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This research paper is written is very good. Also, methodology is mentioned well defined.
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manuscript. Finding and conclusions also well written.
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appropriate?

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
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Analysis is very good. Manuscript is written in short. This research paper is also mentioned in
prepared based the oil and gas construction company.
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Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
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