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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of

the article. 5

The title "Buried treasures and ancient forges: a historical analysis of mines and
ironworks in the Stilaro Valley" is clear and appropriately reflects the content of the
article. It effectively summarizes the historical and archaeological focus on the mines
and ironworks of the Stilaro Valley.

2. The abstract presents objects, methods, and results. 4

The abstract provides a good overview of the objectives, methods, and results,
presenting a comprehensive preview of the study on the mines and ironworks in the
Stilaro Valley. However, it could be improved by briefly mentioning the specific
methods of analysis used, such as particular archaeological techniques or specific
historical sources.

3. There are a few grammatical errors and spelling

mistakes in this article. 5

The excerpts show high-quality writing with no noticeable grammatical errors or
spelling mistakes, indicating careful editing and attention to linguistic detail.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 5

The methods are explained with sufficient detail, noting the use of archaeological,
historical, and archival sources to explore the region’s economic and industrial
activities. The explanation of sources and the historical framework offers clarity on
how the research was conducted.

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 5

The results, as detailed in the article, are clear and informative. They provide
historical insights supported by archaeological findings, which are discussed with
precision and are free from factual errors based on the provided text.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and

supported by the content. >

The conclusions are well-supported by the content, summarizing the impact of mines
and ironworks on the local economy and culture accurately. The historical
significance and the need for preservation are logically derived from the study's
findings.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 5

The references are comprehensive and appropriate for the study's scope, including a
mix of historical documents, archaeological findings, and recent studies. This broad
range of sources enriches the research’s credibility and depth.
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Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

Overall, the article is of high quality, demonstrating rigorous research, clear
presentation, and scholarly rigor, with minor improvements suggested for the abstract.
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