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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	This manuscript provides valuable insights into the occurrence and characteristics of landslides in the Cap Rouge series, Late Cretaceous, Western Senegalo-Mauritanian Basin. It highlights the main cause of landslides where erosion and weathering play a crucial role. By reading the article, it gives awareness to the community that landslides are vulnerable in hilly areas having steep slopes with younger in geologic age. It identifies the type of landslide and fault can enhance subsidence even though the underlying rock bed is massive in nature.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.
	

	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, here are my comments and suggestions for the abstract:
Although geological content is solid, the term “mega intersecting structures” are vague and not standard. I suggest revision or clarification.
The term “failure surfaces” and "translational landslides" are used correctly, but the paper should define how these were identified (e.g., indicators of movement, fault gouge, etc.).

Regarding previous interpretations, the phrase "must be abandoned" is unusually forceful for scholarly writing. It would be better if the tone were more objective and supported by evidence.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There is limited synthesis, no statistical or geotechnical analysis, and a lack of broader geological implications. It seems that he article is solely based on field work, visual interpretation and demonstration of previous literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Adding more recent references could improve the validity and relevance of the research. This will not only provide readers with up-to-date information but also contribute to the overall robustness of the study. To strengthen the literature review, I suggest adding a few more recent publications from the past five years.

	

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


	The author must revise and improve the language/ English grammar quality of the article. There are sentences that are too long and do not fit for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript provides a comprehensive study on landslides in the Cap Rouge series, Late Cretaceous, Western part of the Senegalo-Mauritanian Basin. Here are some comments and suggestions for improvement:
1. Methodology

It provides only details about “climbing cliffs” and making cross-sections.

Although “detailed lithological and microtectonic analyses” are mentioned, no details regarding their methodology—such as geotechnical laboratory analysis, thin section analysis, etc.—are provided.

To enhance the clarity of the methodology and data analysis sections, I recommend the inclusion of a flowchart taken during laboratory analysis and field research. The sequential actions followed during the research process can be much more understood by readers if the study's workflow is visually represented.

2. Results and Discussion

The stratigraphic and structural sections are written in the style of a field report rather than formal academic prose.

Structural analysis appears to be solely based on field observations. There is no microphotography, thin-section analysis, or mechanical modeling presented to validate this reinterpretation. 

There is no mention of geophysical analysis, remote sensing, DEM analysis, or GIS integration, despite their widespread use in landslide investigations nowadays. 

The use of the term “conjugate translational landslides” lacks consistency and clear definition.
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