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Abstract: Geopolymer adhesive is a new type of inorganic polymeric cementitious material with
environment friendly high performance. The unique three-dimensional network structure provides the
geopolymer adhesive with strong mechanical properties. However due to the material characteristic of
brittle and weak toughness, the geopolymer adhesive is less compatible with the wood. The research on
geopolymer as wood adhesive is limited. In this paper, the feasibility of geopolymers as wood adhesives

and the effect of modification on properties were reviewed. The potential of geopolymers replacing the

aldehyde-based adhesives in producing wood-based composites was discussed.
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