Response to Reviewer Comments:

Comment 1. The references to already published surface properties of hemp fibers-based biocarbon samples must be clearly given in the scope of the Table 2. Since the presented results already appeared in papers Chemical Engineering Journal 211–212 (2012) 224–232 and Chemical Engineering Journal 235 (2014) 284–292, the original sources must be specified.
According to this Comment we included appropriate references in the title of Table 2 on Page 8, line 206. Changes are highlighted in yellow.
Comment 2. Newly added Supplementary material: the y-axe label on Supplementary figure should be qt, given that 𝑞𝑒 refer to the amounts adsorbed at equilibrium.
According to this Comment, appropriate change was made in Figure S1.

Comment 3. Something went wrong with the transformation of the Langmuir equation. The authors have used rather unusual form of the equation, based on the Reference 23.

The correct form of the Langmuir model is:

qe=(KLCeQmax)/(1+CeKL ),                 

Even if the term 𝛼L is introduced as 𝛼𝐿 = KL/Qmax (although its physical meaning is largely missing, and its unit cannot be (dm3 g−1) as given in Nomenclature...), the equation would not have the form that is listed.

The bottom line is – the equation used in the paper is inaccurate. Please, use to correct form of equation (Original Ref: I. Langmuir, 1918, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 40, 1361–1403.), re-check the calculations accordingly, and make appropriate changes in Tables, Figures if necessary and in the Reference list. These modifications could prevent the publication of erroneous results and reappearance of incorrect equation.
According to this Comment, Lengmuir equation is changed, appropriate and suggested references are cited in Table 1, and adequate changes were made in Table 3. Changes are highlighted in yellow.
Comment 4. The newly added Nomenclature should be re-checked throughout and corrected:

For example 𝛼𝐿 should be omitted

𝐾𝐹: Freundlich isotherm constant unit is (dm3 g−1) in the Nomenclature whereas (mg1−n dm3n g−1) in the Table 3.

The unit for ionic strength is missing

According to this Comment, appropriate changes were made and highlighted in yellow.
