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

	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.


	The article provides relative age dating of a geologic event using the recovered foraminifera from the sample collection. It equally provides the paleo-events and paleoenvironment of the area where those foraminifera species were recovered. The manuscript can make necessary contributions to knowledge as it can document the foraminifera recoveries in the Malatya Basin. This in other hand serves as a literature for future use.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes it is
	

	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.


	The article needs addition. The author failed to include methods used to arrive at results in article, hence, the need to effect the correction. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes it is
	

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

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Abstract: the abstract is not adequately constructed to portray a good research work. An abstract normally portrays what, that is the research topic to be carried out by the author, followed by how, that is the method the author intends to use in carrying out the research for a better result. So, the last paragraph in an abstract is result. This implies that a good abstract answers the question “why”. W-stands for what to carry out, H-stands for how the research could be carried out and Y-stands for your result at the end of the research. But in this article, the author failed to provide how he wanted to arrive at the result.

The geologic setting and stratigraphy of the study area are part of desk study/literature review and are supposed to come before the materials and methods.

The capital letter ‘B’ is always used in a basin when the basin in use with the localized area used to name the basin for instance, in Malatya Basin instead of Malatya basin. The author used the lower case of b repeatedly. 

Result: the research results are not well presented by the author
However, the author needs to rearrange the work to portray a professional outlook.

The analyzed planktonic and benthic foraminifera species are supposed to be included in the result. 

The discussion portrays more of literature review than interpreting what has been observed from the analysis. 


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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