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	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Your current title is clear and descriptive, but it could be refined to be more concise, engaging, and precise while maintaining scientific rigor. Here’s a suggested improvement:

Current Title:

*"Quantum Chemical Study of Cola acuminata as Inhibitors for Corrosion Control Using Hartree-Fock Density Functional Theory (HF-DFT) with the Becke 3 Lee Yang Parr (B3LYP) Method"*
Suggested Refinements:

More Concise & Impactful:
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