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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 In line 38-39, the author claims that the main purpose of this work was because 
“No work has been reported on the anti-corrosive property of Telfairia 
occidentalis rind extract on mild steel”! This is scientifically shallow and should 
further be expanded with more scientific purpose! 
 

 In line 111-112, the author lists the results of phytochemical analysis! What about 
the other phytochemicals not listed? And/or what are the scientific evidence for this 
selection over other phytochemicals 
 

 In line 127-129, the author gave some reasons for the inhibiting property of the rind 
extract and further declared that “the effect of the adsorption of inhibitors on 
the metal surface may be difficult to attribute to any particular constituent, 
since most of these constituents are known to inhibit corrosion”! It is 
contradictory because on one hand, the inhibitory efficiency was due to the plant 
extract and on the other hand the particular phytochemical is difficult to identify! I 
completely disagree scientifically! Please explain? 

 

Purpose added. Done.  
 
 
 
 
 
The full results of the phytochemical screening have been added. Done. 
 
 
 
 
 
More explanation given. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 The sentence in line 15 on the first paragraph should end with a sentence 
 Similarly, the sentence in line17 should also be cited and/or have a reference 

There is nothing wrong with that sentence; it is complete. 
 
A reference has been added. Done. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 Polish the grammar 

 
 

The grammar is already polished. What else do you what? 

 
 
 


