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The current manuscript is well-written. Only minor 

typographical errors were found. 

 

However, the current work is a mere extension a 

published paper (Bioresource Technology 99 (2008) 

7902–7905) by the same authors. The procedure, 

except for additional of 2 sorbents and increase time 

of mopping, is almost identical. The findings are not 

new (i.e., would be expected especially by any 

“person skilled in the art”). 
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