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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 strong experimental evidence that readily available plant extracts can serve as effective, eco-friendly corrosion inhibitors for mild steel in highly aggressive acidic environments. By demonstrating inhibition efficiencies exceeding 85–90% in 1 M HCl, the study offers a sustainable alternative to conventional synthetic inhibitors that are often toxic and environmentally hazardous. The comparative analysis of three different plant extracts, supported by phytochemical characterization, deepens understanding of how natural compounds contribute to corrosion protection mechanisms. Overall, the work advances green corrosion science and supports the broader transition toward environmentally responsible materials and practices in industrial applications, particularly in the oil and gas sector.
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	Yes, the title is very appropriate for the article, as it covers the main points of the article.
	

	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, and the most important results obtained in this study have been discussed.
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	Yes, I think the manuscript is scientifically correct.
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	I have checked all the references in the manuscript and confirm that they are correct.

On the other hand, I note that these references are not convincingly recent.
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Yes, the quality of the article's English is suitable for scientific communication.

The article has been written in clear, sound language that can be understood by all disciplines.
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