Figure Captions
Fig. 1. SEM micrographs of AISI 316L austenitic stainless steel (a), X2CrNiMoN22-5-3 duplex stainless steel (b) and NiTi alloy (c) before electrochemical testing
Fig. 2. Variation of the open circuit potentials of AISI 316L austenitic stainless steel, X2CrNiMoN22-5-3 duplex stainless steel and NiTi alloy in 0.9 % sodium chloride solution
Fig. 3. Potentiodynamic curves of AISI 316L austenitic stainless steel, X2CrNiMoN22-5-3 duplex stainless steel and NiTi alloy in 0.9 % sodium chloride solution 
Fig. 4. SEM micrographs of AISI 316L austenitic stainless steel (a), X2CrNiMoN22-5-3 duplex stainless steel (b) and NiTi alloy (c) after potentiodynamic polarization measurements in 0.9 % sodium chloride solution
Fig. 5. Nyquist (a) and Bode (b) plots recorded on NiTi alloy, AISI 316L austenitic stainless steel and X2CrNiMoN22-5-3 duplex stainless steel after 1 hour of immersion in 0.9% sodium chloride solution 
Fig. 6. Nyquist (a) and  Bode (b) plots recorded on NiTi alloy, AISI 316L austenitic stainless steel and X2CrNiMoN22-5-3 duplex stainless steel after 24 hours immersion in 0.9% sodium chloride solution 
Fig. 7. Proposed equivalent circuit used for fitting impedance data
Fig. 8. SEM micrograph of surface morphology (a) and EDX spectrum (b) of AISI 316L austenitic stainless steel after impedance measurements over a period of 24 hours immersion in 0.9% sodium chloride solution 
Fig. 9. SEM micrograph of surface morphology (a) and EDX spectrum (b) of NiTi alloy after impedance measurements over a period of 24 hours immersion in 0.9% sodium chloride solution 
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