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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 

 

1. Please re-write the ‘Abstract’ section, better abbreviate 

it to one paragraph, and mainly focusing on the new 

finding or novel ideas of this paper. It is a wrong style of 

this section. 

2. It will be better to control the number of keywords to 

three to five. 

Corrections applied 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

3.The ‘Introduction’ section does not clearly tell us the 

research background and former studies of this region. 

Thus, we suggest that the authors should seek more 

former studies or ideas about its paleoenvironment of 

the Gboko Formation in this region.  

 

4.Although the outline of this paper is good, it would be 

better if some extra comparisons with former studies 

added. For example, the authors may change the ‘3. 

Results and Discussion’ to ‘3. Data and Analysis’ and ‘4. 

Discussion and Comparison’. 

Corrections applied 

Optional/General comments 

 

5.Please read more relevant former papers to learn how 

to use their studies or ideas properly into this paper. 

6.The writing skill in this paper needs to be improved. 

Please ask someone familiar with scientific paper writing 

to help you rewrite the parts of ABSTRACT and 

INTRODUCTION.  

Corrections applied 

 

 

 

 

 


