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Appendix 2: Comparison of AMS and NIST Mass spectra
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Figure A2.1: Comparison of AMS and NIST mass spectra for oleic acid
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Figure A2.2: Comparison of AMS and NIST mass spectra for nonanoic acid
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Figure A2.3: Comparison of AMS and NIST mass spectra for decanoic acid
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Figure A2.4: Comparison of AMS and NIST mass spectra for hexadecanoic acid
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Figure A2.5: Comparison of AMS and NIST mass spectra for octadecanoic acid
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Figure A2.6: Comparison of AMS and NIST mass spectra for malonic acid
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Figure A2.7: Comparison of AMS and NIST mass spectra for succinic acid
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Figure A2.8: Comparison of AMS and NIST mass spectra for glutaric acid
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Figure A2.9: Comparison of AMS and NIST mass spectra for adipic acid
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Figure A2.10: Comparison of AMS and NIST mass spectra for azelaic acid
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Figure A2.11: Comparison of AMS and NIST mass spectra for pyruvic acid
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Figure A2.12: Comparison of AMS and NIST mass spectra for 3,hydroxy-
benzoic acid
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Figure A2.13: Comparison of AMS and NIST mass spectra for decanol
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Figure A2.14: Comparison of AMS and NIST mass spectra for toluene
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Figure A2.15: Comparison of AMS and NIST mass spectra for benzyl alcohol
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Figure A2.16: Comparison of AMS and NIST mass spectra for nonylaldehyde
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Figure A2.17: Comparison of AMS and NIST mass spectra for decylaldehyde

100 — 43
27|
50 — 55
AMS
15
6771
! H T
0 Il | ‘ \‘ . H\H‘ ‘\ \‘\‘ HM“‘\‘M/‘ ‘M‘\w\u"\m\‘”‘wHHMH\MHHHM
T‘TTTT{TT\T‘TTTT{\\TT T T 1T TTTT{TTTT‘TTTT{TTTT‘TTTTNTTTT{TTTTNTTTT‘
10 20 30 40 70 80 90 100 110 120 130 140 150
100 43
a 58
504
| 71
55
142
15 |‘| |‘ 67 85 99 113 127
0 ,..l..,..:.,....,.!..,'.':! T T e
10 20 30 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120 130 140 150

Figure A218: Comparison of AMS and NIST mass spectra for 2-nonanone
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Figure A2.19: Comparison of AMS and NIST mass spectra for methylglyoxal
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Figure A2.20: Comparison of AMS and NIST mass spectra for urea
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Figure A2.21: Comparison of AMS and NIST mass spectra for DOS
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