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W Wall 4 is a much stronger and more
| li(;ed_ version of Walé 2.
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1—Top and bottom walls are weakest walls 2—Inner wall 3—Ray wall
4—Barrier zone equals strongest wall
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After wounding, the tree
reacts. Chemical barriers de-
velop around the injured tissues.
Some wood-inhabiting micro-
organisms surmount these
barriers and begin to interact
with the tree. The tree exerts a
living protective force to keep the
invaders out, and the invaders
exert a strong force to get into
the tree through the wound.
When microorganisms are able
to get in, they move from com-
partment to compartment. And
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when the walls of the compart- that the walls are not absolute
ments begin to fall to the force  in their compartmentalizing
of the invaders, the tops and capacities and given enough
bottoms (Wall 1) go first, then time, even the barrier zone
the inner walls (Wall 2), and (Wall 4) will fall.

then the side walls (Wall 3). But
most of the time the barrier zone
(Wall 4) holds, and confines the
invaders to the wood present at
the time of wounding. The
figures 1, 2, 3, and 4, in addi-
tion to naming the wall, also
indicate the relative strength of
each wall. It must be emphasized
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