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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 
 

 
My opinion is that stable isotope data in this paper point towards mixing between 
sediment-derived brines (from underlying mineralized sedimentary unit?) and some 
metamorphic or even (to a certain extent) granitic fluids. Figure 5 illustrates this 
point of view quite well where C-O data form a mixing line between mantle 
(igneous?) and seawater (essentially sedimentary) values. 
 
I suggest that authors exploit this idea a little bit further and make an 
acknowledgement in their discussion section that this is a possibility. 
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Please check references in the text. They do not always correspond to the reference in the 
Reference list. 
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