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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
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 1. This is a good geological paper, well researched and well thought out and well executed.
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) o o
2. The author made use of existing adequate/detail literature and through that was able to
2. s thetitle of the article suitable? identify the knowledge gaps which the current study tries to address.
If not please suggest an alternative title . . . . -
( P 99 ) 3. The use of Ammonite, Rudists and Dasycladale algae in reconstructing the basin is novel
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? and it is a good pointer to the fact that detail work was done.
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 4, Thro.ug'h. the Ilthglogy .anq' Biostratigraphy, the author.wa.s able to establlshed lateral
continuities and discontinuities, as well as sequence terminations across the basin.
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 5. The Regional comparison with other known platform such as Provence and Subalpine
- . Domains further helped the work by linking the local geology with worldwide view in time
6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of P y g g 9y
. S . and space.
additional references, please mention in the review form.
] ) ) ] 6. The identification of the Sedimentary wedge during the brief exposure event of the inner
(g?ﬁr_t frolm abovet_men;mned 6 rt)omts, reviewers are free to provide platform domain that lasted through the Nicklesia pulchella ammonite zone which is
additional suggestions/comments) regionally followed by the deposition of the Serre de Tourre Beds which illustrate major
palaeoenvironmental disturbances associated with the Mid-Barremian Event is the major
contribution to knowledge from this study/work.

7. This is good and interesting Sedimentological work (Lithostratigraphy and Biostratigraphy).
Quite detail and wonderful.

8. However, the mother tongue of the author (French) actually influence the written English
and that will have to be looked into. The few corrections made will be seen on the body of
attached paper.

9. | accept the paper without any reservation for publication in your reputable journal.

Minor REVISION comments
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
Optional/General comments
PART 2:
Reviewer’s comment IAuthor’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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