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Fig. 1. Typical flexural stress-strain curves.
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Fig. 2. Distribution of flexural modulus of
normal board.
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Fig. 3. Distribution of flexural strength of
normal board.
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Fig. 4. Density distribution of normal board.
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Fig. 5. Distribution of flexural modulus of
reinforced board.
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Fig. 6. Distribution of flexural strength of
reinforced board.
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