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Compulsory REVISION 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 few sentences regarding the 
importance this manuscript for scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This manuscript supporting real life problem. Here they have stated that how we can increase 
oil production from the oil field. In this manuscript, Author used RK technology to increase oil 
recovery. 

 

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

 

Yes  

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

 

Yes  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Yes  

Please write few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
think that this manuscript is scientifically robust 
and technically sound? Minimum 3-4 sentences 
may be required for this part. 

Author has done good job and related the real life problem and try to solve the problem with the new 
technic (RK). Here in this manuscript how to increase oil production from the oil field. We can also use 
the same pattern to increase water production. 
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Is language/English quality of the article suitable 
for scholarly communications? 

 

NA 

If possible short the title otherwise it is ok 

Need to write numerical numbers in to language. Like 1 as one and 3 as three 

 

 

Author has to use more recent refrances 
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