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ABSTRACT: Mass spectrometry has made profound contributions
to the criminal justice system by providing an instrumental method
of analysis that delivers exquisite analytical figures of merit for a wide
variety of samples and analytes. Applications include the character-
ization of trace metal impurities in hair and glass to the identification
of drugs, explosives, polymers, and ignitable liquids. This review
describes major historical developments and, where possible, relates
the developed capabilities to casework and legal precedents. This
review also provides insight into how historical applications have
evolved into, and out of, modern consensus standards. Unlike many
pattern-based techniques and physical-matching methods, mass
spectrometry has strong scientific foundations and a long history of
successful applications that have made it one of the most reliable and
respected sources of scientific evidence in criminal and civil cases. That said, in several appellate decisions in which mass
spectrometric evidence was challenged but admitted, decisions sometimes still went against the mass spectrometric data anyway,
which goes to show that mass spectrometric evidence is always just one piece of the larger legal puzzle.

■ INTRODUCTION
When conducting historical research on legal precedents, it is
almost impossible to unearth cases in which mass spectro-
metric evidence was simply admitted and used to resolve a
dispute. The reason is that, unless a journalist in the courtroom
reports on the specific details of the case,1,2 evidential details,
like analytical results, typically are not searchable in the public
domain. In contrast, appellate decisions at all levels, especially
state and federal, tend to be published and freely available in
online databases such as Nexis Uni (formerly Lexis Nexis).
The legal precedents identified here are therefore identified in
three ways: (1) by reference in the traditional peer-reviewed
literature, (2) from newspaper reports, and (3) from various
searches of appellate decisions in Nexis Uni.
One of the earliest references to mass spectrometry in the

legal literature is in 1950, when H. W. Washburn appealed the
rejection of claims on his patent application for an ion
extraction potential in an EI source and mixture analysis using
mass spectrometry.3 Since then, most of the documented legal
history of mass spectrometry has involved patent disputes and
is beyond the scope of this review. Another theme among the
early legal cases is customs infringements and other issues
related to the manufacture and distribution of instruments.
This review will not cover these cases either. One exception to
including a case report without an analytical result is an
interesting court decision on a personal tax matter. In 1948, A.
O. Nier had reported on a home-built portable mass
spectrometer for monitoring process gases in real time,4 and
within a couple of years he, and others, had made a portable

version of the instrument for monitoring exhaled gases of
patients undergoing anesthesia (Figure 1).5−7 The appellate
ruling, in favor of the US Tax Commissioner, held that a
collaborating medical fellow on the project should have
reported his fellowship award of $2,200 in 1953 as taxable
income.8

The remaining legal examples of mass spectrometry in this
review will focus on those involving analytical results. This
review aims to provide historical perspective rather than
comprehensive coverage. Reviews describing comprehensive
coverage of research developments can be found in reviews by
J. Yinon and G. P. Jackson et al., among others.9−11

One of the first mass spectrometers in an actual forensic
laboratory was in Birmingham, England in 1973. J. A. Zoro and
K. Hadley reported the details of the workload of this mass
spectrometer in a fascinating summary in 1976 (Table 1).12

The greatest proportion of cases involved the analysis of drugs,
both in bulk form and in human bodily fluids. More than 50
years later, the Office of Justice Statistics showed that drug
identifications remain the most frequently submitted evidence
request in a typical forensic laboratory.13
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■ DRUGS AND TOXICOLOGY
The Beginnings. As indicated in Table 1, forensic

applications of mass spectrometry most frequently involve
the analysis of drugs, drug metabolites and drug paraphernalia.
Organic mass spectrometry began in 1929 when W. Bleakney
developed the electron ionization (neé impact) source for the

analysis of gases and inorganic vapors.14 He extended the work
to simple volatile hydrocarbons in the late 1930s.15 The first
commercial vendor was the Consolidated Electric Company
(CEC) in the mid-1940s. The instruments were large,
expensive, difficult to operate,16 and there was almost no
guidance for spectral interpretation until the mid-1950s when
J. H. Beynon and F. W. McLafferty published helpful
expositions that described mechanisms, trends, and tips for
interpreting mass spectra of organics.17−20 In the 1960s, the
groups of K. Biemann and C. Djerassi were prolific in applying
mass spectrometry to the analysis of natural products and
botanical extracts, including cannabis and tropane alkaloids
related to cocaine.21−26 Other groups also contributed to the
growing collection of tropane alkaloid data, including from
drug seizures.27−29

In 1968, R. J. Martin and T. G. Alexander at the U.S. Food
and Drug Administration (FDA) explained how they used
cracking patterns and high resolution mass spectrometry
(HRMS) to identify the hallucinogen dimethyltryptamine
(DMT) in a casework sample.30 They reported that “a
problem that would have constituted a major research project a
few years ago was reduced to an exercise problem in
spectroscopic identification.”30 The same year, R. T. Coutts
and R. A. Locock characterized eight common barbiturates and

Figure 1. In 1950, Alfred O. Nier developed this portable mass spectrometer for real-time monitoring of exhaled gases from the trachea of patients
under anesthesia. The peripherally related legal matter ruled in favor of the U.S. Tax Court that a medical fellow on the project should have
reported his fellowship award as taxable income. Reproduced with permission from ref 6. Copyright 1950 American Society of Thoracic Surgery.

Table 1. Distribution of Case Types of the First Year of
Operation (1973) of a Mass Spectrometer in the Home
Office Central Research Establishment in Birmingham, UKa

Number of cases Type of case

59 Illegal possession of drugs
47 Suspicious death
18 Explosives
17 Arson
10 Miscellaneous
8 Administration of noxious substance
7 Driving under the influence of drugs
7 Malicious damage
4 Documents
2 Biology

aReproduced with permission from ref 12. Copyright 1976 Forensic
Science Society.

Figure 2. Total ion chromatogram of a urine extract showing Darvon (peak F) and various metabolites. Reproduced with permission from ref 36.36

Copyright 1970 Springer Nature.
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their mixtures in pills and capsules.31 Between 1968 and 1970,
S. W. Bellman and co-workers at the FDA used an Associated
Electrical Industries MS-12 mass spectrometer to identify
several hallucinogenic drugs via a direct insertion probe.30,32,33

These initial applications included mescaline, psilocin,
psilocybin, and analogs of lysergic acid diethylamide (LSD),
among others. Other groups quickly followed suit.34,35

At the Massachusetts Institute of Technology (MIT) in
1970, J. Althaus et al. used a computer-assisted gas
chromatography−mass spectrometry (GC-MS) to detect
Darvon and its metabolites in the urine of a victim of a
suspected overdose patient (Figure 2).36 Data included low-
resolution GC-MS data and high resolution mass spectro-
metric data.
Unlike today’s backlogs, the case was solved in about one

day, albeit by a team of graduate-level MIT scientists. By 1971,
H. M. Fales’ group at the National Institutes of Health (NIH)
had solved more than 100 cases involving drug overdoses using
GC-MS and computer-assistant database searching.37 Samples
included both blood serum and stomach contents. The same
year, M. Blomquist et al. provided fascinating details of 13
randomly selected cases in which GC-MS had helped to
identify drugs in various biological tissues at a government
laboratory in Sweden.38 In 1972, R. F. Skinner et al. reviewed
the status of GC-MS for forensic toxicology.39 His group had
used a new Finnigan 1015C GC-MS, and most of the reported
casework involved the detection of barbiturates in various body
fluids “within 15 min,” assuming the instrument was in standby
mode.39

Around the same time, S. Agurell and colleagues, in Sweden,
had also used GC-MS and mass fragmentography to identify
drugs in various cases.40,41 Applications included precursors of
mescaline in Peyote cactus and various drugs in the blood of
subjects who had recently smoked them. The New York Times
reported on a presentation from their group in which a GC-MS
assay for Δ9-THC in human blood was sensitive enough to
detect if someone had smoked “one half-billionth of a gram.”1

(The original report used the name delta-1-THC, which is
based on the monoterpene numbering system. Modern
convention uses the benzopyran numbering system; delta-9-
THC.)
In Vivo. In 1972, D. E. Green showed the potential of mass

fragmentography to detect alcohol in circulating blood in vivo
and in real-time. In addition, he used modified sampling
devices to identify drugs on surfaces with minimal sample
preparation besides rendering them neutral to increase their
vapor pressures.42 Although the ability to detect chemicals
from human skin in real time sounds cutting edge, even by
today’s standards, B. Adamczyk et al. had already shown the
ability to detect gaseous excretions from human skin using a
continuously monitoring mass spectrometer in 1966.43 In the
early 2000s, ambient sampling mass spectrometry witnessed an
enormous resurgence following the introduction of both
desorption electrospray ionization (DESI) and direct analysis
in real time (DART).44−46 Despite the amazing examples in
the 1950s, 1960s, and 1970s, real-time clinical applications of
mass spectrometry have taken a long time to mature.6,7,42,43

In the Crime Lab. In 1973, B. Stein et al. published a
review of the procedures and analyst qualifications in more
than 100 forensic laboratories in the United States.47 The
report provides shocking examples of expert testimony in
hundreds of cases by unqualified analysts.47 For example, more
than 60% of those using spectroscopic methods to identify

drugs had never taken a college course on the topic. Only two
forensic laboratories out of 123 that were surveyed had used
mass spectrometry for casework, and when Stein et al. asked
the respondents which new instruments they would like if the
money were available, GC-MS was the most desired piece of
new equipment. However, only nine out of 123 laboratories
said they would like one. It is hard to imagine modern lab
directors being so unenthusiastic about the possibility of a new
and free mass spectrometer. Still, the advent of commercial
GC-MS instruments in the early 1970s meant that mass
spectrometry was quickly gaining popularity.
In 1973, R. Saferstein and J.-M. Chao reported on the use of

chemical ionization (CI), which had been introduced by M. S.
B. Munson and F. H. Field in 1966, to analyze drugs and drug
mixtures.48,49 By 1974, I. Jardine and C. Fenselau added charge
exchange ionization to the analysis of drugs, and many other
groups were adding to the forensic mass spectrometry
literature.9,50 Many early forensic applications were captured
in Fenselau’s comprehensive review of GC-MS in 1974.51

Toxicologists soon considered GC-MS a mainstay for
identifying trace levels of drugs and metabolites in biological
samples.52,53

Mass Spectrometry Defended in Court. In 1977, mass
spectrometric data from the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) was admitted as evidence in Citizens Against
Toxic Sprays v. Bergland. The case involved the detection of the
pesticide tetrachlorodibenzo-p-dioxin (TCDD) in animal
tissues after grazing in the Siuslaw National Forest.54 In
1978, The New York Times reported that a judge had ruled to
allow mass spectrometric test results as evidence in a capital
murder case in which mass spectrometry had identified curare
in the blood of three victims where radioimmunoassay and
chromatography had failed.2 After the second longest murder
trial in US history, the defendant, Dr. “X”, was acquitted of
murdering five victims anyway.55

Bringing Home the Bacon. In 1978, GC-MS results were
also admitted in American Meat Institute v. Bergland to
determine whether or not bacon had been adulterated such
that it contained elevated levels of nitrosamines after
cooking.56 In possibly the best smelling laboratory procedure
ever, analysts on the case had to first cook the bacon to prepare
it for analysis. GC-MS was used specifically because it was
“widely regarded as the best available technology.”56

In the 1970s, negative CI-MS helped overturn a ruling that
ultimately led to the conviction of a company that was
manufacturing a flame-retardant for children’s pajamas.
Atmospheric pressure negative-CI-MS detected 2,3-dibromo-
propanol, which is a metabolite of the flame retardant tris(2,3-
dibromopropyl) phosphate (Tris-BP), in the urine of children
who had worn the flame-resistant pajamas (Figure 3).57,58

In a review article on urinalysis in 1979, a probation officer
named P. J. Bigger stated that although mass spectrometry was
“the most sensitive and specific technique available,” it was
“too expensive and too slow to be commonplace.”59

Thankfully, budgets expanded, and the arrival of autosamplers
in the 1990s meant that GC-MS instruments could operate all
night while analysts slept.
Cocaine Isomers Cause Headaches. By the end of the

1970s more than a dozen groups had contributed to the
analysis of cocaine and its metabolites.29,37,49,50,60−64 In 1978,
R. W. Kondrat and R. G. Cooks were arguably the first to apply
tandem mass analysis to a forensic application when they
fragmented cocaine from a complex mixture of coca leaf extract
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without the need for wet-chemical isolation or chromato-
graphic separation.65

After passage of the Controlled Substances Act (CSA) of
1970,66 arguments continued over the need to distinguish
harmless D-cocaine from the active drug, L-cocaine.67−70 For
the next decade, if GC-MS was applied to the analysis of
cocaine at all, it had to be accompanied by a polarimetry test to
address the isomeric form.71,72 For most of the 1970s it was
common for analysts to suffer embarrassing testimonies about
cocaine isomers (there are only two common isomers, but
eight total)72 until 1981 when an FBI analyst saved the day by
noting that because plants make exclusively L-cocaine and
chemical synthesis results in a racemic mixture of D- and L-
cocaine, D-cocaine “had also never been seen apart from L-
cocaine.”73 The judge accepted his insight, and, thanks to his
testimony, analysts no longer had to identify the isomeric form
of cocaine. From ∼1981 onward, analysts dropped polarimetry
tests and relied instead on GC-MS to identify cocaine.
At the 1972 Olympics in Munich, GC-MS screening found

seven adverse findings from 2079 tests of athletes’ blood and
urine.74,75 In 1994, M. Becchi et al. showed that GC-
combustion-isotope ratio mass spectrometry (GC-C-IRMS)
could distinguish exogenous and endogenous testosterone and
thereby prove that elevated levels of testosterone were caused
by doping.76 IRMS is still used by the world antidoping agency
(WADA), among others, to help discriminate natural versus
exogenous sources of hormones.77

Hashing out Problems with Marijuana. In 1974, D. S.
Fullerton and M. G. Kurzman were concerned that too many
suspects were being wrongfully convicted for possession of
marijuana based on unselective color tests, so they wrote a
comprehensive report that called for the addition of
confirmatory methods like GC-MS for the identification of
marijuana.78,79 Others agreed. In its 1978 decision inMinnesota
v. Vail, the Supreme Court of Minnesota rejected the State’s
chemical evidence of marijuana because it was not selective
enough.80 The Court noted that microscopic analysis, when
combined with GC-MS, could identify marijuana beyond a
reasonable doubt, but GC-MS was not used, so the test was
not sufficiently reliable. In their report, Fullerton and Kurzman

also called for a better definition of illegal marijuana, which did
not come for more than four decades until the passage of the
Agriculture Improvement Act of 2018, also known as the Farm
Bill.79,81 The Farm Bill updated language in the CSA to define
illegal forms of cannabis and THC-containing products as
those containing more than 0.3% by weight of delta-9-THC.66

Curiously, the latest version of ASTM E2329-17: Standard
Practice for Identification of Seized Drugs, still allows analysts
to not use a confirmatory test like GC-MS in the identification
of marijuana, but the standard has not been updated since the
passage of the Farm Bill.
The specificity of the wording regarding the single

cannabinoid delta-9-THC in the Farm Bill led certain
entrepreneurs to erroneously believe that positional isomers
like delta-8-THC were legal.82 Delta-8-THC is readily formed
via acidic treatment of Delta-9-cannabidiol (CBD), which is
one of the most abundant cannabinoids in unregulated hemp
oil.83 However, isomerization of the double bond during acid-
cyclization means that isomers like delta-9-THC and delta-10-
THC are usually formed as byproducts in the conversion
process and therefore commonly found in final products
containing delta-8-THC.84 Interestingly, when the structures
of the various cannabinoids were first confirmed in the mid
1960s through isolation and partial synthesis, Y. Gaoni and R.
Mechoulam obtained their semisynthetic delta-9-THC refer-
ence through acidic treatment of delta-9-CBD; the same
treatment used today to produce delta-8-THC.85,86 In the first
two descriptions of delta-9-THC, mass spectrometry was not
used to support the NMR and IR characterization.85,86 If mass
spectrometry had been used, the EI-mass spectra of delta-8-
THC and delta-9-THC would have readily resolved the double
bond position because, as T. B. Vree first showed in 1977, only
the delta-8 isomer can undergo a retro-Diels−Alder rearrange-
ment to form a fragment at m/z 146 (Figure 4).84,87,88 Retro-
Diels−Alder rearrangement of delta-9-THC does occur, but it
does not lead to separation of the products, so the peaks at m/
z 314 and 299 (−15 Da) are enhanced relative to the same
peaks for delta-8-THC.
The China White Puzzle. In 1981, T. C. Kram et al. at the

DEA reported on the use of GC-EI-MS and GC−CI-MS in
combination with NMR and FITR to help elucidate the
structure of the extremely active substance in a seizure of
China White in California.89 EI-MS provided a spectrum with
the heaviest fragment at m/z 259, which was presumed to be
the molecular ion. However, CI-MS provided the missing clue
by providing a protonated molecular ion at m/z 351, so the
peak at m/z 259 was easily explained by the loss of a benzyl
group (91 Da) from the unobserved EI-molecular ion at m/z
350. Additional reasoning and NMR evidence helped complete
the structural elucidation to be alpha-methylfentanyl: the first
of what are now hundreds of known fentanyl analogs that
continue to plague the US with accidental overdoses.
A Bone to Pick with Eminent Witnesses. Mass

spectrometry does not always fare well in court. In US v.
2,116 Boxes of Boned Beef (co-defendants included 541 boxes
of offal), the U.S. District Court of Kansas was not impressed
by the GC-MS evidence in the case.87,90 The case concerned
the alleged adulteration of beef with the hormone diethyl-
stilbestrol. Regarding the eminent witnesses, the Court
lamented that “they are disregarded as being of any scientific
assistance to the Court. Simply stated, a review of these
exhibits suggests that the experts can read into them about
what they want to read, the Court perceiving nothing and is

Figure 3. Extracted ion profiles for APCI-MS chromatograms of
bromine isotopes at m/z 79 and 81 to show the exposure of children
to the flame-retardant Tris-BP through urinalysis of the metabolite
2,3-dobromopropanol (Peak A) after their pajamas had been
laundered for ∼5 months. Peak B is an internal standard. Figure
adapted with permission from ref 57. Copyright 1978 The American
Association for the Advancement of Science.

Journal of the American Society for Mass Spectrometry pubs.acs.org/jasms Account & Perspective

https://doi.org/10.1021/jasms.3c00124
J. Am. Soc. Mass Spectrom. 2023, 34, 1210−1224

1213

https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/jasms.3c00124?fig=fig3&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/jasms.3c00124?fig=fig3&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/jasms.3c00124?fig=fig3&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/jasms.3c00124?fig=fig3&ref=pdf
pubs.acs.org/jasms?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/jasms.3c00124?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as


totally helpless.”90 After another criticism of the experts’
tortuous descriptions, the Court also noted that “hopefully,
such an observation does not offend the scientific world, but it
is submitted here to express in part the Court’s quandary in
this most technical field.”90 This self-admission by the Court of
its incongruency with the experts is a reminder to all expert
witnesses of the need to explain their science well if it is to
have any value at all.
Substantial Problems with the Analogs Act. In 1986,

the Controlled Substance Analogue Enforcement Act
(CSAEA),91 also known as the Analogs Act, was signed into
law to control compounds that were “substantially similar” to
drugs that were scheduled in the original CSA.66 In its 1992
decision in United States v. Forbes, the District Court of
Colorado ruled that CSAEA’s language was “unconstitutionally
vague” and that alpha-ethyltryptamine (AET) was not
substantially similar to the scheduled drugs dimethyltrypt-
amine (DMT) or diethyltryptamine (DET).92 Instead of
clarifying the wording of the law, the DEA simply added AET
to the list of scheduled drugs. Ten years later, a circuit-court
judge in United States v. Washam found the same questionable

language in CSAEA to be valid.93 He ruled in favor of the
district court and the prosecution that 1,4-butanediol was an
analog of gamma hydroxybutyrate (GHB), and the defendant’s
conviction was upheld. The same year, in United States v.
Klecker,94 a judge also found the language to be lawful and
agreed that government had shown substantial similarity
between the structures and effect on humans of the seized
substance Foxy and the scheduled drug diethyltryptamine
(DET). Many additional cases have now upheld the language
and constitutionality of the Analogs Act.
In 1991, a mother was found guilty of poisoning her 5-

month-old child with ethylene glycol based on GC with a
flame ionization detector (FID).95 She gave birth to a second
child in prison, and after that child also became ill, doctors
were able to diagnose a genetic disorder called methylmalonic
acidemia. However, reanalysis of serum from the first child
using GC-FID again revealed ethylene glycol, and because
methylmalonic acidemia does not cause a buildup in ethylene
glycol, the mother was still charged with poisoning her first
child. A toxicologist named Jim Shoemaker developed a more
selective GC-MS approach that proved that the toxin was in

Figure 4. Mass spectra of delta-8-THC (top) and delta-9-THC (bottom) to show that only the delta-8 isomer undergoes the retro-Diels−Alder
rearrangement (j) to form the fragment at m/z 246. Adapted with permission from refs 22 and 87. Copyright 1965 Elsevier and 1987 Wiley
Periodicals, Inc., respectively.
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fact propionic acid, which could be linked to the genetic
disorder.96 Thankfully, the mother was ultimately exoner-
ated.95

■ ARSON
In 1959, a firearms technician at the Chicago police crime lab
named Joseph Nicol suggested that crime laboratories should
collaborate with universities or oil companies to use their GC-
MS instruments for important arson cases.97 As mentioned

earlier, J. A. Zoro and K. Hadley’s review in 1976
recommended the use of GC-MS over the less-selective GC-
FID, which was the existing state-of-the art for identifying the
presence of ignitable liquids (neé accelerants).12,98,99 In
Montana v. Burtchett, the supreme court found merits in the
prosecutions use of GC-FID for the identification of gasoline
residues in a structure fire.98 In reaching their decision, they
noted that that the chemist who examined the samples testified
that he readily detected marked, distinguishable difference

Figure 5. R. M. Smith’s casework sample of residues in a crack in concrete flooring from a structure fire in 1982. Reproduced from ref 102.
Copyright 1982 American Chemical Society.

Table 2. Representative Ions Normally Present in Mass Spectra of Common Accelerantsa

aThis table began in ASTM D 2789-69, a test method for gasoline, and evolved into a table seen today in ASTM E1618-19, a test method for
ignitable liquids. Reproduced from ref 102. Copyright 1982 American Chemical Society.
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between accelerants and other nonvolatile petroleum distillates
that the appellant contended were in the floor. The Court
made the point of noting that “his testimony was lengthy and
technical but that is the thrust of it,”98 which serves as a
reminder to keep expert-witness testimony succinct.
Fuel on the Fire? In 1970, R. A. Hites and K. Biemann

showed that homologous series of substances, like hydro-
carbons, could be readily observed by monitoring specific ions
or groups of ions as a function of retention time.100 The
technique was known as mass chromatography for more than a
decade before the term extracted ion chromatography (EIC)
took root. In 1977, M. H. Mach was arguably the first to apply
GC-MS to ignitable liquid residues in a forensic context, but
his gasoline samples were evaporated to extremely high levels
(all> 95% weathered), so the findings are not very relevant to
casework, where, anecdotally, gasoline is typically weathered
between 50 and 80%.101 In the early 1980s, R. M. Smith
described the application of mass chromatography to the GC-
MS analysis of ignitable liquid residues (Figure 5).102,103

His table of selected fragments to help identify different
classes of hydrocarbons in different distillates (Table 2)
became the method of choice for practitioners, and it served as
the foundation for the first consensus standard on the topic in
1997, called ASTM 1618-97.104

In 1984, R. L. Kelly and R. M. Martz of the FBI reported a
similar table to identify ignitable liquids in fire debris,105 which
they said was adapted from ASTM D2789: Standard Test
Method for Hydrocarbon Types in Low Olefinic Gasoline by
Mass Spectrometry. ASTM D2789 was first approved in 1969
but was withdrawn as a standard in 2023, so all traces of the
legacy documents have been removed from the ASTM Web
site and only archived versions are available outside of ASTM.
Those knowledgeable about the origins of commercial mass

spectrometers will not be surprised that the mass spectrometry
community was already well-positioned to tackle the
interpretation of data from hydrocarbon mixtures; In 1937,
Herbert Hoover, Jr. had formed the Consolidated Engineering
Company (CEC) specifically for the purpose of producing
mass spectrometers to assist the US with prospecting
petroleum deposits.106 In 1942, CEC had installed the first
CEC 21−101 mass spectrometer at the Atlantic Refining
Company of Philadelphia, and Washburn et al. published its
first of many applications to hydrocarbon mixtures the
following year.107

In the late 1980s and early 1990s, additional studies from W.
Bertch et al.108−110 and R. O. Keto et al.111−113 helped support
some key principles in the inaugural edition of ASTM E1618
in 1997. Essentially, the founding principles were: (1) that
different types of ignitable liquids contained different
subclasses of compounds that have characteristic fragments
based on structural relationships; (2) that subclasses and
homologous series show conserved characteristic patterns
within different classes of ignitable liquids; (3) that the signal-
to-noise ratios for the characteristic patterns of compound
subclasses can be greatly enhanced through extracted ion
monitoring; and (4) that pyrolysis of organic materials often
forms the same characteristic hydrocarbons but in different/
random relative abundances.114−118 Since 1997, ASTM E1618
has been updated about every five years, and it currently serves
as a gold standard in the analysis of ignitable liquids in fire
debris.119 The NIST Organization for Scientific Area
Committees (OSAC) has a subcommittee on Ignitable
Liquids, Explosives, and Gunshot Residue that has recently

drafted a replacement standard for ASTM E1618, but the same
fundamental principles remain.120

In 1997, D. A. Sutherland reported on a case in which he
used GC-MS/MS to help improve the signal-to-noise ratio for
the volatile components in a soil sample taken from the
basement of a burned-down home.121 The gasoline residues
were not observable using conventional GC-MS but were
readily apparent using GC-MS/MS. Despite the obvious
advantages of tandem MS, GC-MS/MS is not a well-
established technique in crime lab settings. In contrast, LC-
MS/MS has been the workhorse of forensic toxicology since
the development of commercial instruments in the
1990s.122−124

■ GUNSHOT RESIDUE (GSR) AND EXPLOSIVES
Gunshot residue (GSR) has had several monikers, including
cartridge discharge residue (CDR) and firearm discharge
residue (FDR).125,126 GSR comprises the original and
degraded particles from the primer and the propellant.
Preceding the 1950s, one of the most common tests to
determine whether or not someone had fired a gun by
detecting GSR on their hands was the paraffin test, which
involved pouring hot paraffin wax over a suspect’s hand and
conducting a color test on the cooled, lifted wax.127 More than
30 years after its accepted use in Commonwealth v. Westwood in
1936, the paraffin test finally underwent some validation
studies, which it promptly failed.128 The validation studies
showed that the test was highly susceptible to false positives,
including rust, fingernail polish, soap, and even tap
water.129−131 The test was finally dropped, and forensic
scientists developed alternative elemental and mass spectro-
metric approaches to identifying GSR, including neutron
activation analysis (NAA),132 graphite furnace atomic
absorption spectroscopy (GFAAS),132 GC-MS,133 inductively
coupled plasma-MS (ICP-MS),134 liquid chromatography-
tandem mass spectrometry (LC-MS/MS),135 and most
recently desorption electrospray ionization-tandem mass
spectrometry (DESI MS/MS).136,137

A Smoking Gun. In 1982, Dowland v. Lyman Products for
Shooters, a gun owner tried to sue a gun manufacturer for
injuries after it exploded in his hands when he fired it.138 The
Supreme Court of Utah found the application of GC-MS to be
acceptable for resolving smokeless powder from black powder.
The Court therefore found that he had intentionally used the
wrong ammunition, so the gun was not defective. In 1994, the
American Society for Testing and Materials developed a
standard (ASTM E1588) that recommended scanning electron
microscopy/energy dispersion X-ray spectrometry (SEM-EDS)
to determine the presence of lead, antimony, and barium in the
appropriate morphological particles, and SEM-EDS remains
the method of choice for today’s analyses of GSR.139

In 1981, in his first of many books on the topic, J. Yinon
explained how the extreme sensitivity and selectivity offered by
mass spectrometry makes it an ideal tool for the identification
and forensic analysis of high explosives.140 However, certain
explosives are obviously fragile, so they tend to decompose in
hot/dirty injection ports and give weak or no molecular ions
by EI-MS.141,142 To gain selectivity and improve detection
limits, much of the early work in the 1970s therefore focused
on chemical ionization.143−145 Although mass spectrometers
had been used for real-time atmospheric sampling of explosives
since the 1970s, the National Research Council has only
recently identified mass spectrometry as a desirable replace-
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ment for the cheaper, but poorer resolution, ion mobility
analyzers for use at security checkpoints and border cross-
ings.140,146

Stable Isotopes Provide Investigative Leads. A more
recent mass spectrometric capability in the geographic
provenancing of explosives is using IRMS.147−153 IRMS now
meets Daubert criteria for admissibility, and many reviews
describe the huge variety of forensic applications of
IRMS.154−160 IRMS has also been used in specific cases to
help provide investigative leads for the identification of John
and Jane Does.159,161

Not Always a Silver Bullet. The first successful attempt to
characterize bullets using mass spectrometry was by FBI
analysts in 1975.162 Haney and Gallagher used spark source
mass spectrometry (SSMS) to assess the abundance of about a
dozen elements in different bullets, and they showed both
intrabox and interbox variability within a brand and much
larger interbox variability between brands.162 However, the
technique does not appear to have caught on with
practitioners. Starting around 1980, the FBI used comparative
bullet lead analysis (CBLA) for more than 20 years and in
more than 2,400 cases before a court found that the lab’s
analysts had been miss-interpreting the results the whole

time.163 In Ragland v. Kentucky, the Supreme Court of
Kentucky ruled CBLA by ICP atomic emission spectroscopy
(AES) to be inadmissible, which, of course, caused chaos with
all the cases in which CBLA had been used.164 After the
introduction of ICP-MS by R. S. Houk et al. in 1980,
commercial instruments became a mainstay for trace metals
analysis in just about every industry except the forensic
community.165 One can only assume that the previous
problems with ICP-OES for CBLA meant that there was little
enthusiasm to stoke the fire by introducing ICP-MS for the
same application, despite its superior figures of merit to ICP-
OES.166 Although ICP-MS never caught on for metals analysis
in forensic laboratories, it certainly did for glass, as described
below.

■ TRACE, FIBERS, AND HAIR
Most inorganic elements are only present as trace, incidental
impurities in human hair, so early applications of mass
spectrometry to human hair focused on the detection of the
most abundant elements. In the 1930s, many scientists
evaluated the levels of iron in human hair relative to different
traits using chemical extraction and wet chemical techni-
ques.167−178 In the 1950s and early 1960s, spectroscopic

Figure 6. Examples of mass pyrograms of different colored acrylic car paints. Reproduced with permission from ref 190. Copyright 1977 Elsevier.
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methods like flame atomic absorption (FAA) enabled the
detection of the most abundant metals like iron and copper
and even mercury and lead exposure in cases of poison-
ing.179−184 By the 1960s, neutron activation analysis (NAA)
achieved new levels of detection for the few elements that were
amenable to NAA.185 In 1969, J. P. Yurachek et al. analyzed 22
elements in human hair in a single analysis using SSMS.184

However, spark sources typically struggled with stability and
reproducibility, and stories about unintended discharges to
human hands during maintenance helped prevent SSMS from
reaching mainstream in forensic laboratories.
Splitting Hairs. Ion microprobe mass spectrometry

(IMSS), now called secondary ion mass spectrometry
(SIMS), was first presented by R. Castaing and G. Slodzian
1962.186,187 In its first forensic application in 1977, researchers
at the McCrone Institute used IMMS in United States v. Brown
to link a suspect’s hair with those found at a fire-bombed
Planned Parenthood clinic.188 There was much debate in court
about the validity and application of IMMS for human hair
because it had never been applied for this purpose before. After
much legal wrangling, IMSS as a technique was found to be
reliable, but it is application to human hair ultimately failed to
meet the admissibility criteria of the day “because the analytical
technique used had not attained general acceptance in the
scientific community, nor were the experiments conducted
shown to be sufficiently reliable and accurate.”188

Without a Trace...of Fingerprints. In the fall of 1998, a
three-year-old girl was abducted and brutally murdered.
Witnesses placed the girl in the suspect’s car, but investigators
could not find any fingerprints from the child. That fall, M.
Buchanan and co-workers used GC-MS to show that the
chemical composition of the fingerprints of children were very
different from those of adults, and that the lack of squalene and
heavy lipids in the children’s fingerprints meant that, unlike
those of adults, their fingerprints typically disappeared within
24 h.189 GC-MS therefore could not detect any traces of the
girl’s fingerprints.
With a Trace...of Plastic. Pyrolysis-GC-MS (Pyr-GC-MS)

was introduced to the forensic community by J. A. Zoro and K.
Hadley in 1976 when they described a case where they linked
an antioxidant in the trace fragments of a polymer in blades of
a hacksaw to those of a stolen polymer-coated cable.12 R.
Saferstein et al. and J. C. Hughes et al. widened the
opportunities for Pyr-GC-Ms in their 1977 studies on man-
made fibers and polymers, including car paint (Figure 6).190,191

After these first demonstrations, Pyr-GC-MS was commonly
used in crime laboratories to examine a wide range of trace
materials, including binders, tapes, polymers and various
components of automotive or architectural paints. In fact,
such applications have been recommended by the support
working group on materials analysis (SWGMAT) for more
than 20 years.192 Methods such as LA-ICP-MS for trace metals
in automotive paints and IRMS for the analysis of white
architectural paints have been applied with success in research
settings, but do not appear to have been tested in court.193−195

Pyr-GC-MS is still commonly used in today’s trace laboratories
to study synthetic fibers and polymers.196

Glass Analysis. In 1978, J. Locke et al. demonstrated that
SSMS could discriminate between small glass samples, but
large, expensive double sector instruments were required to
cope with the wide energy spread of the generated ions, so the
method was never practical for crime laboratories.197 After R.
S. Houck successfully coupled mass spectrometry to ICP in

1980,165 the forensic community demonstrated that the intra-
and intervariability of different elements in glass were
sufficiently different to enable ICP-MS to be applied to glass
samples in forensic contexts.198−200 In 2002, J. R. Almirall’s
group began using laser ablation (LA) as an introductory
method for ICP-MS for glass, paint, soil, and metals, and in
2003, his group showed that ICP-MS could confidently
associate glass fragments collected from a suspect in a case
with glass fragments from different car windows that he had
broken.201−204 In 2004, the first ASTM standard appeared.205

By 2005, LA-ICP-MS had been validated in several laboratories
and was demonstrated to be reliable for interlaboratory
comparisons of trace glass samples.206,207 An ASTM method
for LA-ICP-MS of glass soon followed, and the community is
still thriving today.208 Numerous interlaboratory databases are
continually being updated to help practitioners determine
weights of evidence when using ICP-MS or LA-ICP-MS on
glass.209,210

A Look to the Future. In addition to understanding the
past, historical perspectives can provide some context with
which to better accept the present and pontificate about the
future. Obviously, the performance characteristics of mass
spectrometers and hyphenated techniques will continue to
improve, and we can expect to see gains in resolving power,
limits of detection and mass spectral identification algorithms.
Less obvious are the long-term prospects of forensic mass
spectrometry. Two current and major trends in mass
spectrometry are the development of fieldable instruments
and ambient ionization methods, which aim to reduce the
extent of sample preparation necessary for analysis to enable
real-time data acquisition and real-time decision making. As a
reminder, first examples of field-deployable mass spectrometers
began in the late 1940s by Nier’s group, so they are not new
concepts. These topics are exquisitely covered in a recent
review by Evans-Nguyen et al.211 Fieldable mass spectrometers
are already actively employed in the criminal justice systems of
other countries, and the success of such programs will likely
drive other countries to adopt such protocols.212

On a more philosophical note, one of the more profound
possibilities in forensic science relates to a complete mass-
spectrometric molecular inventory of human habitats, as
promulgated by Dorrestein’s group at UCSD.213 In perhaps
the most true-to-form example of Locard’s exchange principle,
Dorrestein’s group is currently using high resolution LC-MS to
conduct thorough molecular inventories of human surfaces
(e.g., skin) and the surfaces with which we exchange microbes,
skin cells, lipids, and metabolites, among others. The
possibilities of 3-dimensional molecular cartography in
human environments seem endless, and there will be a vast
number of scenarios and factors that need to be assessed
before such capabilities could be used in court to convict or
exonerate a suspect of a potential crime.

■ CONCLUSIONS
Mass spectrometry has experienced a privileged position in the
forensic community,9,214,215 with past and present legal
critiques agreeing that mass spectrometry is “the near universal
test for identifying unknown substances” and a gold standard
of instrumental analysis.216 Still, the mass spectrometry
community recognizes that even gold standards can have
their limitations and that any application of mass spectrometry
to a particular problem must be fit for purpose.217−220 Toward
this end, consensus-based standards, like ASTM methods, help
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recommend best practices for how to apply mass spectrometry
to different problems in forensic science.
Whereas researchers at federal laboratories and universities

continue to develop new and promising applications with
cutting-edge instruments, crime laboratories often struggle to
secure the finances and time to obtain and validate them.
Sometimes, practitioners also lack awareness of the latest
developments in instrumentation or applications because their
laboratories do not have the finances or time to send them to
conferences and workshops for appropriate continuing
education. These issues have been repeatedly identified since
the 1950s, and they are equally relevant today.13,216,221 Still,
mass spectrometry remains one of the more reliable forms of
scientific evidence, and it either is not mentioned or receives
praise from even the harshest critiques of the forensic sciences,
including the landmark 2009 report by the National Academy
of Sciences (NAS) and the 2016 President’s Council of
Advisors on Science and Technology (PCAST) re-
port.130,216,222 Hopefully, if scientists continue to apply mass
spectrometry in dependable and fit-for-purpose ways, they
should safely avoid the problems encountered in US v. 2,116
Boxes of Boned Beef in which GC-MS experts were “disregarded
as being of any scientific assistance to the Court.”

■ ASSOCIATED CONTENT

*sı Supporting Information
The Supporting Information is available free of charge at
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/jasms.3c00124.

Poster version of this review and a visual timeline (PDF)

■ AUTHOR INFORMATION

Corresponding Author
Glen P. Jackson − Department of Forensic and Investigative
Science, West Virginia University, Morgantown, West
Virginia 26506-6121, United States; C. Eugene Bennett
Department of Chemistry, West Virginia University,
Morgantown, West Virginia 26506, United States;
orcid.org/0000-0003-0803-6254; Phone: 304-293-9236;

Email: glen.jackson@mail.wvu.edu

Author
Mark A. Barkett − Dover Chemical Company, Dover, Ohio
44622, United States

Complete contact information is available at:
https://pubs.acs.org/10.1021/jasms.3c00124

Notes
The authors declare no competing financial interest.

■ ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
We thank the ASMS History Committee and Doug Prout for
editing and formatting the poster and timeline in the
Supporting Information. This project was supported by grant
15PNIJ-21-GG-04179-COAP, awarded by the National
Institute of Justice, Office of Justice Programs, US Department
of Justice. The opinions, findings, and conclusions or
recommendations expressed in this publication are those of
the authors and do not necessarily reflect the views of the
Department of Justice.

■ REFERENCES
(1) Altman, L. A. Swedish research team devolops first blood test to
detect presence of marijuana in humans. New York Times, July 12,
1973; p 15.
(2) Bird, D. Detection of curare in Jascalevich murder trail. New York
Times, June 23, 1978; p 3.
(3) In re Washburn. United States Court of Customs and Patent
Appeals, 182 F.2d 202; 1950 CCPA LEXIS 258: 1950.
(4) Nier, A. O.; Abbott, T. A.; Pickard, J. K.; Leland, W. T.; Taylor,
T. I.; Stevens, C. M.; Dukey, D. L.; Goertzel, G. Recording mass
spectrometer for process analysis. Anal. Chem. 1948, 20 (3), 188−
192.
(5) Hunter, J. A.; Stacy, R. W.; Hitchcock, F. A. A mass spectrometer
for continuous gas analysis. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 1949, 20 (5), 333−336.
(6) Miller, F. A.; Hemingway, A.; Nier, A. O.; Knight, R. T.; Brown,
E. B.; Varco, R. L. The develoment of, and certain clinical applications
for, a portable mass spectrometer. J. Thorac. Surgery 1950, 20 (5),
714−728.
(7) Miller, F. A.; Hemingway, A.; Brown, E. B.; Nier, A. O.; Knight,
R.; Varco, R. L. Evaluation of carbon dioxide accumulation in
anesthetized patients utilizing a portable mass spectrometer to analyze
exhaled gaseous concentrations. Surg. Forum 1950, 602−10.
(8) William Evers v. Commissioner, Tax Court Memo 1961-179,
LEXIS 170. United States Tax Court: 1961.
(9) Yinon, J. Forensic applications of mass spectrometry. Mass Spec.
Rev. 1991, 10 (3), 179−224.
(10) Barkett, M. A.; Jackson, G. P., A history of the forensic
applications of mass spectrometry. In The Encylclopedia of Mass
Spectrometry, Vol 9. Historical Perspectives Part A: The Development of
Mass Spectrometry; Nier, K., Yergey, A., Gale, P., Eds.; Elsevier: New
York, 2016.
(11) Hoffmann, W. D.; Jackson, G. P. Forensic mass spectrometry.
Annu. Rev. Anal. Chem. 2015, 8, 419−440.
(12) Zoro, J. A.; Hadley, K. Organic mass spectrometry in forensic
science. J. Forens. Sci. Soc. 1976, 16 (2), 103−114.
(13) Duros, M. R.; Burch, A. M.; Wals, K.; Tiry, E. Publicly funded
forensic crime laboratories: resources and services, 2014; US DOJ, Bureau
of Justice Statistics: 2016.
(14) Bleakney, W. A new method of positive ray analysis and its
application to the measurement of ionization potentials in mercury
vapor. Phys. Rev. 1929, 34, 157−160.
(15) Bleakney, W.; Condon, E. U.; Smith, L. G. Ionization and
dissociation of molecules by electron impact. J. Phys. Chem. 1937, 41
(2), 197−208.
(16) Gelpi, E. From large analogical instruments to small digital
black boxes: 40 years of progress in mass spectrometry and its role in
proteomics. Part I 1965−1984. J. Mass Spectrom. 2008, 43 (4), 419−
435.
(17) Gohlke, R. S.; McLafferty, F. W. Early gas chromatography/
mass spectrometry. J. Am. Soc. Mass Spectrom. 1993, 4 (5), 367−371.
(18) Beynon, J. H. The use of the mass spectrometer for the
identification of organic compounds. Microchimica Acta 1956, 44 (1−
3), 437.
(19) Beynon, J. H. Qualitative analysis of organic compounds by
mass spectrometry. Nature 1954, 174 (4433), 735−737.
(20) Mclafferty, F. W. Mass spectrometric analysis: broad
applicability to chemical research. Anal. Chem. 1956, 28 (3), 306−
316.
(21) Biemann, K.; Seibl, J. Application of mass spectrometry to
structure problems: II. stereochemistry of epimeric, cyclic alcohols. J.
Am. Chem. Soc. 1959, 81 (12), 3149−3150.
(22) Budzikiewicz, H.; Alpin, R. T.; Lightner, D. A.; Djerassi, C.;
Mechoulam, R.; Gaoni, Y. Massenspektroskopie und IHRE
anwendung auf strukturelle und stereochemische probleme-LXVIII:
Massenspektroskopische untersuchung der inhaltstoffe von haschisch.
Tetrahedron 1965, 21 (7), 1881−1888.
(23) Biemann, K.; Friedmann-Spiteller, M. Application of mass
spectrometry to structure problems: V. Iboga alkaloids. J. Am. Chem.
Soc. 1961, 83 (23), 4805−4810.

Journal of the American Society for Mass Spectrometry pubs.acs.org/jasms Account & Perspective

https://doi.org/10.1021/jasms.3c00124
J. Am. Soc. Mass Spectrom. 2023, 34, 1210−1224

1219

https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/jasms.3c00124?goto=supporting-info
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/jasms.3c00124/suppl_file/js3c00124_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Glen+P.+Jackson"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0803-6254
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0803-6254
mailto:glen.jackson@mail.wvu.edu
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Mark+A.+Barkett"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/jasms.3c00124?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac60015a002?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac60015a002?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1741526
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1741526
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0096-5588(20)31540-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0096-5588(20)31540-3
https://doi.org/10.1002/mas.1280100303
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-anchem-071114-040335
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0015-7368(76)71041-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0015-7368(76)71041-7
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.34.157
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.34.157
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.34.157
https://doi.org/10.1021/j150380a003?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/j150380a003?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1002/jms.1403
https://doi.org/10.1002/jms.1403
https://doi.org/10.1002/jms.1403
https://doi.org/10.1016/1044-0305(93)85001-E
https://doi.org/10.1016/1044-0305(93)85001-E
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01216629
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01216629
https://doi.org/10.1038/174735a0
https://doi.org/10.1038/174735a0
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac60111a005?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac60111a005?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja01521a062?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja01521a062?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0040-4020(01)98657-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0040-4020(01)98657-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0040-4020(01)98657-0
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja01484a027?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja01484a027?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
pubs.acs.org/jasms?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/jasms.3c00124?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as


(24) Biemann, K.; Friedmann-Spiteller, M. Mass spectrometric
evidence for the structure of Iboxygaine and its tosylate. Tetrahedron
Lett. 1961, 2 (2), 68−71.
(25) Djerassi, C.; Biemann, K.; Shoolery, J. N.; Gilbert, B.; Johnson,
L. F. Alkaloid studies: XXVI. constitution of pyrifolidine. Experientia
1961, 17 (4), 162−163.
(26) Blossey, E. C.; Budzikiewicz, H.; Ohashi, M.; Fodor, G.;
Djerassi, C. Mass spectrometry in structural and stereochemical
problems. XXXIX. Tropane alkaloids. Tetrahedron 1964, 20 (3), 585−
95.
(27) Guthrie, R. D.; McCarthy, J. F. Mass spectra of φ-pelletierine,
9-methyl-3-oxagranatan-7-one, and 9-methyl-3-oxagranatan-7α-ol. J.
Chem. Soc. (C) 1966, 13, 1207−9.
(28) Dewhurst, J. E.; Kaminski, J. J.; Supple, J. H. Mass spectra of
some tropane and tropidine derivatives. J. Heterocycl. Chem. 1972, 9
(3), 507−11.
(29) Moore, J. M. Identification of cis- and trans-cinnamoylcocaine
in illicit cocaine seizures. J. AOAC Int. 1973, 56 (5), 1199−205.
(30) Martin, R. J.; Alexander, T. G. Analytical procedures used in
FDA laboratories for the analysis of hallucinogenic drugs. J. AOAC Int.
1968, 51, 159−163.
(31) Coutts, R. T.; Locock, R. A. Identification of medicinal
barbiturates by means of mass spectrometry. J. Pharm. Sci. 1968, 57
(12), 2096−2100.
(32) Bellman, S. W. Mass spectral identification of some
hallucinogenic drugs. J. AOAC Int. 1968, 51 (1), 164−178.
(33) Bellman, S. W.; Turcan, J. W.; Kram, T. C. Spectrometric
forensic chemistry of hallucinogenic drugs. J. Forens. Sci. 1970, 15 (2),
261−286.
(34) Nigam, I. C.; Holmes, J. L. Mass spectrometry of lysergic acid
diethylamide. J. Pharm. Sci. 1969, 58 (4), 506−507.
(35) Inoue, T.; Nakahara, Y.; Niwaguchi, T. Studies on lysergic-acid
diethylamide and related compounds. 2. Mass-spectra of lysergic-acid
derivatives. Chem. Pharm. Bull. 1972, 20 (2), 409−411.
(36) Althaus, J. R.; Biemann, K.; Biller, J.; Donaghue, P. F.; Evans,
D. A.; Förster, H. J.; Hertz, H. S.; Hignite, C. E.; Murphy, R. C.; Preti,
G.; Reinhold, V. Identification of the drug Darvon and its metabolites
in the urine of a comatose patient using a gas chromatograph-mass
spectrometer-computer system. Experientia 1970, 26 (7), 714−717.
(37) Law, N. C.; Aandahl, V.; Fales, H. M.; Milne, G. W. A.
Identification of dangerous drugs by mass spectrometry. Clin. Chim.
Acta 1971, 32 (2), 221−228.
(38) Blomquist, M.; Bonnichsen, R.; Fri, C. G.; Marde, Y.; Ryhage,
R. Gas chromatography-mass spectrometry in forensic chemistry for
identification of substances isolated from tissue. Zeitschrift Fur
Rechtsmedizin 1971, 69 (1), 52−61.
(39) Skinner, R. F.; Gallaher, E. J.; Knight, J. B.; Bonelli, E. J. The
gas chromatograph-mass spectrometer as a new and important tool in
forensic toxicology. J. Forens. Sci. 1972, 17 (2), 10678J.
(40) Lindgren, J. E.; Agurell, S.; Lundstrom, J.; Svensson, U.
Detection of biochemical intermediates by mass fragmentagraphy:
Mescaline and tetrahydroisoquinoline precursors. FEBS Lett. 1971, 13
(1), 21−27.
(41) Agurell, S.; Gustafsson, B.; Holmstedt, B.; Leander, K.;
Lindgren, J.-E.; Nilsson, I.; Sandberg, F.; Asberg, M. Quantitation
of Δ1-tetrahydrocannabinol in plasma from cannabis smokers. J.
Pharm. Pharmacol. 2011, 25 (7), 554−558.
(42) Green, D. E. Automated detection of abused drugs by direct
mass fragmentography. Proceedings of the Western Pharmacology Society
1972, 15, 74−77.
(43) Adamczyk, B.; Boerboom, A. J.; Kistemaker, J. A mass
spectrometer for continuous analysis of gaseous compounds excreted
by human skin. J. Appl. Physiol. 1966, 21 (6), 1903−1906.
(44) Cooks, R. G.; Ouyang, Z.; Takats, Z.; Wiseman, J. M. Ambient
mass spectrometry. Science 2006, 311 (5767), 1566−1570.
(45) Takats, Z.; Wiseman, J. M.; Gologan, B.; Cooks, R. G. Mass
spectrometry sampling under ambient conditions with desorption
electrospray ionization. Science 2004, 306 (5695), 471.

(46) Cody, R. B.; Laramee, J. A.; Durst, H. D. Versatile new ion
source for the analysis of materials in open air under ambient
conditions. Anal. Chem. 2005, 77 (8), 2297.
(47) Stein, B.; Laessig, R. H.; Indriksons, A. An evaluation of drug
testing procedures used by forensic laboratories and the qualification
of their analysts. Wisc. L. Rev. 1973, 727−789.
(48) Munson, M. S. B.; Field, F. H. Chemical ionization mass
spectrometry. I. General introduction. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1966, 88
(12), 2621−2630.
(49) Saferstein, R.; Chao, J.-M. Identification of drugs by chemical
ionization mass spectroscopy. J. AOAC Int. 1973, 56 (5), 1234−8.
(50) Jardine, I.; Fenselau, C. Charge exchange mass spectra of
morphine and tropane alkaloids. Anal. Chem. 1975, 47 (4), 730−3.
(51) Fenselau, C. Gas chromatography mass spectrometry: a report
on the state of the art. Appl. Spectrosc. 1974, 28, 305−318.
(52) Nowicki, H. G.; Lieber, E. R.; Dolle, R. E.; Erickson, R. P.;
Wojciechowski, R.; Stopper, J. H.; Milton, M. D. Impact of gas
chromatography mass spectrometry on forensic toxicological chem-
istry. Abstr. Pap. Am. Chem. Soc. 1976, 172 (Sep3), 101−101.
(53) Nowicki, H. G. Application of gas-chromatography mass
spectrometry in forensic toxicological chemistry: report of a case
involving aerosol death and cases involving barbiturate analysis. Abstr.
Pap. Am. Chem. Soc. 1977, 173 (Mar20), 55−55.
(54) Citizens against toxic sprays, Inc., et al., Plaintiffs, v. Bob
Bergland, Secretary, United States Department of Agriculture, et al.,
Defendants, Industrial Forestry Association, Defendant-Intervenor.
United States District Court for the District of Oregon, 428 F. Supp.
908; 1977 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 17049: 1977.
(55) Footlick, J.; Boyd, F.: Not Guilty. Newsweek, November 6,
1978.
(56) American Meat Institute Plaintiff, v. The Honorable Robert S.
Bergland et al., Defendants. United States District Court for the
District of Columbia, 459 F. Supp. 1308; 1978 U.S. Dist. LEXIS
14620: 1978.
(57) Blum, A.; Gold, M.; Ames, B.; Jones, F.; Hett, E.; Dougherty,
R.; Horning, E.; Dzidic, I.; Carroll, D.; Stillwell, R.; Thenot, J.
Children absorb tris-BP flame retardant from sleepwear: urine
contains the mutagenic metabolite, 2,3-dibromopropanol. Science
1978, 201 (4360), 1020−1023.
(58) Cohn, V. Studies say Tris in old pajamas absorbed in children’s
skin. Washington Post, May 28, 1978.
(59) Bigger, P. J. Urinalysis: issues and applications. Fed. Prob. 1979,
43 (4), 23−37.
(60) Fales, H. M.; Milne, G. W. A.; Law, N. C. Mass spectra of two
tropanes: cocaine and scopolamine, 2β-methoxycarbonyl-3β-benzoy-
loxytropane. Arch. Mass Spectral Data 1971, 2 (4), 654−7.
(61) Suzuki, R.; Murata, M.; Kamei, K.; Momose, A. Studies on
doping test by gas chromatography-mass spectrometry. IV. Gas
chromatography and mass spectrometry of local anesthetics. Yakugaku
Zasshi 1973, 93 (7), 942−7.
(62) Kirchgessner, W. G.; DiPasqua, A. C.; Anderson, W. A.;
Delaney, G. V. Drug identification by the application of gas
chromatography/time-of-flight mass spectrometer technique. J.
Forensic Sci. 1974, 19, 313−16.
(63) Jindal, S. P.; Lutz, T.; Vestergaard, P. Mass-spectrometric
determination of cocaine and its biologically-active metabolite,
norcocaine, in human urine. Biomed Mass Spectrom 1978, 5 (12),
658−663.
(64) Jindal, S. P.; Vestergaard, P. Quantitation of cocaine and its
principal metabolite, benzoylecgonine, by GLC-mass spectrometry
using stable isotope labeled analogs as internal standards. J. Pharm.
Sci. 1978, 67 (6), 811−814.
(65) Kondrat, R. W.; Cooks, R. G. Direct analysis of mixtures by
mass spectrometry. Anal. Chem. 1978, 50 (1), 81A−92A.
(66) Comprehensive Drug Abuse Prevention and Control Act, U.S.
Pub. L. No. 91-513, § 202, 84 Stat. 1236. 1970.
(67) State of Wisconsin, Plaintiff-Respondent, v. Daniel Barnes,
Defendant-Appellant. Court of Appeals of Wisconsin, District II, 88
Wis. 2d 764; 277 N.W.2d 333; 1979 Wisc. App. LEXIS 3113: 1979.

Journal of the American Society for Mass Spectrometry pubs.acs.org/jasms Account & Perspective

https://doi.org/10.1021/jasms.3c00124
J. Am. Soc. Mass Spectrom. 2023, 34, 1210−1224

1220

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0040-4039(01)99209-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0040-4039(01)99209-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02160358
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0040-4020(01)98621-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0040-4020(01)98621-1
https://doi.org/10.1039/J39660001207
https://doi.org/10.1039/J39660001207
https://doi.org/10.1002/jhet.5570090308
https://doi.org/10.1002/jhet.5570090308
https://doi.org/10.1093/jaoac/56.5.1199
https://doi.org/10.1093/jaoac/56.5.1199
https://doi.org/10.1093/jaoac/51.1.159
https://doi.org/10.1093/jaoac/51.1.159
https://doi.org/10.1002/jps.2600571215
https://doi.org/10.1002/jps.2600571215
https://doi.org/10.1093/jaoac/51.1.164
https://doi.org/10.1093/jaoac/51.1.164
https://doi.org/10.1002/jps.2600580435
https://doi.org/10.1002/jps.2600580435
https://doi.org/10.1248/cpb.20.409
https://doi.org/10.1248/cpb.20.409
https://doi.org/10.1248/cpb.20.409
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02232500
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02232500
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02232500
https://doi.org/10.1016/0009-8981(71)90336-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02092636
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02092636
https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS10678J
https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS10678J
https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS10678J
https://doi.org/10.1016/0014-5793(71)80655-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/0014-5793(71)80655-5
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2042-7158.1973.tb09156.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2042-7158.1973.tb09156.x
https://doi.org/10.1152/jappl.1966.21.6.1903
https://doi.org/10.1152/jappl.1966.21.6.1903
https://doi.org/10.1152/jappl.1966.21.6.1903
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1119426
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1119426
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1104404
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1104404
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1104404
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac050162j?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac050162j?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac050162j?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja00964a001?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja00964a001?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1093/jaoac/56.5.1234
https://doi.org/10.1093/jaoac/56.5.1234
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac60354a035?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac60354a035?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1366/000370274774332308
https://doi.org/10.1366/000370274774332308
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.684422
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.684422
https://doi.org/10.1248/yakushi1947.93.7_942
https://doi.org/10.1248/yakushi1947.93.7_942
https://doi.org/10.1248/yakushi1947.93.7_942
https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS10177J
https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS10177J
https://doi.org/10.1002/bms.1200051205
https://doi.org/10.1002/bms.1200051205
https://doi.org/10.1002/bms.1200051205
https://doi.org/10.1002/jps.2600670622
https://doi.org/10.1002/jps.2600670622
https://doi.org/10.1002/jps.2600670622
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac50023a781?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac50023a781?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
pubs.acs.org/jasms?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/jasms.3c00124?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as


(68) State ex rel. Huser, Petitioner-Appellant, v. Rasmussen, Sheriff
of Green Lake County, Respondent. Supreme Court of Wisconsin, 85
Wis. 2d 441; 270 N.W.2d 62; 1978 Wisc. LEXIS 1065: 1978.
(69) State of Wisconsin, Plaintiff-Respondent, v. Cleoothur McNeal,
Defendant-Appellant. Court of Appeals of Wisconsin, 95 Wis. 2d 63;
288 N.W.2d 874; 1980 Wisc. App. LEXIS 3104: 1980.
(70) United States of America, Plaintiff-Appellee, v. Patricia Ann.
Larry, aka Kim, Defendant-Appellant. United States court of Appeals
for the Tenth Circuit, 522 F.2d 264; 1975 U.S. App. LEXIS 12925:
1975.
(71) United States of America, Plaintiff-Appellee, v. Angel Oscar
Rosado-Fernandez and Jose Eligio Borges, a/k/a Jose Velez,
Defendants-Appellants. United States Courts of Appeals, Fifth Circuit,
614 F.2d 50; 1980 U.S. App. LEXIS 19585: 1980.
(72) United States of America, Plaintiff-Appellee, v. Martin Ross,
Defendant-Appellant. United States Court of Appeals for the Second
circuit, 719 F.2d 615; 1983 U.S. App. LEXIS 16076: 1983.
(73) United States of America, Plaintiff-Appellee, v. Gary Dale
Posey, Defendant-Appellant. United States Court of Appeals, Tenth
Circuit, 647 F.2d 1048; 1981 U.S. App. LEXIS 13733; 8 Fed. R. Evid.
Serv. (Callaghan) 228: 1981.
(74) Hemmersbach, P. History of mass spectrometry at the Olympic
Games. J. Mass Spectrom. 2008, 43 (7), 839−853.
(75) Todd, J.; Todd, T., Significant events in the history of drug
testing and the Olympic movement: 1960−1999. In Doping in elite
sport: the politics of drugs in the Olympic movement; Wilson, W., Ed.;
Human Kinetics Publishers: Champaign, IL, 2001; p 65.
(76) Becchi, M.; Aguilera, R.; Farizon, Y.; Flament, M. M.;
Casabianca, H.; James, P. Gas-Chromatography Combustion Isotope
Ratio Mass-Spectrometry Analysis of Urinary Steroids to Detect
Misuse of Testosterone in Sport. Rapid Commun. Mass Spectrom.
1994, 8 (4), 304−308.
(77) Cawley, A. T.; Flenker, U. The application of carbon isotope
ratio mass spectrometry to doping control. J. Mass Spectrom. 2008, 43
(7), 854−64.
(78) State, Respondent, v. Wind, Appellant. Supreme Court of
Wisconsin, 60 Wis. 2d 267; 208 N.W.2d 357; 1973 Wisc. LEXIS
1335: 1973.
(79) Fullerton, D. S.; Kurzman, M. G. Identification and
misidentification of Marijuana. Contemp. Drug Problems 1974, 3 (3),
291−344.
(80) State of Minnesota, Respondent, v. Paul Vail, a.k.a. Boston Paul
Vail, Appellant, Supreme Court of Minnesota, 274 N.W.2d 127; 1978
minn. LEXIS 1181. Supreme Court of Minnesota, 274 N.W.2d 127;
1978 minn. LEXIS 1181: 1978.
(81) Agriculture Improvement Act of 2018, Public Law 115-334.
2018.
(82) USFDA, Consumer Update: 5 Things to know about delta-8
tetrahydrocannabinol. 2022.
(83) Erickson, B., Delta-8-THC craze concerns chemists. Chem. Eng.
News 2021, 99.
(84) Meehan-Atrash, J.; Rahman, I. Novel Δ8-tetrahydrocannabinol
vaporizers contain unlabeled adulterants, unintended byproducts of
chemical synthesis, and heavy metals. Chem. Res. Toxicol. 2022, 35
(1), 73−76.
(85) Korte, F.; Hagg, M.; Claussen, U. Tetrahydrocannabinolcarbox-
ylic acid, a component of hashish. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. 1965, 4 (10),
872.
(86) Gaoni, Y.; Mechoulam, R. Isolation, structure, and partial
synthesis of an active constituent of hashish. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1964,
86 (8), 1646−1647.
(87) Harvey, D. J. Mass spectrometry of the cannabinoids and their
metabolites. Mass Spec. Rev. 1987, 6 (1), 135−229.
(88) Vree, T. B. Mass spectrometry of cannabinoids. J. Pharm. Sci.
1977, 66 (10), 1444−1450.
(89) Kram, T. C.; Cooper, D. A.; Allen, A. C. Behind the
identification of China White. Anal. Chem. 1981, 53 (12), 1379a−
1386a.

(90) United States of America, Plaintiff, v. 2,116 Boxes of Boned
Beef Weighting Approximately 154,121 Pounds, and 541 Boxes of
Offal Weighing Approximately 17,732 Pounds, Defendant. United
States District Court for the District of Kansas, 516 F. Supp. 321;
1981 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 18559:1981.
(91) Controlled Substance Analogue Enforcement Act, 21 U.S.C. §
813. 1986.
(92) United States, Plaintiff, v. Damon S. Forbes, et al., Defendants.
US District Court for the District of Colorado, 806 F. Supp.
232:1992.
(93) United States of America, Appellee, v. Thomas William
Washam, Appellant. U.S. Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit, 312
F.3d 926:2002.
(94) United States v. Klecker. U.S. District Court for the Eastern
District of Virginia, 228 F. Supp. 2d 720:2003.
(95) McClellan, B., Refusal to accept odd coincidence saved
stallings. St. Louis Post Dispatch, Sept 25, 1991.
(96) Shoemaker, J. D.; Lynch, R. E.; Hoffmann, J. W.; Sly, W. S.
Misidentification of propionic acid as ethylene glycol in a patient with
methylmalonic acidemia. Journal of Pediatrics 1992, 120 (3), 417−
421.
(97) Nicol, J. D. Police science technical abtracts and notes. J. Crim.
Law Criminol. 1959, 40, 109−112.
(98) State of Montana, Plaintiff and Respondent, v. James Burtchett,
Defendant and Appellant. Supreme Court of Montana, 165 Mont.
280; 530 P.2d 471; 1974 Mont. LEXIS 416:1974.
(99) United States, Appellee v. Larry J. Harvey, Private, Clarance R.
Lee, Specialist Four, and Arnold E. Taylor, Private, U.S. Army,
Appellants. United States Court of Military Appeals, 21 U.S.C.M.A.
39; 1971 CMA LEXIS 592:1971.
(100) Hites, R. A.; Biemann, K. Computer evaluation of
continuously scanned mass spectra of gas chromatographic effluents.
Anal. Chem. 1970, 42 (8), 855−860.
(101) Mach, M. H. Gas chromatography-mass spectrometry of
simulated arson residue using gasoline as an accelerant. J. Forens. Sci.
1977, 22 (2), 10596J.
(102) Smith, R. M. Arson analysis by mass chromatography. Anal.
Chem. 1982, 54 (13), 1399A−1409A.
(103) Smith, R. M. Mass chromatographic analysis of arson
accelerants. J. Forens. Sci. 1983, 28 (2), 11512J.
(104) ASTM E1618-97 Standard test method for ignitable liquid
residues in extracts from fire debris samples by gas chromatography-mass
spectrometry; ASTM, 1997.
(105) Kelly, R. L.; Martz, R. M. Accelerant identification in fire
debris by gas chromatography/mass spectrometry techniques. J.
Forens. Sci. 1984, 29 (3), 11730J.
(106) Grayson, M. A., The development of mass analyzers. In The
Encylclopedia of Mass Spectrometry, Vol 9. Historical Perspectives Part A:
The Development of Mass Spectrometry; Nier, K., Yergey, A., Gale, P.,
Eds.; Elsevier: New York, 2016.
(107) Washburn, H. W.; Wiley, H. F.; Rock, S. M. The mass
spectrometer as an analytical tool. Ind. Eng. Chem. 1943, 15, 541−547.
(108) Bertsch, W.; Sellers, C. S.; Babin, K.; Holzer, G. Automation
in the chemical analysis of suspect arson samples by GC/MS. A
systematic approach. J. High Res. Chrom. 1988, 11 (11), 815−819.
(109) Bertsch, W.; Zhang, Q. W. Sample preparation for the
chemical analysis of debris in suspect arson cases. Anal. Chim. Acta
1990, 236 (1), 183−195.
(110) Bertsch, W.; Zhang, Q. W.; Holzer, G. Using the tools of
chromatography, mass spectrometry, and automated data processing
in the detection of arson. J. High Res. Chrom. 1990, 13 (9), 597−605.
(111) Keto, R. O.; Wineman, P. L. Detection of petroleum-based
accelerants in fire debris by target compound gas chromatography
mass spectrometry. Anal. Chem. 1991, 63 (18), 1964−1971.
(112) Wineman, P. L.; Keto, R. O. Target compound method for the
analysis of accelerant residues in fire debris. Anal. Chim. Acta 1994,
288 (1−2), 97−110.

Journal of the American Society for Mass Spectrometry pubs.acs.org/jasms Account & Perspective

https://doi.org/10.1021/jasms.3c00124
J. Am. Soc. Mass Spectrom. 2023, 34, 1210−1224

1221

https://doi.org/10.1002/jms.1445
https://doi.org/10.1002/jms.1445
https://doi.org/10.1002/rcm.1290080404
https://doi.org/10.1002/rcm.1290080404
https://doi.org/10.1002/rcm.1290080404
https://doi.org/10.1002/jms.1437
https://doi.org/10.1002/jms.1437
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrestox.1c00388?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrestox.1c00388?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrestox.1c00388?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.196508721
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.196508721
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja01062a046?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja01062a046?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1002/mas.1280060104
https://doi.org/10.1002/mas.1280060104
https://doi.org/10.1002/jps.2600661025
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac00235a790?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac00235a790?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-3476(05)80909-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-3476(05)80909-6
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac60290a009?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac60290a009?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS10596J
https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS10596J
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac00250a002?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS11512J
https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS11512J
https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS11730J
https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS11730J
https://doi.org/10.1021/i560121a001?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/i560121a001?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1002/jhrc.1240111113
https://doi.org/10.1002/jhrc.1240111113
https://doi.org/10.1002/jhrc.1240111113
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0003-2670(00)83312-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0003-2670(00)83312-7
https://doi.org/10.1002/jhrc.1240130903
https://doi.org/10.1002/jhrc.1240130903
https://doi.org/10.1002/jhrc.1240130903
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac00018a013?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac00018a013?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac00018a013?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-2670(94)85119-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-2670(94)85119-0
pubs.acs.org/jasms?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/jasms.3c00124?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as


(113) Keto, R. O. GC/MS data interpretation for petroleum
distillate identification in contaminated arson debris. J. Forens. Sci.
1995, 40 (3), 13796J.
(114) Howard, J.; Mckague, A. B. A fire investigation involving
combustion of carpet material. J. Forens. Sci. 1984, 29 (3), 11754J.
(115) Dehaan, J. D.; Bonarius, K. Pyrolysis products of structure
fires. J. Forens. Sci. Soc. 1988, 28 (5), 299−309.
(116) Bertsch, W. Volatiles from Carpet - a Source of Frequent
Misinterpretation in Arson Analysis. J. Chromatogr A 1994, 674 (1−
2), 329−333.
(117) Stauffer, E. Concept of pyrolysis for fire debris analysts. Science

& Justice 2003, 43 (1), 29−40.
(118) Almirall, J. R.; Furton, K. G. Characterization of background
and pyrolysis products that may interfere with the forensic analysis of
fire debris. J. Anal Appl. Pyrol 2004, 71 (1), 51−67.
(119) ASTM E1618-19 Standard test method for ignitable liquid
residues in extracts from fire debris samples by gas chromatography-mass
spectrometry; ASTM, 2019.
(120) OSAC 2022-S-0004 Standard Classification for Ignitable Liquids
Encountered in Fire Debris Analysis (draft proposed standard); OSAC,
2023.
(121) Sutherland, D. A. The analysis of fire debris samples by GC/
MS/MS. Can. Soc. Forens. Sci. J. 1997, 30 (4), 185−189.
(122) Langman, L. J.; Kapur, B. M. Toxicology: Then and now. Clin.
Biochem. 2006, 39 (5), 498−510.
(123) Botre,̀ F. New and old challenges of sports drug testing. J.
Mass Spectrom. 2008, 43 (7), 903−907.
(124) Chung, H.; Choe, S. Overview of forensic toxicology,
yesterday, today and in the future. Curr. Pharm. Des. 2018, 23 (36),
5429−5436.
(125) Quinn, C. C. Cartridge discharge residue contamination - the
search for the source. Science & Justice 1998, 38 (2), 81−84.
(126) Hall, D.; Fairley, M. A single approach to the recovery of DNA
and firearm discharge residue evidence. Science & Justice 2004, 44 (1),
15−19.
(127) Turkel, H.; Lipman, J. Unreliabillty of dermal nitrate test for
gunpowder. J. Crime Law Criminol. Polit. Sci. 1955, 46 (2), 281.
(128) Commonwealth v. Westwood, Appellant. Supreme Court of
Pennsylvania, 324 Pa. 289; 188 A. 304; 1936 Pa. LEXIS 516: 1936.
(129) Vincent, J. M. Gunshot Wounds: Practical Aspects of Firearms,
Ballistics, and Forensic Techniques; Elsevier: New York, 1999.
(130) Giannelli, P. C. Scientific evidence in criminal prosecutions.
Mil. Law Rev. 1992, 137, 167−186.
(131) Cowan, M.; Purdon, P. A Study of the ″Paraffin Test″. J.
Forens. Sci. 1967, 12, 19−36.
(132) Schwoeble, A. J.; Exline, D. L. Current Methods in Forensic
Gunshot Residue Analysis; CRC Press: Washington D.C., 2000.
(133) Sharma, S. P.; Lahiri, S. C. A preliminary investigation into the
use of FTIR microscopy as a probe for the identification of bullet
entrance holes and the distance of firing. Science & Justice 2009, 49
(3), 197−204.
(134) Bakowska, E.; Harrsch, P.; Gluodenis, T., Jr. Analysis of
Gunshot Residue by ICP-MS; Agilent Technologies: Santa Clara, CA,
2001.
(135) Perret, D.; Marchese, S.; Gentili, A.; Curini, R.; Terracciano,
A.; Bafile, E.; Romolo, F. LC-MS-MS determination of stabilizers and
explosives residues in hand swabs. Chromatographia 2008, 68 (7),
517−524.
(136) Cotte-Rodriguez, I.; Chen, H.; Cooks, R. G. Rapid trace
detection of triacetone triperoxide (TATP) by complexation reactions
during desorption electrospray ionization. Chem. Commun. 2006,
No. 9, 953−955.
(137) Takats, Z.; Cotte-Rodriguez, I.; Talaty, N.; Chen, H. W.;
Cooks, R. G. Direct, trace level detection of explosives on ambient
surfaces by desorption electrospray ionization mass spectrometry.
Chem. Commun. 2005, No. 15, 1950−1952.
(138) Michael David Dowland v. Lyman Products for Shooters, 642
P.2d 380; 1982 Utah LEXIS 900. Supreme Court of Utah: 1982.

(139) ASTM E1588-17 Standard Practice for Gunshot Residue
Analysis by Scanning Electron Microscopy/Energy Dispersive X-Ray
Spectrometry. ASTM, 2017.
(140) Yinon, J. The analysis of explosives, 1st ed.; Pergamon Press:
Oxford, New York, 1981; 310 pp.
(141) Lubrano, A. L.; Field, C. R.; Newsome, G. A.; Rogers, D. A.;
Giordano, B. C.; Johnson, K. J. Minimizing thermal degradation in gas
chromatographic quantitation of pentaerythritol tetranitrate. J.
Chromatogr. A 2015, 1394, 154−158.
(142) SW-846 Test Method 8095: Explosives by Gas Chromatography;
US Environmental Protection Agency, 2007.
(143) Yinon, J. Identification of explosives by chemical ionization
mass spectrometry using water as reagent. Biomed. Mass Spectrom.
1974, 1 (6), 393−396.
(144) Gillis, R. G.; Lacey, M. J.; Shannon, J. S. Chemical Ionization
Mass-Spectra of Explosives. Org. Mass Spectrom 1974, 9 (3), 359−
364.
(145) Pate, C. T.; Mach, M. H. Analysis of explosives using chemical
ionization masss pectroscopy. Int. J. Mass Spectrom. Ion Processes 1978,
26 (3), 267−277.
(146) Committee on Assessment of Security Technologies for
Transportation. Opportunities to Improve Airport Passenger Screening
with Mass Spectrometry; National Research Council: Washington,
D.C., 2004.
(147) Chesson, L. A.; Howa, J. D.; Lott, M. J.; Ehleringer, J. R.
Development of a methodological framework for applying isotope
ratio mass spectrometry to explosive components. Forensic Chem.
2016, 2, 9−14.
(148) Lott, M. J.; Howa, J. D.; Chesson, L. A.; Ehleringer, J. R.
Improved accuracy and precision in delta15 NAIR measurements of
explosives, urea, and inorganic nitrates by elemental analyzer/isotope
ratio mass spectrometry using thermal decomposition. Rapid
Commun. Mass Spectrom. 2015, 29 (15), 1381−8.
(149) Howa, J. D.; Lott, M. J.; Ehleringer, J. R. Isolation and stable
nitrogen isotope analysis of ammonium ions in ammonium nitrate
prills using sodium tetraphenylborate. Rapid Commun. Mass Spectrom.
2014, 28 (13), 1530−4.
(150) Howa, J. D.; Lott, M. J.; Ehleringer, J. R. Observations and
sources of carbon and nitrogen isotope ratio variation of
pentaerythritol tetranitrate (PETN). Forensic Sci. Int. 2014, 244,
152−7.
(151) Howa, J. D.; Lott, M. J.; Chesson, L. A.; Ehleringer, J. R.
Isolation of components of plastic explosives for isotope ratio mass
spectrometry. Forensic Chem. 2016, 1, 6−12.
(152) Howa, J. D.; Lott, M. J.; Chesson, L. A.; Ehleringer, J. R.
Carbon and nitrogen isotope ratios of factory-produced RDX and
HMX. Forensic Sci. Int. 2014, 240, 80−7.
(153) Howa, J. D.; Barnette, J. E.; Chesson, L. A.; Lott, M. J.;
Ehleringer, J. R. TATP isotope ratios as influenced by worldwide
acetone variation. Talanta 2018, 181, 125−131.
(154) Chesson, L. A.; Tipple, B. J.; Howa, J. D.; Bowen, G. J.;
Barnette, J. E.; Cerling, T. E.; Ehleringer, J. R. Stable isotopes in
forensics applications. In Treatise on Geochemistry, 2nd ed.; 2014; pp
285−317.
(155) Benson, S.; Lennard, C.; Maynard, P.; Roux, C. Forensic
applications of isotope ratio mass spectrometry: a review. Forensic Sci.
Int. 2006, 157 (1), 1−22.
(156) Gentile, N.; Besson, L.; Pazos, D.; Delemont, O.; Esseiva, P.
On the use of IRMS in forensic science: proposals for a
methodological approach. Forensic Sci. Int. 2011, 212 (1−3), 260−71.
(157) Ehleringer, J.; Cerling, T. E.; West, J. B., Forensic science
applications of stable isotope ratio analysis. In Forensic analysis on the
cutting edge: new methods for trace evidence analysis; Blackledge, R. D.,
Ed.; John Wiley & Sons, Inc.: 2007; pp 399−422.
(158) Ehleringer, J. R.; Chesson, L. A.; Valenzuela, L. O.; Tipple, B.
J.; Martinelli, L. A. Stable isotopes trace the truth: from adulterated
foods to crime scenes. Elements 2015, 11 (4), 259−264.
(159) Ehleringer, J. R.; Matheson, S. M., Jr. Stable Isotopes and
Courts. Utah Law Review 2010, No. 2, 385−442.

Journal of the American Society for Mass Spectrometry pubs.acs.org/jasms Account & Perspective

https://doi.org/10.1021/jasms.3c00124
J. Am. Soc. Mass Spectrom. 2023, 34, 1210−1224

1222

https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS13796J
https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS13796J
https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS11754J
https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS11754J
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0015-7368(88)72856-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0015-7368(88)72856-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9673(94)85238-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9673(94)85238-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1355-0306(03)71738-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0165-2370(03)00098-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0165-2370(03)00098-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0165-2370(03)00098-6
https://doi.org/10.1080/00085030.1997.10757097
https://doi.org/10.1080/00085030.1997.10757097
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clinbiochem.2006.03.004
https://doi.org/10.1002/jms.1455
https://doi.org/10.2174/1381612823666170622101633
https://doi.org/10.2174/1381612823666170622101633
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1355-0306(98)72083-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1355-0306(98)72083-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1355-0306(04)71680-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1355-0306(04)71680-9
https://doi.org/10.2307/1139866
https://doi.org/10.2307/1139866
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scijus.2008.07.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scijus.2008.07.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scijus.2008.07.002
https://doi.org/10.1365/s10337-008-0746-8
https://doi.org/10.1365/s10337-008-0746-8
https://doi.org/10.1039/b515122h
https://doi.org/10.1039/b515122h
https://doi.org/10.1039/b515122h
https://doi.org/10.1039/B418697D
https://doi.org/10.1039/B418697D
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chroma.2015.03.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chroma.2015.03.006
https://doi.org/10.1002/bms.1200010606
https://doi.org/10.1002/bms.1200010606
https://doi.org/10.1002/oms.1210090317
https://doi.org/10.1002/oms.1210090317
https://doi.org/10.1016/0020-7381(78)80029-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/0020-7381(78)80029-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forc.2016.08.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forc.2016.08.003
https://doi.org/10.1002/rcm.7229
https://doi.org/10.1002/rcm.7229
https://doi.org/10.1002/rcm.7229
https://doi.org/10.1002/rcm.6929
https://doi.org/10.1002/rcm.6929
https://doi.org/10.1002/rcm.6929
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forsciint.2014.08.036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forsciint.2014.08.036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forsciint.2014.08.036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forc.2016.07.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forc.2016.07.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forsciint.2014.04.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forsciint.2014.04.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.talanta.2018.01.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.talanta.2018.01.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forsciint.2005.03.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forsciint.2005.03.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forsciint.2011.07.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forsciint.2011.07.003
https://doi.org/10.2113/gselements.11.4.259
https://doi.org/10.2113/gselements.11.4.259
pubs.acs.org/jasms?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/jasms.3c00124?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as


(160) Matos, M. P. V.; Jackson, G. P. Isotope ratio mass
spectrometry in forensic science applications. Forensic Chem. 2019,
13, 100154.
(161) Meier-Augenstein, W.; Fraser, I. Forensic isotope analysis
leads to identification of a mutilated murder victim. Science & Justice
2008, 48 (3), 153−159.
(162) Haney, M. A.; Gallagher, J. F. Differentiation of bullets by
spark source mass spectrometry. J. Forens. Sci. 1975, 20 (3), 10294J.
(163) National Research Council Forensic analysis: weighing bullet
lead evidence; National Academy of Sciences: Washington D.C., 2004.
(164) Shane Layton Ragland, Appellant v. Commonwealth of
Kentucky, Appellee. Supreme Court of Kentucky, 191 S.W.3d 569;
2006 Ky. LEXIS 251:2006.
(165) Houk, R. S.; Fassel, V. A.; Flesch, G. D.; Svec, H. J.; Gray, A.
L.; Taylor, C. E. Inductively Coupled Argon Plasma as an Ion Source
for Mass Spectrometric Determination of Trace Elements. Anal.
Chem. 1980, 52 (14), 2283.
(166) Ammann, A. A. Inductively coupled plasma mass spectrometry
(ICP MS): a versatile tool. J. Mass Spectrom. 2007, 42 (4), 419−427.
(167) Flesch, P.; Rothman, S. Isolation of an iron pigment from
human red hair. J. Invest. Dermatol. 1945, 6 (4), 257−270.
(168) Nickerson, M. Relation between black and red melanin
pigment in feathers. Phys. Zoology 1946, 19 (1), 66−77.
(169) Rothman, S.; Schaaf, F., Die Chemie der Haut. In Jadasshon,
Handb. d. Haut, u. Geschlechtskr; Springer: Berlin, 1929; pp 161−377.
(170) Jackson, S. H. Determination of iron in biological material.
Ind. Eng. Chem. Anal. Ed. 1938, 10 (6), 302−304.
(171) Parker, W. E.; Griffin, F. P. Determination of iron in biological
material. Can. J. Res. 1939, B17, 66.
(172) Gerber, L.; Claassen, R.; Boruff, C. Photometric determi-
nation of copper and iron in distilled liquors. Ind. Eng. Chem. Anal. Ed.
1942, 14 (4), 364−366.
(173) Koenig, R. A.; Johnson, C. Spectrophotometric determination
of iron II; Use of α-α’ Bipyridine. J. Biol. Chem. 1942, 143, 159−163.
(174) Hill, R. A method for the estimation of iron in biological
material. Proc. R. Soc. London B 1930, 107 (750), 205−214.
(175) Flesch, P. The role of copper in mammalian pigmentation.
Proc. Soc. Experiment. Biol. Med. 1949, 70, 79.
(176) Sarata, U. Copper in pigmentation of skin and hair. Jpn. J.
Med. Sci. 1935, 3, 79.
(177) Yosikawa, H. Copper in black and white hairs of aged people.
Jpn. J. Med. Sci. 1937, 3, 195−198.
(178) Saccardi, P.; Guiliani, G. The copper content in hair and
feathers of animals of different colors. Biochimica e Terapia
Sperimentale 1935, 22, 169−172.
(179) Rice, E. W.; Goldstein, N. P. Copper content of hair and nails
in Wilson’s disease (hepatolenticular degeneration). Metabolism 1961,
10, 1085−1087.
(180) Martin, G. M. Copper content of hair and nails of normal
individuals and of patients with hepato-lenticular degeneration.
Nature 1964, 202, 903−904.
(181) Dutcher, T. F.; Rothman, S. Iron, copper and ash content of
human hair of different colors. J. Invest. Derm. 1951, 17 (2), 65−68.
(182) Kopito, L.; Byers, R. K.; Shwachman, H. Lead in hair of
children with chronic lead poisoning. New England J. Chem. 1967,
276, 949.
(183) Harrison, W. W.; Yurachek, J. P.; Benson, C. A. The
determination of trace elements in human hair by atomic absorption
spectroscopy. Clin. Chim. Acta 1969, 23 (1), 83−91.
(184) Yurachek, J. P.; Clemena, G. G.; Harrison, W. W. Analysis of
human hair by spark source mass spectrometry. Anal. Chem. 1969, 41
(12), 1666−1668.
(185) Bate, L. C.; Dyer, F. Trace elements in human hair. Nucleonics
1965, 23 (10), 74−81.
(186) Castaing, R.; Slodzian, G. Microanalyse parmission ionique
secondaire (Microanalysis by secondary ion emission). Journal De
Microscopie 1962, 1, 395−410.
(187) Andersen, C. A.; Hinthorne, J. R. Ion Microprobe Mass
Analyzer. Science 1972, 175 (4024), 853−860.

(188) United States of America, Plaintiff-Appellee, v. Hayward Leslie
Brown, Defendant-Appellant. United States court of Appeals for the
Sixth Circuit, 557 F.2d 541; 1977 U.S. App. LEXIS 12945:1977.
(189) Buchanan, M. V.; Asano, K. G.; Bohanon, A. Chemical
characterization of fingerprints from adults and children. Proc. Soc.
Photo-Opt Ins. 1997, 2941, 89−95.
(190) Hughes, J. C.; Wheals, B. B.; Whitehouse, M. J. Pyrolysis mass
spectrometry: technique of forensic potential. Forens. Sci. 1977, 10
(3), 217−228.
(191) Saferstein, R.; Manura, J. J. Pyrolysis mass spectrometry: new
forensic science technique. J. Forens. Sci. 1977, 22 (4), 10414J.
(192) Scientific Working Group on Materials Analysis (SWGMAT).
Forensic paint analysis and comparison guidelines. Forens. Sci.
Commun. 1999, 1 (2), 1−28.
(193) Hobbs, A. J.; Almirall, J. R. Trace elemental analysis of
automotive paints by laser ablation-inductively coupled plasma-mass
spectrometry. Anal. Bioanal. Chem. 2003, 376, 1265−1271.
(194) Benson, S.; Lennard, C.; Maynard, P.; Roux, C. Forensic
applications of isotope ratio mass spectrometry: A review. Forens. Sci.
Int. 2006, 157 (1), 1−22.
(195) Farmer, N.; Meier-Augenstein, W.; Lucy, D. Stable isotope
analysis of white paints and likelihood ratios. Science & Justice 2009,
49 (2), 114−119.
(196) Maynard, P.; Gates, K.; Roux, C.; Lennard, C. Adhesive tape
analysis: establishing the evidential value of specific techniques. J.
Forens. Sci. 2001, 46 (2), 14960J.
(197) Locke, J.; Boase, D.; Smalldon, K. W. The use of spark source
mass spectrometry for the analysis and classification of small glass
fragments. J. Forens. Sci. Soc. 1978, 18 (1−2), 123−131.
(198) Duckworth, D. C.; Bayne, C. K.; Morton, S. J.; Almirall, J.
Analysis of variance in forensic glass analysis by ICP-MS: Variance
within the method. J. Anal. Atom. Spectrom. 2000, 15 (7), 821−828.
(199) Parouchais, T.; Warner, I. M.; Palmer, L. T.; Kobus, H. The
analysis of small glass fragments using inductively coupled plasma
mass spectrometry. J. Forens. Sci. 1996, 41 (3), 13921J.
(200) Zurhaar, A.; Mullings, L. Characterisation of forensic glass
samples using inductively coupled plasma mass spectrometry. J. Anal.
Atom. Spectrom. 1990, 5 (7), 611−617.
(201) Trejos, T.; Montero, S.; Almirall, J. R. Analysis and
comparison of glass fragments by laser ablation inductively coupled
plasma mass spectrometry (LA-ICP-MS) and ICP-MS. Anal. Bioanal.
Chem. 2003, 376 (8), 1255−1264.
(202) Almirall, J. R.; Trejos, T.; Hobbs, A.; Furton, K. Trace
elemental analysis of glass and paint samples of forensic interest by
ICP-MS using Laser Ablation solid sample introduction. Proc. SPIE
2003, 5071, 193−204.
(203) Montero, S.; Almirall, J. R.; Hobbs, A.; Morris, L.; Gross, S.
Sample introduction of materials of forensic interest using laser
ablation for inductively coupled plasma mass spectrometry analysis of
metals. Abstr Pap Am. Chem. Soc. 2002, 223, U83−U83.
(204) Montero, S.; Hobbs, A. L.; French, T. A.; Almirall, J. R.
Elemental analysis of glass fragments by ICP-MS as evidence of
association: analysis of a case. J. Forens. Sci. Soc. 2003, 48 (5),
2001413.
(205) ASTM E2330-04 Standard Test Method for Determination of
Concentrations of Elements in Glass Samples Using Inductively
Coupled Plasma Mass Spectrometry (ICP-MS) for Forensic
Comparisons. 2004.
(206) Bridge, C. M.; Powell, J.; Steele, K. L.; Williams, M.; Macinnis,
J. M.; Sigman, M. E. Characterization of automobile float glass with
laser-induced breakdown spectroscopy and laser ablation inductively
coupled plasma mass spectrometry. Appl. Spectrosc. 2006, 60 (10),
1181−7.
(207) Latkoczy, C.; Becker, S.; Dücking, M.; Günther, D.;
Hoogewerff, J. A.; Almirall, J. R.; Buscaglia, J.; Dobney, A.; Koons,
R. D.; Montero, S.; van der Peijl, G. J.; Stoecklein, W. R.; Trejos, T.;
Watling, J. R.; Zdanowicz, V. S. Development and evaluation of a
standard method for the quantitative determination of elements in
float glass samples by LA-ICP-MS. J. Forens. Sci. Soc. 2005, 50 (6), 1.

Journal of the American Society for Mass Spectrometry pubs.acs.org/jasms Account & Perspective

https://doi.org/10.1021/jasms.3c00124
J. Am. Soc. Mass Spectrom. 2023, 34, 1210−1224

1223

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forc.2019.100154
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forc.2019.100154
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scijus.2007.10.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scijus.2007.10.010
https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS10294J
https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS10294J
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac50064a012?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac50064a012?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1002/jms.1206
https://doi.org/10.1002/jms.1206
https://doi.org/10.1038/jid.1945.23
https://doi.org/10.1038/jid.1945.23
https://doi.org/10.1086/physzool.19.1.30151881
https://doi.org/10.1086/physzool.19.1.30151881
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac50122a003?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/i560104a031?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/i560104a031?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0021-9258(18)72672-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0021-9258(18)72672-0
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.1930.0063
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.1930.0063
https://doi.org/10.3181/00379727-70-16831
https://doi.org/10.1038/202903a0
https://doi.org/10.1038/202903a0
https://doi.org/10.1038/jid.1951.65
https://doi.org/10.1038/jid.1951.65
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJM196704272761703
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJM196704272761703
https://doi.org/10.1016/0009-8981(69)90014-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0009-8981(69)90014-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0009-8981(69)90014-X
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac60281a040?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac60281a040?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.175.4024.853
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.175.4024.853
https://doi.org/10.1016/0300-9432(77)90023-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/0300-9432(77)90023-1
https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS10414J
https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS10414J
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-003-1918-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-003-1918-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-003-1918-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forsciint.2005.03.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forsciint.2005.03.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scijus.2009.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scijus.2009.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS14960J
https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS14960J
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0015-7368(78)71192-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0015-7368(78)71192-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0015-7368(78)71192-8
https://doi.org/10.1039/a908813j
https://doi.org/10.1039/a908813j
https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS13921J
https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS13921J
https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS13921J
https://doi.org/10.1039/ja9900500611
https://doi.org/10.1039/ja9900500611
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-003-1968-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-003-1968-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-003-1968-0
https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS2001413
https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS2001413
https://doi.org/10.1366/000370206778664572
https://doi.org/10.1366/000370206778664572
https://doi.org/10.1366/000370206778664572
https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS2005091
https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS2005091
https://doi.org/10.1520/JFS2005091
pubs.acs.org/jasms?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/jasms.3c00124?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as


(208) ASTM E2927-16E01 - Standard Test Method for Determi-
nation of Trace Elements in Soda-Lime Glass Samples Using Laser
Ablation Inductively Coupled Plasma Mass Spectrometry for Forensic
Comparisons. 2016.
(209) Hoffman, T.; Corzo, R.; Weis, P.; Pollock, E.; van Es, A.;
Wiarda, W.; Stryjnik, A.; Dorn, H.; Heydon, A.; Hoise, E.; Le Franc,
S.; Xie, H. F.; Pena, B.; Scholz, T.; Gonzalez, J.; Almirall, J. An inter-
laboratory evaluation of LA-ICP-MS analysis of glass and the use of a
database for the interpretation of glass evidence. Forensic Chem. 2018,
11, 65−76.
(210) Corzo, R.; Hoffman, T.; Weis, P.; Franco-Pedroso, J.; Ramos,
D.; Almirall, J. The use of LA-ICP-MS databases to calculate analysis
of glass evidence. Talanta 2018, 186, 655−661.
(211) Evans-Nguyen, K.; Stelmack, A. R.; Clowser, P. C.; Holtz, J.
M.; Mulligan, C. C. Fieldable mass spectrometry for forensic science,
homeland security, and defense applications. Mass Spectrom. Rev.
2021, 40 (5), 628−646.
(212) Kloosterman, A.; Mapes, A.; Geradts, Z.; van Eijk, E.; Koper,
C.; van den Berg, J.; Verheij, S.; van der Steen, M.; van Asten, A. The
interface between forensic science and technology: how technology
could cause a paradigm shift in the role of forensic institutes in the
criminal justice system. Philos. T R Soc. B 2015, 370 (1674),
20140264.
(213) Petras, D.; Nothias, L. F.; Quinn, R. A.; Alexandrov, T.;
Bandeira, N.; Bouslimani, A.; Castro-Falcón, G.; Chen, L.; Dang, T.;
Floros, D. J.; Hook, V.; Garg, N.; Hoffner, N.; Jiang, Y.; Kapono, C.
A.; Koester, I.; Knight, R.; Leber, C. A.; Ling, T. J.; Luzzatto-Knaan,
T.; McCall, L. I.; McGrath, A. P.; Meehan, M. J.; Merritt, J. K.; Mills,
R. H.; Morton, J.; Podvin, S.; Protsyuk, I.; Purdy, T.; Satterfield, K.;
Searles, S.; Shah, S.; Shires, S.; Steffen, D.; White, M.; Todoric, J.;
Tuttle, R.; Wojnicz, A.; Sapp, V.; Vargas, F.; Yang, J.; Zhang, C.;
Dorrestein, P. C. Mass spectrometry-based visualization of molecules
associated with human habitats. Anal. Chem. 2016, 88 (22), 10775−
10784.
(214) Liu, R. H.; Gadzala, D. E. Handbook of drug analysis:
Applications in forensic and clinical laboratories; ACS: Washington,
D.C., 1997.
(215) Hoffmann, W. D.; Jackson, G. P. Forensic mass spectrometry.
Annu. Rev. Anal. Chem. 2015, 8, 419.
(216) Strengthening forensic science in the United States: A path
forward. National research council: Committee on identifying the
needs of the forensic sciences community; committee on applied and
theoretical statistics, 2009.
(217) Careri, M.; Mangia, A. Validation and qualification: the fitness
for purpose of mass spectrometry-based analytical methods and
analytical systems. Anal. Bioanal. Chem. 2006, 386 (1), 38−45.
(218) Baldwin, R.; Bethem, R.; Boyd, R.; Budde, W.; Cairns, T.;
Gibbons, R.; Henion, J.; Kaiser, M.; Lewis, D.; Matusik, J.; Sphon, J.;
Stephany, R.; Trubey, R. Report: 1996 ASMS Fall Workshop: Limits
to Confirmation, Quantitation, and Detection. J. Am. Soc. Mass
Spectrom. 1997, 8 (11), 1180−1190.
(219) Bethem, R. A.; Boyd, R. K. Mass spectrometry in trace
analysis. J. Am. Soc. Mass Spectrom. 1998, 9 (6), 643−648.
(220) Bethem, R.; Boison, J.; Gale, J.; Heller, D.; Lehotay, S.; Loo, J.;
Musser, S.; Price, P.; Stein, S. Establishing the fitness for purpose of
mass spectrometric methods. J. Am. Soc. Mass Spectrom. 2003, 14 (5),
528−541.
(221) English, J. M. Forensic science in criminal prosecution. Anal.
Chem. 1970, 42 (13), 40A−48A.
(222) President’s Council of Advisors on Science and Technology.
Forensic science in criminal courts: Ensuring scientific validity of
feature-comparison methods; 2016.

Journal of the American Society for Mass Spectrometry pubs.acs.org/jasms Account & Perspective

https://doi.org/10.1021/jasms.3c00124
J. Am. Soc. Mass Spectrom. 2023, 34, 1210−1224

1224

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forc.2018.10.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forc.2018.10.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forc.2018.10.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.talanta.2018.02.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.talanta.2018.02.027
https://doi.org/10.1002/mas.21646
https://doi.org/10.1002/mas.21646
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2014.0264
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2014.0264
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2014.0264
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2014.0264
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.analchem.6b03456?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.analchem.6b03456?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-anchem-071114-040335
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-006-0581-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-006-0581-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-006-0581-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1044-0305(97)00149-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1044-0305(97)00149-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1044-0305(98)00032-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1044-0305(98)00032-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1044-0305(03)00137-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1044-0305(03)00137-5
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac60295a742?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
pubs.acs.org/jasms?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/jasms.3c00124?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as

