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Comprehensive analytical method to identify 11 kinds of synthetic cannabi-
noids has been investigated by thin layer chromatography (TLC), gas chromato-
graphy/mass spectrometry (GC/MS) and liquid chromatography/tandem mass
spectrometry (LC/MS/MS). The analytes used in this study have already been
detected from various herbal-type designer drugs: 8 kinds of aminoalkylindoles
(AAIs) (JWH-015, JWH-018, JWH-073, JWH-081, JWH-200, JWH-250,
JWH-251 and JWH-398), two kinds of cyclohexylphenols (CPs) (CP 47,497 and
Cannabicyclohexanol), and a A°-tetrahydrocannabinol analog (HU-210).

Although specific color changes were observed for the cannabinoids using Mar-
quis reagent, identification of each analyte based on Rf values was difficult to be ob-
tained by TLC.

On the other hand, GC/MS and LC/MS/MS were appropriate for their qualita-
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tive analyses because of their chromatographic and mass spectral differentiation. A
semi-polar capillary column DB-5MS showed the best separation and retention
properties of the targeted cannabinoids among the tested GC column phases. Also,
characteristic fragment ions were observed in each electron ionization-mass spec-
trum. The observed fragment ions were mainly derived from o—cleavage of ketone
and o—cleavage of amine for AAIs, simple cleavage for CPs, and McLafferty re-
arrangements for HU-210.

Based on the ionization efficiency of the target analytes using LC/MS/MS,
electrospray ionization positive mode was selected for AAls, and negative mode for
CPs and HU-210. All analytes were completely separated by gradient elution of
ammonium formate aqueous solution-acetonitrile mobile phase on a C;3 (ODS)
separation column. In addition, characteristic fragment ions were observed in
product ion spectra of AAIs and second generation product ion spectra of CPs and
HU-210, enabling reliable confirmation.

These results provide useful information not only for simultaneous analyses of the
targeted cannabinoids but also for structural assignment of future cannabimimetic

compounds that may appear in the illicit drug market.

Key words: Synthetic cannabinoids, herbal-type designer drug, TLC, GC/MS,
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YOS " — AL, ERHZ BRIk 5
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BEINTVWDLEREEF T v 7, ZOEAREE)»
7 2R FIIVT IVER, PUTEZIVRDHNIYE
NGV VRICKFENTWL2Y. EBEF Sy 7k
BREIEO MBS+ 5T LT, Kx LHEUOLE
W BT A LN TE LD, §ils, HilcinE
ERFS vy 7Rz TCnWAE. ThbD% < I3HIb
G LI HRESCTE VWA L FAED LW IEE N E
OFBIERAEHETHLDLH D, BEAFEEIIIRE
O ATk AR LR EOWIEIC L VEE R T v
7 OFHRL A DT E 2.
LpL, 20065EC A0 53— o /8% T, kK

il

ROREZHBY & LWtk = » 775 [ Spice |
72 EO/MTHE LG, BAETIEZOELH N R
BEICHLRL, EBRENZMEE > Th5Y. Ch
CHEWERE = v 7Cid, Yor648OFa7
n—)l (EZ IV E) BEMESNTW5AI &b
NTNTDy, KIREREH 2R 3B 2 OFEMIIC D
WCTIE R TH 7. L L, 20084FE1C Auwirter
L, CNOHEWEREZ v 76 2-[ (IR, 35)-3-
hydroxycyclohexyl | -5 - (2 —methyloctan—2 -yl )
phenol GEFR CP 47,497), %O Cs MEATH 5 2-
[ (1R, 3S)—-3-hydroxycyclohexyl ]-5— (2—methylno-
nan—2-yl) phenol GEFR7I v Iy 7 BAFY ) —
W) BLUA vV F—IVFEHEAD 1-pentyl-3—-(1-
naphthoyl) indole Gl JWH-018) %L, C
NOMWRT F v 713 AN TICER S N3
WINENTWAZ EDHLNE TR 7259,

S HIT20094E1C1F, IWH-018DREEMELUA TH
% 1-propyl-3—(1-naphthoyl) indole (G@FR JWH-
073), 1-pentyl-3—(4—chloro—1—-naphthoyl) indole
(W JWH-398) I J U 3- (2—methoxyphenyl )
acetyl-1-pentylindole G@EFRr JWH-250), & %\ it
VNV TVERETHET S (6aR, 10aR ) —9-
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(hydroxymethyl)—6,6—dimethyl—-3—(2—methyloctan—
2-yl)-6a,7,10,10a—tetrahydrobenzo[ ¢ Jchromen—1-ol
GEFR HU-210) &\ o 723 OB 8 IR %« & e
NS, 20104 LARE & H7 7= 7 W O 23S R T
WEINTWAT,

BEGSLAH SN TO AR T & v ZICiRINEN T
WAHEML, KIROLIHERS Th b A-T F T F
OhvFY /=) (A-THC) LR, WIFnb
NUFE A FPZEROT T=AFTHY, [EHH
Hh>F ¥ /A F | (synthetic cannabinoid) & 5\

SIS
oF o

JWH-015

Q)

JWH-200 JWH-250

H H

CP 47,497

Cannabicyclohexanol

T Tl v / A F] (cannabimimetic) & FF
EN, INOEERT S TR ERFEOIEE
HAaRB+5:EZE20NTWSEY. TO XKDy
HEZ 7 2biE, ChETICFg LIZRT LD
RO EGRE Y/ A PO 2T ST
WBH, TNHIRBEENICE O LD 7 IL—TIT K
‘/C‘ 35’ 55,14—19>‘

OB OL T I )T IVF LAV F—)
(AAI) iZ, 19904EA%1C J. W. Huffman 2 L 0 &
SN/ DT, TDHL DA VFE /A FZHEK
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JWH-073

JWH-081

JWH-251

JWH-398

HU-210

Fig. 1 Chemical structures of the synthetic cannabinoids targeted in this study.
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CB, HAHWECB, DT I A NTHAHH, Th
5 (% J. W. Huffman © 88 3L 5 % ft > T [ JWH
compounds | & HFREN, {LEWHT &I IWH-018
2 JWH-250 2\ 5 7208 5 3 fHF BT 5. AAI
HIIEARFHEOENC LT, SHICF 7 FAUA
V=WV, 72T eFIVA U F—IVE, NV
VANWA YV E—= VR SIS A ENTES.

—74, CP 47,4970 v/ F v 7 aAnFY ) —)b
L, Yyr7uanFvIL 7 x /—)b (CP) BHEMETN,
1980 7 7 A P —4ECHBE SN VT /4
FZHEERCB O7 T A Th A, F7- HU-
21013, 19884 {Z Mechoulam 52 L D &l a7z
HNVFE A FZEEROT T AFTHY, A%~
THC LA L YNV ESVEREZHFL, A°-THC &
ANTHERSOT7T T A MEEEARB T 5 3T
W 5520,

—HERNC, KRRBEEIC X SLIHIEH, %2R, W
MR, @SHEa S, RKOEHEBRS T b A%~
THC 78, FikIs LU HBFEMERICHFLET S0 T
VA FZEECBICEL L TERTA720TH
HEINTWABEL, SLHSNTWAHEHRA VI
JAFHEIE, hvFvE A FZRE, BICKIRIER
ICH 59 % & &N 5 CBy BRI 3 5 # & BN
JI73 A°-THC L [AREE D AW IE 2N ED L DH
%<, MWmETRMRRDRARI T 5 LT
L. ZD7zh, BRI X 5 A hEF e R
B X AIRGFEOBH L ¥ Ot snTk
ns2) EEZ Ty 7 Tl IWH-018:@FERUC &
Lt mEE L RAEL T 5HM.

CNOGERAVFTY A FEOIG DL, 483
A L ITHN TR - 72Dy, TEOELHDOIL
Kz, WRAEETER A VT A FEOBLH
LA TWA. DREICEWTL, HER2H
HWRAVFE A FHmMU TR 5 v 7 DA
VA= FBHLNIT X gy Tl TERE
FSy 7L TGESNTED, ZOEHOILANR
AN/, £ T20094104 7> 5 TWH-018, CP
47,4975 J U v F Uy 7 BTy ) — )V IpFEFE
ICHED THREFRY | [CHREsh, ZO%E, ot
BIUEADRZEEIN TV, T HIT20104E 8 A
13 IWH-07335 L OF IWH=-25075 5 @ 34 12 38 hn

N, EEFS 7L TREBL TWAERA VT E
J A FEOBSIRIESEA TS, LrL, ek
Wi X A EEIRILE S, BEMEAEY & RSP IIL
TRl G A VT8 A F (BRI AALED) Ak %
EHEL, 32 Wb -2 OFfHZEL T
WHDDBIRTHS. HE->T, EEFT v 7 &L T
MHEL CWAERAVFTE /A FEOGEEDOE
SHTEEMNLT AT EDREB > Twb. Lol
BfEDOLZH, TNHERAVFE /A FOGHE
ICOWTRHICHR L2 D, 2T, 4
BAHFI I ER]AVFTE A FA@ET 5 L3
BICHES 72 <, ZENHOGMOREERHEEATTD BT
b, FREABA VY A FEOG Pk E L L
BLZEDPRAIRTH 5.

= CCAMIETIE, BIfEE CICHis CoOym i
BEINTWBLELREGHAV/FTE /A FITEEIC OV
T, BEBWODEICBT AU SINETH S
a<xr757 44— (TLC) BXUH A7 7
o7 4 —BESH (GC/MS) L3LIZ, ®ikrn~
NS T 4 =2V T NEES T (LC/MS/MS)
M AE O 72 wUIER R D TEEIC D WV TR 21T -
7z

bk & UK
1. H#

2-methyl-1-propyl-3—(1-naphthoyl) indole (i
¥ JWH-015), JWH-018, JWH-073, 1-pentyl-3-
(4 —methoxy — 1 -naphthoyl ) indole (3f # JWH -
081), JWH-250, 3-(2—methylphenyl) acetyl-1-
pentylindole GEFF JIWH-251) 5 ;0" IWH-398(3
Huffman 5 OFEICHE > TEHER L /2141829, ZER
ERHE R I SR b, BE S e & T OWE
TR L7z, CP 47,4976 LU vy 7 ant
1 / — )l i% Cayman Chemical X D EEA L 72 & D
%, HU-210{Z Tocris bioscience & D A L 724 O
LMo BHEERIETAR / —)VICHE
fEL, 1mg/ml OEREICHEL 72 OB FERRK &
L7z, SO OEERHR I R £ T CTHRAF
L, HREAZ ) =)V CTHRL THW . ZOMOR
T & TR O Rl dE B 2 W id 2 L B
7V —TF ORFEE .
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2. FWAHE
(1) TLC

BEREW A VN TV T — 1 (AL 7,
VU T IV60Fs,) I RAE L, REAGEE 1~3 & H
WTTLC AT\, BEZ L7z, < )b+ ARE, F
5 —4/ R 733K, Fast Blue BB 3 15 L (P UV
ZHWTHE ARy FOBRE 21TV, RffEZ KD
7‘:26,27).

REAIE L : Py - AFY Y - VIFILT R
Vo(25:10: 1, v/v), JRPAEHEE2 @ ~NFY U - HE
TF - T /EZTK 30:10:1,v/v), B
BIVEIE3 : 72V - Pl - 28% 7 BT K
(20:10:1, v/v).

(2) GC/MS

e L EEBEFT . GCMS-QP2010 Plus % H \»
T, WFOSEHTHN AT 72,

DMt = I Agilent Technologies #-%4 DB-1MS,
DB-5MS 5 L U DB-17MS (fi]#1 4,0.25 mm i.d. X
30m, fEE0.25um), 5 ALE : 80°C (1 4fElff
F7)-320°C (10°C/min, 1073f&%f), F+UTHA:
ANUT L, Fe U7 HAE - 1.0ml/min, F0RHE
A AUy PV A GUOREEARR - 145), 1
AR : 250°C, A 4 vk - EF A4 4 1k
(ED, A4 ML FIF—:70eV, AF v /E—
FIZ 30 HEAHIP : m/z 40-450, FERA 4V E
ZRYVTE—F SIMICBTH5EZX—AF V!
m/z 100 (JWH-200), m/z 214 (JWH-2503}) L O°
JWH-251), m/z 215 (CP 47,497k LU h Vv F by
JEaNEY J—)V), m/z302 (HU-210), m/z 327
(JWH-0153% X U' JWH-073), m/z 341 (JWH-
018), m/z371 (JWH-081), m/z375 (JWH-
398), ARHEAR : 1ul
(3) LC/MS/MS

Wikr7o<x b+ 27573 &S (ER # Promi-
nence, B84 ¥t Thermo Scientific #HHL Y — 7
AXV Ty TRLXQ #HWT, LITICRT 44
ThHtralT-7-.

Cs 715 A : CAPCELL PAK Cg (&A%HL, 150
mm X 1.5 mm i.d., }i 7 Sum), C;5 (ODS) 515
Zs : L—column 2 ODS  ({b.547) /8 SFAh iF 72 B A L,
150mm x 1.5mmid., f 7R Sum), BEfE1: A

W10 mM FE 7 /€= LKIEW (pH3.5)-7 &
F=FUJL (50:50), BRIOMM W7 /&=
LKEH (pH3.5) -7 =1 UL (5:95), BH)
2 . ARIOmM /7 V€= AKER-7 1
ZFUJ (50:50), BIRIOmMM FE7 /€= A
KEW-72F=FUL (5:95), /591U 4%
B 0% 5100% £ TISH DY =7 75V T
vV M, BIK100% T10% [ £/ #F, % 0.1 ml/
min, /1 4V bk V7 P xS —A 41k
(ESD-RY T 4 7AWV ESI-%* AT 47, Fx
V'S5 ) —HE 40V (BSI-% A7+« 7E—F) &
LW —40V (ESI-"RY 5 ¢ 7E—1TF), Activa-
tion type: CID, Isolation width: 2.0, Normalized col-
lision energy: 35.0, Activation Q: 0.250, Activation
time: 30 msec, product mass width: +0.50, 7V
H——AF :m/z328 (JWH-015), m/z 342
(JWH-018), m/z 328 (JWH-073), m/z 372 (JWH-
081) m/z 385 (JWH-200), m/z 336 JWH-250), m/z
320 (JWH-251), m/z 376 (JWH-398), m/z 317
(CP 47,497), m/z331(1v/F ey 7kt /) —
V), m/z 385 (HU-210), 3EHEAR : 5ul

ERELUVER
1. TLC

AR 351 5 TWH-015, JWH-018, JWH-
073, JIWH-250, JWH-251, JWH-398, CP 47,497,
NV FEy 7 anEy /) —)bis LU HU210D &%
HEAERIC K AR R 3 LU %4 Table 112, =
7= BAL & D Rf % Table 2 I/~ .

AATHIL, O &% S UV Ty & &
SN SD, BV 4 )/ Eaw > JWH-200
RTINS Fo—7 v PV 7RI HEEE T
Bz, Fiz, IO AALE L <)L S 2RI TR
ELimEh, 377 A4V F—IVEKD DL
DI, 3-7 VT vF AV E—IVEKDOL
DIFHkED 5B EERL, 1V F—IVERO 3L
BEREOENC L - THENRERYZEL /2.
B, AVF—IVBEATHS )T X IVRLIEA
OBHRIELE L THVWOND p-VAFIVT )Y
VFLATIVTE FREEOICIE, & AALEA 10 ug A
RNy FLICHAE TOLEABBZE I NP - 7.
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Table 1 Detection limits obtained by TLC using detection reagents 1, 2, 3 and UV.

Detection limits (ug)

Compound Detection reagent® uv
1 2 3
JWH-015 0.5 (dark yellow)® 5 —c) 0.05
JWH-018 0.5 (yellow—brownish yellow) 5 — 0.5
JWH-073 0.5 (yellow—brownish yellow) 5 — 0.5
JWH-081 0.5 (yellow—brownish yellow) 5 — 0.05
JWH-200 0.5 (yellow) 0.5 — 0.5
JWH=-250 0.5 (pink) 5 — 0.5
JWH-251 0.5 (brown) 5 — 0.5
JWH-398 0.1 (yellow) 5 — 0.1
CP 47,497 5 (orange) — 0.5 (orange) 5
Cannabicyclohexanol 5 (orange) — 0.5 (orange) 5
HU-210 5 (lemon yellow) — 0.1 (red) 10

a) Detection reagents: 1, Marquis reagent; 2, Dragendorff reagent; 3, Fast blue BB reagent.
b Final colors produced by reagents 1 and 3 are also shown in parentheses.

¢ — : Not detected.

Table 2 Rf values of the synthetic cannabinoids and
A%-THC obtained by TLC® with the developing
solvents 1, 2 and 3.

Rf value
Compound Developing solvents®
1 2 3

JWH-015 0.27 0.36 0.94
JWH-018 0.37 0.45 0.97
JWH-073 0.34 0.43 0.96
JWH-081 0.26 0.36 0.96
JWH-200 0.10 0.05 0.86
JWH-250 0.27 0.35 0.94
JWH-251 0.34 0.45 0.96
JWH-398 0.53 0.53 0.96
CP 47,497 0.01 0.05 0.77
Cannabicyclohexanol 0.01 0.05 0.80
HU-210 0.02 0.04 0.80
A-THC 0.28 0.55 0.97

a) Plate: Merck silica gel 60F,s,

Y Developing solvent: 1, toluene-n—hexane—die-
thylamine solution (25:10:1, v/v); 2, n—
hexane—ethyl acetate-28% ammonia solution
(30:10: 1, v/v); 3, acetone—toluene—28% am-
monia solution (20 : 10 : 1, v/v).

—7, CPEHEBIU VRNV ES VEKEFED
HU-21013 <)V 23 EKIC L D s h 2 s, )i
AL 7o), AATE & i L THRHRE X105
DIBRETH-72. LrL, Inbidfid Fast
Blue BB AR ICHsEM /2 (CP - B, HU-
210 : Jpth) wRL, RE XI5 C EATEE
TH o7

KRR A-THC o TLC ICF S A JR B it
1 WS E, AALEO ARy Fidfiihd 57—
V7RI L, BHRIEIC X AR o R
WA W76 LN TI05 O 1 RBREICIE T L
7o, iz, EBAWEL2 Tid JWH-200, CP ¥k X
U'HU-210(3 741 & RfFfE230.04~0.05 L (T & A &
JRPA S N7xip o 72, [AEEE T IWH-200L14+ D AAT
U3 RfAE0.36~0.45ICRBAS NS L DD, H ARy
N lET A LIIREETH 0. IHIT, B
B3 TlE, AALBEHIZfI b RfEHO0.86~0.97, CP
Bt LU HU-210(3 R fE0.77~0.80 & &\ MiE IZ &
FlSN/2b DD, AALHD 5\ L CPEDOEK ARy
b A S C S IINEETH 5 7.

DI EOFER, BRI L - TS ICE B 7
BEPEEIN/ILOD, TLCIZ XY RBLEY
Bl A C IXREETH - 7o
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2. GC/MS

FREHER A REAE L, A2/ —IVTHRL THIL
EMOERE 710 ug/ml & L7z DIZOWTC, 3 fEkE
DRI 55 W5 & (DB-IMS, DB-5MS 15 L O
DB-17MS) %MW THiR 1T 72, FLEW O
FrfgE % Table 3 [T/ 32829,

SEGHRG s LI IEEHO G A Ve /A F
FHEAO R ETORS R Si3BlEsnd, [fho
NT L HCTORGIGEHE T TEE— 7T RIFIC
SEELT-. UL, HES T LA TH S DB-17TMS

Table 3 Retention indices of the synthetic cannabi-
noids obtained by using different column phase.

Retention index

Compound 1y | MS DB-SMS DB-17MS
JWH-015 3044 3109 3956
JWH-018 3172 3251 > 4000
JWH-073 3078 3163 > 4000
JWH-081 3446 3532 > 4000
JWH-200 3589 3678 > 4000
JWH-250 2927 2991 3704
JWH-251 2831 2891 3541
JWH-398 3355 3434 > 4000
CP 47,497 2580 2628 3066

Cannabicyclohexanol 2682 2730 3172
HU-210 3005 3066 3656

WIS EII N T ANOFEPGE <, R
JEFICEL 2D, BRIC s FEEO(LE&Y (JWH-018,
JWH-073, JWH-081, JWH-200%5 J: {UF TWH-398)

DWW TUERFHEE M £ 400000 E & 70 - 7=,
2T, INLEEWERSOY—27137a—F &7
BHEE LK T L2 £ 5, DB-17MS Oz
T 5 AMIEEA L FY A FEOSPNICIEE S
mwWekEzZ2obNA. —F, BEREITLTHSH
DB-1MS I5 X U tE 71 5 L CTds % DB-5MS % H
WA, 2 TOLEWORFEHEEIT I 44000
U FTHhH-7. LarL, EHETHS IWH-0153
L U JWH-073 D 45 1= >\ T id DB-5MS O 77
BIfCHo-72C &5, DB-SMS 7Bt h 5 A &
LCHWAZ &L/, Fig. 21T DB-5SMSZ kD
UWEOEE AV /) A FEE G LR e R
T. BEOEWEIVT U E A RO TWH-2001C
DWTIE, M5 A CTd % DB-5SMS % 7z
56 T L ORFrRFE 2531 (RFFEIE3678) & Mk
IR 1T ARSI N S T & D, 3200CADH
AT, 100 REERICEOLERD -7z,
35, DB-SMS % WKW RFICE T, AF v
VE—FTELEWD RIFIR< AANT MV Bigs
SN AHBHBE AL CP ¥, JWH-250% LU JWH-
25150 ng/ml, JWH-015, JWH-01835 L (F JWH-

11
A TICC

m/z 215(x5)

P m/z 214(x5)

m/z 302(*20)

m/z 327(%5)

m/z 341(x5)

0 m/z 375(x5)

J m/z 371(x5)

Nz 100(x2)

20 21 22 23 24 25

26

27 28 29 30 31 32

Retention time (min)

Fig. 2 Total ion current chromatogram (TICC) and extracted ion chromatograms obtained by GC/MS. Peaks:
1, CP 47,497, 2, Cannabicyclohexanol; 3, JWH-251; 4, JWH-250; 5, HU-210; 6, JWH-015; 7, JWH-073; 8,
JWH-018; 9, JWH-398; 10, JWH-081; 11, JWH-200.
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Fig. 3 El-mass spectra of the synthetic cannabinoids. (a) JWH-015, (b) JWH-018, (¢c) JWH-073, (d) JWH-
081, (e) JIWH-200, (f) JWH-250, (g) JWH-251, (h) JWH-398, (i) CP 47,497, (j) Cannabicyclohexanol,
(k) HU-210.
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073°C100 ng/ml, JWH-081, JWH-2003}3 J. {F JWH-
398 C500ng/ml, HU-210T 1 ug/ml TH - 7. £
72, SIME—FICBT A& ERAIT CP B, JWH-
25035 L OF JIWH-251C 5ng/ml, JWH-015, JWH-
0733 £ U JIWH-2007T10 ng/ml, JWH-018, JWH-
081, JWH-398 35 & () HU-210T50ng/ml T -
7z

KIZ, AALHH, CPH LU HU-2100 EI-< A
A7 MV AFig. 31217 . AATEHO S b,
JWH-200% < F7 F A VA VvV F—IVEKZEH S
AtEY (JWH-015, TWH-018, JWH-073, JWH-
08135 L UM JWH-398) (%, flndsF A A4 (M* )
MR R HE SN A i inz, 7 A LA
VR = VEICR BN KER D D IV ORI S
M-I B8XU FaFy S ONIVOREEC L5 &
WEINLIM-17]" DT 57 A b AT %
SN/, ThHEDAF VT T ALV F—IvE
BICEHETHY, 7227 2F VAV E—ILE
%4 % IWH-250% X U JWH-251 Cl3#izs
Nixpoiz. EHIC, 7P A4IVAV F—ILVHATIE
Fig. 4 () ITR" T L2747 I VD abiZihk &% 2
bNALTFTT AV ATV m/z284 (JWH-081T
13314, JTWH-398C[%318) <, Fig. 4-(b)I=¥ k&
DI TIVIRZIVED o BHZICHEDS 4V F—IVE
WekO7 57 AV A (m/z220085 %\
214) 7= BT Fig. 4- (IR T XD F 7 R AU
Y AAF Y m/z155 (JWH-081Tlidim/z 185,
JWH-398C(3189) 15 LU CO BiHEICFE> 7 2 L
Z ATV m/z127 (JWH-081 Tl m/z 157,
JWH-398Tit161) NExNZNEHZE I N30, X
HIZ, AVF—IVERKICHkKRT S EEZ2ONS m/z
144D 7 5 7 A S A 46 CO [TigfE, HCN Bt
BEC K> THEL A m/z116,89D 757 A/ WA F
VAR L TEE SN, Ik, ThboA 1V
%, 2-AFI) AV F—IVFBEAKTH5H IWH-015T
%, m/z B +143 7 F L7z m/z 155, 1303 U103
DITSGT AV ATV ELTHESIN . BIVT %
U A FDO JWH-200Tl, ©V 7+ U /HEOE
FECHLIERFERTANOLDT VIV A L /LD
BEMICR S S 2 E 2503, COREND D
ZUHTED m/z 10007 5 7 A+ A /DD Tl

<@Blzgx s (Fig. 4-(d)). £/, 7227k
FVAYVEF—=IVEWKEHET SHIWH-250% LU
JWH-251Tid, il T FA AV BIEEAYE
BINT, A VFE—IVERADOT ST AV ATV
(m/z214) DR BlEExh/- (Fig. 4-(e)). Ch
X7 2 VTR FIVETIE, NVUVIALTO VR
ZVED aBIARIEFICE I DR T WH EE 2
bns.

—7, CP4T 49T B LU v F vy 7 anF i
J =D AANRY BRI SO Z — %
R, HO OBBEICInNZ T, g7 IVF VKO
Mk B ZONL T ST AV ALY (m/z
233) AIE L THZE s/ (Fig. 4-(0). %7,
HU-210Ti%, H,O OBz <, {7 VL
KEOKFEOR ST 7T 4 ERBICL-> THEL A E
BEZONDHTFT AV AT (m/z2302) PEIE
7 (Fig. 4-(g))3030,

COEDIC, HBALEWDEI < AAXRY FIVICE
WL, MEESICEEIT S5 7 AV B A TS
SNz, TNBEDTST AV AT VORI, 4
BB /T A FPEMEEF Sy 7 L
Tl L 72BRIC, 2 6oksEa e d %5 ETHIE
WIZEHThALEEZONS.

3. LC/MS/MS
(1) A A ALEDORET

FEREBRREL, A%/ —IVTHRL KL
EWORE% 1ug/ml & L7z (BEEERAW) 1<
OWTC, JRa—A VUV g VEIED AL
FOMR #7572, AALBIIM NS BSI-RY T ¢
TE—F TR AL TR E /oA, ESI-
FHT 4 7E—F TR P v Fide < BlgEs
Nikroiz. WICCPETIE, BSI-RYF 4 7
E—F T/ g el lEsnd,
ESI-% W7 4 7E—F COAB T Vo5 F 158
XN, k72, HU-2101%, ESI-EYF 4 7E—
Fc7a Ak 52, BSI-% A5 4 7E—F T
fi7m v rhrnenglLg Insz. HU-2100
ESI- Ry 5 4 7E—FRickF A7 kU bs+D
A FVRE L ESI-% /T« T E—F THIEIN S
Bi7 0 b FOA F/mEICITEIICIE LAY
EZDEP ST DD, WS LB L THlalT>d
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L, S/NICBEAL T ESI-%H 7 1+ 7E—FDHMN
2HERERWERAB O

715, CP ¥l LU HU-210fiT N @ ESI-< A AN
7 PVIZEBWTS, /e s Fiiinz <, ¥
itk (IM+HCOO]-) eIz, £/, E
BRI RSB 2 BERE 7 v T AKIBIRICEE L T
G E AT O L, TR b O E B &
(IM+CH;COO]") @ sn/Z b, CPH
B XU HU-21003 A A ACRHCER AT InfA 2 TR L <
FTWhDOEEZOLNL. Ik, INOEEFINEE
DH—Y—AF L TTaX T ATV AF v/
HATO &, FBOARDBEEL, BTV T
(IM-H]") ICHY%T A4 XV PBEINH T &
5, COAFXVEEN /T AN—Y—E L TR
TR ATV ATy VTR, RO o
T AT ANT FIVICHYS T 5< AAXRT BV
/A LLTES.

LI EOREHREE» S, AATEOA ki & L
T ESI-RY 5« 7E—F %, CPH¥ LU HU-
21004 A AkiEE LT ESI-* 5 4+ JE—TF %
HwsrZEblL, AATEIZ /o b Ak F %, CP
B LU HU2103 W72 vy % 70— —
AF v ELTEELR. ok, CPEHEB XU HU-
210122V T, el Xk 5125 W eI FEEfH hn{k
DEEINH T EnD, FBmAINEE 7 —Y—
ATV ELTHTAZ ELRETHS.

(2) RGO

LROERER AR A AT, GEESR OB 21T -
7-. AALJE, CP i X0 HU-21012 {7 & Bk
PDEWEEZENAZ LG, BEMHICT 2
UIVEFERL, D8NS A C T LD 50k
C;3(ODS) N5 L% T, ST OV Tl
L7z. ZOEH% Table 4 [Z/R”9.

FhiFFEERIC W T AALEE, CP ¥k LU HU-210
(I d ODS 71 Z ACH S REF SN2 & h b,
WA EEO 7 2 - = U ILEEA50% & L, 95%
ETOV_T 7SV &R/, ODS 7
T LRV, BEHEO pHICEH L 34—
ZIXBRFICHBEL, BEARTHS IWH-0I5 LU
JIWH-073D 55 Bt b AIBECdb - 7= BB & Be P 4
RIC L7261, BV 7 51 /3% > JWH-200
IS ANOBFERTTED, pH ZRE L 7kh - 7o
B L AN THEEREE 2 23 8B ko7 Ly
L, JWH200LMAA O LG ORFERFRENIIIE & A E
AL ep o722 &6, TNBIEEICBKEMEA
TERHICK > TH T AICREINALDEEZ BNA.

RIZBEN S L% Cg N MIEEL, RLUBH
H&tta Wl 27572 2 A, ZLEWOH
Fpg8E 0, ODS /15 ADOHE & A~ CTHRHIC
WHIFE P 2~3 o REFE k-7 L2L, &
V— 7 088ar L, FRICEREARTH S IWH-01535 &
G IWH-0T3D G EEREL e 572 &b, —&S

Table 4 Retention time of the synthetic cannabinoids obtained by using Cg and C;3 (ODS) columns (n=3).

Retention time (min)

Compound ] Cs ) ) Ci5(ODS) )

mobile phase mobile phase mobile phase mobile phase

pH 3.5 no adjustment pH 3.5 no adjustment
JWH-015 11.2 11.3 14.4 14.3
JWH-018 13.1 13.1 16.8 16.7
JWH-073 12.0 12.0 15.4 15.3
JWH-081 13.3 13.4 17.3 17.1
JWH-200 5.3 7.7 8.1 10.2
JWH-250 11.8 11.9 15.0 14.9
JWH-251 12.6 12.6 16.0 16.0
JWH-398 14.6 14.6 19.0 19.0
CP 47,497 11.9 11.9 15.9 15.7
Cannabicyclohexanol 13.0 13.0 17.5 17.3
HU-210 13.6 13.5 18.2 18.0
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Table 5 Comparison of peak height of deprotonated molecule and formate adduct, and the adduct formation

rate.
Peak height (n=3) Formate add(lilct: gcirmation rate
Compound Detected form Mobile phase  Mobile phase Mobile phase Mobile phase
pH 3.5 no adjustment pH 3.5 no adjustment
[M-H]- 3963 15133
CP 47,497 formate adduct 3737 13433 0.94 0.89
. [M-H]- 4740 16633
Cannabicyclohexanol formate adduct 4923 15733 1.04 0.95
3 [(M-H]- 7487 13967
HU=210 formate adduct 19400 36600 2:59 2.62
FIHOSEEN S 5 L TIEODS 15 A%l 5% 1
&kl 2
5 |3/ m/z 342
F£72, IWH-200% 4 < AAL OB EE X B JU4
O PHIC X 6 F—ETh - 7245, JTWH-2000 24 5 ﬂ mz 328
pH % Mtt (pH3.5) 1095 &, HHERES 3 50 S m/z 372
2REEIET L. J\ - m/z 385
—77, Table 51Z/x9 X DI, CP LU HU- M m/z 336
210D F R Ik O 4 BEER IS B B H O pH IR AT L ﬁ m/z 320
U7etno 745, IO pH #MPEICT % &, CP J\ m/z 376
I L O HU210D 8 RIS pH #di3E L 7270 - g & G A 202’5303‘5
TG LHNRT2D1 0564001 BEICETL Retention Time (min)
7z. 0
I EDOKSR, BEHAZERMICT 5 & TWH-200, 0
CP 1 J U HU210DB R A 2 N Z KR L -
el Enh, —ASWICHWABEIHO pH %13 11 s 331
Thiknwl s &L,
R ) m/z 385
(3) LC/MS/MS(C&BEMhTE/ A4 KED S —
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35

—B o
FRIREHE R D, S BN S AICODS 1T LK
HRAL, 10mM FEE7 V€= AKER (pH K
B)-7TE PP VIVERBEHEY A ) TS5y
IV FEHICEBERAN VY /A FUEEO—X
SWEAT - 72 (Fig. 5). AOWEMHFICEWT, %
{CEHORIFIET X7 B A AR FIVHEEE
SN AR AT IWH-200% [ < AAI Tl
14 5ng/ml, JWH-200, CP ¥} k0 HU-2101Z
AN d50ng/ml THo7z. nk, AV IE/
A FEAFBT VEZ T LAKBRTHRL, LC/
MS ORFPEICH SN TSRy 7 vk =y 5

Retention Time (min)

Fig. 5 Extracted ion chromatograms obtained by
LC/MS/MS. Peaks: 1, JWH-018; 2, JWHO15;
3, JWH-073; 4, JWH-081; 5, JWH-200; 6,
JWH-250; 7, JWH-251; 8, JWH-398; 9, CP
47,497, 10, Cannabicyclohexanol; 11, HU-210.

v (PVDF) #7 (V2 —TUHET 5 &, £2TOIk
EWHPBEHENEL Totz. CThidEgRh v/
A FEOBWVIREEIC X > T, 7 oW —~REL
T2 EDFERTH A EE 2 NI, T T THRIUSE
AR ) —=IVICER LA, TORENRHES
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Fig. 6 ESI-mass spectra and product ion spectra of the synthetic cannabinoids. (a) ESI-mass spectrum and (b)
product ion spectrum of JWH-015, (c) ESI-mass spectrum and (d) product ion spectrum of JWH-018, (e)

ESI-mass spectrum and (f) product ion spectrum of JWH-073, (g) ESI-mass spectrum and (h) product ion
spectrum of JWH-081.
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Fig. 6 ESI-mass spectra and product ion spectra of the synthetic cannabinoids. (i) ESI-mass spectrum and (j)
product ion spectrum of JWH—-398, (k) ESI-mass spectrum and (1) product ion mass spectrum of JWH-250,

(m) ESI-mass spectrum and (n) product ion spectrum of JWH-251, (o) ESI-mass spectrum and (p)
product ion spectrum of JWH-398.
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Fig. 6 ESI-mass spectra and product ion spectra of the synthetic cannabinoids. (q) ESI-mass spectrum and (r)
product ion spectrum of CP 47,497, (s) ESI-mass spectrum and (t) product ion spectrum of Cannabicyclo-
hexanol, and (u) ESI-mass spectrum and (v) product ion spectrum of HU-210.

N 75722 &5, LC/MS/MS HE B L
RRC T 4 VX =Dl m T O86%, A%/ —IVa
HATHZ EnEEL V.
AATHIC>W Tk /e F ks F2 7V 01—
Y—AF /L T/aZ T P A F VAT % VT
72. E72, CP ¥t LU HU-2101IC >\W i 71
FhTF RTINS —AF LTI x s A
FVAF VAT, SHICT/X T B AF AN
7 PIVTEBE SN BKk A2 BT I —Y—
ELTCRTBX T P AT AT v U fTo 7.
Fig. 6 ICR=T £ D12, AALEHO /X7 4 F

VAR PIVTIE N A EE TR L T 57 A
MM AVPBEEIN/. Thbb, 7RV VER
%A 9 % JWH-015, JWH-018, JWH-073, JWH-
081, JIWH-200%5 L OF JIWH-398%, filhdF 7% L
VEWHKRD T ST A M A X UBRBESIN.. &
7o, 7o V7 2FIVEEFFO IWH-2503 L O
JWH-251Ci3, 4 v F—ILEKEREHEEINS
TSI AV AT m/z 18803l L CHlZE S/
E, 7rVTRFIVEERML TS AV
AV (AbFV 722V T 2FIVETIEIm/z
121, AFIVT7 2 2T 2FIVETIE m/z 105) 5
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Fig. 7 Second generation product ion spectra of (a) CP 47,497, (b) Cannabicyclohexanol and (¢) HU-210.

BlEzx sz, /ods, JTWH-250+ JWH-251TCld~ A
ANYT FIVOINR— /3 FETRLD, R IWH-
250 CIE A MRy 7 2 2T v F OV Edk L HEE S
NLHm/z 12107 57 A b AT VHRBRBESN
7oms, CHUIER LA T VB AFFVHEICL ST
HEZE SN Lo EE2ONS.

—75, CPHEiB IO HU2100/a X7 4+
AT FIVTIE, VA=Y — A bR
Cole T ST AV ATV LPBESNT, fEiC
W7 57 AV AT VDPBESI N - 7.
ZIT, COAFVERYAVFT U= =1L T
TRTAX T ATV AF e VTSI ET A,
Fig. 7129 k512, LA ORE & R 7=
KT R 7 b AKX VAR FIVBRBEIN. Lo
T, CP ¥k LU HU-210IC oW, Bi7o kv
ST OBAKL TERT S T VICHOWT, kT
OX7 A XV AT U/ &fTD LT, KD EWRE
@ IsbhdDEEZOLNS.

w
W, EEF Ty 7L L THEA RS T 5

IFEEO G A1/ /4 FIZo0nT, ThbHORE
A O CTUfEN otk L 7. TLC T
3, FREEERIEICLD, BLEWICEET L RE
DB IN/IZH DD, RAEIC L ZFRBIEW DS
BEZ N Td > 72, GC/MS IZH W, Al 7
Fhm WD EENRERIARO TEL b &n
5, AR VFE A FEOGHIZIE#E I E&F
ZbNio. T, EERMESS A KD LR S A
WIS EICREARTH 5 IWH-0155 LU
JIWH-073D 55 i/ RIF T - 722 &0 D, Ao Hr
ETRBEEBET S LWL EE L. KEICE
A BHER AL AF v v — F T50-1000 ng/ml,
SIME— FT5-50ng/ml TH-7. £/, BI-%
AANRY FIVIZEBWTE, LA ORE I
TS A AT UDBBESIN D, Th
OB T7 57 AV AT VU ERBIET A &
T, SHEFHICmET ARNODAER T T/
4 FEOBEHEICEZDLDOEEZBNS.
BT, LC/MS/MS IZEBWTIFFE7 Ve
LKBEW-7 2 P Z F UL RBEIHE S ODS 15 A
ZHAWICNEEO SR A VY A F—EFoiiEx
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BEL. A4 /s LT, AALEHIC DWW TR
ESI-RY 5 ¢ 7€ —F, CPHii LU HU-210iC >
WTIHESI-A AT ¢ 7E—Fa@ALL. FHE
BB, BEHEO pH ZEMEICT % & CPEB LU
HU210DEEMEF L= 26, AoW&e<
BEBEBHO pH ZFRE LW s b L, SHICAK
AT A FPEOERERZEREL T, 722

FUIV50% 2 5H95% D75 D T b G V.
KOMEMEIC B W TEE— 7 X RFICHHEL, B
FRA 4 5-50 ng/ml & BIF7afE R 21572,

GC/MS BLU LC/MS iy & L7 &R v T
Y/ A FEOWUEN L IEORSL, S8 ET%
TG S EEZONLFI RG]V FTE /AT
FODHICICHTES D EE 2 BN, Iz TEI-
RAANYT bR/ axy b AV AT FvrH
W RSEHERICLIGHTE S, 5%, &RV IE
J A FEOBEERIC L 52k & ARt
L7 EICE L e %, ERFERO ST b ARER
BHTHhALEEZONS.
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