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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 paper covers a very important subject related to the oil and gas industry. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

English language (grammar) should be taken a litttle care.  
The authors could use some free english grammar coorections sites. 
 
 

Done. As per the reviewer’s advice, the language of the manuscript have 
revised wherever required. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Some details over “Rock Eval pyrolysis is done using Rock Eval 6 (Make: Vinci 
Technologies, France) following procedures of Espitalié (1976, 1986)” would be helpful to 
the readers. 

Done. Highlighted in the manuscript in the ‘materials and methods’ head. 
Instead of the procedure of Espitalié (1976, 1986), the updated procedure of 
Lafargue et al (2000) has been incorporated. 
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


