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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. This paper presents a multidisciplinary approach to evaluating reservoir drainage patterns and hydraulic stimulation interactions among existing and new wells in the Eagle Ford Shale.
2. Analysis of an extensive diagnostic package focuses on the potential to capture stranded reserves via refracs and infill drilling within the black oil window of the Lower Eagle Ford Shale.
3. The project includes collection of a horizontal core, formation imaging and advanced lateral logs, sealed wellbore pressure monitoring (SWPM), downhole fiber-optics, seven downhole pressure gauges, time-lapse geochemistry, and iterative production interference tests.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article is generally reliable and trustworthy as it provides detailed information about the research conducted in the Eagle Ford Shale. It is written by multiple authors who are experts in their respective fields, which adds credibility to the article. The article also provides evidence for its claims through data collected from various sources such as fiber optics, downhole pressure gauges, time-lapse geochemistry, etc., which further adds to its reliability. However, there are some points that could be improved upon such as providing more information about possible risks associated with hydraulic fracturing or exploring counterarguments to some of the claims made in the article. Additionally, while it does provide evidence for its claims, it does not explore any alternative explanations or theories that could explain the results obtained from this research. Furthermore, there is no mention of any potential biases or conflicts of interest that may have influenced the results presented in this paper. All in all, while this article is generally reliable and trustworthy due to its detailed information and evidence provided for its claims, there are still some areas where it could be improved upon.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Hydraulic fracturing risks
· Alternative explanations for Eagle Ford Shale research
· Potential biases in Eagle Ford Shale research
· Conflicts of interest in Eagle Ford Shale research
· Counterarguments to Eagle Ford Shale research
· Time-lapse geochemistry in Eagle Ford Shale research
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