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Effect of Sawing Method on Yield Rate of Lumber from Eucalyptus Logs
in Different Diameters
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(1. Guangxi Forestry Research Institute, Nanning 530002, Guangxi, China;
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Abstract: The Eucalyptus grandis x E. urophylla logs in different diameters were selected and sawed by
band saw, multiple blade saw and multiple blade saw combined with band saw, respectively. Yield rate of
lumber and work efficiency corresponding to each sawing method were evaluated. The results showed that
the band saw method presented the longest working time, but had the highest yield rate of lumber; while
the multiple blade saw presented the shortest working time and had the highest working efficiency with the
lowest yielding rate of lumber. The large diameter logs showed the highest yielding rate of lumber
regardless of what kind of the sawing method was used.
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Fig.1 Three kinds of sawing methods
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Tab.1 Yield rate of lumber from Eucalyptus logs by three

sawing methods
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Fig.2 Comparison of yield rate of lumber among different

sawing methods
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Fig.3 Comparison of working time between sawing

methods for same diameter logs
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Fig. 4 Yield rate of lumber among different diameter logs

by same sawing method
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