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Review article

Simple Viewpoints on the Method of Timber Non-destructive

Testing and the Correct Use of Formula and Unit

Yan-San Huang

[ Summary ]

Non-destructive or micro-destructive techniques are widely used to detect the density,
strength, sound speed and dynamic elasticity of woody materials. In this paper, the methods and
equations of measuring the longitudinal, transverse and torsional vibration modulus of wood are
briefly illustrated. Many authors have misused formulas and units from the published literature
survey. Therefore, the purpose of this paper is to illustrate the correct use of wood non-destructive
testing formulas and units. By clarifying and discussing the cases of misuse and substitution here,
the academic community can use the relevant formulas correctly in the future, and can also avoid

continuing to misuse the wrong formulas.

Key words: Wood, Non-destructive techniques, Formula, Unit.

Huang YS. 2021. Simple viewpoints on the method of timber non-destructive testing and the cor-
rect use of formula and unit. Taiwan J For Sci 36(2):161-70.

t
il

R S B AT ) T e A e B B e
(R E g SRV 7/ E =W I o W p e 3 |
ARARINAE MR 5 S BB PR () - FE I
FHEE AR (B NEGZ M E - TSRk
8 o JEmE A S DAB B RIS E
FeBE  HMEETEEANM "8, - &
i S 7 38 T G A A 15 3B AR AR R
WY RBREAAARMEEEE o 3HHE B
FRE - SE WA ATEATAE Y B2 bRy R B I £
B fER R @Y R B R A
i » 41Sears & Zemansky (1952) [y T KEY)
PHEE (College Physics) ; il :

Ve JEL e, (1)
)
E, :Vzp ...................................................... 2)

HAEENE - A2 i S SR RERE - T
fii ) R EENERE > DICGSA L -Rw-B
H ¥ A7 (Centimeter-gram-second system of

units) ZMM S > HrhViyem/s » plyg/em’ >
E Al Fsdyne/cm’ ; ffif MKSZ2A R -2 - F il B
fii(Meter-kilogram-second system units) %
HE - VEm/s o plykg/m’ » EHIJN/m? -
Hrb o VIEfEmFT B LARDL2Lr R (fr By B
ARILRF Rz, H FT AT A5 v s
FEOMEBFFTIREEE - LEAMERE) -
B 72 I o o e Oy i W E I - JI 2
DUBRBE Ry LW BE R 2 S B B T2 Je
L/THRKAG o BT CGSEALRMAP » R19544F
2610 3 S BT #8 & (General Conference
of Weights and Measures, CGPM)#& K B i/ &
o EFMEKS AT Ry B R B R (Systéme
International d’Unités) - fEfESIH » FESCHIE
International System of Units o 7F It R H'E
BEiRMke » BE Rym o il s o 75 1L
FEF » HATAEM RN (kgm/s®) » Sk
Pa (N/m?) ~ kPa (10° Pa) » MPa (10° Pa)fIGPa
(10° Pa)5§ « 7F _F3it 28 e i Bl 8 ok AR B E 1) B
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Ri{ESTELA FyPa - S [ - HETEIEE LAYEZE
BT - R B ARE AT s A B
B EBR ST -

BEARANRE - BHAEERERYZES - THEA
BRI 2% & H PR 2EH] (inch-pound) BLA7 - 6]
fNTimoshenko & Young (1955)fF HR&) T2 b
HEPERELA TG ERR

EXpy R EREE - BARIb/in’ o ghE TN
S (386 in/s’) » ViZ B Byin/s o [E,Z BAH
Fylb/in’ - 52 > RAEEEERETRR e
HH R | 2 FE R (m) B R (w) 2 HR
BlEm = wig -

EIEHEY NN REENHA
HRIRAXE R A AR AL HESE - B
B & R R LA AR B E - BTR S
miEf - BHEF kg - BLLL Bk A (2) K Bl -
FR B R BE R E ST BLAL - BUE IR
B0 55 o HE D BELAL Bk AS R BE A7 AH A R
(m/s)’ (kg/m’) = (kg - m/s®)/m’ = N/m” » [LH]I
JEJ1Pa » I 7EMIE i AL IR AT FsPa o {HKPa
HIRI B AR % - #UH R kPa ~ MPamGPazk
FoR o A TR ¥ A kgf/em 2K ORI - 0]
FIF 1IMPa = 10.2 kgf/cm IRI{RAHAE o fHirFE
FiQ)REHFHE, (kgf/em®) E AW ITHY -
SV = 4500 m/s ~ p = 400 kg/m’Ju @il » DA
K (2)FHEEE, = 8100 MPa » i A #2 182620
kgf/em®

1 FERB S A B AR Bl 1 (R B I A

HEE AR S SR 2 e 4 e ki
SE AN B AR R R P RO Bl e R
AL - f2 R R E A i 2
% - HEAYPRE R » R HERN
#4E o DUN 22 Timoshenko & Young » Bodig
& Jayne (1982) » GRHHIRE] » faiRE) S HhHRE)
BN AR ZERY A -

2. 1R EN IR %
(D)#EF I (Ultrasonic testing method)

Qe 1 R 7R A kA W B 4331 2 T 7 =X
AT — Ui R B A 0 55— Ry IUME i o
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P I A T AR B R B T 4
TR RS P B A B 22 I 13 i i R P D () T
REEHFRFEEE L - BEMREQL)BRIUTHE
T W AERAM PHSHEE Y o 4R S A(2) AT
AR BB AREE, - 255 HIR TR
Vizquez et al (2015) (RS BHEAAM B
SRR R o Sl B D JRR A e R ot R PR IR L
%o A fEE#E 2 - Gongalves et al (2019)f%F]
& B < Bl - EAEMIRE T - 352
T A P L PR e B B 3 i S A 25 R A [ e S
il )T I HUEARM Y+ REEEAE M (R - S
P CRI(E, ~ Er > Ep)  BYEITSRE CREL(G
Gup ™ Grp) ERREE(V > Vi s Vir > Vi > Vig
Vo) » TR R A BT 0y = A 55
S 3CEkBucur (2006) Ry AN HEHEE 2%
& E R R AR BB R B E B
AR ERARHGL - FHEH LR -

ultrasonic generator

receiver L_ 1 _.| emittor

Fig. 1. Ultrasonic testing method

(2) e J 73Rz 124355 (Stress wave testing method)
Q11 2 Fr s A2 S0P L B s LV i S8 I %
0 flE R 7R X R — U Ry BT IR B IR A A
I o U R BRI o ) P R RE O
U 3 30 A i T ) 4 S R P T {68 W A 3B
B RBURHSR - PR S R B R (R T 1%
A EH AR B AR B - ST S mulski (1991)
Halabe et al (1997) ~ Gray et al (2008){%F/] F
N T & 2% - HAMVRE R EEL
Y R i 5 R S AR R R - A i AR BB R
B2 o FEIRWE AT b T G A D A R
RIFEZE(T) » FELLGT R E R Bl 1 £R Y -

hammer
stress wave
Q timer «
receiver I emitter

.

Fig. 2. Stress wave testing method.
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(ﬂﬂ%?ﬁ(tap tone)

FEERNE TR EE - DUtiRE) 70
@JEEJJB’E@M%(E’JHF TR - DETERA
HIEE, T3t 2 AL SRS 7 T EEFF TR T (1967) DL
®IAGH - AIE3FTR - fE R SR 12 0 B E
SCRF -+ — Ui AT AR 2 0 IR # FR 55— B DU g
B B8 B A BB Al IR i 7 AR B 4T R T 2 9k A
FET AT - AESRRE b Eb & iR B ik
SRS R (4) BHREH BRI R -

@:4ﬁ?7 ................................................ (4)
n

ERrn R B 2 3. JREIRR
e SARSERARR T B B © Bllfi/ fir, = 2
frslfiry = 3.0 REURALSURE R FF TS 28 & R R
RAMM BRI EWRE - BEREITE &R R
BERI IR R EAS B G T AR -
B - DA SRR S (n = DRGIE -
3.2 HL B Ry L ARSI & BB - IREIEABRI S
WM & SR B AT R B < BB - FELURE GRS
R IR A AR M AR - (H AR
DI Al AR A S L M E s A VA= E)
HEARAEHR T I RS 2 (R B IERI
ARt b fEER =R FER A 2R
IRASII AR B HE R SRR - —iF 2 TS
FriIf5 E fi5F f 5 M R BRI K 5~10% o AbF 2 Ak
¥ B B R H AR R KB Sobue 121985
FHEFEF(Soube 1985) » FEHIEHHE TG
T LLEATS [ 4578 (Huang 1986) -

2.2 REIREN GG

A F B # Timoshenko AYRRIRENH
(1) b A B S R BR (simple support) Z HIFIA

PRAE B Py i i DA B S5 07 20 A4 P
R HRE R B HEA T A A R HIFFT I R i
Al ZARRHIRENE - IR RS RS - BEEd
MEERIRE) - PN AR SR R R B gl
R IE e A SR VB R 3l b B AR AR - H
AOFFTHERI G B » ARSI ok 107 DR B ek
AHEAN USRS - ] P2 S RS A M R B (5 55T
i AFFTHEFTARRE S2 AT - B H A RAER S > 5 1L
AT B R B > FTU NSRS R

A IER R IR T AR BB (L2 IEHE R R

microphone FET
hammer

w7

Fig. 3. Longitudinal vibration testing by
tap tone.

48171 p
n*z’h?
B h Rl R - R E 20 3.

— A A Sk = IHTJZfFﬂEquﬁ °
w9 i 5 B SO R AR TR HEE AR S dkn = LI
ZIMRAE R ORI BB AR LR SRR IR A A
ZATBATEERGI R F R o B EX(S) A
frol frl =4~ firi/fry = 9~ fryfr, = 16...... {2
B HE IR B A B 5 B BR5E o Murphy
(1997, 2011) 5t i i i B SRR o SRE S MR
B NAE SRR g R B EAK - E
FEEEREN LEEEEZE -

B, = —— (5)

(2) i E H AR 2 3 (Transverse vibration
testing of free-free beam)
PEREARIRAFRIY » RIEFERIYH0.224L -
Blin = Vi EfiEL » DABER L 0AG ke sk e 2o £ 4
TER B E - (R R SCEE(IE]S) - REIRF DU BB iR
REAEM i B SR AF R B - RS S — i
(928 o R A A I FR R R B0 3 B AFFTHEF T 45
AT BEREASRIRS - 5 LU ETH Ry
B "TFIH R EO)FH R B R -
LS 6)
¢ mih?
m; =4.730 ~ m, = 7.853 ~ m; = 10.996 » m, =
14.137..m, = 0.57 (2n+1) (n>2)
frolfry = (my/m,) = 2.76 ~ frilfr, = (m,/m,)* =

microphone 1 = hammer

| ]
A A
f— L —

Fig. 4. Transverse vibration testing of
simply supported beam.
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5.40 ~ fr,/fr, = (m, /m,) =8.93

Hearmon 75 19584E( | F SR H HRENZE L T
Wb AR AR BN BT ST » 3 8 R B % (rotary
inertia) fz B JfE )1 B L ARAER U 2 B =
U e/ e 0 o EL s 1 FR B S Bl B e o
TRENG, - LT RIS B R R ED G BRI R AE 1~4 K
LR G ROBERIH 53731 F50.224L ~ 0.132L -
0.094L J20.073LA7 B LUMHR ik cfiad - H
PGS REUR B A AR IR WIE - SRR
ZAEMER E L (HE SR 4R IIRIN SCFF
Bhi BOER RN » RITBR I ES TR
ﬁﬂiﬂ % HLH - Sobue (1986) 3 #EHearmonfy

G LAFF T3 A 81 FH A BRI Wb s @ ok
%(EJEEJJ'}%I?M%( RIS 2\ OF i ]
TEPE GRS - Haiens et al (1996)RIFFIFFT 2047
HLEARZ (spruce) ~ @ H2(fin) BT E M EHE THERIFT
o0 Wb E e R B I, - RIS 2 B
TR T PR BB i R e AR B L

GHIERRE Z iR Bl X (Transverse vibration
testing of cantilever beam)

R R BB AN B 6T » KEak A — i
IMELE E - 1E*IE73JC&I%73?VJ\¥T?E'H%E’J
HIRIRA RS - BEE—ERNH IR EE
A EW?E?H”%LDM@@E)‘ZEF?EEHH%EJ
(7 R FH 26 o JEUHS 15 SR B AFFT - VESE RS 5317 1
SE HEARSRAAR - K (T FH R M 2B
SRR GREI o A R IR RAE SR EERO B £7 - AT HE
T IERERFE AR SRR

48 2L4 2
E, :”4—{%/3 ........................................... 7)
ah
4, = 1.875a, = 4.694 ~ a, = 7.855 a, =

10.996......cos a, cosh a, = -1

_ FFT

- hammer
‘ microphane F
[ ]

A& A
I__D.224 L __‘

Fig. S. Transverse vibration testing of free-
free beam.

frilfr; = 6.267 ~ fry/fr, =

165

17.55 ~ fr,/fr, =

DIERME Bt IR B A s nu i seis e D B,
% ] 22 B (Hunt et al 2013) -

FFT hammer

a micropho r

.

Fig. 6. Transverse vibration testing of
cantilever beam.

2.3 HEdhHE EHIEK% (Torsional vibration testing
method)
R B 2 9 EE SR AR B AR B AH L -
(EE S -QEEREPASTIL 738 RN - v 7 v
HA SRR HE — 25 4B (Nakao et al
1985) » (Roohnia & Kohantorabi 2015)  HfjETET
TR PRI G B RAEER Z BAARAN T (8) R

2Lfr !
Gy = Ry Pl
no kbR, (8)
bh
I +h?
» 12( )

bR Ry 3 b R T i A P JE (polar moment
of inertia) » KMREAIFK 1 Fi7R(Bodig & Jayne) »
KEBR M 2 E ~ B/ ERINSEL(G, /G y)
ZHEER - kZETREARE R85 - HAK(©9)
fRZBIRSUR Nakao et alFIffA T HLiff oo 2% (&7
21

k:l l_gﬁ %X Z Lstanh@ &
sl 2 o\G, L Aw G,

IKIAH B B i (R B TR BV HER
HNG G, EAHE BT - WAEE M LA
A AERT A R BER R BILLG, = Gy =
G EFF - BRFARX®)ZGLARKG, - Kz
G/ G LR 1 5B Ry IE ST/ (b = h)Al
k= 0.141 > GREFHE - {H 5 B T E5 R AN G fEL I
PHZEMA DA O)AGETE » HE i FEARAERAHIEL
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FEZASTM C1548 (2012)ANME7H7< » HiH
Pl - FASHRAVATRRAE S KRR R B E
FER LR (P ERRR) - B SR B R AL E
b o PRI AE A Ui FEy v ARG IR » [E]IRFAE S —
i A PR AR S BB R T+ (5 e AFF T
TEHARAAR - R BRI R B AR SR AR
K IHEFT E R - 3Rl ~ 23,2
Fij BB Y o [ 7 B A ] [ PR 4 27 SR By
LRGSR FAEREISCR Y B A M TR TR G
BRI 2 L JEEKCE - PR SR AR AEIR]
R[5 R 45 8 B R B SL R S8R - Roohnia
& Kohantorabi & 1| ] It 75 v 17 HE i R D 3l B
HIE G 6 B A F Wi R R B 5 A 1S 2
G, (Hearmon)AHEL#E » HiREERRIE A —EHIR
% ° Bodig & Jaynei¥ Ryt i fREEABR <3 - 5L
FEFERR R R 4G5 REHIFFHERERY G, © Sobue
(19885 fff 28 1 28 sty B 1 ot 482 5 R B Bl [RTIRF
HE B PR B B S R M (R B - (EEAES M
— A R RS T B A S BB AE R - (e —
Sifry A v DABE SR - A FIFFT o0 A ks Rl 2 4
ot B (S 5% - AR EATES - A0k n]
7R 28 it BT T FRAER DL B -

V1A fie S i ot 0 0 X R B By 7 S
R B R AR R A SE (R ETEL b - OO R R RERAE
FM R EER A g o SR B 7 R T AR (b/2) fL
X FFEERB R+ [RIL/2 3255 B R i B A SR
(n = D) B — IR (0 = 29I [FIETES - #t
i SR EE | I RE A HEH — R IR DL b e Bl —
KU by Se R 4R R - i A BR A R R 28 b — HE
i o BLRFE i E o G E R S A ST S (6)
R ¥m, = 7.853% - HAKKEEAM R HEET
it (Strength Testing Manual of Structural Timber
2011) thE STRF R S AR AR R TR AGERE R
PATBGIR(b >> h), AR IR HE, -
53—7J7HCho (2007)$%22% Sobue .2 & il Bl {1 th
B EIRBY AT B T[RRI E B (R BY
BB R B ST - MRz S B2 AR
B E 12 PRI S TR TR S FE 8 ARl 2
HAIHR ZHRE - B 650.224L. 2 (15 - Tk
EaltEM R - S - FREEEARFB EE ML
fiRi BfiEG » AERLIRTE NP S REHEREHIE B %

FREL - B R EY SRR 2 HE EAISE 2R
HEIES ST - e BRIk E
SEFE - HMESORUERE - EBUIRRE T M5 2 41
it FE A SRR R A B R 7 T e e —
B ANEEERT] - R0 224 L3ZHF REHI I HRAEH
e & 5 BT B A SRAER - SRR ZHE
A HLSIRER A E AR - IR S 2. I E
AR T SRR AE0. 224 L2 8 - K
By iR EY 2 W - WA IRBIIGEUER S
G EAHIE S5 (methodology)

Table 1. k values of equation (8)

b GLT 0.5 b GLT 0.5

— k — k

h ( GLR h ( GLR
1.0 0.141 3.0 0.263
1.25 0.172 4.0 0.281
1.5 0.196 10.0 0.312
1.75 0.214 20.0 0.323
2.0 0.229 © 0.333

microphone

1\ FFT

- 2 —

Fig. 7. Torsional vibration testing method
(ASTM C1548).

2 MR < 3

AR MR EE R 5235 it B8 R A BR A M TR R
By B R B B SR - BB AR L
B BT B HE S B Y A AR B o IR -
AR E R R o BB SRR - R
e SESUE R o FERLRTIE T - EEHZ DU
SR > H—LEEBUA T E - HRE
IR IEBU S NSRBI LIRS Wang
et al (2002) » Chiu et al (2000) » Chen et al
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(2010) ~ Lin et al (2000) 5l - 35 RH5EH
Firi A B M AR B0 LUt A 3((10)FRoR

Ed L (10)
g

gy B JTIEE - fESIEf g = 9.8 m/s’
FECGSHifiirhg = 980 cm/s” = BRI AZ(2)HH
B AT ERKEEREEpbRg » ETEE
B FE SR A IERERY « FRATEE— 2 R Lk
(10)H 53Kz 7 T A K Q)RR FESTBAL » 35
HEREL Rrg (BA7Rym/s’Bem/s?) » A 5E4H
53 Xz AR 2 HES) » kB E 2
JEJTEAARE S » IR A A X (10) 2 FF
EHERYHRAZ o B AL AR RSN
TEaTam « BLLASCERChen et alfy Bl » & Bk A
H(10)LLV = 4500 m/s ~ p = 400 kg/m* ~ g = 9.8
m/s’ BB EERE, = 826530612 (kgf/em’ »
AXGRIELLEAL) » Br A (2) 23 H A
RART—8ERE  BARAST R ERE -
R Lee (2009) Al 2 =X 1E e B 68 A A7
PR 0 A RET BRSO R K 10065 1Y 85 3%
& o S3Dong et al. (1994) DUNEE B
B RBAE AR SR P ARG P W DR TR R ) E
JEE 73 b 1050 S R - S ) =X (2) 3 R B O R
B AR TR - B APE 5% E
JEpEF B L E - FECGS M & 1 B4 2
g/em’ » {H Lb B 2 JE BELAT A R (R 80 7 o B R
FHERE R EUEAARE  (HEAISE R RE  FrigE
R ST mIRES) - e 8 E2 5%
FEERAY  H R EIRRAIARM Z p AL R B
Bkg/m® » HEEEKRRZ/ IR INET » 3TE
REEEA100065 - HEAEARRE » A4
gg o

IV LA E AR R Y YA 3R
HE B R B E B - & DR IREIEHEE,
ZABDL - AR AR T SEERAVE AT R - DU
Lin et al (2007) 5B » 3 W b i B X FIRF 2 £,
DIF (DR
WXL (1)

246xIxg

SCRKLin et al P RIELD FEOR ¢ frls AR

d
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AR (Hz) » Wit EE(g) ~ LEBEH(em) ~ [
SEETEE M (emY) - gR2EINGEE 9.8 m/s) -
PL A S 2 IERERY » (E BELAL B0 A AL B 2 8
o MMEEWHg COFRR - H T, 2E
wIEET > EEEEREEARAANTLUEH - FHiE
HEREEREEM » AR (m) A5 (em)th
AR - A B A A SE SR - frok
BIVE fEHE R TSR o IE MRy F B A7 FE Ky
fr (Hz) s W (N)~ L (m) ~ T (m*) ~ g (9.8m/s) B
E, (N/m% Pa) » (11)RE 5k (5) XL EF 2=
(IR SO 1 7 N v o = W
W WA EAR SR = 1R E B (R 8 -
HUKW/g = pbhL BBl 2 1 = bh'/12: 2 Bi{%
KA > R = 12AF(5) - FE—{E
B+ FaltAF(12)2 3B Wang et al (2008) »
Yang et al (2008) 35t Kz it i B =7 FE A IR Bl
HEE PR A -
S (12)
6.63x1

Ll (12) A i fr B FEAR LR SR (Hz) ~ W
AMER - LEBE - M Z2EmEEts - #E
b ERENAKEHERNEL - AR EA
EsiAK(11) » 41FEE S Yang et al (2016) -
EER R DX R (12)=X  SE5R 2 A AT
EMPa (N/mm?) B A7 » B (1) BT Ry ] 58k
GPallg ? 7Eim SR EE I AR o BB S Tsai
et al (2007) » 7E3E s P EE I & B he
HE F 2 R AR STl iy g5 ER A 20 (10) » A
pkirLhg » (L DURE T 85 bl £ g IR AR ST
AF(4) o pillikER g - F—EIF iR SCEEH
R e 2 BLANE B A1 # 2 kg f/em? »
EEATEERN - AR T2 HEMISRA
ELZM - B (R B 3 AR FE R I Pasg
N/m* » 8 TR B A kg f/em® 55 A Mk
B oo WS ANERYE - G 6 B S R IR Bk
HIEE M » SR A S (inch-pound unit) A
W
_fitwl
47 79.5bh°

ARADBEHAT.SH - BARFASIAA(1D)

.............................................. (13)
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i Z IAbh* /12 e gl 386 in/sfRAFTE » FIFEHA
EHXAD)FEH L XA EE W HAL
& Fspound ~ REEL ~ Wb RIEREhZ B
J& Fyinch » FHEFTGE,Z BALIE Ry 1b/in® o {H1F
FAEBR IS P AR R A6 - &
AH R AU SR BALRET 5 - HRTERE
B o B (13) B AR IERGR [E A IR B - 5E
K& B B TS B 2 R B - UG SRR Tsai
et ali@ FRIY Sl i SCIESEE @R S H N - Ik
BRESEHYZE M Yang et al (2007) 5 fIASCA
(8) KT H B BB 8 M (R 3G - HAK M
i 2 A E E R, (polar moment of inertia)#]
BEEME AT+ HiwsCR IR DUE R (moment
of inertia) fEE# » IFIE %55 2 R -
I, = (bh*+b°n)/12 > I = bh*/12 » FTEAE R
i A% -

IERER B B BR T 1k R JERE R - B —
A 1 SR BF 2 A N R 0 7 1 2 9l i B - A
g — T A BEEZ A IR - AR R
0 b R IR SRR T I~ HEE A AT ER R YR
SC -+ H ] E R T R S B R A TS,
AR MR SERE RS - R R B R R
R LLHRAERY -
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