unh 4

waazadUsnaua

4.1 UNi

UNLALANLFUDNANSNAFTAIUMTAN MTDA  UASNMIAAFDAEH LNDYNIANNLUIULT
20910108 FUNAFDUNUUUMSITEN 3 LUULANNENILAULYN 3 2UIA LUUNITLSY 3
Wuu@B wuu 0 (Type 0) Benan 0° Nzuilunsalnsandawudialdiduasudeau
wuu I (Type I) Genuavulinaaaanuvin 20 5y Seayumuiladnamangejlawuy
msSeailuasiifa [29°, 25°, 21°, 16°, 9°, 0°, -6°, -8°, -6°, -11°] wazwuy 11 (Type II)
Geswaulilawzzuuan 10 Fuduununan 10 Fudsuauldonuuuied (0°) By
mudlamummengutuasil [26°, 22°, 18°, 12°, 5°, 0°, 0°, 0°, 0°, 0°JA  @NEN
woulyl 3 210A8 15 WWUAMNAT 10 WUANAT WA 5 IWUALNAT MTNAFBUNTONULT
ATOATNNULUUNISISELNENLUULAEIAD LYY 0 waNAINEMILIULNNUANAINNY 3
SEeU @IUNINAFauMIeaddngaztlSautieunisisaely 2 anuUSAD aNHAUSULS

= ~ a v P~ PRI v
W3sutiisy wuu 0 wu wuu I was wuu I tWeghuamieemuilasanuuulilvaians
< U & ] [ t:{' = =1 zﬂl U =
waeussganvsali wazdnwausiaaalSaudisy wuu I waz wuu I tWagmsiFealy
FUUSNUNINANTHANDANNUINUNNTD LN UBNMINTUMINAFDUMIAAFDAEEIN TN
=] % = Yy = % v v v <

2 yanwitiannilavansiSeauoulianfa dasamesuanueniuaulime anuudaws
29 uNedauALuAINLINLF WL LUS s U B UTUNAFaUN T AN NTILINIE
UANENNULE WaEMFIATERANNUNTEINIUININ IFNNAFBUANNUANAINUDINANT
NaFaU

4.2 MIAIIUTNURH 9
MHANMITNOFDUNN ) fnaleavanmsssaaluil
4.2.1 enNaNNLWE (Specific gravity)

AN nzdmnamInhuinauwismsieUsnamasnnUiy
amwluwasmuauussnmaiigamndl 2041°C anududining 65+1% wasmade
mmwumﬁuﬂaqﬁyw (1000 kg/m3)

4.2.2 ey (Moisture content)
Y T ALY RCTE AT AR ST APRY APTIRR Y- DY SRTAPONIT SRR PR TIR R

SN VUNTUMIDENUHIDULIT MNFNMS

ooMC="2""0 00 (4.1)
my
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Wa %MC @e anudu Iwihedu seaay
Py g’ 0 v Y 1 I [
m; A8 WvinnauauuYe Aviady niw (g)
me A8 Wvtnnasauwie Amhedu s ()
ANNANTUINEUAZANNTULDITUNATDU LA NTUMBENNAANNTY
nagauvInilnanuyadamemnniigahiiazile ancumsneagaumsaanldzu
NAFDUNITU
v .
4.2.3 ANULAUFFO (Maximum stress)
Vv d‘lay o Y A 2 ¥V
ANuAugegangunagauansasulanialugasunnsn (Modulus of
Rupture : MOR) dusumseasdadazidumanuuduseaslaedues (strength of
OSL) wazehansoarumlaaniasassnagaulagniaanadausiuausanaan load cell
uanhdayanlamwaniiuanuay Tasdssilauaanuenzgnme (span) uazaneves
FunadauliunninelszananauanIamagay MIMNUANNAUNUSUMIAnTDaT
Waunuaziy (neutral axis) agienanminge AanuAugIganmMInagaulann

GENRF]

P2 = v = 1 [
WD Oma A ANNLAUGFR Anietlu wama (Pa)

M de uwuden dvibedy heuwes (N-m) leanaums

F.L
M=-m2 4.3
4 (4.3)

({18 Frax A0 U39NAgg0 (maximum load) Hvieniy S (N)
L #s anugminmelmhedy wes (m)
¢ @e szwzvhaanngennunusziiudiianduadnieesanavmn
ey wes (m)
I @ Tuwudanuiae (moment of inertia) Hwihenilu was' (m?)
AMUIUNNTNNT
bd’
[=—
12
o =] v & = ] [d
Wa b AaanunINgunadau Avihadu wes (m)

d feamumndunagay fwhediy was (m)
4.2.4 Tugaadaveu (Modulus of Elasticity)
Tugasdongudmsumsnaatod MUIMANNTNNS
— L3(F2—F])
- 4bt’(d,—d,)
idla MOE #a Tugdafiavgu fimiheliu widaa (Pa)
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Ao AnueMEne Inthadly wes (m)
b @ anuandunadau Awihedly wes (m)
t  fe anuvinunedau dnthadly wes (m)
= g’ L4 d' q‘ d?, v v 4 v g’ 0
F,—F; @a ihwinussnn (load) Ntnsaulunswenudunusssniniminussmn
wazszazlisnnmanadaulas Fionnu 10% 2aahwinussnngegauas Fa tinu 40 %
YDUNNUNUIINNGIFN Frnax (EN 310 : 1993)finrbrenilu faau (N)
d,—d; @e szazlae (deflection) MNaAU B FILKUNINNANBUNAFOUNATINU
imiinusamn F, - F udeeasgud 1 imbedy wes (m)
4.2.5 mwﬁugﬂqmﬁuww (Specific maximum stress)
vV o <~ < o . =l
ANUAUGIFATUINIENIDANNUIIUTINIWE (specific strength) AD
ANNFEIUTENINANNAUGFAADANNANTIWE
4.2.6 Tugaatangudnwz (Specific MOE)
lugaadavegudnwzasdnndussninlugaatavey (MOE) daanu

ANINE (specific gravity)

Fronax

Z
N
—O -
<
o
— i 0.4F o
F,
. /

o [

Deflection (mm)

Fig. 4.1 Typical load-deflection curve.

g

4.2.7 dudszsAndanuruuls (Coefficient of variation : %CV)
[ N n( g o v
duuszandenuudsiudmmnalannaums

S.D. x100 (4.6)
' Mean

Wa  S.D.Aa aHrutleauunInsgIu (Standard deviation)

%CV =

Mean Aa MR
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Tosund %CV aziaaanivisaignnuuuaumdumnuaaedesssnea

YNFINNAADY IAKANMINAFUNAT %CV UaNINOINSITNIIHNALWINEANINIINANT

3 = [ cs' = [ 6’5 £% < v @ q‘y v d’ U

nagaunuiiaNN@eiagy Muiuaald %CV {Wuiminganugnapuie nswaus

azMINAFaUle NN 9288 NEINSU %CV 2aFNUATNNAUNDENYDILNISILEA
1394 Table 4.1

Table 4.1 Average coefficients of variation for some properties of clear wood

Mechanical Property Coefficient of variation (%)
Static Bending

Modulus of rupture 16

Modulus of elasticity 22
Compression parallel to grain 18
Compressive perpendicular to grain 28
Tension parallel to grain 25
Specific gravity 10

Source : Wood Handbook USDA, 1999 : Chapter 4, page 4-23

4.3 WaNISNAFaU
NANIINAFDULTANAIRIEUBLSDERLANNAULUIININUIUTUNATDU 3 )
wUNMSNAFBUBENY 3 MSNAFAUAD MSNAFIUMSAY  NMSNAFBUNISDA LaLMS
[ a o 1 dy ¥V .
nagaumsandond drunamsnagauilissauuaaslily Appendix E
MSNAFDUMSANUAZMITBANULUUMSISNDLaFUDALUULREIYNTUAD WUU O
(Type 0) Genyu 0° NNBY udasdunadavasgnnadauly 2 Hamds
- NEANNMNLFY (Parallel to grain direction) ﬁlﬁ'ﬁm‘,é’mﬂiﬁ Pa
a 3 Y c%’ . . . . Vo % 4
- fEnNasnAULEeu (Perpendicular to grain direction) l#duanual Pe
MSNAFOUMSAAFINTHULUUMSEEN 3 wuuaznawauly 3 210
wuv 0 (Type 0) Wunaulnsandawud aldillumseuiau
= v g‘ = td' Y o =
wuu I (Type DmsiEeauaulinasnanuvun 20 7y Feayuauilamunumemg s
wuumsiSeauaadl [ 29°, 25°, 21°, 16°, 9°, 0°, -6°, -8°, -6°, —~11°],
wuv Il (Type II) msBSeswauliiamneiiinauuen 10 suduLAUNaN 10 FU5e9
wouldanuuineuesmu (0°) Beayumuiilammnananguf wuumsise
Wuaall [ 26°, 229, 18°, 12°, 5°, 0°, 0°, 0°, 0°, 0°]a
anxenaulyl 3 2
- anuguauld 5 wudwes ldduanwal v
v a Yo Q 4
- anvgmuaulsdl 10 wudwes ldduanwal X
- anugnauld 15 wudwes ladyanwal XV
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4.3.1 MINAFDUNMIAY
%umaauﬁﬂmmﬂﬁﬂugu 0° (Type 0) NAFDUUNANNMNIFIULAY
AINALFIUNANINENIAN ) DU 3 52AU ANNENNTUNadaulemdawnny 0.76
a dqj d‘ 1 L % = Q( 1 T o' J Y a
USinaenuduadewinu 8.45% duussanseanuulsusmiuanluaiimimniueeldase
210 Table 4.1 (25%) wamsnadaumsaauaaslu Table 4.2

Table 4.2 Results of OSL Type 0 in tension test

. Tensile MOE Speciﬁc Specific
Specimen SG |MC (%)| Strength (GPa) Tensile Strength MOE
(MPa) (MPa) (MPa)
Parallel to grain

Type 0 V-Pa | 0.78 | 8.41 38.64 1619 49.58 2074
(4CV) (246) | (0.49) (11.60) 3.01) (13.56) (4.39)
Type 0 X-Pa | 0.74 | 8.53 41.60 1566 55.98 2117
(4CV) (7.12) | (0.41) (8.89) (7.85) 4.01) (11.76)
Type 0 XV-Pa| 0.73 | 8.65 56.22 1714 76.82 2340
(4CV) (121) | (2.94) (9.14) (19.89) 237 (16.27)

Perpendicular to grain

Type 0 V-Pe | 0.84 | 8.38 2.22 322 2.65 386
(%CV) 722) | (177 (6.43) (10.51) (13.06) (15.17)
Type 0 X-Pe | 0.72 | 8.41 0.81 200 1.12 271
(%CV) (6.48) | (3.80) (5.14) (16.60) (1.71) (15.68)
Type 0 XV-Pe| 0.74 | 8.32 1.11 267 1.50 352
(%CV) (14.50) | (2.66) (22.70) (45.77) (14.10) (35.36)

= & o o g . .
ANNUINLTIE Iz TuRamMaa N e U (specific tensile strength
parallel to grain) Aeananlunaneasannuldau (perpendicular to grain) lagwmde
Uszana 35 i Tueaadangumsaedunnzluianeaenuday (specific tensile modulus
7 . p

of elasticity parallel to grain) deannnlufidnmeasmnideuloa@dalszana 6.5
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NINTIANINNEAGLlagIeNziaNNulsUsIuean Table 4.3 uaas
Thifuh Snswanasanuemuovlifinadaanuuiausademuduuuazamnidauoss
fideddionesdd (@ = 0.01) Tngé’aﬁwzjumsﬁﬁwwazmmmu?;ﬂuﬁ@iuﬁuﬁu
dnifeadiaanuemuouliiisduudanuenuoulilifinadelugdsdongumaudouns
gamnidsuaiaifed dymeadd matenuwundsuanuuiussiienuemuoulsl
de iy fenauandedulas nui 1 anuemwavlsl 15 wudwesidanniige uas
wnnhngudl 2 fienuenuoulsl 10 wufiwasuas 5 wudwes amdumsdenan
deuflenuuaneetuszuienaud 1 enuemuoulsd 5 wudines fu nguil 2 anuem

wouly 15 wBUANASUE: 10 HURNGT

Table 4.3 ANOVA of tension test

Source of Variation IDigizicts @it Sum of Square | Mean Square | F-ratio
Freedom
Specific tensile strength parallel to grain : sT;
SSTr (Strand Length) 2 1217 608.50 34.10%x*
SSE 6 107 17.85
SST 8 1324
Grouping by DMRT'
XV X° VP
Specific tensile strength perpendicular to grain : sT,
SSTr (Strand Length) 2 2.50 1.25 11.46%*
SSE 6 0.65 0.11
SST 8 3.15
Grouping by DMRT
VEX" XV
Specific tensile MOE parallel to grain : sE|
SSTr (Strand Length) 2 122923 61461 0.850
SSE 6 433728 72288
SST 8 556651
Grouping by DMRT!
Specific tensile MOE perpendicular to grain : s E]

SSTr (Strand Length) 2 20990.8 10495.4 1.180
SSE 6 53387.5 8897.9
SST 8 74378.3
Grouping by DMRT!

**Highly significant (o = 0.01)

! The same letter (a or b) is the same group (o = 0.05) and ranked from the maximum
mean to the minimum mean. E.g. sT1 of OSL@strand length of 15 cm is the
maximum mean value, and @strand length of 10 cm and 5 cm are not significant.
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Snuarmsithzasiunagaumsasiidnuasdiiae dmumsims
[Hou FUNAFAURALINENNARIINLINLS IFUNANTIYENEUNAFIULLIENI AR
Lﬁﬂu%nnﬂ,ﬂa”ﬁ’uu,msaalsimuml,mulﬁ'u%nmﬁ!qnaw??umaauuamé’qgﬂ Fig.4.2(a) ue
SuFumsienemnidsy wndnnefeduuinainaniunasauusslutuagiuuun
sou@avauoulsl LLamﬁqgﬂ Fig.4.2(b)

(@) (b)

Fig.4.2 Failure mode of tension test (a) parallel to grain (b) perpendicular to grain

ANNuussizaFsw iz isanue ko u i ua gy

Fig43  anudwsdedimzamnidsuiimansuioanusnuouliifiagudagy
Fig44  dnlugdadandumsieihimzamadsuiicngiudnianiannuemuaulsl
Wity uaslugdadongumsiehimnzasnnidsudidaaaudniasiiiaanuenuouls
Ty Ltam\11’3‘lu§ﬂ Fig.4.5 uaz Fig.4.6 muaiau
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Specific tensile strength paralle to grain
{MPa),,

(MPa)

Specific tensile strength

perpendicular to grain
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L4
76.82

9
55.98
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Fig.4.3 Specific tensile strength parallel to grain vs. strand length
3.5
3.0 1
82.65

2.5 1
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1.12
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0.0 T T T 1
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Fig.4.4 Specific tensile strength perpendicular to grain vs. strand length
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Fig.4.5 Specific tensile modulus of elasticity parallel to grain vs. strand length
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Fig.4.6 Specific tensile modulus of elasticity perpendicular to grain vs. strand length
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4.3.2 MINATDUMTDA
2 a v g ° a &
ﬁumaamsmuaﬂmﬂuqu 0° (Type 0) nadauluiianmeauldau
LALANINLFIUNANINENIAN ) AU 3 AU ANNONIWIETUNAFDULRALNINY 0.775
USinaanaduadeninng 8.22% anUszansanuuwdsusrudiadiniivedliaseann
Table 4.1 (18% cUUUILTUY Uz 28% GNABNLHEIU) WNAMINAFDUNTDAUTAIA
Table 4.4

Table 4.4 Results of OSL type 0 in compression test

Specimen | SG 1(\;;?) COSntlrlZile;tsﬁve (1\(/[}(135 CO?ESI%?S?V@ SEZ(C)ISC
(MPa) Strength (MPa)| (MPa)
Parallel to Grain
Typlﬁf V-1 076 | 836 | 3784 | 434 49.65 5692
(%CV) (1.46) (1.41) (1.83) (8.22) (0.51) (7.82)
Typ;a() X1 076 | 831 | 4030 | 4.60 52.74 6036
(%CV) (5.73) (2.73) (3.62) (3.24) 3.31) (8.68)
DD XV 078 | 814 | 4583 | 487 58.36 6193
(%CV) (6.61) (3.74) (15.15) (18.76) (9.00) (12.41)
Perpendicular to Grain
POVl 076 | 838 | 1033 | 246 13.50 324
(%CV) (8.25) (1.53) (27.26) (14.08) (20.15) (6.99)
Typlﬁeo X1 076 | 827 9.99 239 13.03 315
(%CV) (6.27) (1.87) (24.52) (0.23) (18.03) (6.21)
Typep(i AV 083 | 787 | 1323 287 15.78 340
(%CV) (10.68) (10.92) (30.83) (39.54) (19.57) (28.59)

ANNUIIULTIDATUNIEM LT e (specific compressive strength parallel
. = 1 J a gj dy . . d' \ d!
to grain) Aasnnnnluiaasmnnidey (perpendicular to grain) laeadauszana 4 i
s va <& L | ] [ 13 t:lly . .
Alluantfvaslailoamly Tugaadanduaainmsadeu (specific  compressive
modulus of elasticity parallel to grain) fiehannaludamessmndauleamasUssann
18 1M
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4.5

uaaaliiiun anuegnuauliiinadaanuuliswseaainwzmuidsuaalitadanms

NANMIANEVNANNFDP LlasdtaszianNulsUsIuay Table

888 (o = 0.05) ualaifuadaanuuisusidasumeaonndsy wazawewaulslais
wadalugaaBavgudaiimenaluninmudsuuazamundey anuuussdadmned
aNuuLAnEeiN 3 szauanaemlagdsennannluwiasldaiiae 15 wufiwes 10
UALNAT UDT 5 LTUALNAT MUY

Table 4.5 ANOVA of compression test

Source of Variation Degree of Sum of Square | Mean Square | F-ratio
Freedom
Specific tensile strength parallel to grain : sT,
SSTr (Strand Length) 2 117.00 58.50 5.720%
SSE 6 61.37 10.23
SST 8 178.37
Grouping by DMRT!
XVa Xab Vb
Specific tensile strength perpendicular to grain : sT;
SSTr (Strand Length) 2 12.98 6.487 0.867
SSE 6 44.88 7.480
SST 8 57.86
Grouping by DMRT
Specific tensile MOE parallel to grain : sE|
SSTr (Strand Length) 2 393863 196931 0.555
SSE 6 2127653 354608
SST 8 2521516
Grouping by DMRT!
Specific tensile MOE perpendicular to grain : s E]
SSTr (Strand Length) 2 984 492 0.143
SSE 6 20716 3453
SST 8 21700
Grouping by DMRT!

*Significant (o = 0.05)
! The same letter (a or b) is the same group (a = 0.05) and ranked from the maximum
mean to minimum mean.
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ANHUNTIVAVAINITNAFDUM S0 LUNAMNLFIY Funadautinnisusasn

v v 1 % v ' < g} v o Y o [ YN = v 1
PNMUZTNABUMTHUA u,mwmmmu,mu,iwlmxuﬂﬂﬂaLﬂmmlmiwsagjﬁmw (L)
amnlaannmsnadavraslapanaatnazgennismAvane luanyasgudmivinas

unuiazUseanmemuing asuaaslily Fig4.7

a) b)

Fig.4.7 Failure mode in compression test
a) parallel to grain
b) perpendicular to grain

ANUUTILSIBAIWIEMNLFE T AN s AN NENIL U LN Y

< v o & [ & a0 a £ g v P v o & [

ANNUIUNBTIINzAIINAuFsaRwEn e iaaNNemuauldiiay Tugdad

dandgumssainmzaudsuuazasiundauinuanisaiiannuemuaulaiiniu

ANNUILEaNINz@AseNNeuaullee 9 uaaelilugy Fig4.8 Fig.4.9 Fig.4.10
wae Fig.4.11
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Fig.4.8 Specific compressive strength parallel to grain vs. strand length
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Fig.4.9 Specific compressive strength perpendicular to grain vs. strand length
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Fig.4.10 Specific compressive modulus of elasticity parallel to grain vs. strand length
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Fig.4.11 Specific compressive modulus of elasticity perpendicular to grain vs. strand length
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Wannsananuauniieuluwnuvanzeslawausa yuaEN2NANIN
Y o 1 v 4:: a d?’ d: a 4 zg’ 1 1
WUNKHAADANNP UMY B waNAenpwaull 2 Fu (Barnes, 2001) ttazd899N
. d' a dw < v q' a a va d" Y
(voids) itialwiialaeduaaniinanalamanasiiam it issnnanueniuauldiiy
anilaniauguynaanaaaNNeuwaslSnatasilulaeauss ililataauaanil
anueN e L Een Tl A AN NUIILTITNLEEMSBANULANAINAY
yumenaaaNuAutionnmstiafanuueswould 2 Fu daundli
msnsenemzasuauldmiians wndadaszuirauoulyl 2 Bunazlianuendszana
asvivrasanneuaulionn Figd.12  duwauldlulawausaiinnuvunmiu yu
aansaanuaudmsunaulidfieniinnnazliyuiseniy (A <f) assnusedslaws
a 2PN v ' v A o v
waaluiiaaueyeswauliiioanuduy (o) sunnuauldvialudwoulaimiemuyw
fenanaNNey wenasdUsznauanuauaaniily 2 wnnannulaswinnieiinamn
WWeunsamueuauly (o) wazdnuuniasnndeunsansanuauly (o3) tisan
vt < o & & v =2 Y oa v = & g & o
woulaifianuudauseienesmndeutiaaanniee ssnasanaNuA N Fsulunan
WayaaananaNuLAUENNNaIdsznauANNAUARENEEUR NN U IR AN

W@ameanau lawauaaniiynaranaaenuaunnnnnissuanuaudsladaaniiuas

1%
a =

] PR Py v v T < =S v v o =]
‘IJLBQV]L'IJ‘L!&'ILﬂ@iﬁﬁﬂmﬂuaaﬂLLE]‘IJINEI’]'JNE]EIW)']Nﬂ’J'lﬂJLL“ZNLLiQﬂQuE]EIﬂ’J'l NINLNOYUY

€

Sasamulennmsnagaunsaeluiige 4.3.1

| S A0 .
GH_HAI |
| |
[ R |
a<B

Fig.4.12 Comparison of stress transfer angles of 2 strand length of OSL when stress is
on longitudinal direction of strand
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dvsunsaeeutdsy anueuntieduluenNAusanavine lu
WUIGIMNLAZUUINNLTEU (—0, UBE —5, MUMAY) ANNUINLIEa lULIAIRENN T
AN N UM NIF U ULEEINUNSHN UanAINUUEINlanaie induced tensile
stress Eluumé'qmﬂLﬁﬂuﬁmﬁaqmmnwa?laqé’m‘ndauv‘hﬁwm%qmmﬂummqwmms
wva v = 3 a%’ J % 3 4:: VS o v 1 = [y
SIE LT ENNITINUNTINNIREALTIUAININ  AIUUNAT LN NS N HUAULALINUMS
sfalapduaanuoulieniasnnianuiNusdaiasni
UAFINSUNISAILAENISDAAIRINLTHY AINLAUNHIUMNAIINAI
Lmulﬁ'a:a%ﬂuixmu XZ &hulﬁulﬁ'ag‘isluuﬂu y 0% Fig.4.13 aqtuyananuaunszi
AudeUIUIAY 90° @ue iasnnuumnevesuauliazaglunandsuigie
& ¥ vd < o o 2 a A A & o o
yannUuANNNINLoUldFluaImvuaaNuezawniafavsanaaluemviue
NNMENBAANNLAULEBTUM AU oM sBaasaunidauia lidinadayunanuaunssi
galFauliels anNeIuazaNNN Ul luinaeaaNuaLs luAaNINaIRIn
U lULIY9NISONENANANMNLAY  LAHATHNE LU BNTNULAE AN YMsTaI NN et u Ty

ialataauaa

[ i
Fig.4.13 Stress transfer angle with 90° to grain direction when stress is in transverse
direction.

#8999 (voids) thazululaeausausnaaessswauliuandlily
Fig4.14 wuifmiugashiitiannmsGadliauyssiuuvsasuavliifomsimdoniy
5eWIuAs Figd.15 deluamaniluasedlemaioduannnd (Fig4.16) woulddedufiasi
Tamatingasinesnnaiu (Fig.2.17) uanmnﬁ?uLLaulﬁ'ﬁwm‘ﬁmiNﬁ%éﬂmjﬁu iinsu
anNALsBEUANIasENNNdahemanil dasheBunnuhlslemaiomsitanazann
Fumulidrs ManaasdasinuezkavstananaMuALIIdIHed oAU
wazdamudsunanie lauaulileiu (MNAENBAANNLAUUILEDITNAADY) AN
uiasefiiiniy  uddmSunamsnageuanuuiuseieuarsanimnideuliariang

uuseiennusgniidsddgmeaddliladinainanyuaenaaanuauuaiazisime
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nnndariaiieduluunaseutiues msaadesinansamlalagananaminyes
woulfas wouldildlunsiideimmdssina 1 fadwasudlumeagmamwnssu
snsarmliunlaae 0.5 fadwas Femainhazaatymidasiasie ldagannusih
azlFuaulsifduions

(b)

Fig.4.17 Numbers of voids in OSL (shown in black points) comparing between 3
strand length (a) 15 cm (b) 10 cm (c) 5 cm.
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ANuLINLSIALazANNLINusIBnradlaedwaanhaulurasUfuams
Wssusunulaenanaasauaaelily Table 4.6 ianlSauisunanuaNI NN 0.7
(FNNA LN RIBN N AN NFNNUSIBUFUA TN UANNANTUWNE)  ANNUIILTIHIaLD

o o' 1 Y a = c{' a 1 v cl' [N 4
aupaiimenizatliads uenwmilennuatitiennyuaianaaanuiaun biuegus
4 = dl' [d v =® o 1 a 1:?’ 1
yadlataauaauad anafianwaiiissnnlaeauaatlulivsznaviedidasihafiodumnnni
Tafa5e WasuuseamalamanaziiamsanlagsuantaadiNNmn aeastriuladaauly
TataauaanynanuaulanauninlananaziioasiNgaui NN ANNUANLIIFIR
Hosn  AanNwiNuseseuasladuaadiedmnnulaiase SNudNEaS UL AN
lufinaannnduaififialumssuusei uanansznuapaynmenanaNNAuLasmMsils
& 5 o Y1 A v ' Y a R VoA v
aan luwaaandaurn lvennladinnldase wazdlunihdneniaanuenuauly
AU ANNULsaslaaupalzgedy dudasuaulianinn qenuudsizadle
dLaanAau lenuliase

Table 4.6 Strength of rubber wood (solid wood) and average strength of OSL with
different strand lengths (SG = 0.7)

. Symbol Solid OSL OSL OSL

Milgd il propenty (31/mit) wood 5 cm@ 10 crr@:2 15 cnc?
Tensile strength T, 50.91" 34.07 39.19 53.77
parallel to grain (MPa)

Tensile strength T, 2.80° 1.86 0.78 1.05
perpendicular to grain (MPa)

Compressive strength Ci —52.67" | =34.76 | -36.92 | —40.82
parallel to grain (MPa)

Compressive strength G -11.87° -9.45 -9.21 —-11.05
perpendicular to grain (MPa)

! Puajindanetr, S and Wisuttipaet, S. 2003.
> Chunwarin, 1980
3 Kasemset et al., 2000

MlFunenuanesnsud (Barns, 2001) feaulasdumsuuuadn
gaquauAudy wazttuaynsnldmmwzldussnaunGaanaulimuuulsniwniy il
FUNALINISNSTEA WUl aNLEND wniafeuauauly 2 FuFeianninu
-4! 1:! v U Y R [ <
eV ATATaR P R YIRS TIRALTI KV (172) yu2avae@NULAURMINY arctan(2dp/l) ANNLAIL
2a4laLaduasNuLana Lo aeaNNT

F1xQ

F2=
Flxsin" (arctan(2d, /1)) + Q x cos" (arctan(2d,, /1))
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die F2 iluemaudausadaasuns
Fl duanuudausezaliznannsass ldemanass 4
Q aundlvidiendu 1/20 29 F1
dy Wuanurnzaswouliiianyinny 1 mm
1 Wluenueuaulai@d 3 enwemaslananliugine 50 100 was 150 mm
n flueedmswesiedsulmiuaslalsd Hudannmsnageu
Aenaudass F1 funuaslugumsdmduanuuiusedaiiuaaadls
81911519598 IR HanIs iU B A aused Lﬁa@ﬁnﬂdwé’uﬂszaw%(t,l,mmsﬁmuﬂ
(Coefficient of determination : R?) gefie 0.83 i n =125 Tusasfianuudeusedald
AduUsEans UM IMuauAY 0.96 7 n = 1.00 wagael3lu Fig.4.18 uaz Fig.4.19
Teweausaimhiulueslfuiamsiienamniszana 1 mm dniuuny
uaurasns W lu Fig.4.18 uaz Fig4.19 praunuley “56131&1'314%@91” (Slenderness
ratio : € = l/dy) G’Z'%qLﬂuﬂ%mmlﬁ”mhﬂwmlﬁ'ﬂs:ﬂaﬂaLaau,aa ﬁuﬁammuﬁumﬁmaz
anuuisusIsamuEsuradlasLeaiiianuaulinamnnianueuazanainle
snsoihmelalasddinalimie “dandunge” i aumsdwiurinngenuuiiuse
sgmdulaeauaandasuauliifiu 0° a:lansanms 4.8 uaz 4.9

o ” 1
ANUUNUNN T, =T, - 4.8
oSk sW (20 -sin'? (arctan(2/£)) + cos'* (arctan(2/ §)) ] (48)

20-sin(arctan(2/{)) + cos(arctan(2/ C))
v v vy g 1A v a &
LL‘L!'JI‘L!N"ZIBQLﬂuﬂ‘i’IWLLﬁﬂQIVILWuT}LNBF’]UWNEIW']LLOUINLWN?IHV’YNN

ANNUTNUT990 Cyg, = Cyy ( 1 ] (4.9)

< v Y Y a A’z’ P ] T @ Y A d' [ [l <
uvuswaslawauassidnlnamaalinsannzuauiisunnuliasinsendiuggadu o
Wannsanmaesenuauliluszaugaamnssuianinsoiuaulindenuvuiies 0.3
— 0.5 NaALNASLYNUY TuwmzﬁmmmaLmulﬁ'agiﬁﬂszmm 100 — 200 HAdLNAT UUAD
5@131ahmfgemamnulﬁ'ﬁﬁﬂé’ﬁqﬁmmﬂﬁq 200 — 400 ANNUANLSlaLaFLaaNIN LAl
SEAURAEUNIING AN NIl luiaslfidnmsagwuuey Tasils
a v Y 1 =B o o Yo < <
WNINNNFNNT 4.8 Uz 4.9 uad MaaNdurge ¢ Nann 9w lvmlueduiy
1.0 2o Togt = T; waz Cost. = C; ¥IaaNuuNusIaauazannadlataauaatiauninle
Y Y a - % -~ v < Py
Aumzatliasanues msdanldanuenmaldlaanuuusigegaaungugiisens
wanlduaulilviianuenuazanuuanafigawiiazanld uanisenuisunsiu

9lcl' a = 1 cl' a v dy

aNNeMzaaulinaNNInUssana 0.7 Fadues (e lgluanudded) anwen
woulyl 100 Hadwas (€= 143) 200 Haduns (C=286) uas 300 Faduas (£ = 429)
(Meyers, 2001) wuhanuuisussvadlaaduaanioanaiuces § = 143 Januudius
vhnulateauaaniisandiugge ¢ = 286 uas ¢ = 429 asnuannemndanldluszau
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gaavnssneazliuoulaifinnueniies 150 Hadwmasnieansa §HUANNNIIAITE
N 1 Fadwes wennntuanuemuaulindanlddmsundalateausadagnimue
v o v a v ¥ < v val
agdadedu g wu msdavezesuauliiawovulianmn g Wudu woulsdinenung
o I < Y o L Y a Y @ ] 1 v =
wannnazih ilawausaiinnuueustlnadeniuliaduardnhasdialimaGaas
vy a4 o < Y [T P

wouldemaiaIasdnsitululdaguiuddndae

60 -

50 -

40 -

30 -

20 -

Tensile Strength (MPa)

10 4

0 L L L 1
0 50 100 150 200
Strand length (mm)

Fig.4.18 Modified Hankinson’s formula as different order “n” for predicting tensile
strength parallel to grain of OSL made from rubber wood with SG = 0.7, 1
mm of strand length
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Fig.4.19 Modified Hankinson’s formula as different order “n” for predicting
compressive strength parallel to grain of OSL made from rubber wood with
SG =0.7, 1 mm of strand length
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4.3.3 MSNAFBUMINAFDNG
NaNISNadaULEAdlY Table 4.7 mmﬂ"m‘hLwnziﬂﬂLa?;ﬂLviwﬁ’u 0.77
USanamnuduadanihiu 7.85% dudszanienuulsusuiisdnivacliias (16%
SsuanuAugga (MOR) uaz 229 smsulugaatangu(MOE))

Table 4.7 Results of static bending test

Specimen | SG | MC (%) (1\16[?)5) é\(/[}gaE) Sp ecé\f/};:fOR Sp eczi(}ﬁ;al;/IOE
Type 0-V | 0.76 8.38 64.58 8.47 84.59 11.09
(%CV) 4.51) (1.92) (1.99) (4.29) (4.08) (0.28)
Type 0-X | 0.70 8.34 63.56 8.40 90.88 11.99
(%CV) (3.44) (0.63) (11.54) (7.58) (13.04) (6.83)
Type 0-XV| 0.72 8.41 71.14 9.45 99.23 13.19
(%CV) (6.42) (0.54) (11.95) (8.09) (9.51) (7.12)
Type I-V | 0.75 7.61 52.10 4.58 69.57 6.11
(%CV) (2.80) (8.91) (5.98) (5.25) (3.37) (2.49)
Type I-X | 0.82 7.54 62.16 5.73 75.46 6.94
(%CV) (8.34) (0.83) (10.56) (16.64) (3.27) (9.96)
Type I-XV | 0.84 7.39 77.29 6.50 92.48 7.77
(%CV) (2.39) (1.74) (5.29) (8.64) (2.95) (7.64)
Type I-V | 0.73 7.91 46.76 4.57 64.19 6.28
(%CV) (3.48) (3.53) (11.53) (8.75) (8.26) (5.91)
Type II-X | 0.82 7.58 68.31 5.69 83.52 6.95
(%CV) (2.52) (1.58) (16.75) (8.19) (18.22) 9.02)
Type I-XV| 0.77 7.49 68.77 5.90 89.13 7.64
(%CV) 2.73) 0.21) (9.29) (3.94) (11.76) (5.54)

ANNUNUTNAANWIDY Type T waz Type 11 faniaenm Typr 0

Useaol 10%-25% lugaadavguaniiumisiiadaaniy 50 % walawlSauiisy
v & < [ v A v v a1 v v v [ 1

3¢ IN Type I wae Type 11 ‘mmmu;mmeLLazTuQaaﬂwqumumluLmﬂm\muamq

Hladanneadd wianezesenyliuandiuliussnnduiaguinanenanianm

saulmaayunuasulianngesanuuuiasmnn (uni 2 W 2.5.2) (WarufiagiIuan

=

fywlivandniuinnin eanuudsusdauaslugaatovguaniadian Ly

L]



Table 4.8 ANOVA of static bending test
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Source of Variation e SUI L Mean Square | F-ratio
Freedom Square
Specific modulus of rupture : sSMOR
SSTr 8 2650 331
Length 2 1703 852 14.04**
Orientation 2 725 363 5.98%*%*
Length&Orientation 4 222 56 0.92
SSE 18 1092 61
SST 26 3743
Grouping by DMRT
Length'
XV* X° Ve
Orientation'
(Type 0)" (Type D)’ (Type I
Specific modulus of elasticity in bending : sSMOE
SSTr (Strand Length) 8 37.42
Length 2 9.50 4.75 22.99%*
Orientation 2 27.59 13.79 66.77**
Length&Orientation 4 0.33 0.08 0.401
SSE 18 3.72 0.21
SST 26 41.14
Grouping by DMRT
Length’
XV X Ve
Orientation'
(Type 0)* (Type I)° (Type II)°

**Highly significant (o = 0.01)
' The same letter is the same group with a. = 0.01, ranking from max. to min. mean.
* The same letter is the same group with o = 0.05, ranking from max. to min. mean.

HANMTILATEHNNEDA Llaedtaseianuulsdsiu (ANOVA) 10
Table 4.8 ugaaliiiiui Bndwarasanuenuoulifinadaanuudausaadimzuas
Tugdadavdudasmnsadiitedmdniamadd (o = 0.01) dndwaznsmaiFeayuiing
deanuuiwusidaimnzuaslugdsanudavdudaiimsaaiiteddniomnadn (o =
0.01) uazlifidndwasinszvinanuenuauliuazmsdeayn ANNUTIUNAATINIZ
uarlugdadangudadimsdamuuandeiuns 3 ssauamnuemuovlyl Gaennunnlum
fada 15 wudues 10 wudiwes wos 5 wudmes muady weiwnhivgauila
anugmuauliiiingu Taaauaa Type 0 Waemuudsusidagedauaslugaaianguda
g\‘mdﬂataauaa Type I uaz Type II uaaeoy Fig.4.20 uaz Fig.4.21
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Fig.4.20 Specific MOR vs. strand length for different orientation of OSL
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Fig.4.21 Specific bending MOE vs. strand length for different orientation of OSL



140 -
|
120 A

100

oo
(=)
1

MOR = 21.346 + 8.4782(MOE)
R*=0.6723

MOR (MPa)
3

N
<
1

20 4

0 T T T T T T 1
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
MOE (GPa)

Fig.4.22 Modulus of rupture (MOR) vs. Modulus of elasticity (MOE) in bending

Table 4.9 Regression analysis of MOR and MOE in bending
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The regression equationis y =21.3 + 8.48x

Predictor Coef S.D.

Constant 21.346 8.764

X 8.478 1.184

Se=7.593 R-sq =67.2% r-sq(adj) = 65.9%

Analysis of Variance

Source DF SS MS F
Pr

Regression 1 2956.9 2956.9 51.28
0.000

Error 25 1441.5 57.7

Total 26 4398.4

D@ EUNTINTEUINANNLIIIRan3 B Ngaaunn31I (MOR) way

Tugaatianduan (MOE) azlad Tugaauansuaslugasdanguaniinnadunusia

uaseludannadnitedagnedds (Pr<0.0001) 0 Fig.4.22 wadlanzinNao

uaeNae Table 4.9 AmeaIaAdaUNINIZIU (standard error of estimates) N@AIUDHNIN

WNEN 7.59 wazdnUsEansuviamsmuue R = 0.672
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ANHUENITIIAYD9 DA EULE LN DBANULNAATNNN N UIN BRI NN UGG A
wazusaaau iUy Tuuaazi IR0 NIAUDAUS UM ULULALAAANNLAU
MRUSNUENIMIUAN 1NN aLFLaasULNNANIINNURIOULUY AIsUSaanmaau
3 dgl = %3 d' a % Agl -3 v Y = T a d?, = v 1 d'
AaNLEIURAUN UM NUEUNAFUSULSING (WD 4.3.2) Jaliiiedy femuaen
% Y KR = a a vVa Qs . 4 day Ay dl' a
SuanueuiIsiamMAUAnauaNaauaaely Fig.4.23 uwazdlizunadauunduliaiin
MPAUANEIMUSNULAIALANTITA LT 9N R0 U UL U UUS NULAUNA NN UTIA

Fig.4.24 (lumsnegaulumudaanuaniuauiaugegatio luuinuauusnunena)

Fig.4.24 Tension failure mode on the bottom surface and shear failure mode in the
middle of OSL in static bending test.
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THNUA AN IALAAANNIAUAILAZANNAUDA WUV LNIZITEN6)

< 1 < oA a [ v & =
L'lJu?JNL‘Vl']vL‘Vi‘iﬂGI'IN LLGILNElW‘\]']ﬁﬂ!'lIﬂLLﬂ‘L!ﬁﬁQ"llBQLLQUINﬂuLLmazﬁuﬂﬁiﬁﬂﬁ (LPUMIN

L]
v v k4

WWeuRauny x wasunuasIndeufauny vy 90 Fig4.12) anuenuoulidlinade
ANNUNULTNA A ULAENNUNDeZU UM INAFaamIaLazMIan NMsaadanuaaauauly
N Y a ' v v VA v val £ o v v
filitiayumenaaenuauuaztdavinilaswoulal’ wouldfenannzwinliynmenaa
) P ¥ & Py . P v a
anuauaasy avdUsznauenuaulutnasanidey (wnu z 0 Fig.4.12) filiiae
MITaRMUpeae laduaaaasasuaNNe U lenAUITN LS uTNNUGaa Lo anaiu

wazANNeMwaU L NNTugIn I adaeNtpeas (an Fig4d.14 — 4.17) Tamanag

v g v

Wamsitanndarnunaiiivesas Tuwuddadsuldseanniuiisanuenuaulsd
indy

Tugdadavdunaslaaausatuiulivsznavivagfiuiameniudendu
lﬂ'ﬁLﬂuﬁaqaaﬂﬁma'ﬂﬂ (Barnes, 2000) Lﬁ'aaguqulai"l,ﬁﬂwwmtmmummaqmu
Tugaatanguidiaoaas lvlugaatavduvaslawwaawuy 1 wazuuy 1T daniae
ANKUY 0

wannniuENMIsaulaswanniud (Bames, 2001) dslinamsdnnm
findagmsulaeauaauuy 0 Wasuluwudandnais deuaasly Fig.d.25 uas Fig.4.26
Wisuifisuiienudiiione 0.7 laaTugasdavdumsdald R2=0.92 7 n=0.95 dw
Anuiausdald R? = 0.89 #i n = 1.00 LLazﬁWTugﬁaﬁﬂwajuLLa:ﬂawuLL%Qmemlﬁ'ﬁq
MOEgw = 9.42 GPa w8z MORgw = 95.45 MPa dN& 10U ANNFNNUS LI Laaaanms
4.10 oy 4.11

lugaataveuan
1
MOE,., =MOE,,, - 4.10
st W ( 20-sin"* (arctan(2/£)) + cos”® (arctan(2 / Q))] (4-10)
ANUUINUIIN A
MOR,,, =MOR,, | —— 1 @4.11)
20-sin(arctan(2/C)) + cos(arctan(2/ C))

FULHENAUMSNAFIUNMSINLALMTDN FNMTTNAULFAILTRNT 80
ANEINAYAENN ANNLTILSIGaLazlugaatianduangazin lnamaslienindade
& P v Y a do ' ot < v ¢ ' o v
nnduauiisulanulienaindanduEealustud wilumagasvnssniidasndi
7gauszana 250 (ANNKUIUSENIM 0.6 Hadluas ANueMUszau 150 Jadluas)

AanuuBNLseauarlugasiavguanaziiany 86% wasldenamnade
ANNUNUTAAZBelBLELRALUY 0 ganTuuu T wasuuy I Hlvna
asnunumMengefnlarinall fedauniansandndnaresdayaiiugiueasmsdin

v v < = [ v A | =] [ Y a R
IQLLﬂ ANINELZNLLINONLLDS RO IN@JBHSW%QU@QLLBS@W LLazﬂslﬂaﬁUWﬂluWJ?laﬂ@lﬂ
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Fig.4.25 Modified Hankinson’’s formula as different order “n” for predicting bending
MOE parallel to grain of OSL from rubberwood with SG = 0.7, | mm of
strand thickness
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Fig.4.26 Modified Hankinsons formula as different order “n” for predicting bending
MOR parallel to grain of OSL from rubberwood with SG = 0.7, 1 mm of
strand thickness
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4.4 mMsdsudsanuudngas
NINMINATOUM AWM IR Wuhlugaadangunsoe E' wasnmssa E
gavlawausanvauludasdjudmsiienuananny mlddadnaenuaumnluwued
aauadduniasnnuaziivliag o Avnarmihaadndald uaazidavduluduuu
wniaailissnnlugaatiandumasaiimannnilugaansis TusunsudnamsIven
laliuarmnuni 2 (Mvualvlugaanisfauazmssauniuuaziinniulianinsase)
=® v a < 4 & o va [ [ | Vo oAg v a
Fdpldsuulasdniaalurunaumstmuaantdvesian laalugaatandgunldaziis
90 2 M (Ey, Ey) (U 4 a1 @
T <~ U ) = = dgl
E! Aalugaatiangunsdaluiiamuidean
E{ Aalugaatangunsan luiiamadean
E] Aalugasdangunsialuiiaasmniuden
C <~ U R ) L a gj e 139’
E! Aalugaatiangunsanluiidasainiuidau
Walugaatanguil 2 gaAagansuanuaude (E; waz E)) uasganiuany
wuse (ES waz ES) wwizrussumsmunaenueuivldsulileaiiuduns

° o

fvuadwmisunuaziivuaaelily Fig4.27 fiaunaufaannddriuniwasunuasiiv
uInnay vinauniaunuazsiiuld Ef waz ES mmzsuanuause dmwvinalauny
aziiuld B! uaz E) ezsuanuauin anuudnaenueumning (Fig.2.4) uaz
asdaumuniunuaziivanzunianuausniugud (ox = 0)  uanhauns
v >~ P v o1 aq v al v v & v 1 4 ' Y o 3 &
latinuSsuisunuamilaaundlinaumihil dedlalinssiuazidzunaunsm
v ' & Y o ] a A g oA v &

muauluinivualoglddumisunuasiiuile niilduaEuduy aunsenianu
uaneNaIunuaztiuilauaznannd e nuvseaglureuwanmwuald

d} (= Y ' v ¢ I3 a1 Yo o aw S

Wasnnlugaaidiaunazdanadrumidgauiumililammsialunuiseiiag
v A ‘ ¥ daoey di v
aavdszanamnsaasinnlulunsunandnnalasazulsamssaaivelilaanlnaides
e d' T d' L T Y a o
Aumsnedassnnigalasaulsliazeglugdnvadliadeaeaasliluamenuin o an
menzianusaulmeaasniddenaudazainnyesanuwuureslaausaluuni 2 7
i linsiuh Tugaadauiinadannuuiauswsdlaeausa wasanduwIdreaing
v o & v [ A v v Y < v v <
dagann uatlawdsennsaasnsannunadlanduuaasldiiuniinadaanaueussils

oauaaadNannuaasly Fig.4.28 uaz Fig.4.29
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Fig.4.27 Flowchart for modification in determining principal stresses as N.A. does
not concide eith the centroidal axis of the cross section because E' # E©

a o 1 v a IS [ | v A Ao Y < L
wamwmumaﬁmmmzum‘[mg]amaaumwuwm‘lﬁ’l@mmmummeﬂu

v
A

o S v . LY ] v 2 N < A v N
niiAsluaudangegams Fig.d.28 dandmndgasdaunnenuudausilanaziannlos
Funalannaaanuiiagagai vi = 0.60 uadrannaruwdseiiagaini (Fig.4.29)
< Y < P < = v av & a 1 [ v 4 v v v
fazlaaanuudusengeauludn wanuideiiidangnsandumidseliagludae
wenduliadeeagszning 0.2 -0.6 uazlugasmilauddudennuazagludiwasliad

5twi4 0.03 — 0.20 whuaslugdsdanguanadeu ((sE])  =2177 MPa wufe

average

65.30 MPa < sGy, < 435.36 MPa) Staglugiinsaungusaansvise
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Maximum moment as a function of shear modulus (Gj;) and Poisson’s ratio
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WaRMsananwazMIUANIAeTunvIunasaumsaaninuNluanudeme
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v v e v v vy v .
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VA v o I U 14 a2 [ 4 Y 2 v

amflannnmsarnalumluwudggensunasaviule wardunuarly

2 ™ ~ I3 ' v ' v v oA a £
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Tdanuaundrwnalannanns (3.2) Ramuwnsunuasiiiulilaagnuuinenaisdn
aaluiiialugaatindumstisuazmsdaimuananny uwatenszuumsuSsuiisuaeiad
[~ J ] o v = = v Y Y a
Aldlumshenanhennmsnessulunlauiisuiudayazaliads

HauaslugaddavguaIsiuasmMIdandniy lugasdlaunusanadiuing

709 anWULMIUAZaBUNeday wazanuanmwedlimmiuluwdasiunaday &9
v 4:%’ v ) = 1 < Py Yo [

wafiazgniszana udlsudisumanuueusinilanuaamsnagauasazuaaslily

%4 L4 1

Witanalu



112

4.5 wWSgugunanIsnadaunuAINNLUUIIABY
MaSauigumnnuuunasuazmaInmMInadavasilauiisunnuuums
(5N 1AESDHAZANNAIIALADDUANIN

SPHATANNADINLAIDUANIN

v ! AIANNMIAUIN - AININNTNOFDU
F8ZANNANALATDY = x100 ........... 3.7

AANNMINAFDU

manmsdnnmazldlugdstanguiuazsazatlaeduaauuy 0 AN
NIz UNAFaULAAzY Hanalugadiiautazanaiunidrenliainim

uausegege  wazmmualimsitinedudiimuaisuanuauss

4.5.1 Tawauaauuy 0 (Type 0) Geuouldonnen (0° ynau)
Table 4.10 ud@WaLUIBUNEUMANINNITNAFTDULBLAINNMITAIUIN
Y an v ° o a & R [ 1t
ANNLAUN LANNNMTAUIMIANT AN LT eNIdasliminsenutiiasann ludanu
wuluwnamnnuideutaaNueudauiiadu (HasnnSeswaulailuwud 0° NavNe)
aniignTaenuaNIeusIInFuLazaNNeudauluanmsanudenevaly-Sad
Fegnaeaanld enlannmsdmmnanieualumedudaiiewaden

Table 4.10 Bending strength (MOR) comparison of OSL Type 0 between test and

calculation
Specimen | SG | Test (MPa) Ca(ll(\:;[lll)?)lon Error (%)
Type 0 V1 | 0.78 63.58 48.63 -23.52
Type 0 V2 | 0.79 66.03 49.40 -25.19
Type 0 V3 | 0.73 64.12 45.34 -29.30
Average 0.76 64.58 47.79 -26.00
Type 0 X1 | 0.68 60.10 48.25 -19.71
Type 0 X2 | 0.73 58.59 51.56 -12.01
Type 0 X3 | 0.69 71.98 49.14 -31.73
Average 0.70 63.56 49.65 -21.77
Type 0 XV1| 0.76 71.95 71.22 -1.02
Type 0 XV2| 0.67 62.27 62.63 0.57
Type 0 XV3| 0.72 79.21 67.40 -14.91
Average | 0.72 71.14 67.08 -5.70
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ANNAMALARDUAFAND +0.57 % LNIUNUAINNNMTNATDU U
ANNANALADUTIFAND —31.73 % (NIUNUAININNINAFRY ANNAIIALAIBULRDE
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Fig.4.30 Average bending strength (MOR) comparison of OSL Type 0

ANuLdusImumsaazadlaeduaanmuiuladmsnmannmsne
a9 oalluwamnannmsnsznganuninuliuluwulng (Vertical Density Profile) fla

whﬁ'umaa@ﬁgwﬁ'"né’@Lwiﬁgﬂl,mm‘ﬂugﬂ T (Maloney, 1993; Geimer, 1985; Kollmann
and Co6té, 1968)
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Fig.4.31 A “Z-shape” vertical density profile through thickness (Wang, et al., 2000)
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ANNUIIUTBLBLEFUIATUBEAUANNWILUY  ANNNIIULYUEIEY

ANNUBIUINENGD (Maloney, 1993) msnsznganuninuiugy = mldanuudeuse

waslugaatianguusnuiimuuanganiuaunan asuluaudaalsdinginssunaie

U3 I (Geimer, 1985; Kollmann and Coté, 1968) IaLaauaaﬁﬁgmmumsﬂs:mﬂ

ANunInwiuhiuNaaasaaNNmnasisduuunsnsznganiauudunsea

Fig.4.32a usiislawausaiimanszansenumnuiuiugd T enuauiioduiiadimu

wanIzganNUndma Figd.32b msduiitnsamluimudawsieganindndals il

lﬂ'QI YR J a
ussnnnsuladegenining

(b)

Fig.4..32 Stress profile in bending of OSL (a) with uniform VDP and (b) with “Z-

shape” VDP
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4.5.2 lawausauuu I (Type I) wazwuy II (Type II) Seauauly 20 Auuss

10 %u
Y aq v o 4 = & Yo o

anueuilannmsmundnnaiaNuFEenIgaslianaenuy
Taatnamianuaugege (MSC)  Tangeninnamianudemevadls-gad  (THC)
iasnninamianuaugge lilaaa U JannusssninenuaumuLInEsy. ANNAUa
MNFIULAzANNAUERDY Feennnaeiaesly-FaanaidsufFunust enaesdiu
Wdznas (Poisson’s ratio) Hewinu 0.6 waslugasiiou (G) 1o 75 MPa was 100
MPa Gauanaluasn 6

Table 4.11 MOR comparison of OSL Type I between experiment and calculation

THC MSC
Specimen SG AT G
p (MPa) Vi2 (MPa) Cal. Error Cal. Error

(MPa) | (%) | (MPa) | (%)
Type I-V-1 | 0.76 | 54.64 | 0.6 75 39.99 | -26.82 | 4091 | -25.14
TypeI-V-2 | 0.72 | 48.62 | 0.6 75 38.62 | -20.58 | 39.50 | -18.77
Type I-V-3 | 0.76 | 53.04 | 0.6 75 39.96 | -24.65 | 40.88 | -22.92

Average 0.75 52.10 | 0.6 75 39.52 | -24.02 | 40.43 | -22.28
Type I-X-1 | 0.80 | 57.93 0.6 75 46.29 | -20.09 | 47.44 | -18.10
Type I-X-2 | 090 | 69.73 0.6 100 | 53.34 | -23.50 | 56.24 | -19.34
Type I-X-3 | 0.77 | 58.83 0.6 75 45.21 | -23.15 | 46.33 | -21.25

Average 082 | 62.16 | 0.6 | 833 | 48.28 | -22.25 | 50.00 | -19.56

Type - XV-1| 0.86 81.96 | 0.6 100 | 58.78 | -28.28 | 60.92 | -25.67

Type I-XV-2] 0.83 75.56 | 0.6 100 | 56.19 | -25.63 | 60.56 | -19.85

Type I-XV-3| 0.82 | 74.35 0.6 100 | 54.84 | -26.25 | 60.38 | -18.79

Average 0.84 | 77.29 | 0.6 100 | 56.60 |-26.72 | 60.62 | -21.44

dwSulaeauaauuu I (Feauovlsl 20 4u) anuemamaauigazas
THC 0 —20.09% §gafa —28.28 % Liisufumanmsnaday aAnueMALAaoUMe
2849 MSC #d ~18.10% §Ngafa —25.67 % WHiguAiumMNNMINeaay mMonaIuNIdYes
enu 0.6 waslugasiiau (G) 18@ 75 MPa uaz 100 MPa
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Fig.4.33 MOR of OSL Type I comparing between experiment and calculation

Tugaadauiivanndasfumgegalimiuandiuluudazanueniuou
Iihhasfimmamnannanudninmeziuandiurasiunasaulasazdanafiui
nasauiiianudnsumeinhalugdndauiininzanfaziinipanhdeaiuldly
Table 4.11 fienuemuovlsl 5 wudies anudrsiwzagszwi 0.72 — 0.76 1ée
Tugaamiou 75 MPa  luzaiiianuenuovlsl 15 wudiwes anududumzannhie
0.82-0.86 dadldmlugaaiiauiiganiide 100 MPa Falsingmasidanaailudnune
yhldwesliienuemudidimnznnnhdeniienlugdaiigeni

dmdulaeausauuy I (Geauoulsl 10 4u) anuamaLAdaumgn
Tas THC o —20.59% gegafia —49.98 % Liisufumanmmasey anuamaaday
igalas MSC o +3.05% gegaia —36.12 % isududmanmanaday maandu
Wdgaliannu 0.6 wazlugaaidau (G) 1de 120 MPa uaz 100 MPa aauaasly
Table 4.12 uaz Fig4.34 Tugdaiouiisennassfusmgegadmivloweieawuy 11 A
Snsasuideduuuy 1 fafidnnndudoanusndiimsresiunasauannzulsany

8193wz 0.70-0.75 lFmlugaaiian 100 MPa TuraeianueNIIws 0.75-0.83
leelugaaiiion 120 MPa



Table 4.12 MOR comparison of OSL Type II between experiment and calculation
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THC MSC
Specimen SG L. v G
p (MPa) 2 (MPa) | Cal. | Error | Cal. | Error
(MPa) | (%) |(MPa)| (%)
Type II-V-1 | 0.70 | 40.69 0.6 100 | 32.31 |-20.59|42.11| 3.50
Type II-V-2 | 0.73 | 48.58 0.6 100 | 33.72 [-30.58|43.39 |-10.68
Type II-V-3 | 0.75 | 51.00 0.6 100 | 34.58 |-32.19(44.14|-13.44
Average 0.73 | 46.76 0.6 100 | 33.54 |-27.79|43.21 | -6.88
Type II-X-1 | 0.80 | 76.68 0.6 120 | 38.35 [-49.98| 49.45 |-35.51
Type 1I-X-2 | 0.83 | 55.27 0.6 120 | 3995 |-27.72|51.02| -7.70
Type 1I-X-3 | 0.83 | 72.98 0.6 120 | 40.25 [-44.85|51.31|-29.69
Average 0.82 | 68.31 0.6 120 | 39.52 [-40.85| 50.59 |-24.30
Type [I-XV-1| 0.77 | 65.87 0.6 120 | 40.70 |-38.20|49.49 |-24.86
Type I[I-XV-2| 0.75 | 76.09 0.6 120 | 39.86 |-47.61|48.61 |-36.12
Type I[I-XV-3| 0.80 | 64.34 0.6 120 | 42.10 |-34.57|50.94 |-20.84
Average 0.77 | 68.77 0.6 120 | 40.89 [-40.13|49.68 |-27.27
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Fig.4.34 MOR of OSL Type II comparing between experiment and calculation
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lugaadaunuanannuudhanuaniimnzeadaeauaaiuy I was
wuu 1T enAusueRlamg NN FULUUM SN TENEANNMNUUNNILANENTY TD1aaws
auuy I Seawouldmeluduyueng quasivuy I Geavaulimeludy 0° navue ms
waaniuzawaulailuuuu T wae wuu 11 3UanaNiy MINssneaNInINLLLIT
uan@nu (Lang and Wolcott, 1990) aaiifizNnamaaNvuinaIdNiazuanaNnum
FULUUMINTENEANUNNUUUANNY

ANNEanaIaNiezuMImMImuInlaaauaanFaaNNLUUa™N 7 Ja
# uanMnAziinanNNMInsENgaNNnINLEuna iwa luiide4.5.1 Neuansg
parMInszngaNNriLiugl = ilidunasauiimenuudausannnnidnmua
gafinarasnnuliuwivauzasynuoubiluudasrunazanudaulmeaslugasidou-gas
duwadyaee

Funadauiianuninlseann 20 Tadwns wiseandly 20 9u aeliy
waasBulANUMINUSINN 1 T0EWNT ANUMLYBIBUNAFTRUNIUTNINDNNUTENIN
Fuliasnnenalidluszdsvasawauldony Fig.4.35 lvyuwouladluguiu g Lidluly
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7 2 Mismnud yunwdsuldluwdazsuiinadaanuudsussaaloagunvieen
wnunaInui ladasBlinannuiiy wazazdinalvlateausasuiminussnnla
dagaa Zeennnmsizezaslaeausanuy 0 innauiu 0° dauudazimsmdanaiiu
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Fig.4.35 Overlap between layers in OSL
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mswdaNfusznINguNanMnazih liynuaulifialunniiansaz iy
v v o Y a 3 Y o £ v 2
war dalinarlvdiadnngmsaimsnssnsaniauugl T annaudneig iasnms
winannuraswau i IiuiwesSesnsalanuwnniuné (Lang and Wolcott, 1990)
dl' v Y v d' " v ] = v 1-2}1-24 J 4 4 v g
Wadasaulvlaanuvninunny uduesendanianuvinmnnniassldusdonniu
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Usnaimdaniunzananuazazaina lUGsgUuuumsnszsneanuaumNaNNuL
MU UMD IMIKINEEUEN WaANNBUIKENGNIUUSOMRING ANY
uBsussdanazanndumuludaasilaaduelivarnniide 4.5.1 laweauaaniinig
::4' @ val o .:I o v g '
wdanAuzasuaulaifinanidy wuu T waz wuy 11 iessnnmsdesuaulaiibuyue g

RHANUANWUUTNEIUBNGINTIUUY 0 GIHUKIMINAFBUZBIMUY T was wuy 1T 39ld
AIANNANALAIDUGINTIANE

UBNNNFUUUUMINTENYANNNNUUUMNANNANUAZNTHABNNY
rououliuay andfdenalaun lugaaiaunazaanadiumidyes Fuilaaasmiliiace
< (% T o A . a
ANNUIksIdnadlaaauaagInasiuaaslily Figd.29 o u3nnqneaazeInsIn
anuguandungenn tudadlugamdauionaralunnaaduiednisy anw
HOWAIANANZUAUNMIIIUEANNILTNGAEBlBIaaKBaziAININ  LUUTIaBIEY
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Fig.4.29 Maximum moment as a function of shear modulus (G,;) and Poisson’s ratio
(v12) in 3D-surface (repeat)
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4.6. GRAl

1. fenuemuaulilugin 5 — 15 wudwes anuudausslufiemamande
dindudiarnuenuovliiistuudanuemuouldlifnadelugasmatauasmadalu
wmadsy uannntuanuenuaulilifnadarnuudusuasTugdadanguly
wnaMnEBUME weznnsadsusumsanuduRussiheNuLisaslaloduas
AuaNNueLsat iz Nasazsandusgazasuaulile

2. Mmadaauaulifinadaanuuiusdousslugastionguaazaslaaduas
TosTataauaauuy 0 (Feedenuen 0° nagu) denuudussdauasTugdatanguda
gegauazmadesuovliluduuinafnasiivedarnuuiusidauas lugdatonguda
ENEIRE MRENLEHEN

3. snnmsdnaliialndidsstuaildnammedaulasamslodauss
wuu 0 AwauliiZeadamuen (0° nﬂ%gu) wazeilganmssmunaduannazlvaniag
nhennmsnagauiemauwainanmsnsznsanamnuiumuunauisy < v
Tenulateauaaing@nssnaaeamug I

4. Jaspanaqlaun msnszansanuBLdumNLIIAY (Vertical  density
profile) 1ugy £ davinludlalowauss anudaulmussanuuiusidalugdaidian

wazMSaaNaINUYaLaU LY 1M sMuaEanaIn





