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1. Benchmarking of electrocatalytic activity can be difficult due to experimental issues that are often overlooked.
2. It is important to consider the correction of uncompensated ohmic resistance when assessing catalytic activities.
3. The real surface area of catalytic electrodes must be chosen correctly in order to ensure meaningful activity assessment.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article “Experimental Aspects in Benchmarking of the Electrocatalytic Activity” by Čolić et al. (2015) provides a comprehensive overview of the importance of considering experimental issues when benchmarking electrocatalytic activity. The authors provide evidence for their claims and discuss potential risks associated with overlooking certain methodological and instrumental issues, such as the correction of uncompensated ohmic resistance and the correct choice for surface-limited reactions for determining real surface area.
The article is generally reliable and trustworthy, as it provides evidence for its claims and discusses potential risks associated with overlooking certain methodological and instrumental issues. However, there are some points that could have been explored further, such as possible counterarguments or alternative approaches to addressing these issues. Additionally, while the authors do discuss potential risks associated with overlooking certain methodological and instrumental issues, they do not provide any recommendations on how to address them or mitigate them in practice. 
In conclusion, this article is generally reliable and trustworthy but could have been improved by exploring possible counterarguments or alternative approaches to addressing these issues, as well as providing recommendations on how to address or mitigate them in practice.
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· Alternative approaches to electrocatalytic activity benchmarking
· Mitigation strategies for methodological and instrumental issues
· Counterarguments to electrocatalytic activity benchmarking
· Correction of uncompensated ohmic resistance
· Determining real surface area for surface-limited reactions
· Best practices for electrocatalytic activity benchmarking
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