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	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.


	This manuscript is important to the scientific community because it provides experimental and statistical insight into the use of xanthan gum, a widely available biopolymer, as a green corrosion inhibitor for flowline materials in saline environments. By combining laboratory corrosion testing with ANOVA and Response Surface Methodology, the study strengthens understanding of how concentration, temperature, and exposure time influence inhibitor performance and adsorption behavior. The work contributes to the growing body of research on sustainable corrosion control by highlighting both the potential and limitations of biopolymers compared to conventional inhibitors. Furthermore, it offers a practical foundation for future studies on hybrid or modified biopolymer systems aimed at improving corrosion protection while reducing environmental impact in oil and gas operations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable, as it clearly reflects the main variables (xanthan gum polymer, corrosion resistance, flowline material, and saline environments) and accurately represents the scope of the study. It is scientifically appropriate and informative for readers working in corrosion science, materials engineering, and oil and gas applications.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is largely comprehensive and well structured, as it addresses the key elements expected in a scientific article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound in its concept, methodology, and interpretation, but it contains some scientific and technical issues that should be addressed before it can be considered fully correct at a high journal standard. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are numerically sufficient, but they are not fully recent nor fully appropriate in all cases. 
	

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


	The language is understandable and generally suitable for scholarly communication, but it does not yet meet the standard of polished academic English required by most international journals. It will need moderate language editing.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a timely and relevant topic in corrosion science by exploring the potential of xanthan gum as a green corrosion inhibitor for flowline materials in saline environments. The study is well motivated and aligns with the growing interest in sustainable and environmentally benign corrosion control strategies, particularly within the oil and gas industry. The combination of experimental corrosion testing with statistical tools such as ANOVA and Response Surface Methodology adds value and demonstrates a structured approach to data analysis and optimization.

However, several aspects could be improved to enhance the overall quality and impact of the work. Greater consistency in reporting key results, especially inhibition efficiency values, would strengthen scientific clarity. The manuscript would also benefit from careful language editing to improve grammatical accuracy, flow, and academic tone. In addition, removing unrelated references and updating the bibliography with more recent, corrosion-focused studies would improve credibility. Finally, inclusion of complementary electrochemical or surface characterization techniques in future work would significantly deepen the mechanistic understanding and practical relevance of the findings.

Overall, the manuscript presents a sound and meaningful contribution, but moderate revisions are recommended to improve clarity, rigor, and suitability for publication in an international scholarly journal.
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