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Compulsory REVISION comments Reviewer’'s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. Authors must write his/her
feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the Any Scientific paper that talks about granite is most important, so | think the manuscript is very
importance of this manuscript for the scientific interesting and well-developed.

community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

Is the title of the article suitable? The title of this article is correct but | think it is too long,

(If not please suggest an alternative title) You can change the title on Petrographic characterizations of the Mounio "Younger Granites" from
Gouré, South-Eastern Niger, Eastern West African Craton

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do No, this abstract is badly established. It should have a logical development. In this abstract, the author

you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some talks about the results before even showing the aim of the study and methodology, which is also

points in this section? Please write your unacceptable.

suggestions here. This abstract does not even show the main results of the work, in the work | have seen some

microscopic investigations that can help to emphasize the results as well, with each lithology and
mineral paragenesis (for other details see my comments in the text).

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript This part is fine
appropriate?

Please write a few sentences regarding the | have attached my comments in the manuscript (in comments as well)
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you The references are fine and sufficient for a paper
have suggestions for additional references,
please mention them in the review form.

Minor REVISION comments The Language here is fine, but must be clarified

Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?

Optional/General comments See other comments in the manuscripts, please. Another thing the author should understand is that to
confirm at which geological series the lithologies belong to, the geochemical analysis should be done
and support this study, should there be no need to confirm just with a petrographic study.

See other comments in the manuscript
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