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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

According to Table 6, many constituents are involved in the extract. So, how and why could 
the author(s) determine the molar concentration of the inhibitor solution? 
 
l. 104. The equation 2 cannot be understood. 
 
In Figure 1, every plot looks linear. It is difficult to believe that the plots start from zero. 
 
In §3.2 and Table 1. It is unclear which data (immersion time) were used. 
 
In §3.3. Lacking discussion for the reason of the decrease in the corrosion rate. 
 
The unit of the corrosion rate in Table 1 is different from definition. Please unify it. 
 
§3.4 may be deleted. Essentially no difference from §3.2. 
 
In Fig. 1, the weight loss shows the linear change. So, “log(Wi-∆W)” plots in Fig. 5 cannot 
be linear. 
 
It is difficult to apply linear regression for Figs. 3, 5, 6 and 7. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

ls. 37, 41, 43, 47, 54, and 56. [ref #] verb → First author et al. verb 
l. 46. Abbreviation of “IE” must be defined at first appearance instead of the definition in l. 
101. 
l. 76. The phrase “dried in acetone” does not make sense. 
l. 83. pulverized to using a blender → pulverized using a blender 
l. 92. 303–303K → 303–333 K 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

There are problems in data analysis. Reviewer encourages the author(s) to revise the 
manuscript. 
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