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Table 1. A convenient sample of tobacco flavored (n=11) and menthol (n=9) HEET(s) were purchased in both bold and light options.
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Figure 2. Extraction of tobacco plug and non-tobacco material (NTM). Figure 4. Tobacco plug vs non-tobacco material (NTM) by product type. * indicates significance >0.05 between tobacco plug and NTM. Menthol, PG and VG comparisons were significantly different between product categories among tobacco plug groups (p<0.001) and NTM groups (p<0.001) for each comparison. and does not necessarily represent the official views of the NIH or the FDA.




