 36(35) 110.8 15.9 603 13.5 469
Structural 2 23(16) 16.7 0.522 112.218.9 544 17.0 393
Strucutral 2 23(16) 116.3 20.0 577  20.7 380
timber I 3 30( 7) 14.7 0.486 97.416.8 429 31.7 205 )
timer I 3 30(7) 97.3 19.5 431 37.2 167
4 19( 3) 13.8 0.471 91.915.2 376 23.6 230
4 19(3) 90.1 16.2 365 25.1 214
& 1 71(53) 17.6 0.539 105.616.9 526 18.8 363 7@ 1 71(53) 111.2 18.5 523  22.5 311
Grade B
Structural 2 29( 7) 14.4 0.475 93.915.9 401 26.5 226 (S}tr:ﬁiu?al 2 29( 7) 93.2 17.9 399 30.1 202
timber 3 8(1)13.40.471 89.211.7 346 15.0 261 timber 3 8(1) 8.9 12.3 332 13.2 255

C.V ! Coefficient of variation, S.L : Statistical lower limit,
() LEYHOAEE Number of speicemen of side cut
timber.

C.V I Coefficient of variation, S.L : Statistical lower limit,
() AZED B OARE Number of speicemen of side cut timber.
MOE |5 : MOE adjusted at 15% MC, MOR,5 . MOR adjusted at 15%
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x—9 BHIZ X 258508y » 7 1RE
Table 9 Frequency modulus of Elasicity (Efr) of the
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&—10 MOEZRA o> il 5d e Ve
Table 10 Strength properties of mechanically graded

visual graded timber. timber.
S A%L Efr-g Bfr-d  Efr-d  Efr-d % A MOR(MCI5%#i1E)
Grade n / / MOR 5

tf/ei tf/edf  Efr-g  MOE Ty 2SR TR

FHE T 1 36(35) 98.3 109.6 1.11 1.07 Grade n Ave. C.V  S.L
Strucutral 2 23(16) 102.5 116.0 1.13 1.03 kg f/ cnt % kg f/cnf
timber I 3 3007 89.0 102.3 1.15 1.05 E 70 13 344 24.6 210
4 19(3) 8.6 96.0 1.16 1.04 R I E 90 35 417 26.9 233
CAf 1 71(53) 99.5 111.7 1.12 1.06 Strucutral E110 34 531 17.7 376
grade B 2 29(7) 3.9 974 1.6 1.04 timber 11 E130 21 678 115 549
timber 3 8(1) 79.5 93.4 1.17 1.05 E150 5 705 18.7 488

() LFEOMOAERE Number of speicemen of side cut

timber.

#435kgf, e, 393kgf, e, 205kgf i TH O, FRIC
IS L 72 R O EDFRO HiLd b 00 3 M Tl
T I M ORI O SEHEE285kg f e 2 Tl 5 72,

HFERE i o f s R OSiT Yy o 7R BT 1, 24k
L3RRI IIAREDTRED B AL, FRICHITTRE O FERIEIZA
EhEERL TV,

[ CREREE IS X 2 S0 o Mo o P38
. 1#T526kgf crf, 282 T401kgf o, 3 L T346kg
L enDfExRRL, THRAETA S & FNEN363kgf e
226kgf,cnf. 261kgf/ e T2, 3MMMTIEITHTIHMD
MERIE OIREMZ Tl- 72, CHETH 14 28T
EREEDED S LT,

GIRER1S % el RS L 7Rl R AE % SR TR L 72 X7

K11 Efr EMER) 12 X 5 SMB o iR ERE
Table 11 Efr (green) of mechanically graded timber.

C.V . Coefficient of variation S.L . Statistical lower limit,

MOR:5 ¢ MOR adjusted at 15% MC

BBV d, FAEZEE»RED S, FO5EE O
Ty o 7R EoFEEE. HEBEHTIE1IHRT
110.8tonf e, 2 A& T116.3tonf, et 3 HTI7.3tonf
ety CHEREEMH Tl F #1111, 2tonfent, 93. 2tonf
/ety 86.9tonf, ci DHZ R L7,

2.6.2 BHREFERXIFIONY> IRE

HARIZ X 0 X9 L7z S5 EM SR RO B
YR EE - 9ITRT,

BIHY ¥ AR O R EF AT A RELREO & SRR
IZALE, BT Y SRR T A LI Lo T~
17%#INL, ZOHIZEROEVWMIZEE L, HIT5HK
DEVMIT EEEIC X AMINOE &I RV ET % R L
726

Fh AR MOR (MC15 % #f 1)
MOR:5

F¥y o AL FRRE

Grade n Ave. c.V S.L
kg £/ cnt % kg f/cnt

E 50 2 401 10.6 332

HE I E 70 25 359 26.9 200
Strucutral E 90 40 480 24,2 289
timber 1l EI10 28 607  18.4 423
E130 13 684  11.9 550

C.V . Coefficient of variation S.L . Statistical lower limit,

MOR5 : MOR adjusted at 15% MC

XK—12 Efr (K&K 12 X 2505 o fi sk ge
Table 12 Efr (airdried) of mechanically graded timber.
o A MOR (MC15% ## 1E)
MORis

Yy SR TRRfE

Grade n Ave. C.V S.L
kyf/edi %  kgf/ert

E 70 8 377 23.6 234

HE I E 90 35 407 30.4 204
Strucutral E110 37 505  20.4 336
timber 11 E130 26 672  13.1 528

E150 2 704 13.4 549

C.V : Coefficient of variation S.L . Statistical lower limit,

MOR;5 . MOR adjusted at 15% MC
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Table 13 Comparsion of visual characteristics of specimens between sawing patterns.

Af EwkE EE F D

AHUY

Sawing patterns

g A T

Edge section  Central section

WORE EPE ROKE KPH
it #F #t #i

n MC RU eKDL eSKDL ¢KDL ¢SKDL
g /em % % % %
LB AT Boxed heart timber 47 13.8 0.476 25.8  32.9 26.9  33.0
13220 ¥ Side cut timber 61 18.5 0.550 9.5 9.6 12.7 13.6

T 7o, RO Y » 7 RE I BRIER R o i
Y o 7REEY 3~ 7 %E W EERL,

2.7 BEWMAERXSRIOEEMEE

My > 750 &) B SRR L, TR A
ERHI5 % B ICIRE L 2B 2 SRS R —101R L
720

MY o 75 KIS L C SR AS e W
ARG S, E10TIE FRRAEAS376kgf e & 2% 1) &
WEERL TS, ENOLLF Tl ESEA AL LT H
< UM OFFSREAE 2 0> T A Ay, FRAEAR 3
HEE A 72 LTy,

ERR I AEMEOEIN Y v 7R L KoY > 7
BREUC X 0 B SERIX 7 L, VPO EE & Bk ER15 % Iy
(ZIREE L R EAE A SRS R 11, 1218 L7z, B
TV RTINS L2 AT L IR
)G L7 BEERE R R MICIX G TETW S I L DRD
Hiz. HEMEFOEINY » 7R TIE, EYOLL Lo%ER
XM T, SEBEONY » 725 TiE, ENoL o
FCTFIRAEDS T < OFEEE A FRlo Twiz,

2.8 AEXDRFIDEEMHEE

AR T, LM ELEVMOME & fiFEEsE
BED bl % L7482 £ —13, IR L7.

FEREF O L D590, 08, 3 ) MASE <. O HUES
BB OEPEHIFEL S LMD 2 ~ 3fEEvEZ R L
7o EIUKEIS%EFIZHLE L 22 P Y v SR THI20tonf
ety HVTEEETHI200kg 1 oty L35 ) M 25 ) &
RL7,

3 FLw

AR e O SR GRERAS R & B L | SR O RE 1
RS &) BT B ASFED S A, HERSERIC T R H
WIS T D WTRIC X - TH B oG o358
WO FIREIZ 7 4~ Y OMFRE 2R L Twih, 4
BELELIITF— Y OEREMBLENH D LELLN
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F 70, BT L DTEMLOMHREIZEIZB VT
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K14 ARHCY B0 TR ETERE

Table 14 Comparsion of bendig properties between two sawing patterns.

A¥ MOEMC15%HfiiE) MOR (MC15 % ##1F)
MOE s MOR5
*H‘I L) e sz
Sawing patterns ey KERE Ty L/ TRE
n Ave. C.V Ave. C.V S.L
tf/ et % kgf/ cif % kgf/ cni
L FEBH Boxed heart timber 47 93.9 19.1 392 27.9 212
L2 # Side cut timber 61 112.9 17.5 598 19.4 406

C.V : Coefficient of variation S.L : Statistical lower limit, MORi:s . MOR adjusted at 15% MC
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