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Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

The Manuscript Ms_IRJPAC_20507 titled Survey of 

Efficiency Agricultural Waste as adsorbent for 

Removal of P-Cresol from Aqueous Solution is 

analysed the feasibility of removal of p-Cresol from 

aqueous solution by the agricultural waste Canola. 

The work is presented well and the authors should 

consider the following comments.  

1. The heading verify the spell correction, is it 

weast us or waste as. 

2. In the Figure 5, the figure heading is not 

given. Consider that. 

3. To improve the novelty the authors must 

include the thermodynamic parameters and 

prove the feasibility of the adsorption. 

We are thankful because of review our 

manuscript. We revised this manuscript 

according the reviewer's comments as follow: 

1. The "weast us " was a typographical error 

and correct spell is "waste as" which it 

revised.  

2. the figure heading of Fig 5 is added and the 

number of Tables is revised.  

3. The part of thermodynamic studies did not 

conducted and it is not the goals of this study.   

Optional/General comments 

 

  

 


