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RESULTS
 HPHCANALYSIS: PRODUCT PER DAY USEBASIS

ABSTRACT

FDA guidance is intended to assist in submitting premarket tobacco product applications (PMTAS) under section 910 of the FD&C
Act which include reporting of HPHCs in tobacco and nicotine products and tobacco smoke under section 904(a)(3) of the FD&C
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STUDY DESIGN AND METHODS

The testing was conducted at Enthalpy Analytical LLC, Richmond, VA or Labstat International Inc., Kitchener, Ontario, Canada.
Labstat facility has ISO/IEC 17025 accreditation with the American Association for Laboratory Accreditation (A2LA) as their

accrediting body. Calculated
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NA: Not applicable
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