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Studies on the Wood Rays in Coniferous Woods *'
— Mutural Relation on the Indicators of Wood Rays in Coniferous Woods —
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Abstract

In the present paper [ described the relations of wood ray indicators such as ray heighe, ray width,
nuniber of rays per 0.25mm?, ray spacing and fusiform ray height on the stem of Pinus koraiensis
and Larix leptolepis grown at the Experiment Forest of Kangweon National University.

The results may be summarizedas follows.

1. The number of rays and ray spacing were generally decreased with the increase of ray height on

the sample woods.

According to the trec species the patterns ot varition of ray width with the increase of ray height

were different, namely the relation between ray width and ray height showed some positive

correlation on Pinus koraiensis and negative on Larix leptolepis.

3. It was recognized that the variation of fusiform ray height due to the increase of ray height
indicated two patterns(the increasing and constant regions) in sample woods. This boundary
seemed to appear at six cells of ray heighr on Pinus koraiensis and nine cells on Larix leptolepis.

4. The relation between fusiform ray height and number of rays had a negative correlation on Pinus
koraiensis, but this tendancy was not obvicus on Larix leptolepis. And ray spacing and ray width
due to the increase of fusiform ray height were generally decreased.

5. On the whole the values of ray spacing and ray width became gradually larger in proportion to
the increase of number of rays.

6. According to the increase of ray spacing the values of ray width also increased gradually. But chis

tendency was more clear on Pinus koraiensis than larix leptolepis.
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Fig. 1. Relation between number of rays and
ray height on Prnus koratensis.
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Fig. 2. Relation between number of rays and ray

height on Larix leptolepis.
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height on Larix leptolepis.
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Fig. 5. Relation between ray width and ray
height on Pinus koraiensis.
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height on Larix leptolepis.
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fusiform ray height on Pinus koraiensis.
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