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correct the manuscript and highlight that part 
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No comments 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

I would suggest a few additional references to magnetic 
prospections methods: 
 

Sarris, A., (2008). Remote Sensing Approaches/ Geophysical. In 
Encyclopedia of Archaeology, edited by Deborah M. Rearsall, pp. 
1912-1921. New York: Academic Press. 
 
Sarris, A. and Jones, R. E. (2000). Geophysical and Related 
Techniques Applied to Archaeological Survey in the 
Mediterranean: A Review. Journal of Mediterranean Archaeology 
13(1): 3-75. 
 

Sarris, A., M. L. Galaty , R. W. Yerkes , W. A. Parkinson , A. 
Gyucha , D. M. Billingsley and R. Tate. 2004. Geophysical 
prospection and soil chemistry at the Early Copper Age settlement 
of Vésztó-Bikeri, Southeastern Hungary. Journal of 
Archaeological Science 31(7): 927-939. 

I am comfortable with the reviewer 

comments.  I have cited one of the 

publications he, the first reviewer, asked me 

to cite and have reflected it in the reference 

section. 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

The ms. Is well-written. The interpretations are supported by the 

results of the magnetic survey. 

 

It is extremely unfortunate that “ground truth” excavations were not 

permitted. 

 

 


