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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 All comments of reviewers were taken into account
Please check grammar throughout the manuscript

Figure 1: Authors should show the magnification and scale in the microstructure
diagram.

The discussion of the results with other literature is woefully missing

Minor REVISION comments
Mathematical equations should be labelled

Abstract: include how the determination of the corrosion was done In the abstract indicates that corrosion was
evaluated by electrochemical methods, so the question is not entirely
clear to me.
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