
Above label Below label Not detected

+90.0%

+66.0%

-48.7%

-20.7%

-26.2%

-56.2%

≈ −100%

7 injectable peptide products, submitted by consumers and purchased from the unregulated enhancement drug market,

underwent independent laboratory analysis. Each was tested for compound identity and concentration against the vendor's label.

R I G H T  C O M P O U N D ,  W R O N G  D O S E

Almost every product contained the substance named on the label. Not

one contained the amount named on the label.

6/7
 SAMPLES

contained the correct ingredient

7/7
SAMPLES

did not match the labelled dose

1/7
SAMPLES

contained none of the labelled
ingredient

No detectable compound present.

D O S E  A C C U R A C Y  —  E V E R Y  S A M P L E

2
O V E R  L A B E L

4
U N D E R  L A B E L

1
N O N E  D E T E C T E D

L A B E L L E D  D O S E  V S  D E T E C T E D  D O S E
Grouped by compound, so variation between vials of the same product is visible at a glance.

DETECTED

Retatrutide
3 samples · all labelled
10 mg

19 mg

16.6 mg

5.13 mg

BPC-157
2 samples · both labelled
10 mg

7.93 mg

7.38 mg

GHK-Cu
labelled 100 mg

43.76 mg

TB-500
labelled 10 mg

<0.00025 mg

T H E  B O T T O M  L I N E

Most products contained the compound they claimed to, but not one contained the dose it claimed to. Three Retatrutide samples, all

labelled 10 mg, ranged from 5.13 mg to 19 mg: one vial delivering close to four times another. A labelled milligram figure is not a

guarantee of what is in the vial, and experience with a previous batch does not carry over to the next.

ROIDTrends monitors image and performance enhancing drug markets and harms in Australia. Findings are based on 7 consumer-submitted samples analysed between January and June
2026; the small sample size means results are indicative rather than representative. Percentages may not sum to 100 due to rounding.

LABELLED DOSE
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H A L F - Y E A R  S U M M A R Y    |    J A N U A R Y  –  J U N E  2 0 2 6

What's actually in the vial? Peptides

ROIDTrends

W H A T  W E  T E S T E D
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W H A T  W E  T E S T E D

20 anabolic steroid products; 16 injectable oils, 4 tablets and capsules, submitted by consumers and bought from the unregulated enhancement drug
market. Each was analysed by an independent laboratory for which steroid it contained and how much, then compared against the seller's label.

S I X  V I A L S  H E L D  A  S T E R O I D  T H E  L A B E L  N E V E R  M E N T I O N E D

Five of the 20 products matched their label on both the steroid and the dose.

Every square below represents one sample.

5
right steroid, right dose

4
right steroid, more than
labelled

4
right steroid, less than
labelled

6
a steroid not named on
the label

1
no steroid detected at all

T H E  T H R E E  F U R T H E S T  F R O M  T H E I R  L A B E L

4.3 mg in a 20 mg tablet

Stanozolol · Winstrol
Under a quarter of the labelled dose, four
tablets would be required to reach one's
desired dosage.

191 mg/ml labelled 100

Nandrolone phenylpropionate · NPP
Nearly double the dosage. A 1 ml dose
delivers double what the label reports.

Nothing labelled 10 mg

Oxymetholone · Anadrol
No steroid detected in the tablet at all.

T H E  B O T T O M  L I N E
Five of 20 products matched their label on both counts. Six held a steroid that was never named on it: a vial sold as testosterone enanthate
was cypionate, two sold as methenolone (Primobolan) were boldenone (EQ), and one Anadrol tablet held no steroid at all. Doses ran from
4.3 mg in a 20 mg tablet to 191 mg/ml in a vial labelled 100. A label is a seller's claim, not necessarily a measurement.

ROIDTrends monitors image and performance enhancing drug markets and harms in Australia. Findings are based on 20 consumer-submitted steroid samples analysed between January
and June 2026; the small sample size means results are indicative rather than representative. Detected amounts are totals of all steroids found in the sample; where more than one was
present, the extras are noted on the bar.

L A B E L L E D  D O S E  V S  D E T E C T E D  D O S E
Grouped by the steroid on the label, with the brand each sample was sold under. Each bar runs from the centre line, the labelled amount, out to
what the lab actually measured.

Testosterone (oil) 6 samples · mg/ml

Reinziel Biotech
Test E 300

360

Nexnos
Test E 300

255 Test C

Raptor Labs
Test E 400

530

Peptide MFG
Test C 250

249

No brand
Test C 250

170

Peptide MFG
Sustanon 250

227 mixed

Methenolone / Primobolan (oil) 4 samples · mg/ml

Beligas
Primo 100

99 EQ

Ultima Pharma
Primo 100

99 EQ

Pharmaqo
Primo 100

80

Peptide MFG
Primo 200

213

Nandrolone & Trenbolone (oil) 3 samples · mg/ml

Unknown (China)
NPP 100

191

Xtreme Anabolics
NPP 100

111 +Test C

Platinum UGLOZ
Tren A 100

101

Drostanolone & Masteron 3 samples · mg/ml

Xingyue Bio
Mast P 100

109

No brand
Mast P 100

99 +Mast E

Pharmaqo
Mast E 200

195

Tablets & Capsules 4 samples · mg per unit

Raptor Labs
Anavar 10

7.5

Apex Anabolics
Winstrol 20

4.3

No brand
Anavar 50

50.8

Stromusc
Anadrol 10

none

More than the label

Less than the label

Contained a steroid not on the label

Nothing detected

Centre line = the labelled amount. Bar ends at the measured amount; the scale
runs to double the label either side.

H A L F - Y E A R  S U M M A R Y    |    J A N U A R Y  –  J U N E  2 0 2 6

What's actually in the vial? Steroids.

ROIDTrends



JANUARY - JUNE 2026

Half Year Summary 

Executive Summary 
A total of 26 products were analysed, comprising 20 anabolic-androgenic steroid (AAS) 
products and seven peptide products. 

Overall, 20/26 products contained the labelled active ingredient, while 6/26 contained an 
incorrect, substituted, or absent active ingredient. Dose accuracy was a major concern, with 
14/26 products containing a concentration that differed from the labelled amount. Only 12/26 
products matched both the expected compound and labelled concentration. 

Among AAS products, 16/20 contained the expected steroid, although 11/20 were 
inaccurately dosed. 

Peptide products showed similar concerns. 5 had the correct active ingredient detected. 1 
had an incorrect, substituted, or absent ingredient. Dose accuracy was a major concern, with 
all 7 having a concentration that differed from the labelled amount. 3 contained less than the 
labelled concentration, and 2 contained higher dosages than labelled. 1 contained none of 
the active ingredient as labelled.

Deviations ranged from substantial overdosing (e.g., Retatrutide 19mg and 16mg vs 10mg 
labelled) to products, to underdosing (e.g., BPC-257 7.38 mg and 7.93mg vs 10mg labelled 
GHKCu 43.76mg vs 100mg labelled), to containing little to none of the detectable active 
ingredient (e.g. TB-500).

Overall, these findings demonstrate that while most products contained the expected 
compound, dose reliability was highly variable within the unregulated enhancement drug 
market.
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