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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 the corrosion inhibition potential of Caladium bicolor plant extracts in an acidic medium using mild steel as the base metal. The study demonstrates that the stem extract of Caladium bicolor exhibits better adsorption behavior and higher inhibition efficiency compared to the leaf extract. The findings contribute to the development of environmentally friendly and plant-based corrosion inhibitors. Therefore, this work is valuable for the scientific community, particularly in the fields of corrosion science and green chemistry.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable. It clearly reflects the content and scope of the study and effectively conveys the main focus of the research.
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive. However, a very detailed explanation of the work is presented in the abstract. It is suggested to reduce the numerical values of the obtained results in this section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and the corrosion inhibition behavior is supported by numerical results and experimental data. However, the images or figures related to the study are missing, which should be included to better illustrate and support the findings.
	

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

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally understandable; however, some improvements may be required to enhance clarity and suitability for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The equations for corrosion rate and inhibitor efficiency are provided in the manuscript. It would be beneficial to include appropriate references or supporting explanations to clearly justify these equations and strengthen the scientific clarity of the study.

2. On page 6, under the heading “Weight Loss in HCl,” the figure reference appears to be incorrect. It is mentioned as Figure 3, but it should be Figure 2. Kindly verify and correct the figure numbering.

3. The clarity and quality of Figures 1 to 4 could be improved to enhance the readability and overall presentation of the results.

4. On page 11, under the Discussion section, the sentence mentions “mild.” Could the author please clarify whether it refers to mild steel? It would be appropriate to specify the material clearly for better clarity.

5. On page 11, the manuscript claims the presence of phytochemical constituents in the plant extract. However, the specific types of phytochemicals present in Caladium bicolor are not mentioned, and no supporting evidence or references are provided. The author is encouraged to specify the phytochemical constituents and include appropriate supporting evidence or citations.

6. On page 12, the author states that “the color change was observed to be permanent.” However, no evidence or description is provided to indicate what specific color change was observed. The author is encouraged to clearly mention the color obtained and provide supporting evidence or explanation to substantiate this observation.

7. The manuscript states that for the Langmuir’s isotherm, plots of C/θ against C were obtained and the values of slope, R², and K are presented in the table below. However, the corresponding plot is not provided in the manuscript. It would be beneficial to include the plot to support the claim and to improve the clarity and understanding of the results.

8. The type of corrosion that occurred on the mild steel substrate during the test is not mentioned in the manuscript. It would be helpful if the author could specify the type of corrosion observed to provide better clarity and scientific understanding of the study.

9. The author claims corrosion inhibition using Caladium tricolor extracts; however, no visual evidence is provided to support this claim. It would be beneficial to include surface characterization images, such as SEM or optical microscopic images, to clearly demonstrate the corrosion inhibition effect.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

It is difficult to fully evaluate the ethical aspects of the manuscript; however, no clear ethical concerns were identified.
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