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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
Abstract- Leu was not defined.

Some sentences may not be required in the abstract to make it a real summary.
Some highlighted.
Abstract may require editorial corrections.

Minor REVISION comments

Attend to Grammar and spelling errors, some noted.

Optional/General comments

The methodology employed are in order, however, the use of Leucine should be
incorporated in the methodology. Under biocorrosion analyses- treatment of specimen was
not explicit. How was the treatment performed?

Results: Functional groups are not indicated in Fig 1. Could be included. Only wave
numbers were shown and should be stated as such in the legend.

Figs 2 & 3-line graphs may be more explanatory.

At 7 days of exposure, some of the results are not consistent with the statement made
about addition of leucine. E.g 5mg + 20mgPAAE. |.E is about 46% as against 70% for
20mg PAAE at 20°C.

CONCLUSION- Is it a possibility? Or it has been demonstrated!

Treatment methodology explained. The concentration incorporating Leucine
has been added. Normally the analyser only gives the spectra with the wave
number. Possibly the FTIR analyser is a different model. We reported the
FTIR result as obtained from the laboratory.

It is our opinion that fig 2 & 3 are best presented as bar charts. The chart has
been altered to aid clearity.

There was an error in reporting the result for 5mg + 20mgPAAE at 20°C. The
error has been corrected. to fluctuations in temperature.

It has been demonstrated.
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Reviewer’'s comment

IAuthor’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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