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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 
 

 
Fig. 4.  

1. Title:  correct the title of the fig.4 : Lithostratigraphic section of the Yolde Formation 

at Gamajigo village  

2. In the legend: Correct Choatic by chaotic 

3. Improve the figure by eliminating the things around the photo of the section: the 

sky, the people…just let the series and please adjust well the correlation between 

the schematic series and the photographied series. 

4. The erosal surface does not exist in the stratigraphic log, but you put it in the 

legend of the fig.4.  So complete it in the figure 4. 

5. It is preferable to present the age column at the left of the stratigraphic log. 

6. The authors should have verified the age of the series, how the authors could 

recognize that it is a Cenomanian age series. 

Fig.1a : unreadable words  
 
NB: The authors have not indicated other evidence of transgression, are there any pelagic 
marine fauna in these cenomanian series? 
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About this reference: Abdulkarim et al., : it is in 2016 in the text but in 2017  in the list of 
references. Please verify. 
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