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ABSTRACT
The classical psychedelic drug (+)- lysergic acid diethylamide (LSD) continues to attract considerable multidisciplinary interest, 
and over the last eight decades, many derivatives and analogs of LSD have been synthesized. One site on the ergoline scaffold of 
LSD that has been frequently modified is the N1- position, with the N1- acylated LSD derivative 1- acetyl- LSD (1A- LSD, ALD- 52) 
being one of the earliest examples. In more recent years, several other alkylcarbonyl-  and cycloalkylcarbonyl- substituted LSD 
derivatives have been evaluated, including several distributed as research chemicals. Although N1- substitution is detrimental for 
the activity of LSD at the 5- HT2A receptor (the primary site of action of psychedelic drugs), N1- acylated LSD derivatives are rap-
idly hydrolyzed in vivo and are believed to act as prodrugs for LSD. Recently, 1- (thiophene- 2- carbonyl)- LSD (1T- LSD, SYN- L- 021) 
was detected as a new recreational drug, signaling a move towards N1- acyl groups with an aromatic character. The present study 
was conducted to investigate the analytical profile and pharmacology of 1- (2- furoyl)- lysergic acid diethylamide (1F- LSD, SYN- 
L- 005), a novel analog of 1T- LSD. The binding of 1F- LSD to the 5- HT2A receptor and other monoamine sites was assessed using 
radioligand binding. Furthermore, the in vivo activities of 1F- LSD and 1T- LSD were assessed in C57BL/6 J mice by comparing 
their biotransformation to LSD and effects on the head- twitch response (HTR), a 5- HT2A- mediated behavior. Both 1F- LSD and 
1T- LSD induced the HTR in mice and were hydrolyzed to LSD after in vivo administration, indicating that both substances ex-
hibit LSD- like properties and may serve as prodrugs for LSD.

1   |   Introduction

Classical psychedelic drugs such as (+)- lysergic acid diethylam-
ide (LSD) and psilocybin have been the subject of considerable 

interest in recent years due to their therapeutic potential for 
treating psychiatric disorders and their status as popular rec-
reational drugs. The psychedelic effects of these molecules are 
believed to be largely mediated by activation of the 5- HT2A 
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receptor in the brain [1]. Although clinical trials are being con-
ducted with LSD to test its efficacy against disorders such as de-
pression, substance abuse, and chronic pain, new analogs and 
derivatives of LSD are also being synthesized and explored [2]. 
The indole nitrogen moiety in the ergoline scaffold is amenable 
to substitution with acyl and other groups, making this position 
a frequent target for modification. During the 1950s and 1960s, 
N1- methyl- LSD (MLD- 41) and N1- acetyl- LSD (ALD- 52) were 
synthesized and found to act as psychedelic drugs in humans 
[3–7]. More recently, numerous novel N1- alkylcarbonyl-  and N1- 
cycloalkylcarbonyl- substituted LSD derivatives have appeared 
as new psychoactive substances (NPS) and have been distrib-
uted online [8–17]. Notable examples include N1- propanoyl- LSD 
(1P- LSD) and N1- butanoyl- LSD (1B- LSD) [8, 10]. These and other 
N1- acyl- LSD derivatives are hydrolyzed after in vivo adminis-
tration and are believed to serve as prodrugs for LSD [18, 19]. 
When LSD binds to the 5- HT2A receptor, the indole N1hydrogen 
interacts with S2425.46 in the binding pocket [20]. Because the 
interaction is required for receptor activation, N1- substitution 
reduces the affinity of LSD for the 5- HT2A receptor by an order 
of magnitude and significantly reduces its agonist efficacy [19]. 
N1- Acyl LSD derivatives therefore have limited ability to acti-
vate the 5- HT2A receptor directly and their rapid hydrolysis to 
LSD likely accounts for their psychedelic activity in vivo [18].

Recently, 1- (thiophene- 2- carbonyl)- LSD (1T- LSD, SYN- L- 021, 
Figure  1) was detected in recreational drug samples from 
Japan and Germany, signifying a transition of NPS toward new 
N1- acyl LSD derivatives containing an aromatic ring system. 
Pharmacological data about this substance are lacking, although 
it has been described in the patent literature [2].

The aim of the present study was to close the information gap 
regarding 1T- LSD and compare its pharmacological properties 
with those of the closely related analog 1- (furan- 2- carbonyl)- LSD 
(1F- LSD, SYN- L- 005; Figure 1). Receptor binding studies were 
conducted to assess the affinity of 1F- LSD for the 5- HT2A re-
ceptor and 21 other monoaminergic receptors. Experiments 
compared the effect of 1T- LSD and 1F- LSD on the head- twitch 
response (HTR), a rapid rotational head shaking induced by psy-
chedelic drugs, in male C57BL/6J mice. The HTR is mediated 
by 5- HT2A receptor activation and serves as a validated rodent 
behavioral proxy for the psychedelic effects induced by LSD- like 
drugs in humans [8, 10, 13, 17, 19]. To test the hypothesis that 
1T- LSD and 1F- LSD may serve as prodrugs, additional exper-
iments evaluated whether those molecules are hydrolyzed to 
LSD after administration to mice. It is not known whether 1F- 
LSD is currently available as a NPS, but key analytical details 

are also included to aide its detection in scientific research and 
in forensic cases.

2   |   Experimental

2.1   |   Materials

All chemicals and solvents were of analytical or HPLC grade 
and were obtained from Aldrich (Dorset, UK). 1F- LSD hemi-
tartrate (2:1) and 1T- LSD hemitartrate (2:1) were provided by 
Synex Synthetics BV (Maastricht, The Netherlands). It is worth 
noting that the code 1F- LSD has occasionally been used to de-
scribe 1- formyl- LSD [21–23] although it is unclear whether this 
substance was unambiguously identified. For the purpose of the 
present investigation, 1F- LSD denotes 1- (furan- 2- carbonyl)- LSD.

2.2   |   Instrumentation

2.2.1   |   Gas Chromatography- Electron Ionization Mass 
Spectrometry (GC- EI- MS)

Electron ionization mass spectra were recorded on an Agilent 
5977A MSD detector (Agilent, Cheadle, UK). Temperature set-
tings were as follows: transfer line 275 °C, source 230 °C, and 
quadrupole 150 °C. The mass spectrometer settings were as fol-
lows: solvent delay 3 min; EI mode, 70 eV, and range m/z 28–500. 
Chromatographic analysis was carried out using an Agilent 
7890A system (Agilent, Cheadle, UK). The carrier gas was 
helium at a flow rate of 1 mL/min. The injection temperature 
was 275 °C. Separations were performed on a 30 m × 0.25 mm 
(0.25 μm film thickness) Agilent HP- 5MS column. The column 
temperature was programmed as follows: 100 °C held for 1 min, 
then heated at 20 °C/min to 310 °C and held constant for 22.5 min 
(total run time 34 min). A 1 μL solution of 1F- LSD tartrate in ace-
tonitrile (2 mg/mL) was injected for analysis (split: 1:25).

2.2.2   |   High Performance Liquid 
Chromatography- Electrospray Ionization Tandem Mass 
Spectrometry (UHPLC- QTOF- MS/MS)

UHPLC- ESI- QTOF- MS was performed on a QTOF (Agilent 
6540, Cheadle, UK) instrument coupled with a 1290 
Infinity II UPLC from Agilent Technologies (Cheadle, UK). 
Chromatographic separation was achieved on an EC C18 
Poroshell 120 column (50 mm x 2.1 mm, 1.9 μm particle size) 
from Agilent Technologies. Mobile phase A (0.1% v/v formic 
acid in water and B was 0.1% v/v formic acid in acetonitrile. The 
elution profile was programmed as follows: Tmin/A:B (70:30); 
T6/10:90; T8/10/90); flow rate: 0.2 mL/min; column oven was at 
30 °C. The injection volume was 0.5 μL and 0.25 μL for MS/MS 
and MS respectively. Agilent MassHunter version B.08:00 was 
used for acquisition and analysis. The QTOF was operated in 
positive electrospray ionization mode, acquiring spectra in the 
range m/z 50–1000 (acquisition rate 1.15 spectra/s). Acquisition 
was performed in full scan/AutoMS/MS mode at four fixed col-
lision energies (10–40 eV). The drying gas temperature was at 
300 °C with a flow rate of N2 at 8.0 L/min. The nebulizer gas 
pressure was 35 psi. Nitrogen was used as the collision gas. The 

FIGURE 1    |    Structures of (+)- lysergic acid diethylamide (LSD), 
1- (thiophene- 2- carbonyl)- LSD (1T- LSD, SYN- L- 021), and 1- (furan- 2- 
carbonyl)- LSD (1F- LSD, SYN- L- 005).

 19427611, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://analyticalsciencejournals.onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/dta.3829 by L

IV
E

R
PO

O
L

 JO
H

N
 M

O
O

R
E

S U
N

IV
, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [19/12/2024]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense



3 of 11

voltage for the capillary was 3500 V, nozzle voltage was 1000 V 
and the fragmentor voltage was a 100 V. Mass calibration was 
performed using G1969- 85000 ESI- L low concentration tuning 
mix for dual ESI Jet stream source. The reference masses used 
to internally calibrate the QTOF were purine and HP- 0921 
(m/z 121.0509 and m/z 922.0098 (Agilent Technologies).

2.2.3   |   High Performance Liquid Chromatography 
Diode Array Detection

A Dionex 3000 Ultimate liquid chromatography system cou-
pled to a UV diode array detector (Thermo Fisher, St. Albans, 
UK) was used with a Phenomenex Synergi Fusion column 
(150 mm × 2 mm, 4 μm) protected by a 4 mm × 3 mm Phenomenex 
Synergi Fusion guard column (Phenomenex, Macclesfield, UK). 
The mobile phases were 70% acetonitrile with 25 mM of trieth-
ylammonium phosphate buffer (TEAP) (B) and aqueous TEAP 
(25 mM) buffer (A). The gradient elution commenced with 4% B 
and ramped to 70% B over 15 min and then held for 3 min, result-
ing in a total acquisition time of 18 min at a flow rate of 0.6 mL/
min. The diode array detection window was set at 200–595 nm 
(collection rate 2 Hz).

2.2.4   |   Nuclear Magnetic Resonance Spectroscopy 
(NMR)

NMR spectra (1H at 600 MHz; 13C at 150 MHz) of the pow-
dered sample (10 mg, 0.75 mL DMSO- d6s) were recorded using 
a Bruker AVANCE III 600 MHz spectrometer (Bruker UK Ltd, 
Coventry, UK). Experiments were carried out at 298 K with a 
5 mm PA BBO probe with z- gradient. Spectra were referenced 
to residual solvent and assignments were supported by both 1D 
and 2D experiments.

2.3   |   Animal Pharmacology

Male C57BL/6 J mice (6–8 weeks old) were obtained from 
Jackson Laboratories (Bar Harbor, ME, USA) and housed up 
to four per cage with a reversed light- cycle (lights on at 1900 h, 
off at 0700 h). Food and water were provided ad libitum, except 
during behavioral testing. Testing was conducted between 
1000 and 1830 h. All animal experiments were carried out in 
accordance with NIH guidelines and were approved by the 
UCSD animal care committee. The HTR was assessed using 
a head- mounted magnet and a magnetometer detection coil 
[24]. Mice were anesthetized, a small incision was made in 
the scalp, and a small neodymium magnet was attached to the 
dorsal surface of the cranium using dental cement. Following 
a two- week recovery period, HTR experiments were carried 
out in a well- lit room with at least 7 days between experiments 
to avoid carryover effects. In Experiment 1, mice were injected 
IP (5 mL/kg injection volume) with vehicle (saline) or 1F- LSD. 
In Experiment 2, mice were injected IP with vehicle (water 
containing 12% dimethylsulfoxide) or 1T- LSD. After drug 
treatment, mice were immediately placed in a glass cylinder 
surrounded by a magnetometer coil and head movement was 
recorded continuously for 30 min. Coil voltage was low- pass 
filtered (2- kHz cutoff frequency), amplified, digitized (20- kHz 

sampling rate, 16- bit ADC resolution), and saved to disk using 
a Powerlab 8/35 data acquisition system with LabChart soft-
ware ver. 8.1.16 (ADInstruments, Colorado Springs, CO, USA). 
To detect head twitches, events in the recordings were trans-
formed to scalograms, deep features were extracted using the 
deep convolutional neural network ResNet- 50, and then the 
images were classified using a support vector machine (SVM) 
[25]. Total head twitch counts were analyzed using a one- way 
ANOVA. HTR counts were also binned in 5- min blocks and 
analyzed using a two- way ANOVA (drug × time). Post- hoc 
comparisons were made using Dunnett's test. Significance 
was demonstrated by surpassing an α- level of 0.05. ED50 val-
ues and 95% confidence intervals were calculated using non-
linear regression.

2.4   |   Assessment of the Metabolism of 1T- LSD 
and 1F- LSD to LSD

2.4.1   |   Sample Collection

Male C57BL/6J mice were injected IP with 1 mg/kg of 1T- LSD 
or 1F- LSD (n = 3 mice/compound, six total). A DMSO stock 
solution was prepared immediately before the experiment. The 
injection volume was 5 mL/kg. Thirty minutes later, the mice 
were anesthetized with isoflurane and sacrificed by decapita-
tion. Trunk blood was collected in tubes coated with K2EDTA. 
Within 30 min of collection, the blood was centrifuged 
(2000 rpm) for 12 min at 4 °C, and then plasma was collected in 
50 μL aliquots, flash frozen with dry ice, and stored at −80 °C.

2.4.2   |   Sample Preparation by Solid- Phase Extraction

Sample preparation was performed as described previously 
with minor modifications [19, 26]. Ten microliters of methan-
olic LSD- d3 (as internal standard, final plasma concentration 
5 ng/mL) were added to 0.1 mL of plasma, diluted with 2.9 mL 
of purified water, mixed for 15 s on a rotary shaker, and loaded 
on a HCX cartridge (130 mg, 3 mL) previously conditioned with 
1 mL of methanol and 1 mL of purified water. After extraction, 
the cartridge was washed with 1 mL of purified water, 1 mL 
of 0.01 M aqueous hydrochloric acid, and 2 mL of methanol. 
Reduced pressure was applied until the cartridge was dry and 
the analytes were eluted with 1 mL of a freshly prepared mixture 
of methanol- aqueous ammonia (98:2, v/v) into a reaction tube. 
The eluate was evaporated to dryness under a stream of nitrogen 
at 70 °C and the residue was dissolved in 25 μL of a mixture of 
10 mM aqueous ammonium formate- acetonitrile (1:1, v/v) con-
taining 0.1% formic acid. The LSD plasma concentration was 
determined using an LC- ion trap MS apparatus and an LC- high- 
resolution MS/MS apparatus by calculating the mean value of 
both analyses.

2.4.3   |   LC- Ion Trap MS Apparatus for LSD 
Quantification

As previously described [19], samples were analyzed using a 
ThermoFisher Scientific (TF, Dreieich, Germany) LXQ linear 
ion trap MS, coupled to a TF Accela ultra high performance 
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LC (UHPLC) system consisting of a degasser, a quaternary 
pump, and an autosampler. Gradient elution was performed 
on a TF Hypersil GOLD C18 column (100 mm × 2.1 mm inner 
diameter, 1.9 μm particle size). The mobile phase consisted 
of 10 mM aqueous ammonium formate plus 0.1% formic acid 
(pH 3.4, eluent A) and acetonitrile plus 0.1% formic acid (elu-
ent B). The flow rate was set to 0.5 mL/min and the follow-
ing gradient was used: 0–2.0 min 2% B, 2.0–4.0 min to 80% 
B, 4.0–6.0 min hold 80% B, 6.0–6.5 min to 90% B, 6.5–7.0 min 
hold 90% B, 7.0–10.0 min hold 80% B, 10.0–17.0 hold 2% B. 

Analyses were performed in a targeted acquisition mode with 
an inclusion list, where MS2 spectra of given precursor ions 
(LSD and LSD- d3) were recorded. The injection volume was 
10 μL each. The MS was equipped with a heated electrospray 
ionization II (HESI- II) source, other conditions were as fol-
lows: positive ionization mode; sheath gas, nitrogen at flow 
rate of 34 arbitrary units (AU); auxiliary gas, nitrogen at flow 
rate of 11 AU; vaporizer temperature, 250 °C; source voltage, 
3.00 kV; ion transfer capillary temperature, 300 °C; capillary 
voltage, 38 V; tube lens voltage, 110 V; automatic gain control 

FIGURE 2    |    (a) Electron ionization mass spectrum recorded for 1F- LSD. (b) Proposed, generalized key ions reflecting the presence of the N1- acyl 
group. The mass spectrum for the sulfur analog 1T- LSD can be found as Supporting Information for comparison.
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(AGC) target, 5000 ions for MS2; data type, centroid; nor-
malized collision energy, 35.0; wideband activation, enabled; 
isolation width, m/z 1.5. TF Xcalibur Qual Browser software 
version 2.0.7 was used for data evaluation and LSD concen-
tration was determined comparing the peak areas of LSD and 
LSD- d3 within the same run.

2.5   |   Binding Studies

A screening at 22 receptor binding sites was performed by the 
NIMH Psychoactive Drug Screening Program (NIMH PDSP). 
1F- LSD was tested at 10 μM in competition assays against ra-
dioactive probe compounds; each primary binding assay was 

FIGURE 3    |    (a) Electrospray ionization QTOF tandem mass spectrum of 1F- LSD. (b) Proposed, generalized key ions reflecting the presence of the 
N1- acyl group. The mass spectrum for the sulfur analog 1T- LSD can be found as Supporting Information for comparison. (c) HPLC- UV- DAD data 
recorded for 1F- LSD.
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TABLE 1    |    1H and 13C NMR data for 1F- LSD hemitartrate (2:1) in DMSO- d6 at 600/150 MHz.

No. 13C [δ/ppm] 1H [δ/ppm]

2 120.71 or 120.70 7.88 (d, J = 1.7 Hz, 1 H)

3 117.13 —

4 26.12 2.49–2.45 (m, 1 H)
* Overlapping with H- 17 (3 H) and solvent

3.56 (dd, J = 15.4, 5.4 Hz, 1 H)

5 61.76 3.13–3.05 (m, 1 H)

6 — —

7 55.34 3.01 (dd, J = 11.0, 4.9 Hz, 1 H)
2.61 (t, J = 10.8 Hz, 1 H)

8 38.95 3.86–3.79 (m, 1 H)

9 122.10 6.37 (s, 1 H)

10 133.38 —

11 128.01 —

12 117.26 7.41 (d, J = 7.5 Hz, 1 H)

13 126.09 7.35 (t, J = 7.8 Hz, 1 H)

14 114.94 8.03 (d, J = 8.0 Hz, 1H)

15 134.00 —

16 127.45 —

17 43.14 2.48 (s, 3 H)
* Overlapping with solvent and partially 

overlapping with H- 4 (1 H)

18 170.39 —

19 41.58 3.45 (q, J = 7.0 Hz, 2 H)

19 39.72 3.32 (AB qq, J = 13.0, 6.9 Hz, 2 H)

20 14.84 1.19 (t, J = 7.1 Hz, 3 H)

20 13.07 1.06 (t, J = 7.0 Hz, 3 H)

21 156.18 —

22 145.83 —

23 120.71 or 120.70 7.57 (d, J = 3.6 Hz, 1 H)

24 112.66 6.84 (dd, J = 3.6, 1.7 Hz, 1 H)

25 147.89 8.13 (m, 1 H)

(Continues)
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performed in quadruplicate. Sites exhibiting > 50% inhibition at 
10 μM were tested in secondary assays at the identified receptor 
using 11 concentrations of 1F- LSD, measured in triplicate, to 
generate competition binding isotherms. Ki values were obtained 
from best- fit IC50 values (derived from nonlinear regression of 
the binding isotherms) using the Cheng- Prusoff equation [27]. 
(Cheng and Prusoff, 1973). The experimental protocols are avail-
able from the NIMH PDSP website [28].

3   |   Results and Discussion

The electron ionization (EI) mass spectrum of 1F- LSD is pre-
sented in Figure  2a followed by some proposed key fragment 
ions associated with the N1- acyl group, which were based on 
suggested pathways reported previously (Figure 2b) [8, 10, 13, 
15–17, 29–31]. Other ions and ion clusters typically detected in EI 
mass spectra of many lysergamides have been described abun-
dantly, so only some key ions specifically relevant for 1F- LSD 
in relation to its 1- (thiophene- 2- carbonyl) counterpart 1T- LSD 
(EI mass spectrum in Supporting Information) are shown. The 
EI mass spectrum of 1T- LSD reported in this study is consistent 
with those reported earlier [32, 33]. As shown in Figure 2b, the 
selected key ions recorded in the mass spectra showed a mass 
shift of 16 Da that reflected the mass difference between the ox-
ygen and sulfur atoms located in the acyl groups. The oxonium 
ion at m/z 111 observed in the EI mass spectrum of 1T- LSD was 
also reported for 1- (2- thiophenecarbonyl)- 6- allyl- nor- lyserg
ic acid diethylamide (1T- AL- LAD) [34]. However, one example 
reflecting independence from the substituent at the N6- position 
recorded in the spectrum of 1T- LSD and 1T- AL- LAD appeared 
to be observable at m/z 291. The furanoyl counterpart detected 
in the mass spectrum of 1F- LSD might have been the m/z 275 
species (Figure 2a,b).

Analysis by GC–MS also resulted in the detection of two addi-
tional peaks that appeared to be artificially induced since they 
were not detectable under LC–MS conditions. The identity of 
these degradants could not be solved with certainty but mass 

spectral considerations led to the hypothesis that they might 
have reflected N6- demethylation and ring- opening leading to a 
secondary amine (Supporting Information).

Figure 3a depicts the electrospray ionization QTOF tandem mass 
spectrum of 1F- LSD. Similar to the examples shown in Figure 2, 
some key product ions suggested to reflect the presence of the 
N1- acyl group are shown in Figure 3. The principles of their for-
mation proposed formation were based on related mechanisms 
reported before [8, 10, 13, 15–17, 29–31]. The QTOF tandem 
mass spectrum of 1T- LSD is shown as Supporting Information 
and was essentially comparable with a high- resolution spec-
trum reported in the literature [32]. As shown in the Supporting 
Information, the chromatographic separation between 1F-  and 
1T- LSD was straightforward when using the chosen UHPLC- 
QTOF- MS method.

The LC- DAD- UV data recorded for 1F- LSD is shown in 
Figure  3c. The full scan UV spectrum showed two maxima 
at 229 and 288 nm, which were slightly lower compared to the 
spectrum reported for 1T- LSD (235 and 293 nm) [33], possibly 
reflecting the two different heteroatoms. When exploring an 
alternative HPLC- DAD method (Supporting Information), the 
slight differences in their two UV spectra were also noted. The 
nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) spectroscopy data for 1F- 
LSD are shown in Table 1 (full spectra shown as Supporting 
Information). Assignments were aided by 2- dimensional 
experiments. NMR spectra recorded for 1T- LSD have been 
reported previously [32, 33]. For comparison, the proton 
and DEPTQ spectra recorded for 1T- LSD were included as 
Supporting Information. However, it has to be noted that the 
analysis of this sample (obtained separately) revealed the de-
tection of imidazole.

3.1   |   Head Twitch Response (HTR)

Both 1T- LSD (F6,40 = 25.41, p < 0.0001) and 1F- LSD 
(W5,10.5 = 15.15, p = 0.0002) produced dose- dependent 

No. 13C [δ/ppm] 1H [δ/ppm]

TA a 173.29 —

TA a 71.98 4.23 (s, ~1.3 H)
aTA: Tartaric acid.

TABLE 1    |    (Continued)
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8 of 11 Drug Testing and Analysis, 2024

increases in HTR counts over baseline levels (Figure  4a). 
The median effective dose (ED50) of 1F- LSD was 229.5 μg/
kg (95% CI 160.4–328.5), whereas 1T- LSD was less potent and 
induced head twitches with an ED50 of 780.4 μg/kg (95% CI 
594.9–975.3). Given their molecular weights, the ED50 values 
are equivalent to 466 nmol/kg (1F- LSD) and 1.534 μmol/kg 
(1T- LSD). 1F- LSD thus has a threefold higher potency, which 
is a significant difference based on an extra- sum- of- squares 
F- test (F1,28 = 9.825, p = 0.004). When tested under similar 

experimental conditions, LSD induces the HTR in C57BL/6 J 
mice with an ED50 = 132.8 nmol/kg [24], making it about 3× 
as potent as 1F- LSD and 10× as potent as 1T- LSD. The potency 
of 1F- LSD is roughly equivalent to that of the N1- acyl analogs 
1P- LSD (ED50 = 349.6 nmol/kg), 1V- LSD (ED50 = 373 nmol/
kg), and 1cP- LSD (ED50 = 430 nmol/kg).

When tested in the HTR assay, the maximal response in-
duced by LSD and many N1- acyl derivatives occurs 5–10 min 

FIGURE 4    |    (a) Effects of 1F- LSD and 1T- LSD on the head twitch response. Data are presented as group means ± SEM for the entire 30- min test 
session; *p < 0.05, significant difference from vehicle control group (Dunnett's test). (b) Time course of the head twitch responses induced by both 
test drugs. Data are presented as group means during 5- min time blocks. The time blocks where there were significant differences from the vehicle 
control group are identified using colored symbols, p < 0.05 (Dunnett's test).
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9 of 11

after IP dosing. A similar time- course was apparent when the 
HTR data for 1T- LSD and 1F- LSD were binned in 5- min blocks 
(Figure 4b; 1T- LSD Drug × Time: F30,200 = 8.752, p < 0.0001; 1F- 
LSD Drug × Time: F25,125 = 2.548, p = 0.0004). For both com-
pounds, the response to maximally active doses peaked during 
the 5–10 min time block, whereas the response induced by lower 
doses peaked slightly later, during the 10–15 min time block.

3.2   |   Biotransformation

To assess whether 1T- LSD and 1F- LSD are hydrolyzed to LSD 
in vivo, biotransformation studies were conducted in male 
C57BL/6J mice. Each compound was administered at an IP 
dose of 1 mg/kg, plasma samples were collected 30 min later, 
and then the concentration of LSD was quantified using LSD- 
d3 as an internal standard. After treatment with 1T- LSD and 
1F- LSD, the plasma samples contained high concentrations of 
LSD (150.0 ± 25.2 ng/mL [mean ± SEM] in mice treated with 
1T- LSD and 100.3 ± 5.5 ng/mL in mice treated with 1F- LSD). 
A discrepancy was noticed between the potency of 1F- LSD 
and 1T- LSD in the HTR paradigm and the plasma levels of 

LSD. One complicating factor is that, in addition to function-
ing as prodrugs, N1- acyl derivatives of LSD can also act as 5- 
HT2A antagonists. Although the conversion of 1T- LSD to LSD 
appeared to be more efficient than that of 1F- LSD, if 1T- LSD 
exhibits greater potency at the 5- HT2A receptor compared 
to 1F- LSD, it may induce a more substantial level of 5- HT2A 
blockade, thereby diminishing its potency in the HTR assay. 
Additionally, it remains uncertain whether the sulfur het-
eroatom in 1T- LSD serves as a site of biotransformation. The 
sulfur atom in a thiophene ring may theoretically undergo ox-
idation, resulting in a sulfoxide metabolite, and there is also 
the possibility of thiophene ring opening. Both of these bio-
transformation pathways could potentially produce relatively 
potent 5- HT2A antagonists, which may contribute to the di-
minished HTR activity observed with 1T- LSD. However, more 
in- depth investigations would be warranted.

3.3   |   Receptor Binding

LSD is a pharmacologically diverse drug and has submicro-
molar affinity for most monoaminergic receptor subtypes. As 

TABLE 2    |    Receptor binding data for 1F- LSD.

Receptor Speciesa Radioligand Ki (nM) ± SEMb,c

5- HT1A Human [3H]8- OH- DPAT 385 ± 116 (3)

5- HT1B Human [3H]GR125743 1455 ± 374 (3)

5- HT1D Human [3H]GR125743 1146 ± 154 (3)

5- HT2A Human [3H]ketanserin 225 ± 36 (4)

5- HT2B Human [3H]LSD 9.8 ± 2.7 (3)

5- HT2C Human [3H]mesulergine 125 ± 14 (3)

α1A Human [3H]prazosin > 10,000c

α1B Human [3H]prazosin > 10,000c

α1D Human [3H]prazosin > 10,000c

α2B Human [3H]rauwolscine > 10,000c

β1 Human (heart) [125I]pindolol > 10,000c

β2 Human [3H]CGP12177 > 10,000c

β3 Human [3H]CGP12177 > 10,000c

D1 Human [3H]SCH23390 1986 ± 390 (3)

D2 Human [3H]N- methylspiperone > 10,000c

D3 Human [3H]N- methylspiperone 1429 ± 504 (3)

D4 Human [3H]N- methylspiperone 2271 ± 418 (3)

D5 Human [3H]SCH23390 > 10,000c

H1 Human [3H]pyrilamine > 10,000c

H2 Human [3H]tiotidine 1027 ± 347 (3)

H3 Guinea pig [3H]α- methylhistamine > 10,000c

H4 Human [3H]histamine > 10,000c

aCloned receptors were used unless noted otherwise.
bThe number of independent determinations (performed in triplicate) is indicated in parentheses.
cValues of > 10,000 nM are listed when there was < 50% displacement at 10 μM in the primary or secondary binding assay.
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previously reported [19], N1- butanoyl substitution reduces the 
affinity of LSD for most monoamine receptors by 10–100- fold. 
Receptor binding data for 1F- LSD at 22 monoaminergic sites 
are shown in Table  2. The N1- (furan- 2- carbonyl) group in 1F- 
LSD has a similar effect on its receptor interactions. While 
LSD has high nanomolar affinity for the 5- HT2A receptor la-
beled with [3H]ketanserin (Ki = 14.7 nM [19]), the affinity of 
1F- LSD for 5- HT2A (Ki = 225 nM) is 15- fold lower. Likewise, 
compared to LSD (Ki = 9.5 nM [19]), 1F- LSD has 40- fold lower 
affinity (Ki = 385 nM) for the 5- HT1A receptor. 1F- LSD has even 
lower (micromolar) affinity for 5- HT1B (Ki = 1455 nM), 5- HT1D 
(Ki = 1146 nM), D1 (Ki = 1978 nM), D3 (Ki = 1429 nM), and D4 
(Ki = 2171 nM) receptors. In addition, while LSD has moderate 
to high affinity for α1- adrenergic and dopamine D2 and D5 re-
ceptors, 1F- LSD lacks appreciable affinity for those sites (10 μM 
1F- LSD produced < 50% displacement of radioligand binding). 
Although the N1- (furan- 2- carbonyl) group in 1F- LSD is gen-
erally detrimental for receptor binding, 5- HT2B and 5- HT2C 
sites are exceptions. 1F- LSD binds to the 5- HT2B receptor with 
Ki = 9.8 nM, which is very similar to the affinity of 1B- LSD 
(Ki = 3.5 nM; [19]) and LSD (Ki = 3.7 nM [35]). There was only a 
threefold difference in the affinity of LSD (Ki = 45.3 nM [19]; and 
1F- LSD (Ki = 125 nM) for the 5- HT2C receptor.

4   |   Conclusion

These data add to the accumulating knowledge base about newly 
emerging lysergamide NPS. Both 1T- LSD and 1F- LSD induced 
head twitches in mice, indicating these substances are capable of 
activating the 5- HT2A receptor in vivo and would likely act as psy-
chedelic drugs in humans, similar to LSD. Both compounds are 
hydrolyzed to LSD after administration to mice, which likely ex-
plains why they are capable of inducing the HTR in mice despite 
containing an N1- substituent. These data may inform further 
multidisciplinary investigations into these and other lysergamides 
that may be developed or appear in the future. The HTR data con-
firmed that 1F- LSD and its thiophene analog 1T- LSD exhibited 
LSD- like behavioral activity in vivo, suggesting that it might act 
as a serotonergic hallucinogen in humans. Further studies are 
warranted to shed further light on their pharmacodynamic and 
pharmacokinetic properties and their potential for abuse.

Acknowledgments

These studies were supported by an award from NIDA (R01 DA041336), as 
well as by the Veteran's Administration VISN 22 Mental Illness Research, 
Education, and Clinical Center. Receptor binding data were generously 
provided by the National Institute of Mental Health's Psychoactive 
Drug Screening Program (NIMH PDSP), Contract No. HHSN- 271- 
2008- 00025- C. The NIMH PDSP is directed by Dr. Bryan Roth at the 
University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill and Project Officer Jamie 
Driscol at NIMH, Bethesda, MD, USA. The authors also thank Stephen J. 
Chapman (Isomer Design, Toronto, Canada) for support.

Conflicts of Interest

The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

Data Availability Statement

Additional data are available as Supporting Information.

References

1. D. E. Nichols, “Psychedelics,” Pharmacological Reviews 68, no. 2 
(2016): 264–355, https:// doi. org/ 10. 1124/ pr. 115. 011478.

2. A. Stratford and J. P. B. Williamson, Prodrugs of Substituted Ergolines. 
WO2024/028495A1. (Maastricht, NL: Synex Holdings BV, 2024).

3. H. A. Abramson, B. Sklarofsky, M. O. Baron, and N. Fremont- Smith, 
“Lysergic Acid Diethylamide (LSD- 25) Antagonists: II. Development 
of Tolerance in man to LSD- 25 by Prior Administration of MLD- 41 
(1- Methyl- D- Lysergic Acid Diethylamide),” AMA Archives of Neurology 
and Psychiatry 79, no. 2 (1958): 201–207, https:// doi. org/ 10. 1001/ archn 
eurps yc. 1958. 02340 02008 1015.

4. H. A. Abramson, “Lysergic Acid Diethylamide (LSD- 25). XXIX. Re-
sponse Index as a Measure of Threshold Activity of Psychotropic Drugs 
in man,” The Journal of Psychology 48 (1959): 65–78, https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1080/ 00223 980. 1959. 9916341.

5. A. Hoffer, “D- Lysergic Acid Diethylamide (LSD): A Review of Its 
Present Status,” International Journal of Clinical Pharmacology and 
Therapeutics 6, no. 2 (1965): 183–255, https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ cpt19 
6562183.

6. S. Malitz, B. Wilkens, W. C. Roehrig, and P. H. Hoch, “A Clinical 
Comparison of Three Related Hallucinogens,” The Psychiatric Quar-
terly 34 (1960): 333–345.

7. A. T. Shulgin, “Basic Pharmacology and Effects,” in Hallucinogens. A 
Forensic Drug Handbook, eds. R. Laing and J. A. Siegel (London: Aca-
demic Press, 2003): 67–137.

8. S. D. Brandt, P. V. Kavanagh, F. Westphal, et al., “Return of the Ly-
sergamides. Part I: Analytical and Behavioural Characterization of 
1- Propionyl- D- Lysergic Acid Diethylamide (1P- LSD),” Drug Testing and 
Analysis 8, no. 9 (2016): 891–902, https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ dta. 1884.

9. R. Tanaka, M. Kawamura, T. Hakamatsuka, and R. Kikura- Hanajiri, 
“Identification and Analysis of LSD Derivatives in Illegal Products as 
Paper Sheet,” Yakugaku Zasshi -  Journal of the Pharmaceutical Society 
of Japan 140, no. 5 (2020): 739–750.

10. S. D. Brandt, P. V. Kavanagh, F. Westphal, et al., “Return of the Ly-
sergamides. Part V: Analytical and Behavioural Characterization of 
1- Butanoyl- D- Lysergic Acid Diethylamide (1B- LSD),” Drug Testing and 
Analysis 11, no. 8 (2019): 1122–1133, https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ dta. 2613.

11. R. Tanaka, M. Kawamura, T. Hakamatsuka, and R. Kikura- Hanajiri, 
“Identification of LSD Derivatives, 1cP- LSD, MIPLA and 1B- LSD in 
Illegal Products as Paper Sheet,” Yakugaku Zasshi 140, no. 11 (2020): 
1405–1413, https:// doi. org/ 10. 1248/ yakus hi. 20-  00124 .

12. E. Tsochatzis, A. J. Lopes, F. Reniero, M. Holland, J. Åberg, and 
C. Guillou, “Identification of 1- Butyl- Lysergic Acid Diethylamide (1B- 
LSD) in Seized Blotter Paper Using an Integrated Workflow of Analyt-
ical Techniques and Chemo- Informatics,” Molecules 25, no. 3 (2020): 
E712, https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ molec ules2 5030712.

13. S. D. Brandt, P. V. Kavanagh, F. Westphal, et al., “Return of the Ly-
sergamides. Part VII: Analytical and Behavioural Characterization of 
1- Valeroyl- D- Lysergic Acid Diethylamide (1V- LSD),” Drug Testing and 
Analysis 14, no. 4 (2022): 733–740, https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ dta. 3205.

14. R. Tanaka, M. Kawamura, S. Mizutani, and R. Kikura- Hanajiri, 
“Identification of LSD Analogs, 1cP- AL- LAD, 1cP- MIPLA, 1V- LSD and 
LSZ in Sheet Products,” Forensic Toxicology 41 (2023): 294–303, https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s1141 9-  023-  00661 -  1.

15. S. D. Brandt, P. V. Kavanagh, S. Gare, A. Stratford, and A. L. Halber-
stadt, “Analytical and Behavioral Characterization of 1- Hexanoyl- LSD 
(1H- LSD),” Drug Testing and Analysis (2024), https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ 
dta. 3767.

16. S. D. Brandt, P. V. Kavanagh, F. Westphal, et  al., “Return of the 
Lysergamides. Part VI: Analytical and Behavioural Characterization 
of 1- Cyclopropanoyl- D- Lysergic Acid Diethylamide (1CP- LSD),” Drug 

 19427611, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://analyticalsciencejournals.onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/dta.3829 by L

IV
E

R
PO

O
L

 JO
H

N
 M

O
O

R
E

S U
N

IV
, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [19/12/2024]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

https://doi.org/10.1124/pr.115.011478
https://doi.org/10.1001/archneurpsyc.1958.02340020081015
https://doi.org/10.1001/archneurpsyc.1958.02340020081015
https://doi.org/10.1080/00223980.1959.9916341
https://doi.org/10.1080/00223980.1959.9916341
https://doi.org/10.1002/cpt196562183
https://doi.org/10.1002/cpt196562183
https://doi.org/10.1002/dta.1884
https://doi.org/10.1002/dta.2613
https://doi.org/10.1248/yakushi.20-00124
https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules25030712
https://doi.org/10.1002/dta.3205
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11419-023-00661-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11419-023-00661-1
https://doi.org/10.1002/dta.3767
https://doi.org/10.1002/dta.3767


11 of 11

Testing and Analysis 12, no. 6 (2020): 812–826, https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ 
dta. 2789.

17. P. V. Kavanagh, F. Westphal, B. Pulver, et al., “Analytical and Behav-
ioral Characterization of 1- Dodecanoyl- LSD (1DD- LSD),” Drug Testing 
and Analysis (2024), https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ dta. 3691.

18. C. Grumann, K. Henkel, S. D. Brandt, A. Stratford, T. Passie, and 
V. Auwärter, “Pharmacokinetics and Subjective Effects of 1P- LSD in 
Humans After Oral and Intravenous Administration,” Drug Testing and 
Analysis 12, no. 8 (2020): 1144–1153, https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ dta. 2821.

19. A. L. Halberstadt, M. Chatha, A. K. Klein, et al., “Pharmacological 
and Biotransformation Studies of 1- Acyl- Substituted Derivatives of d- 
Lysergic Acid Diethylamide (LSD),” Neuropharmacology 172 (2020): 
107856, https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. neuro pharm. 2019. 107856.

20. K. Kim, T. Che, O. Panova, et  al., “Structure of a Hallucinogen- 
Activated Gq- Coupled 5- HT2A Serotonin Receptor,” Cell 182, no. 6 
(2020): 1574–1588.e1519, https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. cell. 2020. 08. 024.

21. Nervewing, “Gentle weight of a summer day: an experience with 
1F- LSD (exp114615),” 05 Nov 2020. Erowid Experience Vaults. (2020). 
Available at: https:// erowid. org/ exper iences/ exp. php? ID= 114615 [01 
July 2024].

22. Bluelight, “Thread: 1F- LSD? 2020). Available at: https:// www. bluel 
ight. org/ commu nity/ threa ds/ 1f-  lsd. 889623/  [01 July 2024].

23. Reddit, “F- LSD 100mcg (A New Lysergamide) -  First Trip Report,” 
(2020). Available at: https:// www. reddit. com/r/ GoodR ising Tweets/ 
comme nts/ hhjj83/ 1f lsd_ 100mcg_a_ new_ lyser gamide_ first_ trip_ 
repor t/? rdt= 36918  [01 July 2024].

24. A. L. Halberstadt and M. A. Geyer, “Characterization of the Head- 
Twitch Response Induced by Hallucinogens in Mice: Detection of the 
Behavior Based on the Dynamics of Head Movement,” Psychophar-
macology 227, no. 4 (2013): 727–739, https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s0021 
3-  013-  3006-  z.

25. A. L. Halberstadt, “Automated Detection of the Head- Twitch Re-
sponse Using Wavelet Scalograms and a Deep Convolutional Neural 
Network,” Scientific Reports 10, no. 1 (2020): 8344, https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1038/ s4159 8-  020-  65264 -  x.

26. H. H. Maurer, K. Pfleger, and A. A. Weber, Mass Spectral Library of 
Drugs, Poisons, Pesticides, Pollutants and Their Metabolites, Fifth ed., 
(Weinheim: Wiley- VCH, 2016).

27. C. Yung- Chi and W. H. Prusoff, “Relationship Between the Inhibi-
tion Constant (KI) and the Concentration of Inhibitor Which Causes 50 
per Cent Inhibition (I50) of an Enzymatic Reaction,” Biochemical Phar-
macology 22, no. 23 (1973): 3099–3108, https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ 0006-  
2952(73) 90196 -  2.

28. B. L. Roth, “National Institute of Mental Health Psychoactive Drug 
Screening Program (NIMH PDSP),” Assay Protocol Book Version III. 
March 2018. (2018). Available at: https:// pdspdb. unc. edu/ pdspw eb/ 
conte nt/ PDSP_ Proto cols_ II_ 2013-  03-  28. pdf [09 August 2023]

29. S. D. Brandt, P. V. Kavanagh, F. Westphal, et al., “Return of the Ly-
sergamides. Part II: Analytical and Behavioural Characterization of N6- 
Allyl- 6- Norlysergic Acid Diethylamide (AL- LAD) and (2’S,4’S)- lysergic 
Acid 2,4- Dimethylazetidide (LSZ),” Drug Testing and Analysis 9, no. 1 
(2017): 38–50, https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ dta. 1985.

30. S. D. Brandt, P. V. Kavanagh, F. Westphal, et  al., “Return of the 
Lysergamides. Part III: Analytical Characterization of N6- Ethyl- 6- 
Norlysergic Acid Diethylamide (ETH- LAD) and 1- Propionyl ETH- LAD 
(1P- ETH- LAD),” Drug Testing and Analysis 9, no. 10 (2017): 1641–1649.

31. S. D. Brandt, P. V. Kavanagh, B. Twamley, et al., “Return of the Ly-
sergamides. Part IV: Analytical and Pharmacological Characterization 
of Lysergic Acid Morpholide (LSM- 775),” Drug Testing and Analysis 10, 
no. 2 (2018): 310–322.

32. Y. Okada, K. Ueno, N. Nishiwaki, et  al., “Identification of 
1- (Thiophene- 2- Carbonyl)- LSD From Blotter Paper Falsely Labeled 

“1D- LSD”,” Forensic Toxicology 42 (2023): 93–101, https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1007/ s1141 9-  023-  00668 -  8.

33. R. Tanaka, M. Kawamura, S. Mizutani, and R. Kikura- Hanajiri, 
“Characterization of the Lysergic Acid Diethylamide Analog, 1- (Thio
phene- 2- Carbonyl)- N,N- Diethyllysergamide (1T- LSD) From a Blotter 
Product,” Drug Testing and Analysis 16, no. 5 (2024): 482–488, https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1002/ dta. 3565.

34. Y. Okada, H. Segawa, T. Yamamuro, et al., “Synthesis and Analyt-
ical Characterization of 1- (2- Thienoyl)- 6- Allyl- Nor- D- Lysergic Acid 
Diethylamide (1T- AL- LAD),” Drug Testing and Analysis (2024), https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1002/ dta. 3747.

35. D. Wacker, C. Wang, V. Katritch, et  al., “Structural Features for 
Functional Selectivity at Serotonin Receptors,” Science 340, no. 6132 
(2013): 615–619, https:// doi. org/ 10. 1126/ scien ce. 1232808.

Supporting Information

Additional supporting information can be found online in the 
Supporting Information section.

 19427611, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://analyticalsciencejournals.onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/dta.3829 by L

IV
E

R
PO

O
L

 JO
H

N
 M

O
O

R
E

S U
N

IV
, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [19/12/2024]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

https://doi.org/10.1002/dta.2789
https://doi.org/10.1002/dta.2789
https://doi.org/10.1002/dta.3691
https://doi.org/10.1002/dta.2821
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropharm.2019.107856
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2020.08.024
https://erowid.org/experiences/exp.php?ID=114615
https://www.bluelight.org/community/threads/1f-lsd.889623/
https://www.bluelight.org/community/threads/1f-lsd.889623/
https://www.reddit.com/r/GoodRisingTweets/comments/hhjj83/1flsd_100mcg_a_new_lysergamide_first_trip_report/?rdt=36918
https://www.reddit.com/r/GoodRisingTweets/comments/hhjj83/1flsd_100mcg_a_new_lysergamide_first_trip_report/?rdt=36918
https://www.reddit.com/r/GoodRisingTweets/comments/hhjj83/1flsd_100mcg_a_new_lysergamide_first_trip_report/?rdt=36918
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-013-3006-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-013-3006-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-65264-x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-65264-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/0006-2952(73)90196-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0006-2952(73)90196-2
https://pdspdb.unc.edu/pdspweb/content/PDSP_Protocols_II_2013-03-28.pdf
https://pdspdb.unc.edu/pdspweb/content/PDSP_Protocols_II_2013-03-28.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1002/dta.1985
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11419-023-00668-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11419-023-00668-8
https://doi.org/10.1002/dta.3565
https://doi.org/10.1002/dta.3565
https://doi.org/10.1002/dta.3747
https://doi.org/10.1002/dta.3747
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1232808

	Analytical and Pharmacological Characterization of 1-(Furan-2-Carbonyl)-LSD (1F-LSD) and Comparison With 1-(Thiophene-2-Carbonyl)-LSD (1T-LSD)
	ABSTRACT
	1   |   Introduction
	2   |   Experimental
	2.1   |   Materials
	2.2   |   Instrumentation
	2.2.1   |   Gas Chromatography-Electron Ionization Mass Spectrometry (GC-EI-MS)
	2.2.2   |   High Performance Liquid Chromatography-Electrospray Ionization Tandem Mass Spectrometry (UHPLC-QTOF-MS/MS)
	2.2.3   |   High Performance Liquid Chromatography Diode Array Detection
	2.2.4   |   Nuclear Magnetic Resonance Spectroscopy (NMR)

	2.3   |   Animal Pharmacology
	2.4   |   Assessment of the Metabolism of 1T-LSD and 1F-LSD to LSD
	2.4.1   |   Sample Collection
	2.4.2   |   Sample Preparation by Solid-Phase Extraction
	2.4.3   |   LC-Ion Trap MS Apparatus for LSD Quantification

	2.5   |   Binding Studies

	3   |   Results and Discussion
	3.1   |   Head Twitch Response (HTR)
	3.2   |   Biotransformation
	3.3   |   Receptor Binding

	4   |   Conclusion
	Acknowledgments
	Conflicts of Interest
	Data Availability Statement
	References


