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Abstract: As the main material in indoor furniture, southern yellow pine (Pinus spp.) releases volatile
organic compounds (VOCs) into the environment during use. To better understand variations in the
contents of VOCs in southern yellow pine before and after heat treatment, this study conducts dry
heat treatment on southern yellow pine at 140 ◦C and 220 ◦C. Headspace solid phase micro-extraction
was used to extract VOCs from southern yellow pine. The VOCs of southern yellow pine before
and after heat treatment were identified via gas chromatography-mass spectrometry, and chemical
component differences were characterized via Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy. Results reveal
86 VOCs in pure southern yellow pine, including alcohols, aromatics, acids, aldehydes, alkanes,
alkenes, and some trace compounds (e.g., furans, ketones, phenols, and esters). With an increase in
heat-treatment temperature, the contents of alkanes increased, whereas those of alcohols and alkenes
decreased. The contents of aromatics, acids, and aldehydes were highest when heat treated at 140 ◦C.
At 220 ◦C, the total contents of key VOCs in southern yellow pine were lowest.
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1. Introduction

Southern yellow pine (Pinus spp.) is a type of softwood with a beautiful natural texture and
appearance. It has relatively high strength among softwood species. Because of its excellent structural
performance, southern yellow pine is widely used in structural construction under various conditions,
such as outdoor landscape facilities, flooring materials, and in children’s beds. However, due to the
high content of pine oil and extract in southern yellow pine, it can easily release volatile organic
compounds (VOCs) into the environment. Such VOCs include alcohols, aldehydes, ketones, esters,
ethers, aromatic hydrocarbons, terpenes, amines, and other substances [1]. Most VOCs in natural wood
are harmless to humans, but excessive VOCs can cause irritation to the human body due to odor [2].
Such odors are often thought to be due to formaldehyde; however, a lack of understanding of odor
sources and potential threats to human health has caused conflict between consumers and furniture
enterprises. Studies have shown that VOCs originate from wood extracts [3]. Liu et al. compared
VOC contents in Cathy poplar, rubber wood, southern yellow pine, and China fir before and after
extraction for 6 h and determined that VOC contents in extracted wood declined substantially [4,5].
However, because of the high-cost, it is difficult to extract wood on a large scale in wood industry
applications. Heat treatment is an effective wood processing technique and can improve hydrophobic
properties, dimensional stability, and fungal resistance without using wood preservatives [6–9].
However, heat treatment can also reduce the extractive content in wood. An increase in heat-treatment
temperature can volatilize or degrade a large amount of original extractives [10]. Heat treatment can
also change VOC contents in southern yellow pine, but there have been few studies in this area.
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Gas chromatography-mass spectrometry (GC-MS) offers clear advantages when analyzing
complex mixtures; by combining an ideal separation technique (GC) with a sensitive identification
approach (MS), GC-MS constitutes a reliable and common method for qualitative and quantitative
compound analyses [11,12]. Because of high detection sensitivity and good separation effect, GC-MS
has been widely applied in identifying VOCs in perfume [13], food [14,15], and textiles [16,17].
VOC characterization and identification in wood have also been well documented [18].

To better understand variations in VOC contents in southern yellow pine before and after heat
treatment, this paper uses GC-MS to identify VOC changes and employs Fourier transform infrared
spectroscopy (FTIR) to analyze chemical component differences in untreated wood and heat-treated
wood, which can provide a basis for wood heat-treatment processes and applications. This paper can
also help consumers better understand VOCs released from wood products.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Materials

The logs were purchased from Shanghai Aiwei Industrial Development Co., Ltd. (Shanghai, China);
details are listed in Table 1. The logs were obtained from mature wood above breast height without any
cracking, decay, discoloration, or other defects.

Table 1. Essential parameters of southern yellow pine.

Label SP

Wood Southern yellow pine
Scientific name Pinus spp.

Density (g cm−3) 0.49–0.53
Place of origin Texas, USA

Water content (%) 8~12
Length 1500 mm

Condition of storage 10–40 ◦C, 30–70% RH, for one year

SP: southern yellow pine; RH: relative humidity.

2.2. Preparation of Wood Samples

The logs were processed into experimental samples which size are 10 × 10 × 10 mm. Then the
experimental samples were placed in an air-drying oven (Shanghai Bosun Medical Biological Instrument
Co, Ltd., Shanghai, China) at 103 ◦C for 8 h until the samples were completely dry.

2.3. Heat Treatment

Seventy-five experimental samples were divided into three groups equally. The first group (with no
treatment) was the control; the second and third groups were placed into an air-drying oven (Shanghai
Bosun Medical Biological Instrument Co., Ltd., Shanghai, China) for 6 h at respective temperatures of
140 ◦C and 220 ◦C. Images of partial heat-treated wood samples are presented in Figure 1.

After heat treatment, the wood samples were ground into fibers of 40–60 mesh consistent with
approximate particle sizes of 50 µm (Deqing Baijie Electric Appliance Co., Ltd., Deqing, China).
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Figure 1. Images of partial heat-treated wood samples. (a) Untreated southern yellow pine, (b) heat 

treated at 140 °C, (c) heat treated at 220 °C. 
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The GC-MS interface temperature was maintained at 280 °C, the ionization source temperature 

was maintained at 230 °C, and the quadrupole temperature was maintained at 150 °C. The electron 

impact ionization mode was used with a nominal electron energy (70 eV); the full scan range of 
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2.5.4. Qualitative and Quantitative Analyses of Compounds 

Compounds were identified by comparing the MS spectra to the NIST 2.0 library (National 
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component was calculated by area normalization and the average value of the three experiments. 

Sample Availability: Samples of the compounds are available from the authors. 

  

Figure 1. Images of partial heat-treated wood samples. (a) Untreated southern yellow pine; (b) heat
treated at 140 ◦C; (c) heat treated at 220 ◦C.

2.4. Fourier Transform Infrared Spectroscopy

FTIR analyses were carried out at room temperature according to the methodology described
by NICOLET 6700, using a Spectrum 2000 FTIR (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA) with
a universal attenuated total reflectance (UATR) accessory. Potassium bromide (KBr) was used to
collect background spectra. Air-dried sample powders were mixed with KBr at a weight ratio of 1:100
before spectrum collection. Ten scans were carried out for each sample in a spectral range from 400 to
4000 cm−1 at a resolution of 4 cm−1.

2.5. Gas Chromatography-Mass Spectrometer

2.5.1. Adsorption

About 3 g of each wood fiber sample was added into a 15 mL headspace bottle and conditioned
at 60 ◦C in a water bath for 40 min; extraction occurred at the same temperature for 40 min using
a 100 um PDMS extraction head (Supelco, Bellefonte, PA, USA). Desorption was carried out in the GC
injection port.

2.5.2. Chromatographic Conditions

GC separation was completed on an Innerwax 19091N-133 column (30 m × 0.25 mm; 0.25 µm,
Agilent, Santa Clara, CA, USA) using helium as the carrier gas at a constant flow rate of 1.0 mL/min.
The inlet temperature was set to 250 ◦C with a split column ratio of 50:1. The temperature of the column
box was programmed to 40 ◦C, followed by an increase of 5 ◦C/min to 230 ◦C for at least 5 min.

2.5.3. Mass Spectrometry

The GC-MS interface temperature was maintained at 280 ◦C, the ionization source temperature
was maintained at 230 ◦C, and the quadrupole temperature was maintained at 150 ◦C. The electron
impact ionization mode was used with a nominal electron energy (70 eV); the full scan range of samples
for qualitative analysis ranged from 30 m/z to 550 m/z.

2.5.4. Qualitative and Quantitative Analyses of Compounds

Compounds were identified by comparing the MS spectra to the NIST 2.0 library (National
Institute of Standards and Technology, Gaithersburg, MD, USA). The relative content of each chemical
component was calculated by area normalization and the average value of the three experiments.

Sample Availability: Samples of the compounds are available from the authors.
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3. Results and Discussion

3.1. FTIR Analysis

The FTIR spectra of untreated southern pine (heat treated at 140 ◦C and heat treated at 220 ◦C) are
illustrated in Figure 2. Assignments of characteristic chemical bands from wood in the FTIR spectra
were based on data from the literature. Detailed peak positions are summarized in Table 2.
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Figure 2. Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy (FTIR) spectra. (a) Untreated southern pine; (b) heat
treated at 140 ◦C; (c) heat treated at 220 ◦C.

Table 2. Main bands of infrared spectrum of wood and their assignment to functionality.

Wave Number Functional Groups

3385 OH
2910 CH3-CH2-(cellulose)
1735 C=O (hemicellulose)
1638 C=C (conjugated carbonyl groups in lignin)
1600 A benzene ring skeleton (lignin)
1510 Aromatic ring skeleton retractable vibration
1425 C-H plane deformation (aromatic ring skeleton)
1268 C–O (guaiacyl ring in lignin)

Heat treatment has been found to induce chemical changes via deacetylation and release of acetic
acid [19]. Dehydration of carbohydrates can reduce accessible OH groups and lead to the formation of
furfural and hydroxymethylfurfural [20].

3.2. Identification of VOCs

The GC-MS chromatograms of untreated and heat-treated southern pine are presented in Figure 3.
Results show a clear difference in peaks between untreated southern pine and that treated at
140 ◦C/220 ◦C in Figure 3a,b, respectively. The relative content of each component was obtained
through area normalization, and the corresponding mass spectrum images of each chromatographic
peak were searched using the National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST) 2.0 standard library.
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Results revealed 86 VOCs in untreated southern pine, and 93 VOCs were identified in southern
pine after heat treatment at 140 ◦C. With an increase in heat-treatment temperature, the number of
VOCs in southern pine increased to 131 at a temperature of 220 ◦C. In this case, the degradation of
cellulose, hemicellulose, and lignin in southern pine at high temperatures could have formed new
small molecular compounds [21], leading to growth in the number of VOCs in heat-treated southern
pine. These compounds included alcohols, aromatics, acids, aldehydes, alkanes, alkenes, and some
trace compounds (e.g., furans, ketones, phenols, and esters). In this paper, compounds with a peak
area above 0.5% in southern pine were selected as key compounds, shown in Table 3.
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Figure 3. Gas chromatography-mass spectrometry (GC-MS) chromatograms of untreated southern pine
and heat treated at 140 ◦C (a); untreated southern pine and heat treated at 220 ◦C (b). (peak numbers
appear in Table 4).
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Table 3. Key volatile organic compounds of southern yellow pine before and after heat treatment.

Group Compounds

Alcohols
Ethanol; 1-Octanol; Exo-fenchol; (−)-Trans-pinocarveol;
4,6,6-Trimethylbicyclo[3.1.1]hept-3-en-2-ol; (+)-Alpha-terpineol(p-menth-1-en-8-ol);
1,7,7-Trimethyl-acetate-endo-bicyclo[2.2.1]heptan-2-ol

Aromatics Benzene; Methyl(1-methylethyl)-benzene; P-cymene; Benzene; 1-Methoxy-4-(2-propenyl)-benzene

Acids Acetic acid; Hexanoic acid; Cyclopentaneundecanoic acid; Heptanoic acid;
(−)-(1s,2r,4r)-beta-fenchol; Octanoic acid; Nonanoic acid

Aldehydes Hexanal; 2-Furancarboxaldehyde; Benzaldehyde; Octanal; (E)-2-octenal; Nonana; (Z)-6-nonenal;
(Z)-2-decenal

Alkenes

2,6,6-Trimethyl-bicyclo[3.1.1]hept-2-ene;Beta-pinene;
1-Methyl-4-(1-methylethenyl)-(s)-cyclohexene; 3-Isopropyl-6-methylene-1-cyclohexene;
3-Methyl-6-(1-methylethylidene)-cyclohexene; Cetene;
4,11,11-Trimethyl-8-methylene-[1r-(1r*,4e,9s*)]-bicyclo[7.2.0]undec-4-ene

Alkanes
2,2-Dimethyl-3-methylene-bicyclo[2.2.1]heptane;
Dodecane; Tridecane; Pentadecane; 3-Methyl-tridecane; Heptadecane; Undecyl-cyclopentane;
2-Methyl-hexadecane; N-nonylcyclohexane; 3-Methyl-pentadecane; Hexadecane

Miscellaneous 2-Pentyl-furan; 2-Nonanone; 2-Methoxy-phenol; 1,3,3-Trimethylbicyclo[2.2.1]hept-2-yl acetate #

Table 4 lists the key VOCs in southern pine before and after heat treatment. The contents of
these compounds after heat treatment at different temperatures changed substantially. High-content
(percentage > 5%) compounds included 2,6,6-trimethyl-bicyclo[3.1.1]hept-2-ene (peak 5, 49.19%),
beta-pinene (peak 8, 9.61%), and (+)-alpha-terpineol(p-menth-1-en-8-ol) (peak 34, 6.83%) in the
untreated southern pine (SP); 2,6,6-trimethyl-bicyclo[3.1.1]hept-2-ene is also called α-pinene, one of the
main components of turpentine. As shown in Table 3, heat treatment can effectively reduce the contents
of these compounds in untreated SP. When the temperature rose to 220 ◦C, the contents of α-pinene,
beta-pinene, and (+)-alpha-terpineol(p-menth-1-en-8-ol) declined to 5.3%, 0%, and 2.07%, respectively.
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Table 4. Comparison of volatile organic compound (VOC) content in untreated southern pine (SP) and
heat-treated SP.

Peak Number RT (min) Compounds
Percentage (%) *

Untreated 140 ◦C 220 ◦C

1 2.95 Ethanol — — 0.81
2 4.21 Benzene — — 0.76
3 5.37 Acetic acid 0.51 1.09 2.51
4 8.07 Hexanal 0.68 2.52 1.06
5 10.25 2,6,6-Trimethyl-bicyclo[3.1.1]hept-2-ene 49.19 24.37 5.3
6 10.93 2,2-Dimethyl-3-methylene-bicyclo[2.2.1]heptane 2.26 — 0.44
7 11.06 2-Furancarboxaldehyde — 4.66 5.81
8 12.04 Beta-pinene 9.61 5.05 —
9 13.22 2-Pentyl-furan — 2.4 0.17

10 13.97 1-Methyl-4-(1-methylethenyl)-(s)-cyclohexene 2.48 3.45 4.66
11 14.28 3-Isopropyl-6-methylene-1-cyclohexene 1.78 — —
12 14.60 Methyl(1-methylethyl)-benzene — — 2.82
13 14.62 P-cymene 0.86 1.55
14 15.05 Benzaldehyde — 1.89 2.8
15 15.27 Octanal — 2.45 0.77
16 16.19 3-Methyl-6-(1-methylethylidene)-cyclohexene — 0.64 0.51
17 17.54 1-Methyl-4-(1-methylethenyl)-benzene — 1.26 0.64
18 17.96 Hexanoic acid — — 1.18
19 18.20 (E)-2-octenal 1.65 — 0.32
20 18.26 Cyclopentaneundecanoic acid — 4.02 —
21 18.57 1-Octanol — 1.29 0.14
22 18.74 2-Nonanone — 0.56 0.06
23 18.94 Nonanal 0.67 3.67 4.37
24 19.10 Dodecane — — 3.5
25 20.20 Exo-fenchol 1.81 1.23 0.88
26 20.37 2-Methoxy-phenol — — 0.98
27 20.78 (−)-Trans-pinocarveol 1.12 0.34 0.23
28 21.30 4,6,6-Trimethylbicyclo[3.1.1]hept-3-en-2-ol 1.62 — —
29 21.38 Heptanoic acid — 0.58 0.43
30 21.85 (Z)-6-nonenal — 0.76 —
31 22.26 1-Methoxy-4-(2-propenyl)-benzene 4.87 12.39 4.27
32 22.34 1,3,3-Trimethylbicyclo[2.2.1]hept-2-yl acetate — — 2.8

Table 4. Cont.

Peak Number RT (min) Compounds
Percentage (%) *

Untreated 140 ◦C 220 ◦C

33 22.50 Tridecane — — 5.26
34 22.74 (+)-Alpha-terpineol(p-menth-1-en-8-ol) 6.83 2.93 2.07
35 24.52 Octanoic acid 0.57 0.93 0.13
36 24.79 3-Methyl-tridecane — — 1
37 24.88 1,7,7-Trimethyl-acetate-endo-bicyclo[2.2.1]heptan-2-ol 1.44 0.74 0.6
38 25.27 (Z)-2-decenal — 1.1 0.45
39 25.73 Heptadecane 0.50 0.15 2.36
40 25.80 Cetene — — 0.89
41 27.54 Nonanoic acid 0.62 0.95 0.28
42 27.54 Undecyl-cyclopentane — — 0.98
43 27.87 4,11,11-Trimethyl-8-methylene-[1r-(1r *,4e,9s *)]-bicyclo[7.2.0]undec-4-ene 1.03 0.86 0.98
44 28.78 Pentadecane — — 0.53
45 30.31 2-Methyl-hexadecane — — 0.6
46 30.64 N-nonylcyclohexane — — 0.67
47 30.85 3-Methyl-pentadecane — — 0.87
48 31.68 Hexadecane — — 0.63

* Percentage was calculated based on peak area. RT: retention time.

The contents of VOC groups in untreated and heat-treated southern pine are presented in Figure 4.
For alcohols, the group content reduced as the temperature increased. This pattern may have occurred
because some polysaccharides in the hemicellulose of southern pine were cleaved to glucuronic aldehyde
and some carbohydrates under high heat, resulting in decreased hydroxyl groups (including free hydroxyl
groups) [22]. At the same time, a ‘bridge’ reaction occurred in each pair of free hydroxyl groups between
cellulose molecular chains in the wood. Afterwards, an ether bond was formed by removing a water
molecule; thus, the contents of the hydroxyl groups declined significantly [23].
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The number of aromatics in untreated southern pine was low; however, with an increase in
temperature, the content of aromatics increased considerably, presumably due to the degradation of lignin
at high temperatures and the generation of aromatics [24]. 1-Methoxy-4-(2-propenyl)-benzene (peak 31,
4.87%), also called estragole and the main compound of aromatics in southern pine, reached boiling point
at 216 ◦C. Therefore, when the temperature rose to 220 ◦C, the content of estragole reduced rapidly.

High temperatures also increased the acid content in southern pine. The acid content was highest
at 140 ◦C, presumably because the acetyl groups in hemicellulose degraded during heat treatment and
generated acids [25]. However, as the temperature increased, the hydroxyl and carboxyl groups in
southern pine reacted and formed esters and water [20]; therefore, when the temperature rose to 220 ◦C,
the alcohol and acid contents in southern pine decreased, whereas that of the esters (1,3,3-Trimethyl
bicyclo[2.2.1]hept-2-yl acetate, peak 32) increased.

Compared with untreated southern pine, many new aldehydes were identified in heat-treated
southern pine; the degradation of lignin generated some aldehydes in the heat-treatment process [26].
2-furancarboxaldehyde (peak 5) accounted for a large proportion of this group, and its content
increased as the temperature rose. Inoue et al. found that hemicelluloses were degraded during heat
treatment and could generate 2-furancarboxaldehyde and other substances [27], hence why the content
of 2-furancarboxaldehyde increased at high temperatures.

Alkenes accounted for a large proportion of untreated southern pine. As the main compound
of alkenes, 2,6,6-Trimethyl-bicyclo[3.1.1]hept-2-ene (peak 5, 49.19%), boiling point 156 ◦C, has been
widely found in pine [28]. As the heat-treatment temperature increased, α-pinene released quickly;
therefore, the alkene content fell from 64.1 to 12.3%. By contrast, the alkane content increased with
increasing temperature, potentially due to pyrolysis of hemicelluloses.

Overall, compared to untreated southern yellow pine, at a temperature of 220 ◦C, alcohol and
alkene contents were lowest and that of alkanes was highest. At a temperature of 140 ◦C, the contents of
aromatics, acids, and aldehydes were highest. Excessive α-pinene, beta-pinene and (+)-alpha-terpineol
(p-menth-1-en-8-ol) in untreated southern yellow pine pose threats to human health, yet heat treatment
at 220 ◦C can effectively reduce the content of those compounds in southern yellow pine. Although heat
treatment increased the amounts of VOCs, a high temperature can diminish the total contents of VOCs
compared to untreated southern yellow pine.
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4. Conclusions

Results revealed 86, 93, and 131 VOCs in untreated, 140 ◦C heat-treated, and 220 ◦C heat-treated
southern yellow pine. These VOCs included alcohols, aromatics, acids, aldehydes, alkanes, alkenes,
and some trace compounds (e.g., furans, ketones, phenols and esters). With an increase in heat-
treatment temperature, the alkane content increased, whereas alcohol and alkene contents decreased.
Contents of aromatics, acids, and aldehydes peaked at a heat-treatment temperature of 140 ◦C.
In contrast to untreated southern yellow pine, heat treatment at 220 ◦C can effectively reduce the total
contents of key VOCs in southern yellow pine but increase amounts of key VOCs. After heat treatment,
the content of α-pinene, beta-pinene and (+)-alpha-terpineol(p-menth-1-en-8-ol) dropped significantly.
Therefore, heat treatment in this paper can be used as a reference in the manufacturing process of
wooden furniture or other indoor wooden materials made from southern yellow pine.

Author Contributions: C.W. and Z.W. performed the experiments, analyzed the data, and wrote the manuscript;
A.H. conceived and designed the experiments; Y.Q. and X.Y. contributed to the materials and analysis tools.

Funding: This research was funded by [National Natural Science Foundation of China] grant number
[No. 31670564] and [Technological Innovation Strategic Alliance–Based on the Wood and Bamboo Industry]
grant number [TIAWBI201809].

Acknowledgments: We would like to show our deepest gratitude to Shifeng Zhang, a respectable, responsible and
resourceful scholar, who has provided us with valuable guidance in every stage of the writing of this paper.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Filipy, J.; Rumburg, B.; Mount, G.; Westberg, H.; Lamb, B. Identification and quantification of volatile organic
compounds from a dairy. Atmos. Environ. 2006, 40, 1480–1494. [CrossRef]

2. Kasper, P.L.; Mannebeck, D.; Oxbøl, A.; Nygaard, J.V.; Hansen, M.J.; Feilberg, A. Effects of dilution systems
in olfactometry on the recovery of typical livestock odorants determined by PTR-MS. Sensors 2017, 17, 1859.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Tong, L. The Produce Mechanism and Prevention of VOCs Larix gmelini Rupr-Wood during Drying; Beijing Forestry
University: Beijing, China, 2004.

4. Liu, R.; Wang, C.; Huang, A.M.; Lv, B. Characterization of odors of wood by gas chromatography-
olfactometry with removal of extractives as attempt to control indoor air quality. Molecules 2018, 23, 203.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Liu, R.; Wang, C.; Huang, A.M.; Lv, B. Identification of odorous constituents for Southern yellow pine and
China fir woods: Effects of extractives removal. Anal. Methods 2018, 10, 2115–2122. [CrossRef]

6. Wang, X.; Chen, X.; Xie, X.; Wu, Y.; Zhao, L.; Wang, S. Effects of thermal modification on the physical,
chemical and micromechanical properties of Masson pine wood (Pinus massoniana Lamb.). Holzforschung 2018.
[CrossRef]

7. Hao, Y.; Pan, Y.; Du, R.; Wang, Y.; Chen, Z.; Zhang, X.; Wang, X. The Influence of a thermal treatment on the
decay resistance of wood via FTIR analysis. Adv. Mater. Sci. Eng. 2018, 2018, 8461407. [CrossRef]

8. Chung, H.; Park, Y.; Yang, S.Y.; Kim, H.; Han, Y.; Chang, Y.S.; Yeo, H. Effect of heat treatment temperature
and time on sound absorption coefficient of Larix kaempferi, wood. J. Wood Sci. 2017, 63, 575–579. [CrossRef]

9. PoncsÃ¡k, S.; Shi, S.; Kocaefe, D.; Miller, G. Effect of thermal treatment of wood lumbers on their adhesive
bond strength and durability. J. Adhes. Sci. Technol. 2007, 21, 745–754. [CrossRef]

10. Esteves, B.; Videira, R.; Pereira, H. Chemistry and ecotoxicity of heat-treated pine wood extractives.
Wood Sci. Technol. 2011, 45, 661–676. [CrossRef]

11. Iordache, A.; Culea, M.; Gherman, C.; Cozar, O. Characterization of some plant extracts by GC-MS.
Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys. Res. Sect. B 2009, 267, 338–342. [CrossRef]

12. Mangindaan, B.; Matsushita, Y.; Aoki, D.; Yagami, S.; Kawamura, F.; Fukushima, K. Analysis of distribution
of wood extractives in gmelina arborea by gas chromatography and time-of-flight secondary ion mass
spectrometry. Holzforschung 2017, 71, 299–305. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2005.10.048
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/s17081859
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28800120
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/molecules23010203
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29346285
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C7AY02885G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/hf-2017-0205
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2018/8461407
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10086-017-1662-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1163/156856107781362653
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00226-010-0356-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nimb.2008.10.021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/hf-2016-0129


Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2018, 15, 2579 10 of 10

13. Chang, Y.L.I.; Zu-Guang, L.I.; Zhou, S.Y.; Ye, D.F.; Mo, W.M. GC-MS/MS determination of safrole in essence
and perfume with HS-SPME. Phys. Test. Chem. Anal. 2013, 49, 216–218.

14. Korkmaz, A.; Hayaloglu, A.A.; Atasoy, A.F. Evaluation of the volatile compounds of fresh ripened Capsicum
annuum and its spice pepper (dried red pepper flakes and isot). LWT-Food Sci. Technol. 2017, 84, 842–850.
[CrossRef]

15. Pereira, P.A.P. HS-SPME/GC-MS Analysis of VOC and multivariate techniques applied to the discrimination
of Brazilian varieties of mango. Am. J. Anal. Chem. 2014, 5, 157–164.

16. Plum, A.; Engewald, W.; Rehorek, A. Rapid qualitative pyrolysis GC-MS analysis of carcinogenic aromatic
amines from dyed textiles. Chromatographia 2003, 57, S243–S248. [CrossRef]

17. Zhu, H.; Lu, Z.; Cai, J.; Li, J.; Gao, L. Development of a headspace–SPME–GC/MS method to determine
volatile organic compounds released from textiles. Polym. Test. 2009, 28, 521–527. [CrossRef]

18. Manninen, A.M.; Pasanen, P.; Holopainen, J.K. Comparing the VOC emissions between air-dried and
heat-treated Scots pine wood. Atmos. Environ. 2002, 36, 1763–1768. [CrossRef]

19. Sivonen, H.; Maunu, S.L.; Sundholm, F.; Jämsä, S.; Viitaniemie, P. Magnetic resonance studies of thermally
modified wood. Holzforschung 2002, 56, 648–654. [CrossRef]

20. Tjeerdsma, B.F.; Militz, H. Chemical changes in hydrothermal treated wood: FTIR analysis of combined
hydrothermal and dry heat-treated wood. Holz als Roh-und Werkstoff 2005, 63, 102–111. [CrossRef]

21. Özgenç, Ö.; Durmaz, S.; Boyaci, I.H.; Eksi-Kocak, H. Determination of chemical changes in heat-treated
wood using ATR-FTIR and FT Raman spectrometry. Spectrochim. Acta Part A Mol. Biomol. Spectrosc. 2017,
171, 395–400. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Unsal, O.; Ayrilmis, N. The effect of steaming on equilibrium moisture content in beech wood (Fagus orientalis
Lipsky). For. Prod. J. 2004, 54, 90–93.

23. Xian, J.L.I.; Liu, Y.; Gao, J.M.; Wu, Y.Q.; Yi, S.L.; Wu, Z.P. Characteristics of FTIR and XRD for wood with
high-temperature heating treatment. J. Beijing For. Univ. 2009, 31, 104–107.

24. Wang, S.; Wang, K.; Liu, Q.; Gu, Y.; Luo, Z.; Cen, K.; Fransson, T. Comparison of the pyrolysis behavior of
lignins from different tree species. Biotechnol. Adv. 2009, 27, 562–567. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Sundqvist, B.; Karlsson, O.; Westermark, U. Determination of formic-acid and acetic acid concentrations
formed during hydrothermal treatment of birch wood and its relation to colour, strength and hardness.
Wood Sci. Technol. 2006, 40, 549–561. [CrossRef]

26. Qu, B.X.; Zhu, L.H. Development and application prospect of heat-treated wood at home and abroad. Hebei J.
For. Orchard Res. 2008, 3, 013.

27. Inoue, M.; Norimoto, M.; Tanahashi, M.; Rowell, R.M. Steam or heat fixation of compressed wood.
Wood Fiber Sci. 1993, 25, 224–235.

28. Bing-Wen, D.F.; Rong, H.U. Analysis of volatile oil of aralia continentalis. Bull. Bot. Res. 2001, 1, 027.

© 2018 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.lwt.2017.06.058
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02492110
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.polymertesting.2009.03.015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1352-2310(02)00152-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/HF.2002.098
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00107-004-0532-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.saa.2016.08.026
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27569772
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biotechadv.2009.04.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19393737
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00226-006-0071-z
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Materials 
	Preparation of Wood Samples 
	Heat Treatment 
	Fourier Transform Infrared Spectroscopy 
	Gas Chromatography-Mass Spectrometer 
	Adsorption 
	Chromatographic Conditions 
	Mass Spectrometry 
	Qualitative and Quantitative Analyses of Compounds 


	Results and Discussion 
	FTIR Analysis 
	Identification of VOCs 

	Conclusions 
	References

