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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

- Get better figures for figure one as there are numerous 
figures from other authors which are clearer 
- Fig 5 & 6: the authors should only show the wavelet 
extraction & sonic calibration of the horizons mapped. 
This makes the figures simple thereby giving more 
information at first glance. Same applies for figure 7 
 

Making the figure simple is not the issue 
the issue is the science that is being 
transmitted. 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

The  authors might want to shorten the introduction 
which is in itself more than the main body of the 
research paper 
 

Introduction is reduced 

Optional/General comments 

 

The authors could consider using other seismic 
attributes other than RMS amplitude as only one 
attrbiute could give wide inference which is not 
necessarily right. Bright spots are not all in all 
suggestive of hydrocarbon accumulations, the authors 
might want to put that in mind in selecting which 
seismic attributes to use 

The work here is not focusing on the 
Attributes, attributes could be another 
article 

 


