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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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.

	The study presents new geological, geochemical and isotopic data on the Archean basement rocks of the Kola and Murmansk megablocks. It pinpoints the age of formation of the continental crust at between 3.16 and 3.70 Ga. These results shed light on the origin of the TTGs and grey gneisses, contributing to our understanding of the early evolution of the Earth's crust.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is appropriate for this study, as it clearly reflects the content, in particular the presentation of new geological, geochemical and isotopic data on the Archean basement rocks of the region studied.
	

	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 abstract of the study is not complete, as the issues raised by the study are not clearly expressed. I suggest that you: specify why this research has been carried out: what is the scientific context, what central question is being asked, and what issue is it seeking to resolve? I invite you to review this section in order to better justify the interest and objectives of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript presents results of impeccable quality and is therefore scientifically sound and correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent. However, it would be preferable to organise them chronologically, either from the oldest to the most recent, or from the most recent to the oldest, in order to make them easier to read and more coherent.
	

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

	
Yes, it is

	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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