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Authors response.  

 

Key issues raised:  

1) Overwhelming information: extra information that is not directly relevant to the subject has been removed (e.g., see 

lines 137-140 of track comparison document) or reduced (e.g., see lines 168-170 of track comparison document). 5 

2) Objective to be stated at end of introduction: I was slightly confused by this statement as at the end of the 

introduction we state the three aims of the study followed by a couple of sentences on how these are achieved (see 

line 55 of track comparison document). 

3) Avoid ‘non-classical’: I absolutely agree, this a relict of early work on the manuscript. All statements have been 

removed.  10 

4) Description of what a rocky coast is: This is already partially achieved by the Cooper et al., 2022 quote (see line 67 

of track comparison document) but further information has been provided (see line 69-71 of track comparison 

document). This is partially absent due to a lack of published information/data relating the environmental setting to 

the microbialite deposits and secondly due to a focus on nomenclature not an overarching review (see Rishworth et 

al., 2022 for this). 15 

5) Issues in defining microbial mats and MISS confusion: it is evident that there was confusion in the manuscript 

surrounding microbial mat features and MISS. This is partially due to a lack of published work on these in a rock 

coast environment and partially due to the authors own lack of understanding. I have tried to clarify this and explain 

the difference between mat topographies and microbial mat features (see line 715 of track comparison document) and 

explain the lack of current understanding.  20 

In addition, I have attempted to rectify any confusion between terms e.g., gas domes vs blister mat, changing photo 

in figure 10b. 

6) Scale and figure modifications: scale has been added to all figures, and clarifications made (e.g., figure 3 modern 

examples?)  

7) Microstructures: this section has been omitted for clarity. 25 

8) Summary citations: citations have been removed.  

 

 

I have attempted to address all the issues raised. I have not added a figure displaying the types of rock coast microbialite 

(microbial mat, stromatolite, thrombolite) as while I think this could be beneficial, I don’t think it is essential (if it is a 30 

requirement to acceptance this can be made).   


