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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments   

Minor REVISION comments   

Optional/General comments 

 
Paper focused on application of statistical analysis 
in order to obtain information about the 
hydrodynamics and environment of deposition of 
sedimentary rocks.  
This paper constitutes an interesting application of 
the above mentioned statistical methods but do not 
lead to scientific advances that could be used in 
the acquisition and processing of data relating to 
the same field of applications. In fact the 
importance of statistical analysis applied in the 
same contest of the presented paper is broadly 
demonstrate in the international literature.  
 
Improvements are request 

1) Abstract needs to be more concise, focus 
on location, need for investigation methods 
used expected outcomes.  

2) Introduction: authors should be clear how 
your work could be advances the state of 
the art or the knowledge in this field. I 
think that the Authors could be focused this 
paragraph to specify the peculiar aspects of 
novelty of this paper with respect to other 

We focused on the application of already existing 

scientific methodology in our current paper.  
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studies performed from other authors. 
3) Data are presented in a very confused 

mode. I believe that would be much more 
informative if Authors provide additional 
details about the survey strategy and the 
analysis procedure. Suggest following 
breakdown: 
 a) sampling data initial interpretation 

b) Modelling description and outcomes 

c) final interpretation of analyzed results 

     4) Conclusions???? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


