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Dear Ibrahim, Elizabeth and co-authors,

This is a very great work providing a comparison of OA source apportionment results
obtained using PMF-AMS, PMF-filter based (MM-PMF) and CMB. There are only few
papers in the literature showing such direct comparison and it is interesting to show
how they agree.

I would like to suggest you to have a look to 2 papers that we have very recently
published about the use of primary and secondary organic molecular markers in PMF
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source apportionment. This is maybe helpful.
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Regards,

Alexandre
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