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Fig.1. Images of estimated moisture content distribution during drying
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Fig.2. Schematic of test specimen in the conditioning chamber
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Fig.3. Changes of volumetric moisture content and gravimetric moisture content (sugi)
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Fig.4. Moisture content distribution predicted and measured
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Fig.5. Relationship between plasma treatment time and permeability coefficient
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Fig.6. Relationship between ultrasonic treatment time and permeability coefficient
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