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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript is of great importance to the scientific community especially to the oil and gas industry because it will help reduce the dependence on core information in estimation of reservoir lithofacies and the number of composite log that will be acquired in the field during well drilling. This also help increase confidence in subsurface imaging  
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	LITHOLOGY AND PORE-FLUID DISCRIMINATION USING ROCK PHYSIC ANALYSIS IN “KOLA” FIELD NIGER DELTA
	

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


	The abstract was not well structured and the sub-tiles in the abstract should be removed. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct but the methodology is not well presented. There is no seismic session in the manuscript. The author need to improve the methodology the type of software used for the data analysis, the depth of the reservoir, and seismic section correlation. 
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	It is not quite excellent for scholarly communications especially in section 4.2.  
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	The manuscript is scientifically ok, but it requires a major revision to match the published literature. The authors should check the grammatical errors. The quality of the image should my improved especially in figure 2& 3 such that the depth of the well section should be visible.  
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