

Review Form3
	

	Book Name:
	Chemical and Materials Sciences: Research Findings

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BPR_4694

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Corrosion Characterization of Aluminium 6061 / Red Mud Metal Matrix Composites in Sea Water

	Type of the Article
	Book Chapter





Special note:

A research paper already published in a journal can be published as a Book Chapter in an expanded form with proper copyright approval. 
 (
Source Article: 
This chapter is an extended version of the article published by the same author(s) in the following journal. 
International Journal of Advanced Research in Chemical Science (IJARCS), Volume 2, Issue 6, PP 52-55, 2015
.
https://www.arcjournals.org/international-journal-of-advanced-research-in-chemical-science/volume-2-issue-6/
)



	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback(Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimumof 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	1.This manuscript provides valuable insights into the corrosion behavior of Aluminium 6061/red mud metal matrix composites in marine environments.
2. The findings highlight the role of red mud as a reinforcing agent, offering an environmentally sustainable approach to utilizing industrial waste.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Corrosion Characterization of Aluminium 6061/Red Mud Metal Matrix Composites in Sea Water", is clear and conveys the main focus of the study.
However, it could be slightly refined for better readability and impact. Here are some considerations:
"Effect of Red Mud Reinforcement on the Corrosion Resistance of Aluminium 6061 MMCs in Sea Water"
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	1. Include Key Results & Their Significance
2. Clarify the Role of Red Mud in Corrosion Resistance:
3. The methodology should be more structured and concise
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	
Good



	

	Optional/Generalcomments

	Abstract Improvement: The abstract should concisely summarize key results with some quantitative data to strengthen the impact of the findings. The role of red mud in corrosion resistance should be explicitly mentioned.
Data Presentation: The manuscript would benefit from additional tables or figures to present corrosion rate trends more effectively. If possible, a comparative analysis with existing studies should be included.
Formatting and Referencing: Ensure that all references follow a consistent citation format and provide complete details for previous studies cited in the text. Figures and tables should be properly labeled and referenced within the text.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment(if agreed with the 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? 
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