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Abstract: Cotton stalk vinegar and miscellaneous wood vinegar had been analyzed comparatively. Their
wood vinegar composition was detected by GC/MS mainly. The major components of the two wood vinegar
were acids, ketenes, phenols, alcohols, and other organic materials. There were 30 and 41 kinds of
components réspectively in cotton stalk vinegar and miscellaneous wood vinegar, but other organic materi-
als were less than in miscellaneous wood vinegar. Physical and chemical indicators showed that the color
of cotton stalk vinegar was less stable than that of miscellaneous wood vinegar. The tar content of cotton

stalk vinegar was 2. 7 times less than that of miscellaneous wood vinegar.
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Fig.2 The change of two kinds of wood vinegar color in 30 min
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Tab.2 Comparison on different constituents of cotton stalk vinegar and miscellaneous wood vinegar w/ %
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Fig.3 The GC/MS total ionic chromatograph of two wood vinegars
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