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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.

	This manuscript presents significant findings on lithium-bearing fluidolites in the Lower Cambrian formations of the Angara-Lena foredeep, southern Siberian Platform. The work is important because it is focused on a relatively underexplored subject in this region. It also makes a valuable contribution to ongoing research on one important critical raw material, lithium, with worldwide strategic interest.
	

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

	Yes, the title is clear. I think the title is appropriate and reflects the main content of the manuscript. If the authors think to improve it, I would suggest: “Lithium-bearing Cambrian Fluidolites of the Angara-Lena Foredeep, South Siberian Platform”. 
	

	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 is comprehensive and it covers the main aspects of the research with a good overview of the main findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript appears scientifically correct. The geochemical methods used are appropriate for the goals of the study. The interpretations are supported by the analytical data and the regional geological context.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are good and cover several lithium-related topics. 
“New partnership..., 2020” that should be properly referenced adding the website name before year: (ThinkGeoEnergy, 2020). Same for (Stratigraphy of oil and gas ..., 2016), it should be cited with the project number/code, year, title... 
Also, some of the citations should be listed in chronological order: one example (Vakhromeev, 2014; Alekseev et al., 2012; Akulov, Valeev, 2017). 
This reference should be corrected in a standardized format: X-ray methods for studying and structure of clay minerals (1965). Ed. G. Braun. – Moscow, Mir Publishing House, 599 (Authors, year, title..)
	

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

	
The English language is clear and readable, and the manuscript is well structured and effectively communicates the main ideas. Only few minor language issues could be cleaned up mostly small things like long phrasing or punctuation.

	

	Optional/General comments

	This chapter is well written, it was a pleasure to read it.



	




	PART  2: 


	
	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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