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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	This manuscript highlights sustainable strategies for controlling microbiologically influenced corrosion (MIC) by utilizing Zingiber officinale extract as a dual-function green corrosion inhibitor and antimicrobial agent against Pseudomonas aeruginosa. This study connects corrosion science with environmental biotechnology and presents an eco-friendly alternative to toxic synthetic inhibitors, supporting green chemistry initiatives. The integration of electrochemical and microbiological methods establishes a comprehensive framework for assessing natural products in biologically active corrosion contexts.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, 

Mitigation of Pseudomonas-Induced Copper Corrosion Using a Green Biocide Derived from Ginger
	

	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.


	Overall, the abstract is scientifically sound; however, the numerical values in the PDP and EIS results should be condensed to enhance readability. The agar disc diffusion method can be briefly mentioned, emphasizing antimicrobial efficacy over methodology. These adjustments will improve the abstract's precision and readability, making it more appealing to a wider audience in corrosion and materials science.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, it is good
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, but some references could be improved by incorporating more recent studies from the last 2–3 years
	

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


	The manuscript's English is generally understandable but not yet suitable for scholarly communication. It contains grammatical errors, long or unclear sentences, inconsistent technical terminology, and not proper flow. A thorough revision by a professional editor is recommended, focusing on sentence structure, terminology consistency, reducing redundancy, improving transitions, and correcting errors. Enhancing the language will significantly improve clarity and impact.
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