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ABSTRACT: Synthetic cannabinoids (SCs), colloquially spice or K2, are the most common drug to be found in prisons in the 
UK, where they are associated with nearly half of non-natural deaths. In the community, SCs are associated with poly-drug 
users who are also likely to be homeless. People who use SCs report debilitating side effects and withdrawal symptoms, cou-
pled with dependence.   Until now, SC use was believed to be largely restricted to prison and homeless populations. However, 
media reporting in the UK has increasingly identified cases of children collapsing in schools, which are claimed to be associ-
ated with vaping and putatively the vaping of a drug, variously reported as tetrahydrocannabinol (THC) ‘synthetic cannabis’ 
or ‘spice’. We therefore conducted the first study to identify and quantity SCs in e-cigarettes routinely collected from schools. 
We sampled 27 schools from geographically distinct regions of England, representing a very broad range of social metrics 
(free school meals, persistent absenteeism, and SEN). The material was sampled by self-submission by individual schools of 
e-cigarettes seized during normal school operation and transferred to us for analysis via local police forces. We found a re-
markably consistent picture where SCs were detected in 17.5 % of all e-cigarettes sampled, and in 21 of 27 (78 %) of all 
sampled schools. Moreover, the percentage of SC e-cigarettes positively correlated with a metric of social deprivation, the 
fraction of pupils eligible for free school meals. The SC positive e-cigarettes were almost entirely found in e-cigarette liquid 
bottles and refillable e-cigarette devices, with very few identified in single use e-cigarette products. Within the positive sam-
ples we found an average SC concentration of 1.03 mg mL-1 with a maximum of 3.6 mg mL-1. In contrast to the high prevalence 
of SCs, few samples contained THC (1.6 %). We suggest that pupils are being sold SC e-cigarettes as ‘cannabis’ and may be 
unaware they are consuming (and sometimes supplying) considerably more harmful drugs. Our findings are immediately 
crucial to policy policing and healthcare in the UK as well as to educational bodies and schools.

Synthetic cannabinoids (SCs), often referred to as spice or 
K2, are a class of synthetic drugs. At the time of writing 
there are over 300 known SCs and the prevalence of differ-
ent SCs can change rapidly.1,2 SCs are considered to gener-
ally be highly potent and with high efficacy, often acting as 
full cannabinoid receptor agonists. However, their struc-
ture is dissimilar to typical cannabinoids found in canna-
bis, such as tetrahydrocannabinol (THC), which acts as a 
partial cannabinoid receptor agonist and has a considera-
bly lower risk profile compared to SCs. Potential conse-
quences of SC use include psychosis, seizures, hypertensive 
crisis, and death. There is only sparse research into the 
correlation between different SC structures and their phar-
macology and risk profile. Indeed, there are now a number 
of studies that point to SCs potentially having effects at 
sites other than cannabinoid receptors.3-5  

In the UK, data suggest that use of SCs in the general popu-
lation is extremely low. For example, in the Crime Survey 
for England and Wales, SCs are subsumed under the 
broader category of Novel Psychoactive Substances (NPS), 
and in 2023 only 0.4% of adults (aged 16-59) reported use 
within the past-year.6  However, SCs are the dominant drug 
used in the British prison system7,8 and are commonly used 
by people who are homeless.9 That is, these drugs are typi-
cally associated with at-risk individuals and people with 
complex poly-substance use histories. People who use SCs 
report highly variable and unpredictable effects, which in-
creases the risk of ‘going over’ – collapsing and becoming 
comatose.10 Indeed, nearly half of all non-natural deaths in 
British prisons have been associated with SC use.10 Addi-
tionally, many report strong withdrawal symptoms upon 
discontinuing use, which are common and more severe 
than cannabis withdrawal symptoms.9, 11,12 
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The mode of SC use varies significantly across different 
groups. In prisons, SC-soaked paper is inserted into a 
prison-issued e-cigarette device and the paper combusted,  
essentially smoked.13,14 In homeless communities, SC use is 
commonly via smoking herb-soaked material, somewhat 
resembling cannabis.9 There is little understanding how 
the mode of use affects SC toxicity, however in both of the 
modalities above, there is a high risk of ‘hot-spots’; locally 
high concentrations of SCs that might contribute to the risk 
profile of SC use, outside of their generally high potency. 

The use of e-cigarettes has become common in England, 
with one in five 15-year-olds and 9% of 11-14 year olds re-
porting using e-cigarettes (‘vapes’).15 Coincident with the 
increasing use of e-cigarettes, there have been growing re-
ports of SCs being found in e-cigarette liquid. Between Jan-
uary 2023 and April 2024, testing by the UK drug checking 
service, WEDINOS, showed that 41% of 122 submitted e-
cigarettes contained SCs.16 Crucially, none of these samples 
were submitted with the purchase intent of SCs. 

SC e-cigarette liquid is inexpensive, being sold for as little 
as £1.6 mL-1 and easily available online.16 Recent studies 
suggest the concentration of the SC e-cigarettes varies 
from ~1 mg mL-1 up to a maximum reported value of 24.1 
mg mL-1.18 Though we acknowledge that there are rela-
tively few studies addressing the concentration range that 
is present. In the last year, there have been over 16 media 
reports of putative SC/THC related adverse effects in Brit-
ish schools (Figure 1) and we are aware of many more not 
reported by the media (personal communication from po-
lice forces across the UK). There is a fundamental lack of 
analytically confirmed data, and at scale, to assess the oc-
currence of SC e-cigarettes in schools.  

THC overdose requires consumption of very high quanti-
ties, suggesting that the reported adverse effects are 
caused by something else. The risk of emergency medical 
treatment is estimated to be 30-fold greater for use of SCs 
compared to THC.19 Therefore, we hypothesise that SC e-
cigarette may be commonly found in e-cigarettes used by 
school children. Herein, we sample seized e-cigarettes 

from secondary (age 11-18) schools across a range of re-
gions in England, assaying for the presence of substances 
controlled under the Misuse of Drugs Act (1971) and the 
Psychoactive Substances Act (2016) and their concentra-
tion. Further, we demonstrate how a recent innovation in 
portable SC detection can be effectively used to monitor 
the presence of SC e-cigarettes at a local level.  

Results 

To assess the presence and dosage of e-cigarettes contain-
ing SCs, we have sampled a number of different regions in 
England, designated R1 – R3. We have anonymised the spe-
cific regions sampled at the request of the police forces in-
volved in the sampling. The sampling procedure is de-
scribed in Materials and Methods. Table 1 shows key char-
acteristics of the schools in the regions from UK Govern-
ment reported data.20 From Table 1, the number of schools 
sampled, the fraction of pupils eligible for free school 
meals (FSM), persistent absence, special educational needs 
(SEN) provision and students with an education, health 
and care plan (EHCP) are all similar. That is, these regions 
are meaningfully comparable, and the combination of their 
statistical data is warranted. Similarly, the school metrics 
track well with the English national averages. We note that 
the fraction of FSM and persistent absence is slightly 
higher than the English mean at the time of writing – 30.5  
0.6 % versus 27.1 % and 28.8  0.7 % versus 26.5 %, re-
spectively.20 The difference is not over large given the ab-
solute magnitude of the values, and combined with the 
other metrics suggest a reasonable comparison to the na-
tional picture.  The individual data for schools is given in 
Tables S1-4. We have not used a postcode-based metric of 
deprivation, as schools tend to draw widely across an area 
and so we did not feel this would be useful or representa-
tive. 

In all cases the sampling was via a police coordinated sub-
mission of seized e-cigarettes, and brought to our labora-
tory for testing or in the case of R3 (described below), at a 
local police station. We stress that the submissions were 
unbiased, in that no specific schools were targeted, no spe-
cific selection protocol for identifying samples was defined 
and the seized material was identified by working teachers 
in each school, based on their usual seizure of e-cigarettes 
and liquids.  Participation by schools was voluntary and at 
the request of the local police force. We have explicitly ex-
cluded samples provided by the police that already have 
intelligence associated that they are an SC e-cigarette or 
liquid. The seizures ranged in collection date from Septem-
ber 2023 – June 2024, effectively a school year. In total, 
510 samples were collected (R1 = 156, R2 = 270, R3 = 84). 
That is, the data reported in Table 1, represents as close as 
is possible, an unbiased sampling of e-cigarettes.  

First, we describe the data from R1 and R2 where the sam-
ples were returned to our laboratories and analysed by LC-
MS and NMR. From R1, e-cigarette liquid could tractably be 
extracted from 119 / 156 submitted samples.  From R2, 
liquid could tractably be extracted from 251 / 270 submit-
ted samples. Each of these samples was then analysed by 
LC-MS, and for those positive for a substance controlled 
under the Misuse of Drugs Act (1971) and the Psychoactive 
Substances Act (2016), the concentration was then deter-
mined by NMR as described in Materials and Methods. 

Figure 1. Media reports of adverse effects in schools associ-
ated with vaping and putatively associated with SC use.  
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Figures S1 and S2 show representative LC-MS data for the 
positive samples, with the parent molecules and fragments 
ions used to identify compounds listed in Table S5. The 
corresponding structures shown in Figure S3. Figures S4-
S7 show example NMR spectra used for quantitative analy-
sis and the corresponding standard concentration plot 
shown in Figure S9.  

Table 1 gives a summary of the resulting frequency of con-
trolled drug identification and across different categories 
of sample, including single use (disposable) e-cigarettes 
and refillable device / liquids. Tables S1-S4 shows the data 
for all samples broken down to the individual school level. 
Figure 2 shows an image for all SC positives and Figure S9 
shows an image for all THC positives. We define a ‘single 
use’ e-cigarette as one where it is not a design feature of 
the e-cigarette to be refilled. We note that some e-ciga-
rettes, whilst not designed to be refilled do have the ability 
to be recharged, as the volume of liquid that can potentially 
be consumed exceeds the batteries capacity from a single 
charge. 

For R1, SCs were identified in 22.4 % of all e-cigarettes. 
The data show that only 1 single use e-cigarette contained 
SCs (0.6 %) and 1 contained THC (0.6 %). For R2, SCs were 
identified in 14.8 % of all e-cigarettes. SCs were found in 7 
(2.6 %) single use e-cigarettes, though these were largely 
from a single school (R2.S1; 6 of 8 recorded positives in the 

study). No THC was identified. These data suggest that SCs 
are present primarily in liquid/refillable device and more 
rarely in single use e-cigarettes. We discuss THC in more 
detail below owing to its legal status in some countries and 
associated commercial product availability. We note that 
whilst it is possible to open single use e-cigarettes and re-
place / add to the liquid inside, it can be technically labori-
ous and so the presence in liquids and refillable devices is 
entirely logical.  

Having identified a high prevalence of SCs using LC-MS and 
NMR (which could not feasibly be implemented rapidly at 
scale), we wished to further demonstrate that SC e-ciga-
rettes are in fact common in schools by sampling discrete 
schools in various regions of England, not covered by R1 
and R2 above. We have recently reported a portable device 
for the generic detection of SCs21 and we have expanded 
this to the detection of THC from sealed e-cigarettes and e-
cigarette liquids.22 This technology self-actuates an e-ciga-
rette and extracts a small amount of vapour, condensed on 
a solid matrix with subsequent detection based on com-
bined fluorescence and photochemical discrimination. We 
reasoned this tool would be useful to expand data sam-
pling. 

The device has the potential for the accuracy to be tuned to 
increase/decrease sensitivity with the limit of detection 

Table 1. The prevalence of occurrence of SC and THC in schools from selected regions. 

 R1 R2 R3 - In-field testingc Combined 

average  stdev 

No. of schools 13 9 5 27 total 

FSM; Ave. / Englanda, b 30.6 / 27.1 % 31.1 / 27.1 % 29.9 / 27.1 % 30.5  0.6 % 

Persistent absence; 
Ave. / Englanda, b 

28.2 / 26.5 % 28.6 / 26.5 % 29.5 / 26.5 % 28.8  0.7 % 

SEN support; Ave. / 
Englanda, b 

12.0 / 12.4 % 12.8 / 12.4 % 13.1 / 12.4 % 12.6  0.6 % 

EHCP; Ave. / Englanda, b 2.3 / 2.4 % 2.0 / 2.4 % 2.5 / 2.4 % 2.3  0.3 % 

Total samples 156 270 84 510 

Total tested 119 251 84 454 

Total SC - % total 35 – 22.4 % 40 – 14.8 % 14 – 16.7 % 89 – 17.5 % 

Total THC 1 – 0.6 % 0 – 0 % 7 – 8.2 % 8 – 1.6 % 

 SC 

Single use - % (total) 1 (106) 7 (196) 0 (37) 8 – 1.6 % 

Liquid/refill - % (total) 34 (50) 33 (74) 14 (47) 81 – 15.9 % 

    Labelled liquid 3  0   0     3 – 0.6 % 

    Unlabelled liquid 11  16  9     36 – 7.0 % 

    Refillable device 20  17  5     41 – 8.2 % 

 THC 

Single use - %  1  0 3 4 – 0.8 % 

Liquid/refill - % 0   0 3 3 – 0.6 % 

    Labelled liquid 0   0 0     0 

    Unlabelled liquid 0   0 0     0 

    Refillable device   3     3 – 0.6 % 

a, Data obtained from ref 20. b, England state funded schools. c, data collected as described in the text. 
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Figure 2. Presentation of SC e-cigarettes from each sampling exercise. 
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(LOD). As such, using the sample sets from R1 and R2 for 
calibration, we have tuned the device to have an LOD of 0.3 
mg mL-1, with a corresponding accuracy of 95 %, specifi-
cally with e-cigarette liquids (usage statistics given in Ta-
ble 2). Clearly, the device will miss a fraction of positive 
samples (below the set LOD). That is, whilst an imperfect 
tool, the device will only underestimate the occurrence of 
SCs and so we feel that balance is reasonable. 

With this tool in hand, we have sampled 5 additional 
schools using the portable device and the corresponding 
data are given in Table 1 under ‘R3 - in-field testing’. Simi-
lar to R1 and R2 these schools represent submissions from 
schools to the police and not with samples that are consid-
ered suspicious. These schools are drawn from two sepa-
rate metropolitan regions (one and four schools), distinct 
from R1 and R2, that are 90 miles apart. The testing in 
each case took place in a police station, chaperoned by a 
police officer. The school metrics for these samples, given 
in Table 1, are similar to R1 and R2 and again suggest the 

comparison to the data set at large is meaningful. Indeed, 
these data show a similar percentage of SC presence as the 
other regions, being 16.7 % with the positive samples be-
ing shown in Figure 2. No positives were identified from 
single use e-cigarettes, potentially because of the LOD of 
the device and so we caution that the real positive rate 
may be higher than reported for R3.  

R3 differs from R1 and R2 in that 6 THC e-cigarettes were 
identified (only 1 from R1 and R2 combined), shown in 
Figure S1. In 4/6 cases, the THC e-cigarette was a commer-
cial product, apparently originating in the USA with a cost 
of ~£15-65. In 2/6 cases the e-cigarette was designed to be 
filled with THC oil or resin and are marketed for this pur-
pose on available web shops. The THC resin is clearly iden-
tifiable by eye and odour, versus the entirely clandestine 
SC e-cigarettes found in all other positive samples. 

Combining the data from R1, R2 and R3, we find that the 
average percentage of all e-cigarettes containing SCs is 
17.5 % (89 / 510).  Indeed, the percentage of SC e-ciga-
rettes is similar between R1-R3 being, 22.4, 14.8 and 16.7 
%, respectively. That is, the percentage of e-cigarettes ap-
pears entirely consistent even in geographically distinct 
regions of England. This percentage is nuanced by the 
presence of very low concentrations and we discuss this 
below. From Table S1-3, the majority of positive samples 
contain MDMB-4en-PINACA, being present in 95% of SC 
positive samples. Other SCs identified include MDMB-

Table 2. Usage statistics of the presumptive device. 

FP FN TP TN Tot. 

2 3 48 42 95 

Sensitivity (%) Specificity (%) Accuracy (%) 

94 95 95 

 

Figure 3. A-C, Physical presentation, and concentration distribution of SC e-cigarettes. The black solid line in panel C represents 
the average recorded concentration. The grey boxes highlight specific regions referenced in the text. The magenta dashed line 
shows the LOD for the presumptive device and the black dashed line shows the LOD for our NMR quantification methodology. 
D-E, Correlation with school metrics. Solid lines show the fit to a simple linear function and statistical correlations are discussed 
in the text. 
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PINACA, ADB-BUTINACA, MDMB-BUTINACA, MDMB-
INACA and 4F-MDMB-BINACA. Of particular note, we 
found that sample R2S2.36 contained an SC but also a low 
concentration (0.1 mg mL-1) of heroin. Figure 2 shows an 
image of every SC positive sample identified.  

Figures 3A and 3B show the combined profile of SC con-
taining samples, including form factor and liquid colour. 
From Figure 3A, over half of the samples present as ‘nor-
mal’ e-cigarette liquid colouring (clear, yellow, brown), 
with the remaining being ‘uncommon’ colours for branded 
commercially available e-cigarettes (eg green, blue, pink). 
From Figure 3B, the vast majority of the positive samples 
are from bottles of liquid or from refillable devices, with 
40.4 % of those samples being unlabelled bottles of liquid 
and 46.1 % being from refillable devices. SCs are also 
found in labelled (commercial packaging) bottles of liquid, 
but this is relatively rare, with only three samples being 
found in R1(Figure 2; R1S8.60, 64 and R1S2.13). We do not 
suggest these commercial products contained SCs at 
source, and they could trivially have SCs added, or be filled 
with an alternative liquid after purchase. Similarly, the 
presence of SCs in single use e-cigarettes is low, 1.6 % of 
all samples. It is interesting to note that 7 of the 8 SC posi-
tive single use e-cigarettes contain an illegally (in the UK) 
large amount of e-liquid (> 2 mL). Finally, from Figure 2, 
there is a regional tendency for the refillable devices to be 
of a specific commercial brand (Figure 2; R1.11-R1.29), but 
this is not found in R2-3, where there is a diversity of 
brands. However, there is a tendency for the refillable de-
vices to have removeable caps that contain the liquid.  

We have determined the concentration of SCs present in 
the samples by quantitative NMR (qNMR), with the result-
ing calculated concentrations shown in Figure 3C. The 
methodology is described in Materials and Methods. We 
found that there was sufficient material remaining in the 
seized e-cigarettes for quantification for 54 of the 89 posi-
tive samples from R1 and R2, with 8 of those samples be-
ing at a level below the accurate detection limit of our 
qNMR methodology (< ~50 g mL-1). Similarly, we found 
for these samples that clear peaks were not observable on 
the LC-MS chromatograms at the dilutions used. We have 
therefore labelled these samples as ‘low’ in Tables S1-S2. 

Combined, the samples have an average concentration of 
1.03 ± 0.86 (standard deviation, SD) mg mL-1. The average 
from R1 is 1.13 ± 0.91 mg mL-1 and from R2 is 0.92 ± 0.81 
mg mL-1. From Figure 3C, there is a broad distribution of 
concentrations, with a maximum of 3.6 mg mL-1. The data 
cannot be fit with a single distribution function, but in-
stead apparently are composed of  ‘low’, ‘medium’ and 
‘high’ distribution within the broader data set. With only 
54 samples, we are not able to accurately model a tri-
modal distribution with any degree of certainty and so Fig-
ure 3C shows a distribution at the mean ± half a standard 
deviation. The remaining two distributions arise from the 
remaining ‘low’ / ‘high’ data. 

Our data suggests that the SC positive e-cigarettes are rela-
tively evenly distributed between refillable devices and 
unlabelled bottles. We were interested if the low-high dis-
tributions in our concentration data reflected a particular 
sample type. Figure 3C shows the overlay of the refillable 
devices, bottles and single use concentration data. These 
data suggest that the ‘low’ concentration range is domi-
nated by the refillable and single use e-cigarettes (79 % of 

samples). Conversely the ’high’ concentration range is 
dominated by bottles of liquid (81 %). The average SC con-
centration for bottles of liquid is 1.45 mg ml-1 and for refill-
able devices is 0.75 mg ml-1 and noting 28 % of the refilla-
ble devices had concentrations below our limit of detec-
tion. We would posit that the concentrations are rather 
lower from the refillable devices potentially due to dilution 
of a historic SC sample with a non-SC-liquid and this would 
seem logical. Given almost all SC e-cigarette liquids are 
sold online as bottles of liquid,15 the concentration present 
in the bottles alone would seem the ‘intended’ concentra-
tion. 

The concentrations from single use e-cigarettes were ex-
tremely low compared to liquids and refillable device, be-
ing 0.20 ± 0.14 mg mL-1. We cannot confidently identify 
how the SC e-liquid entered these single use e-cigarettes. 
Whilst it is technically non-trivial to take apart an e-ciga-
rette and add to / replace the liquid in the internal sponge, 
it is not impossible. Alternatively, SC e-liquid could be 
added dropwise through the mouthpiece, though we have 
low confidence in what this would mean for a person using 
the e-cigarette in terms of dosage. In any case, that these 
single use e-cigarettes are both relatively rare and at a 
‘low’ concentration suggests that at present these are not 
the critical modality of concern. 

Figures 3D and 3E show the correlation between the per-
centage of SC e-cigarette presence versus social metrics 
from Table 1. We have included only those schools where 
there are > 20 submitted samples in an effort to decrease 
sampling bias, and this includes 4 schools from R1, 5 
schools from R2 and 2 from R3. The data represents 82 % 
of all the seized e-cigarettes reported in this study. From 
Figure 3D-E, there is potentially a positive (linear) correla-
tion between the presence of SC e-cigarettes and free 
school meals, persistent absence and fraction of SEN sup-
port. From a Pearson’s correlation analysis, we find that 
the fraction of free school meals (FSM) is positively corre-
lated, r = 0.65 and p = 0.01, respectively. However, we find 
weak/no correlation with persistent absence (r = 0.30, p = 
0.002) (, the percentage of SEN support (r = 0.67, p = 0.85) 
and EHCPs (r = 0.12, p = 0.007). We accept the relatively 
small samples size (11 schools) used to establish the corre-
lations. However, the statistics suggest an underlying trend 
with a metric of social deprivation, the fraction of free 
schools meals. 

As a final sampling effort, we have sampled a region (R4) 
that is geographically distinct from R1-R3, but where the 
samples are identified by GC-MS. These samples are biased 
in that they represent samples that were considered suspi-
cious by the police force in R4. Fifty samples were col-
lected over the period November 2023 – July 2024 from 
four different schools in R4. Because of the nature of the 
sampling of R4, we do not include these data in the per-
centage of SC e-cigarettes at the school level. However, 
these data are particularly interesting because they report 
the specific SC identified and the physical presentation. We 
therefore treat these data as a separate validation of the 
general findings from R1-R3 and to establish whether the 
findings are borne out when a random region of interest is 
selected. These data are given in Table S5 and photographs 
of the positive samples are given in Figure S10. In terms of 
physical presentation, these samples track with our find-
ings in Figure 3B, with 75 % of SC positives being in 
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refillable devices, 19 % in unlabelled bottles, 6 % in single 
use e-cigarettes (1 example) and none in labelled bottles. 
75 % of samples contained MDMB-4en-PINACA (compared 
to 93 % in R1-R2) and 25 % containing 4F-MDMB-BINACA. 
Finally, two THC single use e-cigarettes were identified. 
Similar to the findings in R1-3, one of these is a commer-
cially available product, that appears to have been im-
ported and the other is a device marketed for THC 
oil/resin and having the same form factor as those shown 
in Figure S9. That is, the data from R4 mirror our findings 
from R1-3 and increase the extent to which our findings 
may be generalisable to other schools in England. 

Discussion 

In the first study to identify and quantify SCs in e-ciga-
rettes routinely collected from schools, we report an 
alarmingly high prevalence (17.4 %) of e-cigarettes con-
taining SCs in English schools. While the generalisability of 
this estimate should be interpreted with caution due to the 
non-probability sampling methodology and sample size, 
we note that R1 – R4 represent a very large North-South 
length span of England (250 miles), consisting of five dif-
ferent regions in the UK, all of which are at least 90 miles 
apart. That is, these results should raise caution for schools 
across the country.  

The findings of SC e-cigarette presence are directly con-
trasted by the lack of THC e-cigarettes. This is surprising 
given that 31 % of people under 17 report having used 
cannabis23 and 6-8% of secondary school students 11-15 
years of age report having used cannabis in the past year24 
Indeed, since the 1980s, the social view of cannabis use is 
that it is increasingly an unremarkable feature of adoles-
cent life.25 

How can these findings be reconciled? Our hypothesis is 
that young people are unaware that the e-cigarettes they 
buy are SC e-cigarettes and are instead sold under the im-
pression they are ‘cannabis’. The evidence from WEDINOS 
(above)16 support this notion, with SC e-cigarettes almost 
never being the purchase intent of samples submitted to 
this drug checking service. Our data argues that bone fide 
THC e-cigarettes are relatively rare compared to SC e-ciga-
rettes. Where THC e-cigarettes are present, they are typi-
cally a commercial product from a country where THC is 
legal and with a relatively high price point (>~ £15). This 
compares with as little as ~£3 for 2 mL (a full e-cigarette) 
of SC liquid. The considerably lower price of SC compared 
with THC e-cigarettes together with an assumed inability 
of consumers to determine their content, may explain the 
high prevalence of SCs in e-cigarettes. Moreover, we would 
argue this trend is relatively recent, given the media re-
porting on the issue appears to have essentially ‘peaked’ in 
the UK in the year 2023/2024 (the time of writing).  

The major SC identified was MDMB-4en-PINACA in all re-
gions where we have identification. However, in total we 
have identified six different SCs, which highlights the need 
for generic detection capability as the availability and 
prevalence of different SCs changes.  

Identification of SC e-cigarettes. Our data highlight that SC 
e-cigarettes are easy to identify by eye, with nearly half 
(Table 1, 47.4 %) of both unlabelled bottles and refillable 
devices containing SCs. This tracks with findings that the 
available modality from web shops is vastly via bottles of 
liquid (99.6 % of products).17 THC e-cigarettes and the re-
fillable devices used for SC liquid have a different form 

factor, with the former being specifically designed for THC 
oil/resin. We accept that the distinction would require 
specific training using exemplar material, but we feel this 
would be possible. That is, a teacher or other responsible 
adult could, as a reasonable guess, establish the high prob-
ability  of SCs / THC being present in refillable devices and 
unlabelled bottles, and particularly when combining infor-
mation from the colour of the liquid (blue, green, red, pink, 
purple, essentially always being SC e-cigarette liquid). This 
visual triage could then be useful for identifying samples of 
concern to the police for further investigation and de-
crease the sample volume burden for analysis. 

The presence of SC e-cigarettes tracks with a metric of social 
deprivation. Our data shows a positive correlation with a 
specific metric of social deprivation; the fraction of free 
school meals. This further highlights the potential im-
portance of the low price of SCs when compared to THC in 
e-cigarettes, as discussed above. Whilst we acknowledge 
the weaknesses in a sample size of 11 schools, we point to 
the distribution of the schools across R1-R3 and that we 
have selected them based on a meaningful cut-off of sam-
ple size (20 submissions minimum). There is a risk when 
discussing such data that certain groups become stigma-
tised, or otherwise adversely affected by the findings. In-
deed, only a single school in Figure 3D and 3E had no inci-
dence of SC e-cigarettes. We would point to the ample evi-
dence that the harm arising from drugs becomes greater 
with metrics of social deprivation,26 for example becoming 
involved in county lines drug supply. That is, prior to this 
article, SCs were considered to almost entirely be found in 
prisons and in homeless communities, essentially a drug 
used by the most vulnerable and marginalised. We would 
suggest that this new evidence less reflects a link between 
the usage of SC-cigarettes based on social factors and more 
on the heightened risk that children who use SC e-ciga-
rettes are subject too.  Any policy considerations that arise 
from this work should have this factor at the core of any 
response. 

Conclusions 

Herein, we have demonstrated the consumption of SCs via 
e-cigarette in schools across England. They are almost ex-
clusively supplied as a liquid refill to a reusable e-cigarette 
pen. The presence of SC e-cigarettes is counterpointed by 
the lack of THC e-cigarettes, and we suggest this is because 
pupils are being sold SC e-cigarettes as ‘cannabis’. Indeed, 
online webstores market SCs as essentially interchangea-
ble with cannabis, imply it is legal and the cost is many 
times lower than for THC.17 Young people consider canna-
bis as relatively safe to consume,22 and e-cigarettes are 
prevalent in schools.14 That is, there appear to be a conflu-
ence of factors that may drive SC e-cigarette use by young 
people. Crucially, there are no studies examining the phar-
macology of SCs in children and so the true risk to health 
in both the immediate and long term is unknown. Moreo-
ver, if young people are not aware they are using / have 
used SCs, this limits the ability of healthcare providers to 
provide appropriate support. 

Our findings have immediate implications for harm reduc-
tion interventions that should be developed for schools, as 
well as the stark need to better understand the risk to the 
health of children when they consume SCs, both acute and 
longer term. There is also a need to expand this work to in-
form the targeting of intervention and establish whether 
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the prevalence of SCs in e-cigarettes is high across the 
wider UK region, or if this phenomenon is geographically 
or socially patterned. 

Finally, our findings are immediately applicable to policy, 
demonstrating that banning single use e-cigarettes will not 
meaningfully affect the presence of SCs in schools, pre-
cisely because they are relatively rare in single use e-ciga-
rettes. An unintended consequence could be an increase in 
the use of refillable devices and the potential exposure to 
SCs within e-cigarette liquids. This intelligence is further 
useful for policing efforts in the community and to identify 
modes of supply. We highlight that education can be an ef-
fective tool in combating drug-related harm, particularly 
where young people are involved and well informed. 

Materials and Methods 

Sample acquisition. For R1-R3 we initially engaged with the 
regional police force to request local schools to submit e-
cigarettes that had been confiscated on the school prem-
ises by teachers. No specific schools were targeted for sub-
missions, rather the local force area requested schools to 
submit samples. The schools were not given any instruc-
tion or intelligence on the kind of e-cigarettes to include in 
their submission. The regional force then collated all sub-
mitted samples without a further selection step. For R1-R2 
the relevant police force conveyed the samples to our la-
boratories. For R3, we collected data from samples at a lo-
cal police station in R3 using our portable technology de-
scribed above. We note that any positives were immedi-
ately handed to a police officer who continuously chaper-
oned the testing. Sampling for R4 was biased, in that local 
police officers self-identified samples of concern, or the 
samples were selected based on another bias e.g. presenta-
tion of the material. We note the data reporting on the 
fraction of SC e-cigarettes (Table 1) arises solely from the 
unbiased sampling in R1-3. 

R1-3 were identified after an initial interaction with the lo-
cal police force to seek permission to sample. Our rationale 
for contacting R1-3 was the occurrence of a media report 
of SC intoxication, relevant to that police forces jurisdic-
tion. We note that we have contact other police forces who 
did not wish to participate during the time period of the 
study, or where the local council was not willing to allow 
the sampling to proceed. As noted in the text R4 arises 
from biased sampling where schools/police forces re-
quested we identify specific samples, or there was another 
triage step applied to the samples, either subjective or ob-
jective.  

LC-MS. For LC-QToF-MS analysis, all e-cigarette liquid sam-
ples were initially diluted 20 000x in HPLC grade ethanol, 
with repeats at higher concentration where needed/possi-
ble. Analyses were performed using an Agilent QToF 6545 
with a Jetstream electrospray ionization (ESI) source cou-
pled to an Agilent 1260 Infinity II Quaternary pump HPLC 
with a 1260 autosampler, column oven compartment, and 
variable wavelength detector (VWD). The mobile phases 
used were (A) LC-MS grade water with 0.1% formic acid 
and (B) acetonitrile with 0.1% formic acid. The gradient 
used was 95:5 A:B from 0.00-0.60 min, change to 0:100 
A:B over 0.60-3.00 min, held at 0:100 A:B from 3.00-5.50 
min, change to 95:5 A:B  over 5.50-5.60 min, and held at 
95:5 A:B from 5.6-7.6 min. The flow rate was 0.5 mL/min 
at 50ºC and 5 μL of the sample was injected onto an EC-
C18 3.0 x 50 mm, 2.7 μm particle size column (InfinityLab 

Poroshell 120, Agilent Technologies). The MS was oper-
ated in positive ionization mode with the gas temperature 
at 250°C, the drying gas at 11 L/min, and the nebulizer gas 
at 35 psi (2.41 bar). The sheath gas temperature was set to 
300ºC and the flow rate was 12 L/min. The MS was cali-
brated using a reference calibrant introduced from an in-
dependent ESI reference sprayer. The VCap, Fragmentor 
and Skimmer were set to 3500, 160, and 45 V, respectively. 
The MS was operated in all-ions mode with three collision 
energy scan segments at 0, 20, and 40 eV. 

The VWD was set to detect at 280 nm wavelength at a fre-
quency of 2.5 Hz. Data processing was automated in Qual 
10, with the molecular feature extraction set to the largest 
20 compounds for [M+H]+, [M-H]-, and [M+HCOO]- ions. 
The results were also searched against the online mass 
spectral databases HighResNPS (containing over 2300 
unique compound entries) and ForTox, with a forward 
score of 25 and reverse score of 70, and mass tolerances 
within 5 ppm of the reference library matches. Qualified 
ions had co-elution scores of ≥ 90, retention time toler-
ances of ± 0.10, and a minimum S/N of ≥ 5.00. 

GC-MS. Samples were diluted with methanol 50/50 ratio. 
GCMS analysis was preformed using a TQ-GC (Waters Cor-
poration). Chromatographic separation was performed on 
a Thames Restek (DB-5, 30 m x 0.25 mm ID x 0.25 µm). 
The following temperature parameters were used: 60 °C 
(held for 3min) to 300 °C at 15 °C min-1, then held for 6 
min. Injection port was 280°C, split ratio 25 mL/min. The 
analyser was set to scan m/z 50-500. GCMS peaks were 
identified through comparison to standards, NIST database 
and Cayman Chemicals forensic database. 

NMR. The quantitative nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) 
method used was based on a study that quantified SCs in 
seized e-liquids.18 Samples were prepared by mixing 200 
μL of e-cigarette liquid with 400 μL of methanol-d4 
(MeOD) containing 3 mg of 3-(trimethylsilyl)propionic-
2,2,3,3-d4 acid sodium salt (purity ≥ 99%, isotopic purity 
98 atom % D) (TSP). A set of MDMB-4en-PINACA concen-
trations (10 – 0.1 mg/ml) were prepared in 50/50 polyeth-
ylene glycol/glycerol (PG/VG) as standard e-cigarette liq-
uids to test the quantification method. 
1H NMR data were recorded on a Bruker AvanceCore 400 
MHz spectrometer (1H frequency of 400.130), with a zg 
pulse sequence composed of 3.18 s acquisition time, 128 
scans and 20 s delay. Chemical shifts were referenced to 
3.31 ppm for residual CD2HOD solvent peak (from MeOD) 
and are reported in ppm. NMR spectra were processed 
with Mestralab Mnova 14.1 using automatic phase and 
Whittaker smoother baseline corrections, followed by zero 
filling (4 x original size) and line broadening (1 Hz) to im-
prove signal/noise ratio. Due to the large amounts of 
PG/VG in e-cigarette liquid, only the 4 peaks from the aro-
matic indazole core of the SCs could be reliably integrated. 
As many of these were used for the qNMR calculation, 
when not obscured by other additives in the e-cigarette 
liquid. 

The following equation was used for the 1H qNMR quanti-
tation:  

[𝑥]  =  
𝑛𝐼𝐶 ∙ 𝐼𝑛𝑡𝑥 ∙ 𝑀𝑊𝑥 ∙ 𝑚𝐼𝐶

𝑛𝑥 ∙ 𝐼𝑛𝑡𝐼𝐶 ∙ 𝑀𝑊𝐼𝐶 ∙ 𝑉𝑠
∙ 𝑃𝐼𝐶  
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Where [ ] denotes concentration in mg/mL, P is the purity, 
n is the number of protons, Int is the integral value, MW is 
the molecular weight, m is the mass in mg, V is the volume 
in mL, IC is the internal calibrant, x is the analyte, and s is 
the sample. As the indazole peaks of the different SC com-
pounds overlayed, when multiple SC compounds were pre-
sent in each sample, the molecular weight of the main SC, 
as judged by the LC-MS chromatogram, was used in the 
calculation. 
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