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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

The protocol for the mud sample formulation and testing need to be looked at again.
Issues of aging, duration of the aging, temperature for conducting the experiment
must be address. Commercial or reactive clays need at least 16 hours to build their
viscosities.

How the clays were beneficiated. The addition of CMC is not beneficiation.

The API values quoted needs to be looked at again

Other issues are raised in the manuscript

Minor REVISION comments

The work should be further summarised
Justification for conducting the work is not strong enough

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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