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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This paper clearly highlights the formation of Niger Delta and how the sediments were deposited in a sequential pattern. It explained how sediments were stacking upon one another and the different sedimentary facies found in the study area. Different methods performed to study sequence stratigraphy and their discoveries are also mentioned in the article which will be helpful for researcher to get idea for performing research in the same field. 

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is adequate and suitable. 
	

	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 application of Sequence stratigraphy to the formation of Niger Delta, and the findings should be precisely highlighted in the abstract. 
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Section 2.0, principles of sequence stratigraphy is quite long and is not necessary to explain it briefly unless the author correlate or highlight the application of it with the discoveries.
Methodology must be added highlighting detail about the seismic methods used to perform the studies and how many wells are drilled and up to which depth. 


	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	In section 2.2 (a), Relationship of sequence boundaries to Strata should be explained, while the author only described Seismic sequence. Sequence boundaries are used to define strata based on changes in deposition, while seismic sequence is one of the types of sequence boundary. This should be corrected.
Table of formations Niger Delta area, Nigeria. Modified from Short and Stauble (1967) if possible, must be included to support section 3.0. 
	

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

-
	Yes, the references are adequate and recent. 
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	There are a lot of spelling and grammar mistakes in the manuscript. In addition to this, some sentences are incomplete. Author must go through the manuscript thoroughly.

	

	Optional/General comments


	I do not found any competing interest issues in the manuscript. 
No, I do not find any ethical issues in this manuscript.
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	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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