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See attached file for revision comments  

Minor REVISION comments 

 

See attached file for revision comments  

Optional/General comments 

 

This paper needs major revisions. The structure of 

the paper is not coherent. There are good and 

important information in the text but they are not  

supporting each other and not relevant to the 

objective of the paper article.  

 

There are too much information on grain size 

analysis; from the reader’s perspective  it seems this 

paper is about sedimentology rather than 

contaminant hydrology or hydro-geochemistry.  

 

Besides, the result for statistical analysis for grain 

size analysis were not used for discussion and 

interpretation part.  Missing link? 

 

The hypothesis is interesting but was presented very 

weak. 

There are too many figures. Some of them could be 

consolidated.  

 

There are too many analysis but most of them were 

not mentioned in “Methods “ section. 
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There are some duplicate figures . There are table 

and figures that were not mentioned in the text. 

 

The paper needs more focused recent literature 

review! 
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