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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 Siberian platform is an ancient platform in the central part of Northern Asia, in the northeast of the Eurasian plate. It is one of the oldest blocks of the Earth's continental crust. Most of the Siberian platform is occupied by the Siberian traps. This is one of the largest trap provinces in the world. Simultaneously with typical trap eruptions, numerous magmatic events occurred in an even larger adjacent territory. These magmatic phenomena led to the emergence of a large number of rare and trace element deposits in this territory. Therefore, the search for such deposits in this territory is an extremely relevant process. Accordingly, the topic of this study is relevant.
	

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

	Yes
	

	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 this manuscript fully reflects its content.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	From a scientific point of view, the manuscript is correct and contains all the information necessary for understanding.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references provided in the manuscript are sufficient and mostly relevant. I have no suggestions for additional references.
	

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

	The quality of the English in the manuscript is quite suitable for scientific communication.
	

	Optional/General comments

	I have doubts about the correctness of the data presented in Table 2. This especially concerns columns 10(193), 10(284), 10(302), 10(345). In these columns, the total content of all components clearly exceeds 100%. It is possible that the authors made typos when compiling this table. Particular attention can be paid to the last column, where the content of strontium and barium in elemental form already exceeds 100 percent, while these elements in ores are most often found in the form of their carbonates or sulfates, which further indicates a significant overstatement of the data.
The correctness of the arrangement of the classification fields indicated in Figure 1 is also questionable. For example, field 6 is assigned to dolomite. As is known, dolomite is a mixed carbonate of calcium and magnesium, and the content of these components in its composition is approximately equal. Thus, the dolomite field cannot be located on the phase composition diagram near the angle corresponding to magnesium oxide MgO. This field should be in the center of the diagram. The same can be said about the other fields. At the same time, the chemical composition points are applied correctly. Judging by the fact that this figure was borrowed by the authors from a very old work (1933), the authors did not check the correctness of the numbering of the corresponding fields. I recommend that this figure be automatically corrected.
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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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