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Introduction

In 1996, the state of California approved the legalization of cannabis for medicinal Method Build Compounds  Conditions My EAC
use. Since then, 37 additional states have also legalized cannabis for medicinal use.

Experiments and Results Experiments and Results Cont.

e — Using the modeler, a method was developed such that all 16 analytes resolved with

Columr resolution =2 1.3 through the addition of ammonium formate and increased formic acid.
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T 14 CBC 7.42 7.64 13.20 > [ 122 75 04 13 | CBL 5.21 4.95 15.30 3.6 5.2
s 15 | THCA-A 7.79 7.86 420 Target Resolution 150 14 CBC 5.47 5.16 18.78 4.5 1.9
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from day-to-day and injection-to-injection. These compounds were then used to add 10 | CBNA 3.91 4.01 6.00 190 gz::gg;ggo(' égg@ 533 g;g ggg ?2
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modeled and experimental data cannot exceed more than + 15 seconds (or no more
than 10% of the analytical run time).

To‘ ch.eck}if this method Coﬂ_ntai—ned“ any Cc;elu.tions, seven additional analytes were
added. Two compounds, CBNA and CBGA, both showed coelutions under the current
conditions.
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