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Figure S1 Elemental analysis obtained from XPS analysis. 

 

Figure S2. Chemical structures of the four types of AFs. 
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Figure S3. Pseudo first order kinetics model for the adsorption of AFs onto BB (dosage = 2 mg/mL and Co = 

2 ppm for AFB1 and 1 ppm each for AFB2, AFG1 and AFG2). 
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Figure S4 . HPLC chromatogram of multi-AFs system. 
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Figure S5. Initial screening of different adsorbents for the adsorption of AFs (dosage = 2 mg/mL and Co = 2 

ppm for AFB1 and 1 ppm each for AFB2, AFG1 and AFG2). 

 

 

 

 


