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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



Il —v

N
%]
N
%]

N N 7l<
E /ﬁ% &. H:i)( g 20 STEP]. === oven-dry g 20
L7=D Fig. 4. E s | g . ]
) [ =
‘/6&)50 %‘{E”‘/G‘ § 10 4 g o |
(=S LNV # i
5 - 5
Il & AR TE K = 3
MY 2= 00 2 4 6 8 10 iz 0o 2 4 6 8 10 12
0°C 65% 40°C 30% 0°C 65% 0°C 50%
B < 5 o -
ATy b= g 20 STEP3 ===h g 2 STEP4 -=- 1,725h
valrERID s _r 16h S I o 19h
e e 32 2 i ——50h £B
b B K EFE DL . o Sl o
27z, ABRIKD % 597h ‘é -~ 341h
Aok R = = —1sh 2 — g50h
EVIE SO . ,

BRARIZ IR ALIA A 0 2 4 6 8 4 6 g8 10 12

T | 0 T
10 12 0 2
= JANE=R o B Chamber L Position (mm) Chamber R Chamber L Position (mm) Chamber R
TRy Bk O e e 20°C 65% 20°C 65% 20°C 65% 12°C 85%

Fig. 3. Changes of volumetric moisture content and gravimetric moisture content (sugi)
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Fig. 6. Relationship between ultrasonic
treatment time and permeability coefficient



