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To evaluate the compatibility of conservation and storage
materials with heritage objects of organic origin, a new
test method is proposed. 

The test is performed in closed vials at 100 oC for 5 days
with the tested material and a reference paper in the vial.
Volatiles off-gassed from the tested material may cause
degradation of the reference paper and lead to a decrease
in its degree of polymerization. This is determined using
viscometry. The optimal vial type is proposed, leading to
reproducible results with a standard deviation for three par-
allel experiments typically under 2%. The selected refer-
ence material, Whatman No. 1 filter paper, being made of
purified cotton linters, is susceptible to volatiles promoting
both hydrolytic and oxidative degradation, and its response
to tested materials is thus likely to be relevant to a wide
variety of heritage materials and objects of organic origin.

The case studies show possible uses of the proposed
method, and a pronounced pro-degrading effect of ground-
wood containing paper on the reference paper is shown, a
variety of combinations of rag, groundwood and recycled
papers were studied and a number of cardboards used for
wrapping or for boxes were evaluated.

The new test is proposed as a repeatable, inexpensive and
rapid method of assessment of compatibility of materials
used for housing or display of heritage objects of organic
origin, thus enabling conservators, providers of conserva-
tion materials and collection managers to make better
informed selection of appropriate housing or display mate-
rials.

1 Introduction

The deterioration of museum objects by gases concentrated inside
showcases and storage enclosures was first described by Byne in
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1898.1 The concept was slow to diffuse into the
museum community and only received broad
appreciation after Oddy’s paper in 1973.2 In that
paper the simple accelerated corrosion test sug-
gested by Werner, and developed by Oddy was
described. It involved cleaning coupons of three
metals (silver, copper and lead – the major metals
of antiquity that had been found to be susceptible
to such corrosion). The coupons were enclosed in
a glass tube with the material to be tested and
some water to provide an atmosphere of nearly
100% relative humidity (RH). The sealed tube was
kept at 60 °C for twenty eight days and the degree
of corrosion on the coupon used to assess the
suitability of the material for use in display and
storage enclosures. The test accelerates the
degradation of the material being tested and the
corrosive gases are mainly degradation or second-
ary products.

Initially this was a simple pass or fail test, but the
large number of short term exhibitions led to the
introduction of a temporary (use for up to six
months) classification. The variability in results
reported between different users was assessed in
1993,3 and photos and descriptions were dissemi-
nated to help standardize the visual assessment of
coupons and a second standard method pub-
lished. An improved method that takes less time to
set up the tests was published in 2003.4

Alternative methodologies have been published.5,6

The necessity for standardization of the methodo-
logy and unexpected results from small changes
were recently underlined with significant problems
encountered with the reaction vessels recommen-
ded in one of these modifications.7 The improved
test recently published by Chen et al.8 makes use
of silver nanoparticles.

Several alternative spot tests have been devel-
oped to produce results faster than the twenty
eight days required for the Oddy test,9,10 but these
are not as comprehensive and a risk remains of
corrosion even if materials have passed these
tests. The Oddy test is not normally undertaken
with ferrous metals as the high RH induces signif-
icant corrosion without any test material and it is
often impossible to distinguish a greater effect
from a test material by eye than from the blank
control test which is always run alongside. If the
corrosion is quantified, for example by chemical
stripping11 then corrosive materials can be identi-
fied and excluded from use in storage and display.

The Oddy test has led to increased protection of
metals on display and in storage for over forty
years and where it has used, there have been no
corrosion issues. Results are often extrapolated to
other inorganic materials; glass, ceramic, stone

and shell. A material that has passed the Oddy
test with lead will certainly emit only very low lev-
els of acetic acid, formic acid and formaldehyde.
The concentrations of volatiles developing in stor-
age situations will be well below the no observable
adverse effect levels collated for these materials
by Tétreault and elucidated further in recent
research.12-14

However, organic materials are probably suscepti-
ble to deterioration from a different range of pollu-
tants than metals, and chemical damage is likely
to occur well before any visible change is notice-
able. From among the ten most abundantly VOCs
emitted from paper (and hence probably from
many archival paper storage products) seven were
reported to accelerate the degradation of cellu-
lose.15 Acetic acid has been shown to contribute to
degradation of colour photographs.16

The development of a test analogous to the Oddy
test, but determining deleterious effects of off-
gassed volatiles on organic materials would be of
great benefit to conservation practice. The first
preliminary report on this development was pub-
lished in 2007,17 and parallel research has been
carried out in other groups, 18 demonstrating that
there is keen interest in development of a standard
testing procedure. In this contribution, we report
on the development of a test based on paper as a
reference material, both because of its ubiquity
and because of its susceptibility to a wide variety
of volatiles. Its degradation however, cannot be
assessed visually, and the simple (and standard-
ized) method of determination of DP after acceler-
ated degradation is proposed as a method of
measurement. 

2 Experimental 

2.1 Materials

Whatman fi lter paper No. 1 (Wh, Whatman,
Maidstone) is proposed as the reference material.
The selection of a standard paper for the test is
analogous to the standardized metals recommend-
ed for the Oddy test. For papers, as for a particu-
lar metal (lead, silver or copper), the composition
determines the reactivity and different composi-
tions would give different results. Therefore, the
purified cellulosic material, susceptible to a wide
variety of volatiles promoting both hydrolytic and
oxidative degradation, is proposed for routine use.

The following materials were tested in the case
studies:
- P3: STEP project paper P3, alum/rosin sized, pH
5.4, 80% groundwood, 20% cellulose19

- A1, A2: Two contemporary hand-made papers,
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80% groundwood, supplied by Nationaal Archief,
The Netherlands
- UL1, UL2, UL3, UL4: four 19th-century rag papers
of European origin, 100% cellulose
- Wrapping paper, beige (chamois), produced and
supplied by Wijsmuller en Beuns (Wormer, The
Netherlands)
- Wrapping paper, blue, produced and supplied by
Wijsmuller en Beuns (Wormer, The Netherlands),
according to the ‘ICN kwaliteitseis no. 1 (2002)”
- Box – cardboard in use at Nationaal Archief (The
Hague, The Netherlands) until 1990, i.e. before
"Amsterdamse doos" (old) was made available
- "Amsterdamse doos" (old) – first produced for
Gemeentearchief Amsterdam in late 1980s, made
of acid-free corrugated cardboard according to the
‘ICN kwaliteitseis no. 4 (1993)’, produced and sup-
plied by Wijsmuller en Beuns (Wormer, The
Netherlands)
- "Amsterdamse doos" (new) – made according to
the ‘ICN kwaliteitseis no. 4 (2002)’, produced and
supplied by Wijsmuller en Beuns (Wormer, The
Netherlands)
- "Amsterdamse doos" (medium) – made in 2002
according to the ‘ICN kwaliteitseis no. 4 (1999),
produced and supplied by Wijsmuller en Beuns
(Wormer, The Netherlands)

ICN kwaliteitseisen are quality standards produced
by the Centraal Laboratorium voor Onderzoek van
Voorwerpen van Kunst en Wetenschap
(Amsterdam, The Netherlands), which changed its
name into Instituut Collectie Nederland in 1997
(ICN, www.icn.nl). The three “Amsterdamse doos”
cardboard guidelines did not differ in terms of the
prescribed composition: The outer layer of the
cardboard should not contain more than 20%
groundwood, while the inner layer should be cot-
ton, linen or bleached pulp with an alkaline reserve
of at least 0.4 mol/kg (ISO10716). The outer layer
of the cardboard should have a minimal pH of 6.5,
and the inner one between 7.5 and 9.5, as meas-
ured using the cold extraction method (ISO6588).
The inner layer should not give a positive reaction
to the phloroglucinol test for the presence of lignin
(ASTM D1030).

The pH of paper test samples used in the study
was determined using cold extraction of microsam-
ples20 in the following way: to 20-50 μg of sample,
5 μL of deionized water was added and left
overnight. pH was determined in the extract using
a micro-combined glass electrode (MI 4152,
Microelectrodes, Bedford, NH).

2.2 Vials

Several vial types were studied, including those
proposed in ASTM D6819-02:21

- Type A: Schott (21 801 24, retrace code:
00797355) – non-standard 100 mL (Figure 1)
- Type B: Cole Parmer (CZ-13247-45) – non-stan-
dard 150 mL
- Type C: Corning (7995-150) – non-standard 150
mL
- Type D: Kontes (K736500-3515) – standard 150
mL

All volumes reported above
are nominal. To determine
the actual volume of a vial,
the weight of water filled to
the top of the vial was
determined in controlled
conditions. The total volume
of Schott vials was deter-
mined to be 0.132 L in aver-
age (N=3). For experiments
with very small amounts of
paper, 7-mL vials (Supelco
27150-U) were used, with
the total volume 8.84 mL. 

2.3 Degradation Experiments

The standard ASTM D6819-0221 conditions were
used: 100 oC, 5 days. In all cases, 0.0275 g/mL of
material was used per vial, regardless of the vari-
ous ratios between the tested material and the ref-
erence paper studied.

2.4 Determination of DP

For determination of the degree of polymerisation
(DP) of cellulose in paper, the standard viscome-
tric method was used (ISO 5351/1:1981).22 DP
was calculated from intrinsic viscosity using the
Mark-Houwink-Sakurada equation:23

DP0.85 = 1.1[η].

Calculation of DP is not strictly necessary, as
intrinsic viscosity could be used for evaluation of
the results.

2.5 Solid Phase Microextraction
Experiments

In order to investigate the emission of VOCs from
different materials, the samples were subjected to
a thermal degradation pre-treatment in a closed
reaction vessel (150 mL) with a PTFE cap,

Figure 1: A Schott (Type A)
vial with samples.
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equipped with sampling valves (Bohlender,
Grünsfeld). The sample weight was 4.2 g, and it
was degraded for 6 days at 80 oC. 

Extraction of the VOCs from the atmosphere inside
the reactor was performed using a SPME device
with a DVB/CAR/PDMS fibre for 60 min at room
temperature. After this, the SPME was transferred
to the GC/MS, where desorption, injection and
analysis took place.

An Agilent Technologies 7890A gas chromato-
graph, coupled to an Agilent Technologies 5975C
quadrupole mass spectrometer equipped with a
Gerstel cooled injection system CIS 4 was used
heated to 250 oC. A 60-m Restek RTX-20 column,
I.D. 0.25 mm and 1-μm stationary phase thickness
was used. The mobile phase used was helium
(99.999%) at a flow of approximately 0.9 mL min-

1(retention times are not constant as the flows in
different runs differ slightly). The following oven
temperature program was used: 1 min at 40 oC,
then heating to 280 oC at the rate of 10.0 oC min-1,
after which the temperature was kept constant for
40 min.

Ionisation was performed using standard EI mode
applying 70 eV at 230 oC. The interface was heat-
ed to 270 oC and the quadrupole mass analyser to
150 oC. The detection was initially performed
using total ion current, and after the identification
of the most abundant volatiles was performed
using the NIST mass spectra library.

2.6 Proposed test for compatibility
with organic heritage materials

1. Take Schott (21 801 24) 100 mL vials with
Teflon-wadded Polybutylene terephthalate (PBT)
caps. If other vials are used, the caps need to
have Teflon-lined seals, which is the only material
to be in contact with the atmosphere inside the
vial. The total volume of the vial needs to be deter-
mined in order to always use 0.0275 g of materials
per mL of the vial volume.
2. Insert 1.21±0.01 g of Whatman No. 1 filter paper
(Wh), folded.
3. Insert 2.42±0.01 g of material to be tested.
4. Close the vials at room conditions and insert
into a ventilated oven at 100±1 oC for 120±0.5 h
(ASTM D6819-0221).
5. Determine the DP of Whatman after the experi-
ment, following ISO 5351/1:1981.
6. Express the effect in DPx/DP0 in %, where DP0

is a control experiment with Wh in the vial only.
7. Perform the test in triplicate.

3 Results and Discussion

3.1 Optimisation of Experimental
Parameters

In development of the procedure, the following
was optimized: (i) test vial type, (ii) duration and
environmental conditions during the experiment,
(iii) amount of sample to be tested vs. amount of
reference paper. While the test vials described
under 2.2. vary in size, the amount of test materi-
al can be adjusted so that the mass/volume ratio is
the same (0.0275 g/mL). 

Under the standard ASTM D6819-02 conditions (5
days, 100 oC, closed tube), statistically significant-
ly different results were obtained for the four vials
used (Figure 2). This result is of considerable
interest, since if the amount of paper per vial vol-
ume is the same, similar results are expected.
However, the DP after degradation differed for up
to 10%, which is statistically significant. However,
it is worth noting that the repeatability was best
using Type A vials.

In closing the vials, no particular tools have been
used. The good repeatability of results presented
in Figure 2 is at odds with previous reports sug-
gesting that hand tightening might be a consider-
able source of error.24

Since the only material in contact with the atmos-
phere inside the vial, beside glass, is the cap, it
was therefore of interest to investigate the emis-
sions from the materials of which the caps are
made. According to producer specifications, they
are made of: Type A – polybutylene terephthalate,
however, the cap additionally contains a silicone
rubber septum with a Teflon layer, which is the
only material actually in contact with the atmos-
phere within the vial; Types B, C and D –
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Figure 2: DP of Wh after 5 days of degradation in closed vials of four
different types. The error bars represent standard deviation, N = 4.
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polypropylene caps with sil icone O-rings. To
investigate the emissions from these materials,
they were inserted into 150-mL reaction vessels
with a Teflon cap equipped with a valve and a
Teflon septum, through which SMPE extraction of
the emitted VOCs could be performed after a peri-
od of degradation. The results of this screening
are shown in Figure 3. While a quantitative analy-
sis of the emissions was not of interest, it is imme-
diately apparent that caps can themselves emit
high quantities of volatile organic compounds
(VOCs), and that their composition can be very dif-
ferent. The effect of these VOCs on paper degra-

dation inside the vial is unknown and can be either
positive (if e.g. stabilizers are emitted) or negative
(if e.g. acids are emitted). For comparison, the
emissions from Wh are shown.

Considering the above, the choice of an appropri-
ate vial therefore appears to be almost arbitrary,
however, on the basis of the low emissions from
Teflon and satisfactory reproducibility of experi-
ments performed in Type A vials (Figure 2), these
can be recommended.

Figure 3: A comparison of total ion chromatograms of VOCs emitted from various cap materials used on vials in the study. For comparison, VOCs
emitted from Wh are shown.
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Subsequently, the amount of tested material vs.
the amount of Wh had to be determined. The test-
ed material in this case was a groundwood-con-
taining paper (P3), for which it is known that it
emits high concentrations of VOCs.25

During a typical degradation experiment, we stud-
ied the effect of various combinations of P3 and
Wh. In Figure 4, we represent 7 experiments with
various ratios between P3 and Wh, the total
amount of material always being 3.62 g. After the
experiment the the DP of Wh was determined. It is
evident that the amount of P3 in the vial has a very
strong effect and in order to exaggerate this effect,
the ratio 2:1 is proposed – meaning 2.42 g of the
tested material per 1.21 g of Wh.

To calculate the effect in relative terms for com-
parative purposes, DPx/DP0 can be calculated.
Pure cellulose retains only 55% of its DP if degrad-
ed in the vicinity of acidic groundwood containing
paper. This is often the case in archival folders
with mixed materials, and the result may provide a
benchmark for classification, as discussed in sec-
tion 3.4.

From the experiment in Figure 4, it is evident that
a paper high in lignin content could have a poten-
tially very strong negative effect on the degrada-
tion of other paper at room temperature. This is
sometimes evident in collections: e.g. cardboard-
based book covers affecting the degradation of
paper in close contact. While it is known that acids
and aldehydes are among the most abundant
VOCs emitted from groundwood paper,25 it is not
clear how they affect the stability of cellulose
either individually or in combinations. The pro-
posed test therefore represents an attractive and
rapid test making such evaluations possible. 

The effect is not necessarily negative, however, if
the tested material acts as a VOC absorber. This
will be further explored in the following case study.

3.2 Case Study 1: Effects of Different
Paper Types on Each Other

To show that papers of various compositions could
have protective effects on each other, we studied
various combinations of groundwood and rag
papers with the standard Wh test paper, but also
with P3 as a test paper. Due to the lack of materi-
als, particularly historic rag papers, this study was
performed in 8.84 mL vials (nominal volume 7 mL).

The DP of Wh (or MW of P3) degraded in the pres-
ence of another paper compared with the control
experiment (Wh or P3 in the vial only), enables us
to evaluate the potential effects various papers
can have on each other. From Figure 5 it is evident
that the effects can be negative, if the test paper
promotes the degradation of the reference paper,
but can also be positive, if the test paper is an
effective absorbent of VOCs and thus contributes
to their removal and as a consequence, inhibits
the degradation of the reference paper.

The effect of the two groundwood-containing
hand-made papers (A1, A2) on the degradation of
Wh is negative. On the other hand, various rag
papers have no or only a very slightly negative
effect on the degradation of Wh. The negative
effect of A1 and A2 papers on P3 is pronounced,
while the effect of rag papers is either neutral or
even slightly positive. The alkali reserve in rag
papers must be a good absorber for VOCs emitted
from P3 and thus contributes positively, even if
only slightly, to its less pronounced degradation. 
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Figure 4: DP of Wh sample degraded in the same vial as P3 paper,
in different ratios. Error bars represent standard deviations, N = 3.
Average standard deviation was 1%.

Figure 5: DP of Wh or P3 reference samples degraded in the same
vessel with different tested papers, as indicated, vs. the DP of the
same reference sample, degraded in a control experiment. Error bars
represent standard deviations, N = 3.
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A similar study on the effect of iron gall ink docu-
ments on degradation of paper in the vicinity was

recently published, demonstrating a significant
effect of emissions of reactive oxygen species
(hydrogen peroxide) from ink-containing paper.26

3.3 Case Study 2:
Boxing and wrapping materials

In this case study, we studied various boxing and
wrapping materials (various types of carboard), in
line with the proposed methodology (section 2.6).
In all cases, 2.42 g of the material was used
against 1.21 g of Wh in the vial, and the degrada-
tion was carried out at 100 oC for 5 days.

In Figure 6, the effects of degradation of test mate-
rials on the ageing behaviour of cellulose are com-
paratively assessed. The lower the DP of Wh after
the experiment, the more the emissions from the
test material accelerate the degradation. It is evi-
dent that all materials studied affect the degrada-
tion of Wh negatively, and do not offer protection
against degradation.

It is also of interest that the three “Amsterdamse
doos” cardboards give different results, despite
being produced according to the same material
specification. The outer layer of this material could
contain up to 20% groundwood, and could be
slightly acidic, and considering the variation
allowed by the specification, the different results
obtained for the different types of the same wrap-
ping material are perhaps less surprising.

3.4 Further Considerations 

The proposed test for compatibility with heritage
materials of organic origin is rapid and easy to per-

form, and can be employed to survey conservation
materials in close contact or proximity to heritage
objects. The negative (or positive) effect, which is
evaluated using this test, is only related to emis-
sion (or absorption) of volatiles, however, and not
to migration of non-volatile compounds from one
material to another in close contact.

The choice of Wh as the reference paper is based
on the observation that it is a widely available,
well-studied27 paper type and that its emissions
are low in comparison to other heritage materials.
In most combinations, it will therefore act as an
absorbent. Being neutral and containing no alka-
line reserve, it is also susceptible to both hydrolyt-
ic and oxidative degradation, so that emissions of
various types of volatiles will affect its stability.
This is particularly useful as Wh can thus serve as
a good reference for various heritage materials
degrading either hydrolytically or oxidatively.

However, it may turn out for the chosen tempera-
ture of 100 oC to be too high due to melting or
rapid decomposition of some materials – e.g. cer-
tain waxes or glues. In such cases it may be nec-
essary to perform the experiments at lower tem-
perature to prevent such physical phenomena from
affecting the chemistry of emission. Namely, the
absence of constraints in molecular movement in
melted materials (or plastic materials above the
glass transition temperature) leads to faster
degradation processes than below the phase tran-
sition temperature, and in such a case the test
would give an overestimated value. In any case, it
is important to note that the tests performed at 100
oC not necessarily compare with the behaviour of
the tested materials at room temperature, as emis-
sion and absorption of volatiles are temperature-
dependent phenomena. 

A particularly useful feature of the test is the
measurement method giving a range of values
instead of a pass/fail decision. This allows for stor-
age/display materials to be classified in various
categories, from considerably protective to consid-
erably aggressive, once a larger database of
material performances is made available.
However, the effect will always be relative to the
amount and function of the off-gassing material
present in a real situation. Since off-gassing is a
function of time, it is likely that test materials may
categorise better after certain time has passed
after production. Not only materials, but also other
strategies of environmental modification could be
classified this way, e.g. the use of anoxic environ-
ments, VOC scavengers or other protective meas-
ures. 

Figure 6: DP of Wh degraded in the same vessel with different mate-
rials, as indicated. Error bars represent standard deviations, N = 3.
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Thus, the effects of various tested materials or
protective measures (removal of oxygen) on the
standard Wh paper can be either negative (the
emissions from the tested material lead to faster
degradation of Wh than in the control experiment)
or positive (the tested material or protective meas-
ure increases the longevity of Wh compared to the
control experiment). Using the proposed test for
compatibility with heritage materials of organic ori-
gin it is foreseeable for a database of evaluated
materials to become available in due time. It is
feasible that on this basis, the proposed test could
become a standardised test and a classification
system for conservation materials in close contact
with organic heritage materials could be devel-
oped, e.g. from very beneficial to neutral to very
negative. 

Thus would enable the users (conservators, col-
lection managers, companies) to make the right
choice when selecting appropriate housing, dis-
play or conservation products.

4 Conclusions

A new test for compatibility with heritage materials
of organic origin is proposed, based on accelerat-
ed degradation of a reference paper (Whatman
No. 1 filter paper) in the presence of the material
under evaluation, in a closed vial at 100 oC for 5
days. The degradation of the reference paper is
assessed in terms of DP decrease, and compared
to a control experiment. It is proposed that vials
with Teflon-lined seals are used, e.g. Schott (21
801 24), 100 mL. These vials gave highly repro-
ducible results and the standard deviation of DP of
the reference paper for three parallel experiments
was typically under 2%. 

The selected reference paper is sensitive to
volatiles promoting both hydrolytic and oxidative
degradation, and its response is thus likely to be
relevant to a wide variety of heritage materials of
organic origin.

Several case studies are presented. A very pro-
nounced negative effect of groundwood containing
paper on the reference paper is presented. In an
assessment of a variety of combinations of rag,
groundwood and recycled papers, a high variety of
interactions is presented: both protective and pro-
degrading effects are possible if two materials are
aged in close vicinity. A number of cardboards
used for wrapping or for boxes were also evaluat-
ed.

Using the new test, the effects of volatiles emitted
during degradation (or drying) of materials used
for housing or display can be studied systemati-

cally and made available to users (conservators,
producers of conservation materials, collection
managers), thus allowing for better informed deci-
sion making.

5 Acknowledgements

The authors acknowledge financial support of the
Slovenian Research Agency, Programme no. P1-
0153 and project PaperVOC (co-financed by
Nationaal Archief, The Netherlands), of the
European Union, 6th Framework Programme, proj-
ect Papertreat (SSPI- 006584), and of the COST
D42 action, Chemical Interactions between
Cultural Artefacts and Indoor Environment
(EnviArt). We thank John Havermans and Tomasz
Łojewski for useful comments.

6 Literature

1. L.S.G. Byne, The corrosion of shells in cabinets, J Conchol. 1899,

9, 172-178, 253-254.

2. W.A. Oddy, An unsuspected danger in display, Mus. J. 1973, 73,

27-28.

3. L.R. Green, D. Thickett, Interlaboratory comparison of the Oddy
test, Conservation Science in the U.K., Preprints of the Meeting held

in Glasgow, May 1993. James & James, London, pp. 111-116.

4. L. Robinet, D. Thickett, A new methodology for accelerated corro-
sion testing, Stud. Conserv. 2003, 48, 263-26.

5. J.A. Bamberger, E.G. Howe, G. Wheeler, A variant Oddy test pro-
cedure for evaluating materials used in storage and display cases,

Stud. Conserv. 1999, 44, 86-90.

6. C.L. Reedy, R.A. Corbett, M. Burke, Electrochemical tests as
alternatives to current methods for assessing effects of exhibition
materials on metal artifacts, Stud. Conserv. 1998, 43, 183-196.

7. G. Dale Smith, C. Snyder, Something ‘odd’ about the Oddy test,
in: J. Bridgland (ed.), Preprints of the 15th Triennial Conference New
Delhi 22-26 September 2008, ICOM Committee for Conservation,

Allied Publishers PVT, New Delhi, p. 887.

8. R. Chen, L. Moussa, H.R. Morris, P.M. Whitmore, Silver
Nanoparticle Films as Sulfide Gas Sensors in Oddy Tests, in: P.B.

Vandiver, B. McCarthy, R.H. Tykot, J.L. Ruvalcaba, F. Casadio

(eds.), Materials Issues in Art and Archaeology VIII, Materials

Research Society Symposium Proceedings, 2008, 1047, 287-297.  

9. J. Zhang, D. Thickett, L. Green, Two Tests for the Detection of
Volatile Organic Acids and Formaldehyde, J. Am. Inst. Conserv.

1994, 33, 47-53.

10. V. Daniels, S. Ward, A rapid test for the detection of substances
which will tarnish silver, Stud. Conserv. 1982, 27, 58-60.

11. ASTM G1-03, Standard Practice for Preparing, Cleaning, and
Evaluating Corrosion Test Specimens.

12. J. Tétreault, Airborne pollutants in museums, galleries and archi-
ves: risk assessment, control strategies and preservation manage-
ment, Canadian Conservation Institute, Canada, 2003. 

13. L. Robinet, K. Eremin, C. Coupry, C. Hall, N. Lacome, Effect of
organic acid vapors on the alteration of soda silicate glass, J. Non-

Crystall. Sol. 2007, 353, 1546-1559.

85



www.e-PRESERVATIONScience.org

Test for Compatibility with Organic Heritage Materials, e-PS, 2010, 7, 78-86

86

14. R. Hodgkins, R. Garrell, D.A. Scott, Determination of acetic and
formic acid concentrations in model systems and identification of
efflorescence on calcareous specimens, J. Bridgland (ed.), Preprints
of the 15th Triennial Conference New Delhi 22-26 September 2008,

ICOM Committee for Conservation, Allied Publishers PVT, New

Delhi, p. 885.

15. M. Strlič, I. Kralj Cigić, J. Kolar, G. de Bruin, Volatile compounds
emitted from paper, 8th Indoor Air Quality 2008 Meeting, 17-19 April

2008, Vienna, Austria.

16. A. Fenech, M. Strlič, I. Degano, M. Cassar: Stability of

Chromogenic Colour Prints in Polluted Indoor Environments, Polym.

Degrad. Stab., submitted.

17. M. Strlič, I. Kralj Cigić, J. Kolar, G. de Bruin, T. Steemers, The
PaperVOC project: measurement and simulation of VOC emissions
from paper, COST strategic workshop Past Present Prediction,

Ohrid, FYR of Macedonia, 31/05-02/06/2007.

18. T.P. Nguyen, M. Duranton, E. Pellizzi, V. Rouchon, Cartons util-
isés pour la reliure et l’archivage: qualité et teneurs en souffre,

Support/Tracé, no. 9, 2009, 102-111.

19. J.B.G.A. Havermans, J.P. van Deventer, R. van Dongen, F.

Flieder, F. Daniel, P. Kolseth, T. Iversen, H. Lennholm, O. Lindqvist,

A.S. Johansson, The Effects of Air Pollutants on the Accelerated
Ageing of Cellulose Containing Materials - Paper. EC/DGXII/STEP
Project CT 90-0100, TNO, Delft, The Netherlands, Report no.

BU3.94/1068/JH, 2004.

20. M. Strlič, J. Kolar, D. Kočar, T. Drnovšek, V.-S. Šelih, R. Susič,

B. Pihlar, What is the pH of alkaline paper?, e-Preserv. Sci. 2004, 1,

35-47.

21. ASTM D6819-02, Accelerated temperature aging of printing and
writing paper by dry oven exposure apparatus.

22. ISO 5351/1:1981, Pulps-Cellulose in dilute solutions-
Determination of limiting viscosity number. Part 1: Method in cupri-
ethylenediamine (CED) solution.

23. R. Evans, A.F.A. Wallis, Comparison of Cellulose Molecular
Weights Determined by High Performance Size Exclusion
Chromatography and Viscometry, 4th Int. Symp. Wood Chem., 1987.

24. T. Sawoszczuk, A. Barański, J.M. Łagan, T. Łojewski, K. Zięba,

On the use of ASTM closed vessel tests in accelerated ageing
research, J. Cult. Her. 2008, 9, 401-411.

25. O. Ramalho, A.L. Dupont, C. Egasse, A. Lattuati-Derieux,

Emission Rates of Volatile Organic Compounds from Paper, e-

Preserv . Sci. 2009, 6, 53-59.

26. M. Strlič, E. Menart, I. Kralj Cigić, G. de Bruin, J. Kolar, M.

Cassar, Emission of volatiles and reactive oxygen species during
degradation of iron gall ink, Polym. Degrad. Stab. 2010, 95, 66-71.

26. M. Strlič, J. Kolar (eds.), Ageing and Stabilisation of Paper,
National and University Library, 2005.


