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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The use of leaf extracts as green corrosion inhibitors offers an eco-friendly and sustainable alternative to conventional chemical inhibitors, reducing environmental impact while maintaining high efficiency. In this sense, the present work is of major importance in the field of development of green corrosion inhibitors.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the Title of the article is suitable.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is well-structured and comprehensive. However, I suggest some modifications to improve it. Firstly, authors can add a sentence at the beginning to establish the importance of aluminium corrosion inhibition. Secondly, the methodology is detailed, but it would be helpful to mention why weight loss measurements and potentiodynamic polarization were chosen and how they complement each other. Also, specifying the temperature conditions (if applicable) would add clarity. Ultimately, the study examines aluminium corrosion, but one sentence, in the abstract, mentions "mild steel" instead of aluminium.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is scientifically correct but requires major improvements which I will cite in the comments section.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language/English quality isn’t suitable. The general English should be modified using accepted international language standard and authors should improve its editorial quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	To accept the publication of this manuscript, I suggest the following modifications to the authors:

1. The introduction is too long and contains a lot of information, but it is not well-structured. I suggest reducing the introduction and organizing its content.

2. The study treats aluminium as the metal, whereas the manuscript mentions "mild steel" instead of aluminium. I suggest correcting this error.

3. In the methods section, the OCP should be mentioned in the paragraph discussing potentiodynamic polarization and not in the abstract. 
4. I also suggest conducting an electrochemical impedance spectroscopy (EIS) analysis to confirm the results obtained by PDP and weight loss measurements.

5. I propose adding the name of the potentiometer used for electrochemical tests and the software utilized.

6. The surface area of the working electrode is not mentioned in the methods section.

7. The tables need to be redone while maintaining a consistent format or style

8. Improve the quality of Figures 1.a and 1.b, as well as Figures 3.a and 3.b.

9. The Tafel curves are not clear; I suggest smoothing them.

10. The formula for calculating the inhibition efficiency obtained by potentiodynamic polarization is not mentioned in the manuscript.

11. The discussion of the results for all the methods used needs to be improved.

12. Why did the authors not perform a chemical characterization of the studied Hibiscus sabdariffa leaf extracts to identify the molecules it contains?

13. The authors should include the uncertainty for all measurements in the manuscript.

14. The authors should refer to guidelines for the reference style of this journal.
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