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The moisture distribution in standing Pitch Pine trees

P. W. Lee
K. S. Han

® E

PREEFETC HWES 4 J=& BAStZ BE RHY
HEL BRI BEE A5 Y 7 gy Al
o Fupelsh WimskL gle —Ae] etk 2=
. RKE7E KRR KRS vebdd e A&7 #
AR 2H 2] g KM FEE 2ol 9
Aaty] B3 HEeRA Bz FIM=A da HE
oA KET AFA AL v Fdlod KAM HH i
BMERA FIRASIK fod d B oz e

of RER-E o] o2 Mol FEI KEMS R
E FURsHY B3 duldTo —goer ¥4 B
I e & Bad KaofhRe Ay 83 ﬁm
5 RBol=h, AR WA BES TR kIEE
1 B 883 2oz Newlinzt Wilson (1917)¢]
FE AR S B MBS RSt doid e W
fied] e EKE R 958 i 3 Mathewson
(1930)# Rasmussen (1950)-% &7 /ﬁﬁﬁﬁ% W
Fed s s AE KR HAEY B o
eh4] ZHI Sled 2 E% 30~300% Ké 8]
Eolzirba WA vk ek I oo e EE AEY
e AR (1955, 1961) 4 %é:‘%ﬂ' XEA = BiERe O
Mot gbE Eastn §kEE R BHY #5
of webd R/ YL FRIAA FERSEL Yded
ol B U b RE ke 1d wARS &
KBS fREe] wiEh 2ESL ohe ERF edE A2 M

of golA = g Ffuel steid ERSL dow
SR A S B Dast Skl —f
vhow MM Aol e SEMM L KR K
29 Sl B8 Aoz deA Ydrh

28y pLbat 28 2 FAhx] e HEER 4 BHY

Bobt oo o RAME BEE 2 859 SkEd W
Rl L MEET #E7 Hle dermg o REBAA
T @E A e Of el 85, BHE B
& MY G KOEE WEstd z RS hk %
BAstaA et

REBEHFE
of ‘1 ﬁ%}ﬁﬂ' SRR 2 SRR e 4
g7 ke b S ekl vk, BEREIAD SUREUKEE S

POk Slaz A S RERM BRRLRE BB KR TR ARy
—4 2] 7l eh e vk AR A IR BBl EaL IETRY
2 RS v B 46~47EA Y SET AL B
e ﬁHK#ﬁ#. RS e R 19674
2H27H°ﬂ REGH o BRECHVE-S &84, HH, B
2] A ROREIBLE 7o Bl S Rl AEks
R4y, whE, BanEigel RERme & Aol A “‘r"xjé'”a’r
EHFE-E =H8 table (D3F 2ok, B3 ks JIE
HBEA-C HEoe shest 22 Hkan #iigs A

Table(1) Annual widths of root, branch, top and

stem woods of test trees.
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% Root has more light calored and narrow
zoned summerwood than stem wood.
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Table(2) Average moisture contents of root, branch, top and stem woeds of test trees.
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Tree Root( %) Branch(%) Top(%) Total
: Sapwood ’ Heartwood
1 72,057 100,920 131,214 | 83,943 1 20,443 | 417,577
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Table (3) Analysis of variance of table(2)
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Summary

This experiment was carried out to study moisture
contents including in the woody parts of standing Pitch
Pine trees. The moisture measuring samples were
made from the parts of root, branch, top, sapwood and
heartwood of test trees. The test trees and average
moisture contents measured from the parts of trees
are as table (1) and (2). According to the results this
study may be concluded as followgs.
= 1) In the winter jfelled Pitch Pine tress highest
moisture contents arc shown in the top wood but lowest
in the heartwood among the parts of tree.

2) In comparing moisture contents showing between
two parts of tree, significant differences are show
between top or heartwood and other parts but between
branch or sapwood and root are not shown.

3) As general there is no significant variation in
moisture contents of root, sapwood and heartwood
among the test trees but branch wood is shown cons-

iderable variation.
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