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Abstact

The market research of a new lumber product (laminated veneer lumber-LVL) in Greece and its
development perspectives is the objective of the present paper. There has been selected a representative
sample of Greek enterprises in the wood branch and via the method of collecting questionnaires by
personal interview the respective results were drawn up. The most enterprises had no knowledge about
the product and it was made known to them by the present research. They consider that it is an integrated
product (90,6%), with very good resistance and adequate usages whereas at a percentage of 40,6% they
believe that it should be produced as well as imported in our country. The usages it may has in Greece are
for roofs (50%), for furniture (40,6%), for doors, beams, floorings, staircases, in shipbuilding and in
special constructions. Of course, there is a reservation from 68,8% of respondents about its successful
import into the greek market with major negative factors its high price (37,5%), its competitive products
and the mistrust  of consumers for new products. However, besides the reservations 87,5% of respondents
consider that it should be imported in the Greek market.
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Figure 1: L.V.L. Figure 2: House frames with LVL floor.
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Figure 1. Opinion of wood processing enterprises for LVL production or import in Greece

 90,6% ,  L.V.L. , 
, . .. 

.  LVL, . 
,  LVL 

 (  V  Cramer = 0,76, 2 = 16,73 <0,1),
 1980 

.
,  84%,  L.V.L. 

, .
 LVL 

 50%  (40,6%),  (37,5%), 
,  (15,6%)  (15,6%) (  1). 

,  LVL, , 
. , 
. , .

15,6%

40,6% 40,6%

3,1%

0%

20%

40%

60%

. &
 

.



 12  -  3-5/10/2005
)

5

 1.  LVL
Table  1. Proposed applications of  LVL

 %

50,0
40,6
37,5
21,9
18,8
15,6
15,6
6,3
6,3
3,1
3,1
3,1
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Figure 2. Criteria of choise of a composite timber product
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Table 2. Potential negative sales’ factors of LVL in Greece
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Figure 3. Judgment of LVL’s aesthetics
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