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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

Minor REVISION comments

e Abstract is acceptable

e key words are 4 words. it is acceptable but authors should follow the journal style guide lines in italic
font size and Punctuation Marks.

o Please, authors should write all headings and subtitles and should follow the journal guide line in font
size and bold size (Punctuation Marks).

e Authors should mention the grades of used Emery paper. Emery paper of different grades was used to

polish the mild steel and cleaned with acetone and washed with distilled water.

e Authors did not mention any information about used NaCl purity percentage and trademarks. what
about the purity and trade mark of used chemicals?

e 2.5. Electrochemical Tests:-

e Authors didn't mention any information about the area of used counter Pt electrode and the company
of the reference Ag/AgCl reference electrode. Is the Silver Chloride reference electrode made from
HANNA Company Italy or EG&G company?

e Figure 4,5 and 6 are hard to read. The readers cannot read it easily. The resolution of Figure 4-6 is
very small. The lines of curves inside figures should be thick lines.

o All references in the list are not following the journal guide lines (font, size, Punctuation Marks).

e Number of references are only 18. number of References is small.

e Reference number 7 is very old.

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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