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Abstract: An experimental method was developed and validated for the collection and analysis
of tobacco-specific nitrosamines (TSNAs) that are present in electronic cigarette (EC) liquid or
are released from aerosol samples using a liquid chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry
(LC-MS/MS) system. As part of this study, the relative recovery of four target TSNAs was
assessed by spiking standards in a mixture of propylene glycol and vegetable glycerin. Recovery
was assessed against two major variables: (1) the chemical media (solution) selected for sample
dilution (acetonitrile [ACN] vs. ammonium acetate [AA]) and (2) the type of sampling filter used
(Cambridge filter pad [CFP] vs. quartz wool [QW] tube). The average recovery of TSNAs in
terms of variable 1 was 134 ± 22.1% for ACN and 92.6 ± 8.27% for AA. The average recovery in
terms of variable 2 was 83.4 ± 7.33% for QW and 58.5 ± 12.9% for CFP. Based on these conditions,
the detection limits of N′-nitrosonornicotine (NNN), 4-(methylnitrosamino)-1-(3-pyridyl)-1-butanone
(NNK), N′-nitrosoanatabine (NAT), and N′-nitrosoanabasine (NAB) were calculated as 4.40, 4.47,
3.71, and 3.28 ng mL−1, respectively. The concentration of TSNAs in liquid and aerosol samples of six
commercial EC solutions was measured as below the detection limit.

Keywords: tobacco specific-nitrosamines; electronic cigarette; liquid chromatography-tandem
mass spectrometry

1. Introduction

An electronic cigarette (EC) is an electronic spraying device that generates aerosols containing
nicotine. Unlike a conventional cigarette, an EC consists of a rechargeable battery, a cartridge containing
the refill solution and aerosol, and an atomizer that transforms the liquid into an aerosol by heating
the liquid solution [1–3]. The EC liquid is made up mainly of propylene glycol (PG) and/or vegetable
glycerin (VG), to which flavors and/or nicotine can be added according to the consumer’s preference.
The use of ECs is highly popular around the world due to its ease, pleasant odors, and inhalation
characteristics that are similar to conventional cigarettes [4,5]. In spite of a rapid increase in demand
for EC, the content of potentially harmful compounds in the liquids before and after vaporization is
unclear. Consequently, some countries are regulating the use of ECs very strictly [4].

It is reported that up to 7000 chemicals are present in a conventional cigarette and its smoke [6,7].
According to the International Agency for Research on Cancer (IARC), tobacco smoke contains
60 carcinogens, including aldehydes (e.g., formaldehyde and acetaldehyde), heavy metals (e.g., Cr),
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nitrosamines (e.g., N′-nitrosonornicotine [NNN], and 4-(methylnitrosamino)-1-(3-pyridyl)-1-butanone
[NNK]), polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs, benzeo[a]pyrene), and aromatic amines [8–10].
Moreover, there are more than 300 nitrosamines, among which tobacco-specific nitrosamines
(TSNAs) have been identified as potent carcinogens. NNN and NNK are known to induce
carcinogenesis through DNA adductions and mutations in addition to promoting tumor growth
through receptor-mediated effects [11], and they are classified in the first (most dangerous) group
of carcinogens [12]. N′-nitrosoanatabine (NAT) is classified in the third group of carcinogens.
NAT is generated together with NNN and NNK in tobacco [11,13]. N′-nitrosoanabasine (NAB)
is also classified in the third group of carcinogens, although its metabolic pathway has not
yet been identified [14]. In addition, although 4-(methylnitrosamino)-4-(3-pyridyl)-butyric acid
(iso-NNAC), 4-(methylnitrosamino)-4-(3-pyridyl)-1-butanol (iso-NNAL), and 4-(methylnitrosamino)-
1-(3-pyridyl)-1-butanol (NNAL) were also reported in the monograph on Smokeless Tobacco [15], these
three compounds have not been considered in the present evaluation due to the limited availability of
toxicity data. Consequently, four TSNA components (NNN, NNK, NAT, and NAB) were selected as
target components in this study.

TSNAs are generated by the nitrosation of nitrogen oxides (NOx) and some alkaloids
(the secondary amines nornicotine, anabasine, and anatabine and the tertiary amine nicortine) during
air curing at 20 ◦C and pH 2–7 as part of the tobacco harvesting process [16–18]. Most of the nornicotine
is made directly from nicotine through activity of the nicotine N-demethylating enzyme during the
aging and curing process of mature leaves. The amount of TSNAs in mainstream cigarette smoke is
directly related to compounds such as nitrate in hardened tobacco leaves [19–21]. Although the absolute
amount of TSNAs is very low, the quantitative assessment of NNN and NNK was recommended to
better understand the link between these compounds and human health effects because of the high
frequency of lung cancer that is caused by smoking [22].

Levels of TSNAs in tobacco and mainstream cigarette smoke have been determined using
various combinations of chromatographic analytical systems, such as a gas chromatography-thermal
energy analysis (GC-TEA) [23], gas chromatography-mass spectrometry (GC/MS) [24], and liquid
chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry (LC-MS/MS) [25–30]. The LC-MS/MS system was found
to have significantly enhanced sensitivity and reproducibility relative to other instruments (e.g.,
superior detectability over GC/MS). Also, LC-MS/MS is capable of detecting NNN and NNK within
a short analysis time [29,31–33]. To date, an analysis method for EC solution using an LC-MS/MS
system has been proposed by a limited number of study groups (e.g., [34–37]). Moreover, there are only
a few reported analytical methods for the measurement of TSNA concentration levels in EC aerosols.
These methods captured the aerosol after the solvent had been injected into a gas-tight syringe or
extracted the glass fiber filter pad that captured the aerosols with water [19,38]. As such, there are very
limited case studies that evaluate the emissions of TSNAs released by the use of ECs.

In commercial EC solutions, various kinds of nicotine, such as synthetic nicotine, natural nicotine,
and nicotine extracted from the stem are used [39]. The experiment that was performed in this study
assumed that the target compounds in synthetic nicotine are same as nicotine in tobacco. A simple
method was developed to quantify TSNAs from ECs in both solution and vaped aerosol samples (filter
sampling) using a LC-MS/MS system. The EC aerosol was sampled through an automatic sampling
device for EC smoke. The analysis conditions were established using comparable international
standard methods (International Organization for Standardization (ISO), World Health Organization
(WHO), and Cooperation Centre for Scientific Research Relative to Tobacco (CORESTA N◦ 75))
established for mainstream cigarette smoke, thereby maintaining consistency with previous methods
that were used to obtain this type of data. To ensure the reliability of the analysis method, the relative
recovery (RR) for four TSNAs was evaluated by spiking TSNA primary standards into the PG/VG
mixed solution. Quantitative analysis of TSNAs was then carried out using six different commercial
EC products in both solution and aerosol under the experimental conditions that were established
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in this work. The results of our study will offer valuable insights into the development of reliable
analytical methods for important components contained or generated due to the use of EC.

2. Materials and Methods

Two experiments were conducted to determine the dilution factor for the analysis of TSNAs in
this study. As part of this study, the RRs of four target TSNAs were assessed by spiking standards in a
PG/VG mixture. Performance against two major variables was assessed: (1) differences in the chemical
media (solution) selected for sample dilution (ACN vs. AA (100 mmol)); and, (2) differences in the
type of sampling filter used (Cambridge filter pad [CFP] vs. quartz wool [QW] tube). To assess the
performance of these variables, the RRs of four TSNAs were evaluated in two stages of experiments.

2.1. Working Standard Solution for TSNAs

For the calibration analysis of TSNAs, primary standard (PS) solutions containing 1000 µg
mL−1 (±)-N′-nitrosonornicotine (NNN), 4-(methylnitrosamino)-1-(3-pyridyl)-1-butanone (NNK),
(s)-N-nitrosoanabasine (NAB) dissolved in methanol, and 5 mg of N-nitrosoanatabine (NAT) powder
were purchased (Certified Reference Materials for NNN, NNK, and NAB, Sigma-Aldrich Co., St. Louis,
USA). First, NAT powder was dissolved in 99.8% methanol (Sigma-Aldrich Co.) to prepare a 5 µg
mL−1 solution (NAT-LS). Liquid working standards (L-WS) were then prepared by diluting three
PS (NNN, NNK, and NAB) and NAT-LS with 99.9% acetonitrile (ACN, Sigma-Aldrich Co.) at seven
concentrations (0.5, 1, 2, 5, 10, 50, and 100 ng mL−1) in 2 mL vials. The basic physicochemical
information of the four target TSNAs to be analyzed is shown in Supplementary Table S4 online. For a
background sample (blank EC solution), a mixture of propylene glycol (PG, USP, Sigma-Aldrich Co.)
and glycerin (VG, USP, Sigma-Aldrich Co.), which are the main components of EC, was prepared at a
weight ratio of 1:1.

2.2. Pretreatment of the EC Solution

The dominant content (>80%) of EC solution is PG and VG. Flavor or nicotine may be added to
this mixture according to the preference of the EC user [40]. Note that PG and VG have higher viscosity
values than water (the usual matrix for LC analysis). Hence, if the EC sample is analyzed without a
pretreatment step (such as dilution), it is difficult to do the LC-based analysis of TSNA [41–43].

To compare the required dilution to successfully elute TSNA in EC solution, two kinds of solvent,
ammonium acetate (AA) and ACN, were selected. Previously, AA was used as the extraction solution
for the analysis of TSNAs by ISO and WHO [16]. ACN was selected as an additional dilution solution
to test in this study, because it can elute many chemicals in HPLC and it has similar performance to
methanol. ACN is usually used as salting-out extraction solvent for analyzing N-nitrosamines [44].

In the first liquid experiment stage (L-S1), to determine the dilution factor, TSNA spiked samples
were prepared at a concentration of 100 ng mL−1 by adding three PSs and NAT-LS to a PG/VG mixture
(1:1, w/w). The spiked sample was systematically diluted 20, 50, and 100 fold using each of the two
dilution solvents (AA or ACN) and 1 µL of each diluted sample was analyzed by LC-MS/MS. Triplicate
analysis for each sample was performed. In the second liquid experiment stage (L-S2), the spiked
samples were prepared at three concentrations of 50, 250, and 500 ng mL−1 by adding three PSs and
NAT-LS into the PG/VG mixture. These spiked samples were then diluted with AA or ACN at a fixed
dilution factor of 50, which was determined by the result of L-S1 analysis. One microliter of each
diluted sample was analyzed by a LC-MS/MS. Triplicate analysis for each sample was conducted.

2.3. Aerosol Sample and Pretreatment Method for EC Aerosol

For analysis of the aerosol generated using EC, a filter is used for collection of the aerosol [45].
The analysis method for the EC aerosol used the tobacco analysis method of ISO, WHO, and CORESTA
N◦ 75 [26,30]. To compare the adsorption capacity of TSNAs on each filter media, CFP (44 mm Φ)
and QW were prepared [16]. Note that, for this comparative test, a dilution factor in the range of
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20 to 100 was chosen to minimize the analytical interference of LC-MS/MS due to the large amount
of PG and VG (e.g., >80%) in EC liquid solutions, and to maximize the detection capacity for the
TSNAs. The amount of aerosol that is generated per puff and the consumption rate of EC solution
were measured by the mass change tracking (MCT) method [46]. The dilution factor can be computed,
as follows:

Dilution Factor = Amount of extraction solution (mL)/Amount of aerosol

generated by EC smoke automatic sampling device (mL)

The CFP used as a sampling filter for tobacco mainstream smoke in the ISO, WHO, and CORESTA
N◦ 75 methods has a large diameter (44 mm) and 20 mL of extraction solution is generally required to
extract TSNAs that are captured on CFP. In contrast, the QW filter is prepared manually by packing
15 mg of QW into a quartz tube (6.35 mm × 90 mm), and is commonly used for GC-MS–based thermal
desorption analysis of indoor air and odor samples [47]. For the evaluation of RR for the CFP, spiked
samples were prepared at three concentrations of 500, 1250, and 2500 ng mL−1 for the extraction of
TSNAs captured on CFP using 10 mL extraction solution (dilution factor: ~330). In the case of the
QW filter, relatively low concentration levels of 100, 500, and 1000 ng mL−1 of spiked samples were
prepared while considering the need for a small amount (1.8 mL) of extraction solution (dilution factor:
~60) as compared to CFP. Spiked samples that were collected using two types of sampling filters (CFP
and QW) after solvent extraction were prepared at concentrations of 2, 5, and 10 ng mL−1 to allow
quantitative recovery analysis using a LC-MS/MS system.

An automatic sampling device for EC smoke designed by Chemtekins Co. (Sungnam, Korea)
was used to precisely control the rate of generation of EC aerosol [41]. The EC device filled with
either a spiked sample or a commercial E-liquid was placed in the EC smoke automatic sampling
device for the production of aerosols. For triplicate analysis, the vaped sample was collected onto
three individual filters. Sampling of the aerosol onto each filter of CFP and QW was conducted at a
sampling (purging) velocity of 1 L min−1, with the following puff conditions: puff interval, 10 s; puff
duration, 2 s; and, the number of puffs, 10. The CFP-collected aerosol samples (A-CFP) were extracted
with 10 mL of AA and ultrasonicated for 30 min. Extracted solution (2 mL) was then filtered through
a syringe filter (0.45 µm, PTFE) and transferred to a 2 mL vial. In the case of sampling vapor onto
QW filter (A-QW), 1.5 g (~1.8 mL) of AA was filtered directly through a QW filter and transferred to a
2 mL vial. The aerosol sample collected on the QW filter according to the puff conditions selected in
this study (as described above) is approximately 30 mg. Hence, the dilution factor of the extraction
solvent is about 50. The extraction solution was transferred to a 2 mL amber vial for convenience
of final analysis and a 1-µL sample from the two types of filtered extract solution was analyzed by
LC-MS/MS. A schematic diagram of analysis of the aerosol sample for both types of filter is shown in
Supplementary Figure S1 online.

2.4. Setup of LC-MS/MS System

Spiked and commercial EC samples were analyzed by HPLC (LC-20AD, Shimadzu,
Japan)-MS/MS (LCMS-8040, Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan) (Table 1). After the automatic injection of
1 µL of sample into the HPLC system, the four target compounds were separated using a ZORBAX
Eclipse Plus C18 column (film thickness: 0.35 µm, diameter: 3 mm, length: 150 mm; Agilent, St. Louis,
MO, USA) with the column temperature of 55 ◦C. Two mobile phases with a flow rate of 0.4 mL min−1

were used to elute the analyte: solvent A (0.1% acetic acid in deionized water [DW]) and solvent B
(0.1% acetic acid in methanol [MeOH]). A mobile gradient with 55% solvent B was shown in Table 1(A).

The MS/MS system was operated with electrospray ionization in the positive ion mode (ESI+).
Ion spray voltage and ion spray temperature were set to 4.5 kV and 700 ◦C, respectively. Pure nitrogen
gas was used as a nebulizing gas at a flow rate of 3 L min−1 to make fine droplets. A drying gas flow
rate of 15 L min−1, which desolvated the droplet, was employed. Argon gas was used as a collision gas
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that fragmented the ions at a pressure of 230 kPa. Three ion transition pairs were then detected in the
multiple reaction monitoring (MRM) mode. These pairs were presented (precursor ion to three product
ions), the collision energy and dwell time for the four TSNA compounds are shown in Table 1(B,C).

Table 1. Operational condition of high-performance liquid chromatography (HPLC)–tandem mass
spectrometry (MS/MS) system and multiple reaction monitoring (MRM) conditions for the analysis of
tobacco-specific nitrosamines (TSNAs).

(A) High-Performance Liquid Chromatography (LC-20AD, Shimadzu, Japan)

Column: ZORBAX Eclipse Plus C18 (Agilent, USA), 3 × 150 mm, Particle size: 3.5 µm

Oven temp: 55 ◦C
Injection volume: 1 µL

Flow rate: 0.4 mL min−1

Pump mode: Binary gradient
Mobile phase A: 0.1% Acetic acid in water
Mobile phase B: 0.1% Acetic acid in methanol

Gradient: Time (min) 0 4 7 8 20 25
Solvent B (%) 55 98 98 2 2 55

Total analysis time: 25 min

(B) Tandem Mass Spectrometry (LCMS-8040, Shimadzu, Japan)

Acquisition mode: MRM
Electrospray ionization: ESI mode

Polarity: Positive
Nebulizing gas flow (N2): 3.0 mL min−1

Drying gas (N2): 15.0 mL min−1

CID gas (Ar): 230 kPa
Interface voltage: 4.5 kV

Loop time: 0.348 s
Dwell time: 26 msec

(C) Mass spectrum parameters for MRM condition

Compounds Precursor
Ion (m/z)

Product Ion
CE * (V) Dwell time (m s)

Quantifier (m/z) Qualifier (m/z)

NNN 178 148.1 12 26
120.1 23 26
119.1 33 26

NNK 208 122.1 11 26
79.1 30 26
106.1 18 26

NAT 190 160 13 26
79.1 39 26
106.1 22 26

* Collision Energy.

2.5. Purchase of Commercial EC Solution

The six types of EC liquid solution that were tested in this study were purchased at a retail store
in August 2017. The criteria for selecting the flavor or contents of nicotine were chosen randomly.
Supplementary Table S3 shows the basic information of the commercial EC solutions, except for
manufacturer name.

3. Results and Discussion

3.1. Calibration and Quality Assurance/Quality Control

Table 2 shows the calibration results and summary of the quality assurance/quality control
(QA/QC) information of L-WS using a LC-MS/MS system. Figure 1 shows the retention times for
individual TSNA compounds under these instrumental conditions. The standard calibration curve
was examined by computing a regression line of peak area ratio for weight (pg) of TSNAs in L-WS
using the least squares method. All of the calibration curves of four TSNA compounds showed
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excellent linearity (R2 > 0.999) in the concentration range of 0.5 to 100 ng mL−1 (Figure S2). The MDL
for TSNA was calculated as the product of the standard deviation of seven replicate analyses based
on the Student’s t-value (t = 3.14 for degrees of freedom = 6) at 99% confidence level according to
US EPA guidelines. The MDL of NNN, NNK, NAT, and NAB were estimated as 4.40, 4.47, 3.71,
and 3.28 ng mL−1, respectively. The relative standard error (RSE) was stable at ~2% at a L-WS
concentration of 5 ng mL−1.

Table 2. Results of calibration analysis and quality assurance (QA) information obtained using liquid
phase working standards (L-WS).

Order Compound RF a] R2 RSE (%) b] MDL (pg) c] MDL (ng mL−1) c]

1 NNN 40,707 0.9999 0.74 4.40 4.40
2 NNK 79,308 0.9999 0.49 4.47 4.47
3 NAT 82,614 0.9999 1.17 3.71 3.71
4 NAB 53,392 0.9997 0.59 3.28 3.28

a] Response factor value = (Peak area of each compound)/(Injected mass amount); b] Relative standard error
(5 ng mL−1 of L-WS was used to measure RSE values) = (Standard deviation/Mean)/

√
3× 100 = CV/

√
3; c] Method

detection limit.
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3.2. Determination of Relative Recovery for Dilution Solutions

To compare the dilution capacity according to the dilution factor, the RRs of four TSNA
compounds that were computed by the response factor (RF) of L-WS are shown in Supplementary
Figure S3 online. Comprehensive examination of two types of RR test showed that the RRs of ACN
were considerably higher than those of AA. In the L-S1 phase, assessment of the average RR value
of all four TSNAs for each dilution solution showed a high recovery of 137 ± 16.6% for ACN as
compared with 109 ± 15.6 for AA. The RRs of four TSNAs in a 20-fold diluted sample with AA were
considerably high (135 ± 0.53 (NNN), 113 ± 0.12 (NNK), 108 ± 0.47 (NAT), and 136 ± 0.17% (NAB);
Table 3). In addition, unidentified peaks appeared due to contamination of the C18 column, which
may be caused by the high contents of PG and VG in the EC liquid solution. When the sample was
diluted 50-fold, the RRs of NNK and NAT were stable, while NNN and NAB exhibited relatively high
recoveries (114 ± 0.24 for NNN, 95.7 ± 0.01 for NNK, 93.5 ± 0.16 for NAT, and 113 ± 0.13% for NAB).
In contrast, the RRs of three TSNAs for the 100-fold diluted sample were stable with the exception
of NNN (115 ± 0.20 for NNN, 88.7 ± 0.12 for NNK, 91.3 ± 0.01 for NAT, and 104 ± 0.07% for NAB).
According to a previous study, the maximum concentration of TNSA detected in one of the commercial
products was 60.8 ng mL−1 for NNN [48]. If the E-solution is diluted 100-fold with AA, analysis of
the low concentration sample is unreliable because the concentration of the diluted sample may fall
outside the calibration range. In contrast, the RRs of all samples diluted with ACN were greater than
110%, regardless of the dilution factor. The 100-fold diluted sample showed the lowest RR across the
three dilutions (20, 50, and 100 fold), but it was still much higher than the RR of the 100-fold diluted
sample with AA (difference up to 42%). Therefore, AA was better than ACN for the dilution of the EC
solution with respect to stable recovery.

In the L-S2 phase, the dilution factor was fixed at 50 based on the results of experiment L-S1.
The RRs of four TSNAs in spiked samples with two types of dilution solution are compared in
Table 4. When diluting the samples with ACN, the RR was approximately 100% for all TSNAs at
a low concentration (50 ng mL−1) of spiked samples (98.8 ± 3.11 for NNN, 102.1 ± 11.4 for NNK,
91.2 ± 8.06 for NAT, and 99.3 ± 8.77% for NAB), but increased drastically at the highest concentration
of 500 ng mL−1 (273 ± 9.52 for NNN, 332 ± 30.7 for NNK, 251 ± 20.8 for NAT, and 261 ± 22.0% for
NAB). It is hard to explain this high recovery by only the matrix effect. In contrast, the average RRs of
four TSNAs in all samples that were diluted with AA were stable at all concentrations: 83.1 ± 4.65
for NNN, 88.0 ± 5.16 for NNK, 81.5 ± 3.63 for NAT, and 88.8 ± 4.45% for NAB. Therefore, a 50-fold
dilution of the E-liquid with AA was determined as a preferable pretreatment option for analysis of
TSNAs in EC solution.
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Table 3. Relative recoveries of four target TSNAs in relation to the type of extraction solution
(ammonium acetate (AA) and acetonitrile (ACN)) and dilution factor (20, 50, and 100 fold) using
one point spiking of TSNA in L-S1 solution.

Order Sample Code a] Compounds

NNN NNK NAT NAB

(A) Theoretical concentration of TSNA in the spiked sample diluted with two solutions (ng mL−1) b]c]

1 Spiked sample 103 103 101 103

(B) Detected concentration of TSNA in the spiked sample by LC-MS/MS (ng mL−1) b]

1 L-AA-100 1.19 0.92 0.93 1.07
2 L-AA-50 2.35 1.98 1.89 2.33
3 L-AA-20 7.00 5.83 5.46 7.04
4 L-ACN-100 1.63 1.21 1.18 1.37
5 L-ACN-50 3.08 2.59 2.38 2.93
6 L-ACN-20 8.61 6.97 6.60 7.80

(C) Relative recovery, RR (%) b]

1 L-AA-100 115 88.7 91.3 104
2 L-AA-50 114 95.7 93.5 113
3 L-AA-20 135 113 108 136
4 L-ACN-100 158 117 117 133
5 L-ACN-50 149 125 118 142
6 L-ACN-20 167 135 130 151

a] Sample code was assigned by analytical condition of EC liquid solution plus type of chemical solutions used
for dilution (ammonium acetate (AA) (100 mmol) or acetonitrile (ACN)) and the extent of dilution (i.e., dilution
factors: 100, 50, and 20). b] The values are expressed as mean values. c] 10 ng mL−1 final concentration was excluded
because of the high dilution factor.

Table 4. Relative recoveries of four target TSNAs in relation to the type of extraction solution (AA
and CAN) and concentration levels of spiking (50, 250, and 500 ng mL−1) in L-S2 solution: Here,
the dilution factor was fixed at 50 fold.

Order Sample Code a] Compounds

NNN NNK NAT NAB

(A) Theoretical concentration of TSNA in the spiked sample (ng mL−1) (dilution factor: 50) b]

1 L-AA-1 53.0 53.0 51.9 53.0
2 L-AA-5 256 256 251 256
3 L-AA-10 516 516 505 516
4 L-ACN-1 53.0 53.0 51.9 53.0
5 L-ACN-5 256 256 251 256
6 L-ACN-10 516 516 505 516

(B) Detected concentration of TSNA in the spiked sample by LC-MS/MS by LC-MS/MS (ng mL−1) b]

1 L-AA-1 43.4 48.4 45.0 45.2
2 L-AA-5 226 232 206 241
3 L-AA-10 408 424 393 450
4 L-ACN-1 52.4 54.1 48.3 52.6
5 L-ACN-5 246 270 233 254
6 L-ACN-10 1410 1715 1270 1352

(C) Relative recovery, RR (%) b]

1 L-AA-1 82.0 91.4 84.9 85.3
2 L-AA-5 88.2 90.6 82.0 93.8
3 L-AA-10 79.1 82.1 77.7 87.3
4 L-ACN-1 98.8 102 91.2 99.3
5 L-ACN-5 95.8 105 92.9 99.0
6 L-ACN-10 273 332 251 262

a] Sample code was assigned by analytical condition of EC liquid solution with dilution solutions (ammonium
acetate (AA) (100 mmol) or acetonitrile (ACN)) and concentrations of diluted samples (1.00, 5.00, and 10.0 ng mL−1).
b] The values in Table are expressed as mean values.
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3.3. Determination of Relative Recovery for Sampling Filter

The RRs of four TSNAs in aerosol captured on the filters were measured by the RF of L-WS
and MCT approach (Supplementary Table S1) [41,46,48]. The average RRs of four TSNAs that were
collected onto CFP were relatively low: 78.0 ± 2.04 for NNN, 61.3 ± 3.36 for NNK, 50.2 ± 2.05 for
NAT, and 50.8 ± 1.74% for NAB. The low recovery of CFP might be attributed to the high dilution
factor (365 ± 40.2, Supplementary Table S2) in the extraction procedure. In the process of puffing with
the automatic sampling device a small amount of smoke did not pass through the filter and leaked out
to the EC air hole.

In all of the aerosol samples that were collected on the QW filter, NNN and NAB had high
recovery relative to NNK and NAT. The RRs of four TSNAs for each concentration of spiked sample
were more stable at low concentrations (92.2 ± 6.98 for NNN, 82.4 ± 4.00 for NNK, 82.7 ± 9.40 for
NAT, and 101 ± 8.07% for NAB, in 100 ng mL−1) as compared to high concentrations (77.5 ± 12.1
for NNN, 66.2 ± 2.00 for NNK, 67.7 ± 9.30 for NAT, and 88.5 ± 10.2% for NAB, in 1000 ng mL−1).
The concentrations that were calculated after pretreatment for each filter were 54.5 ± 11.0 for CFP
and 89.6 ± 8.71% for QW. Therefore, high recovery and low relative standard error (RSE) values were
observed for the QW filter (Figure 2).

Appl. Sci. 2018, 8, x FOR PEER REVIEW  9 of 13 

3 L-AA-10 408 424 393 450 
4 L-ACN-1 52.4 54.1 48.3 52.6 
5 L-ACN-5 246 270 233 254 
6 L-ACN-10 1410 1715 1270 1352 

(C) Relative recovery, RR (%) b] 
1 L-AA-1 82.0 91.4 84.9 85.3 
2 L-AA-5 88.2 90.6 82.0 93.8 
3 L-AA-10 79.1 82.1 77.7 87.3 
4 L-ACN-1 98.8 102 91.2 99.3 
5 L-ACN-5 95.8 105 92.9 99.0 
6 L-ACN-10 273 332 251 262 

a] Sample code was assigned by analytical condition of EC liquid solution with dilution solutions 
(ammonium acetate (AA) (100 mmol) or acetonitrile (ACN)) and concentrations of diluted samples 
(1.00, 5.00, and 10.0 ng mL−1). b] The values in Table are expressed as mean values. 

3.3. Determination of Relative Recovery for Sampling Filter 

The RRs of four TSNAs in aerosol captured on the filters were measured by the RF of L-WS and 
MCT approach (Supplementary Table S1) [41,46,48]. The average RRs of four TSNAs that were 
collected onto CFP were relatively low: 78.0 ± 2.04 for NNN, 61.3 ± 3.36 for NNK, 50.2 ± 2.05 for NAT, 
and 50.8 ± 1.74% for NAB. The low recovery of CFP might be attributed to the high dilution factor 
(365 ± 40.2, Supplementary Table S2) in the extraction procedure. In the process of puffing with the 
automatic sampling device a small amount of smoke did not pass through the filter and leaked out 
to the EC air hole.  

In all of the aerosol samples that were collected on the QW filter, NNN and NAB had high 
recovery relative to NNK and NAT. The RRs of four TSNAs for each concentration of spiked sample 
were more stable at low concentrations (92.2 ± 6.98 for NNN, 82.4 ± 4.00 for NNK, 82.7 ± 9.40 for NAT, 
and 101 ± 8.07% for NAB, in 100 ng mL−1) as compared to high concentrations (77.5 ± 12.1 for NNN, 
66.2 ± 2.00 for NNK, 67.7 ± 9.30 for NAT, and 88.5 ± 10.2% for NAB, in 1000 ng mL−1). The 
concentrations that were calculated after pretreatment for each filter were 54.5 ± 11.0 for CFP and 89.6 
± 8.71% for QW. Therefore, high recovery and low relative standard error (RSE) values were observed 
for the QW filter (Figure 2). 

 
Figure 2. Comparison of relative recovery (RR) for the four TSNAs between quartz wool (QW) filter 
and Cambridge filter pad (CFP). RR (%) = (Concentration of spiked sample detected by LC-MS/MS 
system)/(Theoretical concentration of spiked sample) × 100. 

Figure 2. Comparison of relative recovery (RR) for the four TSNAs between quartz wool (QW) filter
and Cambridge filter pad (CFP). RR (%) = (Concentration of spiked sample detected by LC-MS/MS
system)/(Theoretical concentration of spiked sample) × 100.

3.4. Evaluation of Commercial EC Product

Six commercial EC solution products that were purchased randomly were analyzed using the
method of liquid and aerosol samples after spiking (Supplementary Table S3). None of our target
TSNAs were detected in the analysis of commercial EC solutions. This is probably because of the low
content of nicotine in the commercial EC products. In previous studies, the amount of TSNAs was
highly correlated with the nicotine and nitrite content in the E-solution cartridge. The amount of the
four TSNAs in the EC solution is extremely small, which is consistent with the low amount of nicotine
in the drug product: 8.18 ng g−1 of four total TSNAs on 16 mg of nicotine in cartridge [35,49,50]. This
implies that the six types of EC solution that were tested in this study probably rely on using a small
amount of nicotine with the impurities removed. It is therefore necessary to examine the connection
between TSNAs and nicotine by analyzing EC solutions with high nicotine content.

Some TSNAs in cigarette mainstream are known to be synthesized during smoking [51]. However,
it should be noted that there is no study on the formation of TSNAs in the process of aerosolization from
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EC solution. Total TSNA and nitrate levels in 1 mL of EC solution were at least 400 and 1300 times lower
than the contents of TSNAs and nitrate per gram of common cigarette, respectively [52]. The amount
of total TSNAs in EC vapor when puffing 99 times was at least 27 times lower than the quantity in
mainstream per cigarette [53]. In addition, the yield of nicotine that was vaped from EC was 85% lower
than that of traditional cigarettes [53], supporting the notion that the low concentration of TSNAs in
the aerosol is similar to or even less than the TSNA level in E-liquid. Based on comparison of the EC
solution and aerosol, TSNAs did not form during the generation of aerosol in the heating coil.

With EC, it is possible to increase the number of puffs as the EC can be refilled with E-solution,
unlike tobacco with a limited number of puffs. According to a survey, EC users inhaled more than four
times more aerosols than smokers for 10 min and had an average of 225 ± 59 puffs per day [54,55].
Therefore, further experiments will be needed to understand the different behavior between EC liquid
and aerosol based on the quantitation of TSNAs present in the aerosol of EC with consideration of the
number of puffs.

4. Conclusions

In this study, an analysis method for TSNAs in the liquid and aerosol of EC was developed and
validated using LC-MS/MS. The liquid phase samples were analyzed after diluting the EC solution
under two variable conditions: (1) dilution factor and (2) dilution solution. Dilution of liquid phase
samples using two different solvents, AA (100 mmol) and ACN, was assessed in terms of RR. This
represents a balance between diluting the sample enough so it is compatible with the analytical system,
but not diluting it so much that the detection limits are compromised. The EC solution that was diluted
50-fold with AA showed stable RRs (83.1 ± 4.65 for NNN, 88.0 ± 5.16 for NNK, 81.5 ± 3.63 for NAT,
and 88.8 ± 4.45% for NAB). The gaseous phase samples were analyzed by extracting the filter captured
EC aerosol with the solvent (AA) through the MCT approach. The sampling method of the EC aerosol
sample using two different sampling filters (CFP and QW) was also assessed in terms of RR. The QW
filter captured EC vapor efficiently and it showed stable RR of 84.3 ± 13.7 for NNN, 73.3 ± 10.9 for
NNK, 75.3 ± 16.3 for NAT, and 93.8 ± 12.3% for NAB. Also, the QW filter has the advantage of a
comparatively low dilution factor and consumption of a small amount of extraction solvent (AA).
Under the estimated analysis conditions, the MDL values of NNN, NNK, NAT, and NAT were 4.40,
4.47, 3.71, and 3.28 ng mL−1, respectively. In tests of six commercial ECs, we detected none of the
four TSNAs in E-solution and aerosol. It is well known that a portion of the TSNAs is related to the
content of nitrogen oxides. Based on the theoretical relationship of TSNAs and nitrogen oxide, the six
EC solutions have very small amounts of TSNAs that are undetectable. A follow-up study should be
performed to quantify TSNAs according to the nicotine content to confirm the generation or transfer
characteristics of TSNAs.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at http://www.mdpi.com/2076-3417/8/12/2699/
s1, this manuscript accompanies supplementary information.

Author Contributions: Y.-S.L., K.-H.K., S.S.L., and R.J.C.B. contributed toward the preparation of the manuscript
text, figures, and tables. Y.-S.L. and S.-H.J. conducted all major experiments.

Funding: This research received funding as described in Acknowledgments.

Acknowledgments: This study was supported by a grant from the National Research Foundation of Korea (NRF)
funded by the Ministry of Science, ICT, & Future Planning (No. 2016R1E1A1A01940995). This research was
supported by a grant (14182MFDS977) from the Ministry of Food and Drug Safety in 2017.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interests in financial/non-financial or any kinds of interests.

Data Availability: The datasets generated from this study are included in this published article and in
Supplementary information.

http://www.mdpi.com/2076-3417/8/12/2699/s1
http://www.mdpi.com/2076-3417/8/12/2699/s1


Appl. Sci. 2018, 8, 2699 11 of 13

References

1. Etter, J.F.; Bullen, C. Electronic cigarette: Users profile, utilization, satisfaction and perceived efficacy.
Addiction 2011, 106, 2017–2028. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

2. US Food and Drug Administration. FDA warns of health risks posed by e-cigarettes. FDA Consumer Health
Information, July 2009.

3. Dawkins, L.; Turner, J.; Roberts, A.; Soar, K. ‘Vaping’profiles and preferences: An online survey of electronic
cigarette users. Addiction 2013, 108, 1115–1125. [CrossRef]

4. Yamin, C.K.; Bitton, A.; Bates, D.W. E-cigarettes: A rapidly growing internet phenomenon. Ann. Intern. Med.
2010, 153, 607–609. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Etter, J.-F. Electronic cigarettes: A survey of users. BMC Public Health 2010, 10, 231. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
6. Li, G.; Saad, S.; Oliver, B.G.; Chen, H. Heat or Burn? Impacts of Intrauterine Tobacco Smoke and E-Cigarette

Vapor Exposure on the Offspring’s Health Outcome. Toxics 2018, 6, 43. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
7. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention; National Center for Chronic Disease Prevention and Health

Promotion; Office on Smoking and Health. How Tobacco Smoke Causes Disease: The Biology and Behavioral Basis
for Smoking-Attributable Disease: A Report of the Surgeon General; Centers for Disease Control and Prevention:
Atlanta, GA, USA, 2010.

8. Hoffmann, D.; Hoffmann, I.; El-Bayoumy, K. The less harmful cigarette: A controversial issue. A tribute to
Ernst L. Wynder. Chem. Res. Toxicol. 2001, 14, 767–790. [CrossRef]

9. Stepanov, I.; Carmella, S.G.; Briggs, A.; Hertsgaard, L.; Lindgren, B.; Hatsukami, D.; Hecht, S.S. Presence of
the Carcinogen N′-Nitrosonornicotine in the Urine of Some Users of Oral Nicotine Replacement Therapy
Products. Cancer Res. 2009, 69, 8236–8240. [CrossRef]

10. Pfeifer, G.P.; Denissenko, M.F.; Olivier, M.; Tretyakova, N.; Hecht, S.S.; Hainaut, P. Tobacco smoke carcinogens,
DNA damage and p53 mutations in smoking-associated cancers. Oncogene 2002, 21, 7435. [CrossRef]

11. Xue, J.; Yang, S.; Seng, S. Mechanisms of Cancer Induction by Tobacco-Specific NNK and NNN. Cancers 2014,
6, 1138–1156. [CrossRef]

12. World Health Organization. Personal Habits and Indoor Combustions Volume 100e A Review of Human
Carcinogens. IARC Monogr. Eval. Carcinog. Risks Hum. 2012, 100, 1–441.

13. Preussmann, R.; Stewart, B. N-Nitroso carcinogens. Chem. Carcinog. 1984, 2, 643–828.
14. Hecht, S.S.; Hoffmann, D. Tobacco-specific nitrosamines, an important group of carcinogens in tobacco and

tobacco smoke. Carcinogenesis 1988, 9, 875–884. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
15. IARC Working Group on the Evaluation of Carcinogenic Risks to Humans; International Agency for

Research on Cancer; World Health Organization. Smokeless Tobacco and Some Tobacco-Specific N-Nitrosamines;
World Health Organization: Geneva, Switzerland, 2007; Volume 89.

16. World Health Organization; International Agency for Research on Cancer. Smokeless Tobacco and Some
Tobacco-Specific N-Nitrosamines; IARC Press, International Agency for Research on Cancer: Lyon, France, 2007.

17. Peele, D.M.; Riddick, M.; Edwards, M.; Gentry, J.; Nestor, T. Formation of tobacco-specific nitrosamines in
flue-cured tobacco. Recent Adv. Tobacco Sci. 2001, 27, 3–12.

18. Nestor, T.; Gentry, J.; Riddick, M.; Conner, B.; Peele, D.; Edwards, M. Role of oxides of nitrogen in tobacco-specific
nitrosamine formation in flue-cured tobacco. Contrib. Tobacco Res. 2003, 20, 467–475. [CrossRef]

19. Farsalinos, K.E.; Gillman, G.; Poulas, K.; Voudris, V. Tobacco-specific nitrosamines in electronic cigarettes:
Comparison between liquid and aerosol levels. Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2015, 12, 9046–9053.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

20. Zuber, J.; d’Andres, S.; Boudoux, R.; Renaud, J. TSNA levels in the mainstream smoke of simplified blend
prototypes. Contrib. Tobacco Res. 2014, 20, 331–340. [CrossRef]

21. Ding, Y.S.; Zhang, L.; Jain, R.B.; Jain, N.; Wang, R.Y.; Ashley, D.L.; Watson, C.H. Levels of Tobacco-Specific
Nitrosamines and Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons in Mainstream Smoke from Different Tobacco Varieties.
Cancer Epidemiol. Biomark. Prev. 2008, 17, 3366–3371. [CrossRef]

22. IARC Working Group on the Evaluation of Carcinogenic Risks to Humans; World Health Organization;
International Agency for Research on Cancer. Tobacco Smoke and Involuntary Smoking; International Agency
for Research on Cancer: Lyon, France, 2004; Volume 83.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1360-0443.2011.03505.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21592253
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/add.12150
http://dx.doi.org/10.7326/0003-4819-153-9-201011020-00011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21041581
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-10-231
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20441579
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/toxics6030043
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30071638
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/tx000260u
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-09-1084
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.onc.1205803
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/cancers6021138
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/carcin/9.6.875
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3286030
http://dx.doi.org/10.2478/cttr-2013-0762
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ijerph120809046
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26264016
http://dx.doi.org/10.2478/cttr-2013-0747
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/1055-9965.EPI-08-0320


Appl. Sci. 2018, 8, 2699 12 of 13

23. Cooperation Centre for Scientific Research Relative to Tobacco (CORESTA). DeterminationofTobaccoSpecific
Nitrosamines incIgaretteMainstreamSmoke-GC-TEAmethod. No. 63. 2005. Available online: http://www.
coresta.org/Recommended_Methods/CRM_63.pdf (accessed on 15 December 2018).

24. Song, S.; Ashley, D.L. Supercritical fluid extraction and gas chromatography/mass spectrometry for the
analysis of tobacco-specific nitrosamines in cigarettes. Anal. Chem. 1999, 71, 1303–1308. [CrossRef]

25. Wu, M.J.; Dai, Y.H.; Tuo, S.X.; Hu, N.N.; Li, Y.; Chen, X.M. Analysis of four tobacco-specific nitrosamines
in mainstream cigarette smoke of Virginia cigarettes by LC-MS/MS. J. Centr. South Univ. Technol. 2008, 15,
627–631. [CrossRef]

26. Cooperation Centre for Scientific Research Relative to Tobacco (CORESTA). Determination of Tobacco
Specific Nitrosamines in Mainstream Cigaette Smoke by LC-MS/MS. No. 75. 2014. Available online: https:
//www.coresta.org/sites/default/files/technical_documents/main/CRM_75-updateJuly14.pdf (accessed
on 18 December 2018).

27. Wagner, K.A.; Finkel, N.H.; Fossett, J.E.; Gillman, I.G. Development of a quantitative method for the
analysis of tobacco-specific nitrosamines in mainstream cigarette smoke using isotope dilution liquid
chromatography/electrospray ionization tandem mass spectrometry. Anal. Chem. 2005, 77, 1001–1006.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

28. Shao, X.; Chen, M.; Wu, D.; Liu, B.Z.; Zhang, X.M.; Chen, C.Y. Establishment of a two-dimensional liquid
chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry system for detection of four tobacco-specific N-nitrosamines.
Anal. Methods 2017, 9, 761–767. [CrossRef]

29. Wu, J.C.; Joza, P.; Sharifi, M.; Rickert, W.S.; Lauterbach, J.H. Quantitative method for the analysis of
tobacco-specific nitrosamines in cigarette tobacco and mainstream cigarette smoke by use of isotope dilution
liquid chromatography tandem mass spectrometry. Anal. Chem. 2008, 80, 1341–1345. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

30. World Health Organization. Standard Operating Procedure for Determination of Tobacco-Specific Nitrosamines in
Mainstream Cigarette Smoke under ISO and Intense Smoking Conditions; World Health Organization: Geneva,
Switzerland, 2014.

31. Gómez Lueso, M.; Mitova, M.I.; Mottier, N.; Schaller, M.; Rotach, M.; Goujon-Ginglinger, C.G. Development
and validation of a method for quantification of two tobacco-specific nitrosamines in indoor air. J. Chromatogr. A
2018, 1580, 90–99. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

32. Moldoveanu, S.C.; Zhu, J.; Qian, N. Analysis of Traces of Tobacco-Specific Nitrosamines (TSNAs) in
USP Grade Nicotine, E-Liquids, and Particulate Phase Generated by the Electronic Smoking Devices.
Contrib. Tobacco Res. 2017, 27, 86–96. [CrossRef]

33. Xiong, W.; Hou, H.; Jiang, X.; Tang, G.; Hu, Q. Simultaneous determination of four tobacco-specific
N-nitrosamines in mainstream smoke for Chinese Virginia cigarettes by liquid chromatography–tandem mass
spectrometry and validation under ISO and “Canadian intense” machine smoking regimes. Anal. Chim. Acta
2010, 674, 71–78. [CrossRef]

34. Kim, H.J.; Shin, H.S. Determination of tobacco-specific nitrosamines in replacement liquids of electronic
cigarettes by liquid chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry. J. Chromatogr. A 2013, 1291, 48–55.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Laugesen, M. Second Safety Report on the Ruyan® e-cigarette. Cell 2008, 27, 4375.
36. US Food and Drug Administration. Summary of results: Laboratory analysis of electronic cigarettes

conducted by FDA. In Public Health Focus; 2009. Available online: http://www.fda.gov/newsevents/
publichealthfocus/ucm173146.htm (accessed on 18 December 2018).

37. Shifflett, J.R.; Watson, L.; McNally, D.J.; Bezabeh, D.Z.J.C. Simultaneous Determination of Tobacco
Alkaloids, Tobacco-Specific Nitrosamines, and Solanesol in Consumer Products Using UPLC-ESI-MS/MS.
Chromatographia 2018, 81, 517–523. [CrossRef]

38. Cho, Y.-H.; Shin, H.-S. Use of a gas-tight syringe sampling method for the determination of tobacco-specific
nitrosamines in E-cigarette aerosols by liquid chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry. Anal. Methods
2015, 7, 4472–4480. [CrossRef]

39. Zettler, P.J.; Hemmerich, N.; Berman, M.L. Closing the Regulatory Gap for Synthetic Nicotine. Boston Coll.
Law Rev. 2018, 59, 1932–1982.

40. Kosmider, L.; Sobczak, A.; Fik, M.; Knysak, J.; Zaciera, M.; Kurek, J.; Goniewicz, M.L. Carbonyl Compounds
in Electronic Cigarette Vapors: Effects of Nicotine Solvent and Battery Output Voltage. Nicotine Tobacco Res.
2014, 16, 1319–1326. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://www.coresta.org/Recommended_Methods/CRM_63.pdf
http://www.coresta.org/Recommended_Methods/CRM_63.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ac9810821
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11771-008-0117-5
https://www.coresta.org/sites/default/files/technical_documents/main/CRM_75-updateJuly14.pdf
https://www.coresta.org/sites/default/files/technical_documents/main/CRM_75-updateJuly14.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ac048887v
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15858978
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C6AY02762H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ac702100c
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18189372
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chroma.2018.10.037
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30391037
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/cttr-2017-0009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aca.2010.06.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chroma.2013.03.035
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23602640
http://www.fda.gov/newsevents/publichealthfocus/ucm173146.htm
http://www.fda.gov/newsevents/publichealthfocus/ucm173146.htm
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10337-017-3462-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C5AY00210A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ntr/ntu078
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24832759


Appl. Sci. 2018, 8, 2699 13 of 13

41. Dai, J.; Kim, K.-H.; Szulejko, J.E.; Jo, S.-H. A simple method for the parallel quantification of nicotine and
major solvent components in electronic cigarette liquids and vaped aerosols. Microchem. J. 2017, 133, 237–245.
[CrossRef]

42. Segur, J.B.; Oberstar, H.E. Viscosity of glycerol and its aqueous solutions. Ind. Eng. Chem. 1951, 43, 2117–2120.
[CrossRef]

43. Kwon, K.C.; Pallerla, S. Viscosity of glycerol and its aqueous solutions measured by a tank-tube viscometer.
Chem. Eng. Commun. 2000, 183, 71–97. [CrossRef]

44. Dong, H.; Guo, X.; Xian, Y.; Luo, H.; Wang, B.; Wu, Y. A salting out-acetonitrile homogeneous extraction
coupled with gas chromatography-mass spectrometry method for the simultaneous determination of thirteen
N-nitrosamines in skin care cosmetics. J. Chromatogr. A 2015, 1422, 82–88. [CrossRef]

45. International Organisation for Standardisation (ISO): International Standard ISO 3308:2000. Routine Analytical
Cigarette-Smoking Machine-Definitions and Standard Conditions; International Organisation for Standardisation
(ISO): Geneva, Switzerland, 2000.

46. Kim, K.-H. Mass change tracking approach as collection guidelines for aerosol and vapor samples released
during e-cigarette smoking. Anal. Methods 2016, 8, 2305–2311. [CrossRef]

47. Jo, S.-H.; Kim, K.-H.; Kim, Y.-H. A novel quantitation method for phthalates in air using a combined
thermal desorption/gas chromatography/mass spectrometry application. Anal. Chim. Acta 2016, 944, 29–36.
[CrossRef]

48. Jo, S.-H.; Kim, K.-H. Development of a sampling method for carbonyl compounds released due to the use of
electronic cigarettes and quantitation of their conversion from liquid to aerosol. J. Chromatogr. A 2016, 1429,
369–373. [CrossRef]

49. Konstantinou, E.; Fotopoulou, F.; Drosos, A.; Dimakopoulou, N.; Zagoriti, Z.; Niarchos, A.; Makrynioti, D.;
Kouretas, D.; Farsalinos, K.; Lagoumintzis, G.; et al. Tobacco-specific nitrosamines: A literature review.
Food Chem. Toxicol. 2018, 118, 198–203. [CrossRef]

50. Fischer, S.; Spiegelhalder, B.; Preussmann, R. Tobacco-specific nitrosamines in commercial cigarettes:
Possibilities for reducing exposure. IARC Sci. Publ. 1991, 105, 489–492.

51. Piadé, J.J.; Wajrock, S.; Jaccard, G.; Janeke, G. Formation of mainstream cigarette smoke constituents
prioritized by the World Health Organization—Yield patterns observed in market surveys, clustering
and inverse correlations. Food Chem. Toxicol. 2013, 55, 329–347. [CrossRef]

52. Farsalinos, K.; Gillman, I.; Melvin, M.; Paolantonio, A.; Gardow, W.; Humphries, K.; Brown, S.; Poulas, K.;
Voudris, V. Nicotine Levels and Presence of Selected Tobacco-Derived Toxins in Tobacco Flavoured Electronic
Cigarette Refill Liquids. Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2015, 12, 3439–3452. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

53. Tayyarah, R.; Long, G.A. Comparison of select analytes in aerosol from e-cigarettes with smoke from
conventional cigarettes and with ambient air. Regul. Toxicol. Pharmacol. 2014, 70, 704–710. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

54. Behar, R.Z.; Talbot, P. Puffing topography and nicotine intake of electronic cigarette users. PLoS ONE 2015,
10, e0117222. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

55. Robinson, R.; Hensel, E.; Morabito, P.; Roundtree, K. Electronic cigarette topography in the natural
environment. PLoS ONE 2015, 10, e0129296. [CrossRef]

© 2018 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.microc.2017.02.029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ie50501a040
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00986440008960503
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chroma.2015.10.044
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C5AY03385C
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aca.2016.09.037
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chroma.2015.12.061
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.2018.05.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.2013.01.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ijerph120403439
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25811768
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.yrtph.2014.10.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25444997
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0117222
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25664463
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0129296
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Working Standard Solution for TSNAs 
	Pretreatment of the EC Solution 
	Aerosol Sample and Pretreatment Method for EC Aerosol 
	Setup of LC-MS/MS System 
	Purchase of Commercial EC Solution 

	Results and Discussion 
	Calibration and Quality Assurance/Quality Control 
	Determination of Relative Recovery for Dilution Solutions 
	Determination of Relative Recovery for Sampling Filter 
	Evaluation of Commercial EC Product 

	Conclusions 
	References

