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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 
 Table 1: The authors did a table describing the information, but it is perfectly possible to draw up a 

stratigraphic profile from the data described. 
 
The Fig. 2 is not clear and appears to have been taken from an older publication whose source was 
not cited. Replace or cite the source.  
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Tables 3 and 4 could be gathered in a single table to facilitate the synthesis of the information. The 
width of the columns can be reduced. 
 
It is necessary to separate the words in the text. Some words are joined together and need to be 
separated. We recommend doing a scan on all text. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The manuscript is of good quality, the reading is fluent and the issue is of great relevance to the 
current context. I recommend the publication of this manuscript after passing through a minor 
revision. 
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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) 
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