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Abstract: The nanoscale wood-water interaction strength, accessible sorption sites, and cell wall pore
sizes are important factors that drive water sorption and the hysteresis phenomenon in wood. In this
work, these factors were quantitatively studied using molecular simulations based on a cell wall pore
model, previously developed by the authors. Specifically, the wall-water interaction strength, the
sorption sites network including their number, interaction range, strength, and spatial distributions
were set at a series of theoretical values as simulation input parameters. The results revealed that
most of the investigated parameters significantly affected both sorption isotherms and hysteresis.
Water monolayers and clusters were observed on the simulated pore surface when the wood-water
interaction and sorption site strength were set at unrealistically high values. Furthermore, multiple
linear regression models suggested that wood-water interaction and sorption site parameters were
coupled in determining sorption isotherms, but not in determining hysteresis.

Keywords: cell wall pore size; molecular simulations; water sorption; hysteresis; sorption sites;
wood-water interaction strength

1. Introduction

Owing to bound water’s pronounced influence on various physical and mechanical
properties of wood and engineered wood products, great efforts have been devoted to study
the wood-water fundamentals. A common, but effective way to explore this relationship is
to study water sorption isotherms and the associated hysteresis phenomenon. The three
major components of wood, namely, cellulose, hemicellulose, and lignin, are hydrophilic,
albeit to very different extents with lignin being almost hydrophobic, and the corresponding
sorption isotherm displays a sigmoid shape (Type II according to the International Union
of Pure and Applied Chemistry (IUPAC) [1]), that shows hysteresis in its entire range.

For almost a century [2], sorption mechanisms and the origin of hysteresis have been
extensively studied, however, there are still unanswered questions and some uncertainty [3].
Water layering and clustering are two proposed sorption mechanisms at low to medium
relative humidity (H) regions [4–7], whereas capillary condensation is argued to take place
at high or very high H (>98%) regions [8–12]. Corresponding to these three mechanisms,
nano-level wood-water interactions, accessible sorption sites (mainly hydroxyl groups)
and cell wall pore size are three major factors that drive the sorption process in wood. The
roles of accessibility and quantity of sorption sites have been reassessed in some recent
studies [13–16].

The studies on the origin of sorption hysteresis in wood (more specifically, repro-
ducible hysteresis in [17]) are quite diverse. These include, but not limited to the roles of
accessible sorption sites during sorption and their possible coupling with sorption-induced
swelling [18–21], the rigidity or softening of wood cell walls [22–24], and the metastable
states of adsorbed and desorbed water associated with the cell wall nanopore filling [25].
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Experimentally, the effects of the wood-water interactions, accessible sorption sites
and cell wall pore size on sorption and hysteresis are often investigated by modifying
wood using various methods, e.g., thermal or chemical, and then relating the hygroscopic
property change to changes of the number of accessible hydroxyl groups, wood-water inter-
action strength (WWIS) and cell wall pore size distributions [26–33]. However, it is difficult
to quantitatively evaluate the aforementioned factors and possible couplings among them.
In [25], the effect of cell wall pore size on sorption and hysteresis was explored using molec-
ular simulation methods based on a nanoscale cell wall pore model (details can be found in
the following Simulation Model and Method section), and promising results were reported.
Comparing to the purely theoretical and experimental approach, the molecular simulation
approach has the advantage of conducting systematic and quantitative investigations at
the nanoscale using a model that is close to the real system. Molecular simulations of wood
cell walls at the atomic level is still challenging due to the implicit cell wall structures, and
is very time-consuming which limits its usage in parametric investigations [21].

In this work, the effects of sorption sites and wood-water interactions, their potential
coupling, and possible interrelations with cell wall pore sizes were explored by molecular
simulations based on a cell wall pore model. By exploring the extreme value scenarios of
the investigated factors in the simulations, more insights may be gained into the formation
of water monolayers and clusters, and therefore the overall water sorption mechanism
in wood.

2. Simulation Model and Method

The simulation model was taken from our previous publication [25]. The wood cell
wall-water system was modeled as a collection of infinitely long cylindrical nanopores of
different sizes dj with water confined in them (Figure 1a). These pores were independent
of each other and had full access to the environment. The independence assumption
was based on the systematic investigation of experimental water sorption hysteresis pat-
terns [17], and was further supported by a modified Preisach model [34]. The simulated
pores were assumed rigid, and the actual swelling of the cell wall and possible generation
of new pores during sorption was addressed by assumed cell wall pore size distributions
(ψi) evolving with H (Figure 1c, details can be found in [35]). Consequently, pore walls
were modeled as rigid ones composed of equally distributed Lennard-Jones (LJ) [36] carbon
and oxygen atoms (Figure 2a).
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of pure oxygen atoms, and PW4, pure carbon atoms. WWIS of PW5 to PW7 was enhanced 
based on default PW1, whereas WWIS of PW8 was decreased based on another default 
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Figure 1. Illustration of the wood cell wall nanopore model and modelled sorption isotherms. (a) the cell wall substance
and nanopores with an initial pore size distribution ψ1; (b) simulated sorption isotherms for different pore sizes dj; ρwa

represents the adsorbed water density (c) cell wall pore size distributions ψi evolving with humidity; (d) the eventual wood
water sorption isotherm simulated.
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Figure 2. Schematic of a cylindrical pore showing energy pits (sorption sites) distributions: (a) front
view; (b) side view.

Two default pore walls, PW1 and PW2 were defined as representatives associated
with amorphous holocellulose and lignin, respectively. The accessible sorption sites were
modeled as negative energy pits attached to walls (Figure 2), and water was represented
by the extended simple point charge (SPC/E) model [37]. Grand canonical Monte Carlo
(GCMC) [38] was used to calculate the quantity of adsorbed water molecules at a series of
given H under isothermal conditions for each fixed dj. Figure 1b illustrates the simulated
sorption isotherms for a series of dj. The final sorption isotherm of wood (Figure 1d) could
be obtained by superposition of the simulated sorption isotherms in Figure 1b based on ψi
at a series of Hi values (Figure 1c). Details can be found in [35].

The interaction energy (uij
ww) of any two water molecules i and j was calculated as the

sum of the LJ potential and the Coulomb potential [39]; the interaction energy of a water
molecule with the pore wall (U(s1)) was calculated by integrating LJ potential over the
wall atoms [40]. The LJ parameters (εsf and σsf, representing the well depth at the minimum
interaction energy and the separation where the energy equals 0) of PW1 and PW2-water
interactions were taken from [41,42]. Due to the limited computational resources, only one
representative cell wall pore diameter of 0.95 nm (an approximate average pore diameter)
and one temperature level of 25 ◦C were selected for the simulations.

WWIS’s influence on sorption and hysteresis was investigated by simulating six addi-
tional pore walls (PW3–PW8). Varied strengths were set within possible ranges in practice,
and at unrealistic extreme values to analyze theoretical trends. PW3 were comprised of
pure oxygen atoms, and PW4, pure carbon atoms. WWIS of PW5 to PW7 was enhanced
based on default PW1, whereas WWIS of PW8 was decreased based on another default
PW2. Table 1 presents the LJ potential parameters of the studied eight wall types. To avoid
complications from sorption sites, the number of energy pits on the additional walls was
set to 0.

Table 1. Summary of LJ potential parameters of eight types of pore walls and water.

Interaction
LJ Potential Parameters

εsf/kB (K) σsf (Å)

PW1-water 58.29 3.281
PW2-water 37.60 3.190
PW3-water 78.23 3.166
PW4-water 28 3.4
PW5-water 87.435 3.281
PW6-water 174.87 3.281
PW7-water 291.45 3.281
PW8-water 7.52 3.190

The influence of accessible sites on sorption was analyzed by controlling the number,
strength, interaction range, and spatial distributions of the energy pits on PW1 and PW2.
The number of sorption sites nH was controlled by nc and nl (nH = nc × nl), namely,
the number of energy pits in the lateral and longitudinal direction of the simulated pore,
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respectively (Figure 2). Since the perimeter of the simulated 0.95 nm pore is limited, nc
was kept to be a constant of 3, but values of nl were adjusted. The strength of the pits
(εH) was set to be 4.5 kcal mol−1 (normal values), 0.5 kcal mol−1 (extreme low values),
and 22.5 kcal mol−1 (extreme high values). The interaction range of the energy pits was
evaluated by the pit radius RH (Figure 2) that were set at 0.317 nm (normal values),
0.158 nm, and 0.475 nm. The spatial distributions of the energy pit were set “even, random,
clustered, and helix” (Figure 3). The helix distributions were inspired by recent findings
of two- and threefold helix xylan configurations when hydrogen bonding with cellulose
fibrils or lignin [43–45]. Table 2 summarizes the assessed settings of energy pits on default
PW1 and PW2 cylindrical pores.
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Figure 3. Simulated cell wall pores with blues spheres showing the position of energy pits with
spatial distributions from the top to the bottom: even, random, clustered, helix. (a) PW1 pores; (b)
PW2 pores.

Table 2. Summary of energy pit settings on simulated cylindrical pore walls.

Wall Type nc nl εH (kcal mol−1) RH (nm) Spatial Distribution

PW1

3 12 4.5 0.317 even
3 16 0.5 0.158 random
3 8 22.5 0.475 clustered

helix

PW2

3 4 4.5 0.317 even
3 6 0.5 0.158 random
3 2 22.5 0.475 clustered

helix

3. Results and Discussion
3.1. The Differences between the Shapes of Simulated and Experimental Sorption Isotherms

Figure 4a,b present the simulated water sorption isotherms for the studied eight types
of wood cell wall pores at a fixed diameter of 0.95 nm. The relative density of adsorbed
water (ρwa), calculated as the ratio of the density of simulated adsorbed and bulk liquid
water at the same temperature and ambient pressure, was used to represent the quantity
of adsorbed water molecules. ρwa could be further connected to M of simulated wood
samples by taking into account the mass and chemical composition of simulated pore
walls [35]. The shapes of the simulated sorption isotherms were more like those from
non-swelling sorption systems, e.g., carbon-water [46,47], carbon nanotube-water [48],
carbon-N2/Ar [49], activated carbon-water [50], zeolites-water [51] systems, etc., rather
than the ones from the experimental wood water sorption isotherm [23]. This was because



Forests 2021, 12, 356 5 of 13

only sorption isotherms for one cell wall pore size, 0.95 nm, were presented here. In the
“Simulation Model and Method” section, it was pointed that since the cell wall pores were
assumed rigid in the model, the actual swelling of cell walls during sorption had to be
addressed by assumed ψi at different H stages. Therefore, to obtain the final simulated
sorption isotherm, sorption isotherms at a wide range of pore sizes have to be simulated
and then superimposed based on ψi. This process had been illustrated in detail in [35], and
the simulated sorption isotherms could be very close to the experimental ones depending
on the choice of ψi. It is also reported in the literature [52] that a wide pore size distribution
can dramatically change the shapes of the sorption isotherms of silica-water systems. The
aforementioned process was not done in this work due to the high computation cost of
molecular simulations at different pore sizes, especially when several model parameters
were also changed. However, this would not affect the main conclusion of this work since
the focus here was to evaluate the selected model parameters.
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Figure 4. Simulated water sorption isotherms from eight types of 0.95 nm cell wall pores at 25 ◦C
with different WWIS. (a) PW1, PW3, PW5, PW6 and PW7; (b) PW2, PW4 and PW8. Solid symbols,
adsorption; open symbols, desorption.

3.2. The Validity of the Simulation Model

The developed simulation model had been qualitatively examined using the predicted
water sorption hysteresis properties. The magnitude of simulated sorption hysteresis
increased with the cell wall pore size, the lignin content of cell walls, and the reduced
temperature, which is consistent with experimental observations. Details can be found
in [25]. Furthermore, the model had been quantitatively examined by comparing the
predicted cell wall pore size distributions at fully saturated states with the experimental
ones derived from the solute exclusion method. The predicted distributions were relatively
wide with several major peaks evolving in the hygroscopic range but were assessed to be
fairly reasonable. Details can be found in [35].

3.3. The Effect of Wood-Water Interaction Strength on Simulated Sorption Isotherms

The effect of wood-water interaction strength on simulated sorption isotherms was
revealed by comparing the eight sorption isotherms in Figure 4. WWIS was reflected by the
LJ parameter εsf in Table 1, and larger εsf values meant stronger wood-water interactions.
Hence, for the simulated pores in Figure 4, WWIS decreased in the following order: PW7
> PW6 > PW5 > PW3 > PW1 > PW2 > PW4 > PW8. It was clear from Figure 4 that WWIS
affected both sorption isotherms and hysteresis considerably. Overall, stronger wall-
water interaction led to lower H micropore fillings (the abrupt increase on the simulated
adsorption isotherm), and narrower hysteresis loops (Figure 4). When the interaction
became very strong (PW7), hysteresis almost disappeared, and when the interaction became
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very weak (PW4 and PW8), water could not condense in the simulated pores. The sorption
isotherm from PW3 (blue lines in Figure 4a), slightly deviated from the general trend since
it was supposed to lie between PW5 and PW1 (dark green and black lines in Figure 4a),
according to the order of WWIS. This was probably caused by the additional sorption sites
on the wall of default PW1. As explained below, the sorption sites could also influence
the isotherms and hysteresis significantly. Therefore, the additional sorption sites on PW1
pores could shift the micropore filling of water towards an earlier H stage.

3.4. The Effect of Sorption Sites on Simulated Sorption Isotherms

Figures 5 and 6 demonstrate how sorption sites affected the simulated sorption
isotherms and hysteresis for PW1 and PW2, respectively. In most cases, micropore filling of
water occurred in simulated pores. Stronger sorption site networks brought in by either
increased nl, εH or RH caused lower H micropore fillings and narrower hysteresis loops
(Figures 5a–c and 6a–c). The isotherm trends from PW2 (Figure 6) were similar to that of
PW1 (Figure 5), but the formers were more sensitive to the sorption sites-related parameter
variations, indicating the coupling of the sorption sites and WWIS.
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Figure 5. Simulated water sorption isotherms of 0.95 nm PW1 pores at 25 ◦C with different sorption
sites (a) number, (b) strength, (c) interaction range and (d) spatial distributions. solid symbols,
adsorption; open symbols, desorption.
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Figure 6. Simulated water sorption isotherms of 0.95 nm PW2 pores at 25 ◦C with different sorption
sites (a) number, (b) strength, (c) interaction range and (d) spatial distributions. solid symbols,
adsorption; open symbols, desorption.

Unlike the aforementioned three sorption site parameters, the site spatial distributions
did not significantly affect simulated sorption isotherms and hysteresis. The only exception
was for the cases of clustered distributions (Figures 5d and 6d) where a stepping stage on
the simulated isotherms was observed. That was caused by a two-stage micropore filling
that firstly initiated in the pore region where sorption sites clustered and then other regions.

3.5. Water Monolayer

Interestingly, a water monolayer (or film) formed on the surface of the simulated pore
at an extremely low H of 9.94 × 10−10% when the WWIS parameter εsf/kB was increased to
an extremely high value of 1165.8 K from 58.29 K. Figure 7 gives such a snapshot observed
in the simulations. Water molecules were well organized on the surface of the simulated
pore walls, compared to the random structure from a normal εsf/kB setting. However,
in this specific case, the pore wall-water interaction had been strengthened to an extent
that was far beyond the one in a real system, and therefore not likely to exist. Moreover,
the simulation here also offers some insights to the small amount of water that cannot
desorb from wood even when heated at 105 ◦C for a long period (defined as water of
constitution by Stamm [53]). This type of water is supposed to bound tightly to wood cell
wall substances, thus forming a strong wood-water interaction scenario, at least on partial
regions of the cell walls. Since the water monolayer could exist at extremely low H that is
difficult to reproduce experimentally, it is very difficult to remove it in reality.
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Figure 7. Snapshot showing a monolayer formed on a 0.95 nm pore at 25 ◦C with strengthened
wall-water interaction: (a) side view and (b) front view. Each green ball with two attached magenta
balls represents a water molecule.

3.6. Water Clusters

Hysteresis disappeared when εH increased to 22.5 kcal/mol (Figures 5b and 6b), and
in contrast to abrupt micropore fillings observed in earlier scenarios, a gradual increase
of adsorbed water molecules driven by the formation of clusters initiated at the positions
of sorption sites was observed. Figure 8 shows snapshots of simulated 0.95 nm pores at a
series of given H values: 0.000036%, 0.00050%, 0.16%, 0.35% for PW1 and 0.000036%, 0.60%,
5.57%, 6.34% for PW2. For both pore types, the water clusters were initiated at the sorption
sites (indicated in blue balls in Figure 8), and then grew bigger, eventually coalescing as
H increased. However, the water clusters only existed at very low H values (<0.35%) for
PW1 and slightly higher H values (6.34%) for PW2. Since PW2 has weaker WWIS, the
simulation results demonstrated that the less-hydrophilic cell wall pore surfaces benefited
the stabilization of the formed water clusters. The sorption process in this special case
could be used to examine the situation described by clustering theory mainly developed by
Hartley and Kamke and Hartley and Avramidis [5,6]. Accordingly, one water molecule was
attached to each sorption site at a low H region (0–30%), and then as H increased, water
clusters with an average size of two formed and grew larger. The predicted maximum size
of the water cluster was 98 [6]. Apparently, the H region where clusters existed and their
maximum size predicted from the clustering theory was not supported by the simulation
results here. The set sorption site energy (22.5 kcal/mol) in the simulations was extremely
high compared to the normal value of 4.5 kcal/mol, so water sorption driven by cluster
formation was not likely to occur in a real wood-water system.

3.7. Interaction of Simulation Parameters

The simulated sorption isotherm trends from different parameter settings were similar,
and also resembled those from varied cell wall pore sizes in [25]. In summary, the inves-
tigated five simulation parameters—pore size, εs f , nH , εH and RH—largely affected the
simulated sorption isotherms and hysteresis. Furthermore, different variation sensibility
from PW1 and PW2 indicated interaction among these parameters.

Figure 9 illustrates a typical water sorption isotherm from simulated wood cell wall
pores at a given pore size. Two critical points where micropore filling and evaporation
occurred, respectively, could be identified (points A and B in Figure 9). The critical Hs at A
and B were denoted as Hu and Hl, and then the magnitude of the simulated hysteresis loop
could be calculated as ∆H = Hu − Hl . Statistical models were employed to analyze the
effects of investigated parameters on Hu, Hl and ∆H, and the potential interactions among
these parameters based on the pooled simulation data.
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molecule, and blues spheres show the position of sorption sites.
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For the classical Kelvin’s equation (Equation (1) in [25], by replacing the surface
tension of water γ with εs f or the combination of nH , εH and RH , two candidate variables,
εs f
rp

and nHεH RH
rp

, where rp (nm) is the radius of the pore, were derived for multiple linear

regression analysis. Another variable
εs f nHεH RH

rp
was attempted considering the possible

coupling effect from WWIS and sorption sites. Equations (1)–(3) were multiple linear
regression models found to fit the simulation data with satisfactory accuracy.

lnHu = β0 + β1
εs f

rp
+ β2

εs f nHεH RH

rp
(1)

lnHl = β0 + β1
εs f√rp

+ β2
εs f nHεH RH
√rp

(2)

ln∆H = β0 + β1
εs f

rp
+ β2

nHεH RH
rp

(3)
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Table 3 gives estimated coefficients (βi, i = 0 to 2) in Equations (1)–(3) and correspond-
ing adjusted coefficients of determination R2. All the coefficients in Equations (1)–(3) were
found statistically significant under the null hypothesis H0: βi = 0 with a significance
level (α) of less than 0.001. The statistical models (1) and (2) indicated that the cell wall
pore size, WWIS, and the sorption sites were coupled in affecting the critical properties of
sorption isotherms, but the effect from the cell wall pore size was different in determining
the critical points on adsorption and desorption isotherms (Hu and Hl, respectively). Model
(3) indicated the WWIS and the sorption sites were not coupled in determining hysteresis,
but both factors were coupled with cell wall pore size.

Table 3. Fitted coefficient values in Equations (1)–(3).

β0 β1 β2 Adjusted R2

Hu 5.2170 −1.8975 −0.0051 0.9417
Hl 3.7329 −2.0409 −0.0038 0.9271
∆H 5.0573 −2.1227 −0.0035 0.8983

Apart from illustrating the interaction of rp, εs f , nH, εH and RH, the statistical models in
this work can be used to predict water sorption isotherms of wood without time-consuming
simulations when more accurate input parameters are obtained from experiments.

4. Conclusions

The shapes of simulated sorption isotherms in this work were different from the
experimental ones, which were caused by focusing on only one cell wall pore size in the
simulations due to the computational cost. With proper cell wall pore size distributions
further considered, the simulated sorption isotherms would get closer to the experimental
ones. Nevertheless, the molecular simulations demonstrated that most investigated param-
eters including wood-water interaction strength and the number, strength, and interaction
range of sorption sites affected both adsorption and desorption isotherms and hysteresis
considerably. Water monolayers and clusters were observed on the surface of the simulated
cell wall pore at an extremely low humidity when wood-water interaction and sorption
site strength was set to extremely high values. However, since the simulation parameters
were unrealistically high in these specific cases, water monolayers or clusters were not
likely to occur in a real wood-water system. Further multiple linear regressions suggested
that the cell wall pore size, wood-water interaction strength, and the sorption sites were
coupled in affecting the critical properties of sorption isotherms, but the effect from the cell
wall pore size was different in determining the critical points on adsorption and desorption
isotherms. Wood-water interaction strength and the sorption sites were not coupled in
determining hysteresis, but both parameters were coupled with cell wall pore size.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, J.S. and S.A.; methodology, J.S. and S.A.; software, J.S.;
validation, J.S. and S.A.; formal analysis, J.S. and S.A.; investigation, J.S. and S.A.; resources, S.A.;
data curation, J.S. and S.A.; writing—original draft preparation, J.S. and S.A.; writing—review and
editing, J.S. and S.A.; visualization, J.S. and S.A.; supervision, S.A.; project administration, J.S. and
S.A.; funding acquisition, J.S. and S.A. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of
the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by the NSERC Discovery grant RGPIN-2016-04325, and the
National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant No. 32001253), and the Natural Science
Foundation of Jiangsu Province (Grant No. BK20200790).

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: The representative simulation data has been included in the text. Other
simulation data will be available upon request.



Forests 2021, 12, 356 11 of 13

Acknowledgments: The computational resources provided by Compute Canada, and the discussions
with Frank Lam from the University of British Columbia and Jiabin Cai from Nanjing Forestry
University are acknowledged.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest. The funders had no role in the design
of the study; in the collection, analyses, or interpretation of data; in the writing of the manuscript, or
in the decision to publish the results.

Abbreviations

IUPAC International Union of Pure and Applied Chemistry;
M Moisture content:
H Relative humidity:
LJ Lennard-Jones:
PW Pore wall:
SPC/E Extended simple point charge;
GCMC Grand canonical Monte Carlo;
WWIS Wood-water interaction strength

References
1. Lowell, S.; Shields, J.E.; Thomas, M.A.; Thommes, M. Characterization of Porous Solids and Powders: Surface Area, Pore Size and

Density; Kluwer Academic Publishers: Boston, MA, USA, 2004.
2. Pidgeon, L.M.; Maass, O. The Adsorption of Water by Wood. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1930, 52, 1053–1069. [CrossRef]
3. Engelund, E.T.; Thygesen, L.G.; Svensson, S.; Hill, C.A.S. A critical discussion of the physics of wood–water interactions. Wood

Sci. Technol. 2013, 47, 141–161. [CrossRef]
4. Simpson, W.T. Predicting equilibrium moisture content of wood by mathematical models. Wood Fiber Sci. 1973, 5, 41–49.
5. Hartley, I.; Kamke, F.; Peemoeller, H. Cluster theory for water sorption in wood. Wood Sci. Technol. 1992, 26, 83–99. [CrossRef]
6. Hartley, I.D.; Avramidis, S. Analysis of the Wood Sorption Isotherm Using Clustering Theory. Holzforschung 1993, 47, 163–167.

[CrossRef]
7. Avramidis, S. The Basics of Sorption. In Proceedings of the International Conference of COST Action E8, Copenhagen, Denmark,

16–17 June 1997.
8. Chen, C.M.; Wangaard, F.F. Wettability and the hysteresis effect in the sorption of water vapour by wood. Wood Sci. Technol. 1968,

2, 177–187.
9. Simpson, W. Sorption theories applied to wood. Wood Fiber Sci. 1980, 12, 183–195.
10. Thygesen, L.G.; Engelund, E.T.; Hoffmeyer, P. Water sorption in wood and modified wood at high values of relative humidity.

Part I: Results for untreated, acetylated, and furfurylated Norway spruce. Holzforschung 2010, 64, 315–323. [CrossRef]
11. Engelund, E.T.; Thygesen, L.G.; Hoffmeyer, P.; Thybring, E. Water sorption in wood and modified wood at high values of relative

humidity. Part 2: Appendix. Theoretical assessment of the amount of capillary water in wood microvoids. Holzforschung 2010, 64,
325–330. [CrossRef]

12. Wang, J.; Mukhopadhyaya, P.; I Morris, P. Sorption and capillary condensation in wood and the moisture content of red pine. J.
Build. Phys. 2014, 37, 327–347. [CrossRef]

13. Rautkari, L.; Hill, C.A.S.; Curling, S.; Jalaludin, Z.; Ormondroyd, G. What is the role of the accessibility of wood hydroxyl groups
in controlling moisture content? J. Mater. Sci. 2013, 48, 6352–6356. [CrossRef]

14. Willems, W. A critical review of the multilayer sorption models and comparison with the sorption site occupancy (SSO) model
for wood moisture sorption isotherm analysis. Holzforschung 2015, 69, 67–75. [CrossRef]

15. Willems, W. Hygroscopic wood moisture: Single and dimerized water molecules at hydroxyl-pair sites? Wood Sci. Technol. 2018,
52, 777–791. [CrossRef]

16. Guo, X.; Wu, Y.; Yan, N. In situ micro-FTIR observation of molecular association of adsorbed water with heat-treated wood. Wood
Sci. Technol. 2018, 52, 971–985. [CrossRef]

17. Shi, J.; Avramidis, S. Water sorption hysteresis in wood: I review and experimental patterns—Geometric characteristics of
scanning curves. Holzforschung 2017, 71, 307–316. [CrossRef]

18. Urquhart, A.R. 15—The Mechanism of the Adsorption of Water by Cotton. J. Text. Inst. Trans. 1929, 20, T125–T132. [CrossRef]
19. Spalt, H.A. The fundamentals of water vapor sorption by wood. Forest Prod. J. 1958, 8, 288–295.
20. Chen, M.; Coasne, B.; Guyer, R.; Derome, D.; Carmeliet, J. Role of hydrogen bonding in hysteresis observed in sorption-induced

swelling of soft nanoporous polymers. Nat. Commun. 2018, 9, 1–7. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
21. Chen, M.; Zhang, C.; Shomali, A.; Coasne, B.; Carmeliet, J.; Derome, D. Chen Wood–Moisture Relationships Studied with

Molecular Simulations: Methodological Guidelines. Forests 2019, 10, 628. [CrossRef]
22. Hill, C.A.S.; Norton, A.; Newman, G. The water vapor sorption behavior of natural fibers. J. Appl. Polym. Sci. 2009, 112, 1524–1537.

[CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1021/ja01366a033
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00226-012-0514-7
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF00194465
http://doi.org/10.1515/hfsg.1993.47.2.163
http://doi.org/10.1515/hf.2010.044
http://doi.org/10.1515/hf.2010.061
http://doi.org/10.1177/1744259112453829
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10853-013-7434-2
http://doi.org/10.1515/hf-2014-0069
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00226-018-0998-x
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00226-018-1020-3
http://doi.org/10.1515/hf-2016-0120
http://doi.org/10.1080/19447022908661485
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-05897-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30158573
http://doi.org/10.3390/f10080628
http://doi.org/10.1002/app.29725


Forests 2021, 12, 356 12 of 13

23. Hill, C.A.S.; Norton, A.J.; Newman, G. The water vapor sorption properties of Sitka spruce determined using a dynamic vapor
sorption apparatus. Wood Sci. Technol. 2010, 44, 497–514. [CrossRef]

24. Salmén, L.; Larsson, P.A. On the origin of sorption hysteresis in cellulosic materials. Carbohydr. Polym. 2018, 182, 15–20. [CrossRef]
25. Shi, J.; Avramidis, S. Water sorption hysteresis in wood: III physical modeling by molecular simulation. Holzforschung 2017, 71,

733–741. [CrossRef]
26. Olek, W.; Majka, J.; Czajkowski, Ł. Sorption isotherms of thermally modified wood. Holzforschung 2013, 67, 183–191. [CrossRef]
27. Papadopoulos, A.N.; Hill, C.A.S. The sorption of water vapour by anhydride modified softwood. Wood Sci. Technol. 2003, 37,

221–231. [CrossRef]
28. Beck, G.; Strohbusch, S.; Larnøy, E.; Militz, H.; Hill, C. Accessibility of hydroxyl groups in anhydride modified wood as measured

by deuterium exchange and saponification. Holzforschung 2017, 72, 17–23. [CrossRef]
29. Popescu, C.-M.; Hill, C.A.S.; Curling, S.; Ormondroyd, G.; Xie, Y. The water vapour sorption behaviour of acetylated birch wood:

How acetylation affects the sorption isotherm and accessible hydroxyl content. J. Mater. Sci. 2014, 49, 2362–2371. [CrossRef]
30. Phuong, L.X.; Takayama, M.; Shida, S.; Matsumoto, Y.; Aoyagi, T. Determination of the accessible hydroxyl groups in heat-treated

Styrax tonkinensis (Pierre) Craib ex Hartwich wood by hydrogen-deuterium exchange and 2H NMR spectroscopy. Holzforschung
2007, 61, 488–491. [CrossRef]

31. Guo, Y.; Zhang, M.; Xiao, Z.; Chen, H.; Xie, Y. Vaporization heat of bound water in wood chemically modified via grafting and
crosslinking patterns by DSC and NMR analysis. Holzforschung 2018, 72, 1043–1049. [CrossRef]

32. Beck, G.; Thybring, E.E.; Thygesen, L.G.; Hill, C. Characterization of moisture in acetylated and propionylated radiata pine using
low-field nuclear magnetic resonance (LFNMR) relaxometry. Holzforschung 2018, 72, 225–233. [CrossRef]

33. Hietala, S.; Maunu, S.L.; Sundholm, F.; Jämsä, S.; Viitaniemi, P. Structure of Thermally Modified Wood Studied by Liquid State
NMR Measurements. Holzforschung 2002, 56, 522–528. [CrossRef]

34. Shi, J.; Avramidis, S. Water sorption hysteresis in wood: II mathematical modeling—Functions beyond data fitting. Holzforschung
2017, 71, 317–326. [CrossRef]

35. Shi, J.; Avramidis, S. Evolution of wood cell wall nanopore size distribution in the hygroscopic range. Holzforschung 2019, 73,
899–910. [CrossRef]

36. Atkins, P.W.; de Paula, J. Physical Chemistry, 8th ed.; W. H. Freeman and Company: New York, NY, USA, 2006.
37. Karniadakis, G.; Beskok, A.; Aluru, N. Microflows and Nanoflows: Fundamentals and Simulation; Springer Science & Business Media,

Inc.: New York, NY, USA, 2005.
38. Frenkel, D.; Smit, B.; Ratner, M.A. Understanding Molecular Simulation: From Algorithms to Applications; Academic Press: New York,

NY, USA, 2002.
39. Berendsen, H.J.C.; Grigera, J.R.; Straatsma, T.P. The missing term in effective pair potentials. J. Phys. Chem. 1987, 91, 6269–6271.

[CrossRef]
40. Peterson, B.K.; Walton, J.P.; Gubbins, K.E. Fluid behavior in narrow pores. J. Chem. Soc. Faraday Trans. 1986, 82, 1789–1800.

[CrossRef]
41. Walther, J.H.; Jaffe, R.; Halicioglu, T.; Koumoutsakos, P. Carbon Nanotubes in Water: Structural Characteristics and Energetics. J.

Phys. Chem. B 2001, 105, 9980–9987. [CrossRef]
42. Kaukonen, M.; Gulans, A.; Havu, P.; Kauppinen, E. Lennard-Jones parameters for small diameter carbon nanotubes and water

for molecular mechanics simulations from van der Waals density functional calculations. J. Comput. Chem. 2012, 33, 652–658.
[CrossRef]

43. Busse-Wicher, M.; Li, A.; Silveira, R.L.; Pereira, C.S.; Tryfona, T.; Gomes, T.C.F.; Skaf, M.S.; DuPree, P. Evolution of Xylan
Substitution Patterns in Gymnosperms and Angiosperms: Implications for Xylan Interaction with Cellulose. Plant Physiol. 2016,
171, 2418–2431. [CrossRef]

44. Simmons, T.J.; Mortimer, J.C.; Bernardinelli, O.D.; Pöppler, A.-C.; Brown, S.P.; Deazevedo, E.R.; DuPree, R.; DuPree, P. Folding of
xylan onto cellulose fibrils in plant cell walls revealed by solid-state NMR. Nat. Commun. 2016, 7, 13902. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

45. Kang, X.; Kirui, A.; Widanage, M.C.D.; Mentink-Vigier, F.; Cosgrove, D.J.; Wang, T. Lignin-polysaccharide interactions in plant
secondary cell walls revealed by solid-state NMR. Nat. Commun. 2019, 10, 347. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

46. Striolo, A.; Gubbins, K.E.; Chialvo, A.A.; Cummings, P.T. Simulated water adsorption isotherms in carbon nanopores. Mol. Phys.
2004, 102, 243–251. [CrossRef]

47. Striolo, A.; Chialvo, A.A.; Cummings, P.T.; Gubbins, K.E. Water Adsorption in Carbon-Slit Nanopores. Langmuir 2003, 19,
8583–8591. [CrossRef]

48. Ohba, T.; Yamamoto, S.; Kodaira, T.; Hata, K. Changing Water Affinity from Hydrophobic to Hydrophilic in Hydrophobic
Channels. Langmuir 2015, 31, 1058–1063. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

49. Cychosz, K.A.; Guo, X.; Fan, W.; Cimino, R.; Gor, G.Y.; Tsapatsis, M.; Neimark, A.V.; Thommes, M. Characterization of the
Pore Structure of Three-Dimensionally Ordered Mesoporous Carbons Using High Resolution Gas Sorption. Langmuir 2012, 28,
12647–12654. [CrossRef]

50. Sarkisov, L.; Centineo, A.; Brandani, S. Molecular simulation and experiments of water adsorption in a high surface area activated
carbon: Hysteresis, scanning curves and spatial organization of water clusters. Carbon 2017, 118, 127–138. [CrossRef]

51. Di Lella, A.; Desbiens, N.; Boutin, A.; Demachy, I.; Ungerer, P.; Bellat, J.P.; Fuchs, A.H. Molecular simulation studies of water
physisorption in zeolites. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2006, 8, 5396–5406. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1007/s00226-010-0305-y
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.carbpol.2017.11.005
http://doi.org/10.1515/hf-2016-0231
http://doi.org/10.1515/hf-2011-0260
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00226-003-0192-6
http://doi.org/10.1515/hf-2017-0059
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10853-013-7937-x
http://doi.org/10.1515/HF.2007.086
http://doi.org/10.1515/hf-2017-0210
http://doi.org/10.1515/hf-2017-0072
http://doi.org/10.1515/HF.2002.080
http://doi.org/10.1515/hf-2016-0121
http://doi.org/10.1515/hf-2018-0198
http://doi.org/10.1021/j100308a038
http://doi.org/10.1039/f29868201789
http://doi.org/10.1021/jp011344u
http://doi.org/10.1002/jcc.22884
http://doi.org/10.1104/pp.16.00539
http://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms13902
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28000667
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-08252-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30664653
http://doi.org/10.1080/00268970410001668507
http://doi.org/10.1021/la0347354
http://doi.org/10.1021/la504522x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25586050
http://doi.org/10.1021/la302362h
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2017.03.044
http://doi.org/10.1039/b610621h


Forests 2021, 12, 356 13 of 13

52. Saliba, S.; Ruch, P.; Volksen, W.; Magbitang, T.P.; Dubois, G.; Michel, B. Combined influence of pore size distribution and surface
hydrophilicity on the water adsorption characteristics of micro- and mesoporous silica. Microporous Mesoporous Mater. 2016, 226,
221–228. [CrossRef]

53. Stamm, A.J. Wood and Cellulose Science; The Ronald Press Company: New York, NY, USA, 1964; 549p.

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.micromeso.2015.12.029

	Introduction 
	Simulation Model and Method 
	Results and Discussion 
	The Differences between the Shapes of Simulated and Experimental Sorption Isotherms 
	The Validity of the Simulation Model 
	The Effect of Wood-Water Interaction Strength on Simulated Sorption Isotherms 
	The Effect of Sorption Sites on Simulated Sorption Isotherms 
	Water Monolayer 
	Water Clusters 
	Interaction of Simulation Parameters 

	Conclusions 
	References

