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E-cigarettes are a popular alternative to smoking and a tool for smoking cessation.! The fast-growing nature of the market, regulation and risk assessments doesn’t always
keep up with changes on the market. The Tobacco Products Directive (2014/40/EU) mandates the disclosure of all ingredients in e-liquid and forthcoming emissions.? There are
currently no standardized methods defined for analyzing constituents in e-cigarette aerosols.

METHOD DEVELOPMENT METHOD VALIDATION

A variety of parameters were evaluated In order to develop a method for the
guantitative analysis of nicotine in e-cigarette aerosols.
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nicotine dosimetry studies, market research, and Investigating aerosol transfer
phenomena. It may also be utilized to develop and validate new collection methods for
analyzing other constituents in e-cigarette aerosols.
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