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	Sorbent material
	Analytical method
	LR
(µg L̶ 1)
	LOD
(ng L̶ 1)
	RSD%
	Adsorbent mass (mg)
	Extraction time (min)
	Sample volume (mL)
	Ref.

	MWCNT
	SPE-GC-MS
	0.02–5
	2.00–3.50
	2.6–9.9
	150
	100
	500
	[42]

	Graphene oxide bound silica
	SPE-GC-MS
	1–200
	0.08–0.24
	0.8–7.5
	100
	10
	10
	[43]

	Bamboo Charcoal
	SPE-HPLC-UV
	0.200–15.0
	11–78
	3.9–10.2
	1000
	150
	750
	[44]

	Waste Avian Egg Shell
	D-µSPE-GC-FID
	0.05–30.0
	  4–22    
	2.7–12.5
	50
	45
	5
	[40]

	Natural cotton fibers
	SPE-HPLC-FLD
	0.015–20.0
	0.38–2.00
	4.7–7.4
	̶
	60
	50
	[45]

	Graphene quantum dots-eggshell
	SPE-HPLC-UV
	0.100–200.0
	5–57
	6.2–11.3
	250
	75
	150
	  [29]

	Eggshell membrane
	SPME-HPLC-UV
	0.001–400.0
	0.2–47.3
	3.9–7.1
	̶
	50
	25
	[46]

	Bone wastes
	CSPME-HPLC-UV
	0.01–99.0
	3–10
	3.1–9.0
	̶
	90
	25
	[30]

	MP
	µSPE-HPLC-UV
	0.1–200.0
	16.3–120.5
	4.8–7.9
	100
	75
	150
	[this work]





