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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.

	
	

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

	
	

	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.

	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	
	

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

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

	




	

	Optional/General comments

	The chapter presents a comprehensive synthesis of geochronological, geochemical, and isotope data (U–Pb, SHRIMP, Sm–Nd, REE) on Archaean crustal rocks from the northeastern Fennoscandian Shield. The data set is valuable and well-documented; however, several important aspects require revision before the manuscript can be considered for publication.
Issues:
The discussion lacks sufficient integration of the new data into a broader geodynamic and global Archaean crust evolution framework.
REE and isotopic interpretations (e.g., εNd values) need to be clarified and better contextualized with global cratonic analogues.
Some parts of the text are overly detailed or repetitive; a more concise and structured presentation would improve readability.
Figure captions should include more interpretation, not just descriptions.
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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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