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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	In the area under study, for the first time, the occurrence of gold with a value of 74ppb is reported in one sample out of 4 samples analysed by AAS (Table 4). The other 3 samples have analysed <50ppb. Based on the geology, structure, mineralisation of Cu and Fe, and diverse mineralised rock types in the area as well as in other parts the belt, including the Khetri Cu-deposit, it is proposed that IOCG type mineralisation exists in this part of Rajasthan.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	As only 1 out of 4 samples analysed good concentration of gold with other 3 samples below the sensitivity of AAS (in this case 50 ppb), it is better to not highlight ‘gold mineralisation’ in the title. Rather, the ‘occurrence of gold in the area under study’ appears more appropriate for the title.
The suggested title is “First reported occurrence of gold in the Bansiyal area, Sikar district, Rajasthan: Possibility of IOCG type mineralisation”
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Yes, in fact in the ‘abstract’ it is mentioned as “occurrence of gold” and “possibility of IOCG type mineralisation”.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Comparing the information and data given in Tables 1 and 2, rock nomenclature given for BNL-3 (Ferruginous quartzite) is not ‘appropriate’ as its major element analysis (Table 2) shows more of (MgO + CaO) than Fe2O3. It may be admixed with ‘dolomite’. In Fig. 3, six photomicrographs are given, and the author should check whether all are ‘under reflected light’, since the ore minerals such as pyrite, magnetite and hematite should be opaques under‘ transmitted light’, but in figures, they are not ‘black (of opaques)’.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	Not sufficiently. The reviewer has corrected the text at many places with a few remarks (‘red font’) and the author should incorporate them during revision of the article. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	In the study area of Rajasthan, AMD has established a few uranium deposits. Information on this may be added while discussing the ‘IOCG type mineralisation’ in the text, as it may further support the IOGC mineralisation in the area just like U-mineralisation in the ‘Olympic Dam Deposit’, the typical IOCG type deposit in Southern Australia.   
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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