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The Difference in Wood Quality between Natural Larch and Planted Larch, (1)
Logitudinal shrinkage of larch (Lariz leptolepis Gordon)

Jun Narort
Riichi Waranase

Abstract
This paper showed longitudinal shrinkage of natural larch and planted larch from green condition to
air-dried condition, .
(1) The shrinkage of planted trees was larger than that of natural trees, And in comparison between
same aged planted trees, the trees which growed better, showed larger shrinkage than that of others.
(2) On radial direction, planted trees showed very large shrinkage near the pith, on the contrary
natural trees showed rather swelling near the pith,

(3) As to the Shrinkage of planted trees in longitudinal direction, the butt logs’ shrinkage was about

five times as large as that of others, But this characteristic was not seen in natural trees,
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