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Figure S1: Langmuir isotherm plots for (a) AMX, and (b) DF removal
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Figure S2: Temkin isotherm plots for (a) AMX, and (b) DF removal
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S3: D-R isotherm plots for (a) AMX, and (b) DF removal
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Figure S4: Pseudo-first order plots for (a) AMX, and (b) DF removal
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Figure S5: Liquid film diffusion plots for (a) AMX, and (b) DF removal
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Figure S6: Effect of adsorbent dose on (a) AMX, and (b) DF removal
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Figure S7: Effect of contact time on (a) AMX, and (b) DF removal
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