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Abstract;
based dye stains at various concentrations, times, and temperatures. She developed a quadratic

The author investigated the influence on fast grown poplar veneer color caused by acid-

regression model between the influencing factors and the color performance using a response surface
method. She found the optimized parameters were; 0.52% dye concentration, 4.2 hours dyeing
time, and 72 C temperature, The veneer color difference under the optimized condition was 62. 54

NBS.
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Fig.1 Effects of dyeing time on veneer color difference
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Fig.2 Effects of dye concentration on
veneer color difference
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Fig.3 Effects of dyeing temperature on
veneer color difference
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Fig. 4 Veneer color difference surface response curve under different dying temperatures, dye concentrations,

and dying times
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