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Abstract. We are grateful to Academician Zagorchev for the remarks and questions, which create a suitable basis for creative discus-
sions, missing during the last years in almost dying out “Regional and structural geology” field of research. In fact, we wanted to initiate
comments, which is why the “Discussion” part of our short communication was so long. Addressing some of the criticism, we would like
to remind that the topic of this short paper is to outline the handicaps of tectonic schemes application during the field work and discrepancy
with the field data and the published information on the base of an example from the Western Sredna gora sub-zone. We did not intend to
make complete analysis of all available data, and something more, that is not possible in the format of Geosciences editions.

We are grateful to Academician Zagorchev for the
remarks and questions, which create a suitable ba-
sis for creative discussions, missing during the last
years in almost dying out “Regional and structural
geology” field of research. In fact, we wanted to ini-
tiate comments, which is why the “Discussion” part
of our short communication was so long.

Addressing some of the criticism, we would like
to remind that the topic of this short paper is to out-
line the handicaps of tectonic schemes application
during the field work and discrepancy with the field
data and the published information on the base of an
example from the Western Sredna Gora sub-zone.
We did not intend to make complete analysis of all
available data, and something more, that is not pos-
sible in the format of Geosciences editions.

In such very short notes is impossible to include
in the references all published information, con-
cerning the W. Srednogorie. In connections with
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our engagements for MsSc and PhD and other pro-
jects, related to more detail field investigations, a
Data Base with available information was created
and for sure we are familiar with it.

With our respect to Academician E. Boncev and
his followers, not all faults (either single fault plains,
or wide zones and systems) in the pointed-out pub-
lications consist information for kinematics and cri-
teria for it, intensity, translations, consequence, hi-
erarchy, reactivation, mechanism of occurrence etc.

Another line of criticism is devoted to the “lacks
a suitable summary of its authors’ ideas about the
principles of the tectonic subdivision”. While we
agree with this, in our previous contributions (Van-
gelov et al., 2013; Gerdjikov et al., 2015) we al-
ready developed some modern approaches that al-
low a fresh look at this subject.

Something more, we hope that until the end of
the next year will be present, not in short paper, our
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concepts for subdivision with characteristics of so
far existing tectonic schemes. Major or secondary
faults, units, main events, possible units’ bounda-
ries, their timing, remnants of older orogenic belts,
overimposed basin systems, correlations with the
adjacent territories etc. will be commented also.
Something like summarizing all existing ideas with
compilation of new data and suggestions, which we
will supply for discussion to the geological society.

The Babushnitsa-Fucha zone is out of the topics
of our short paper but could be part of the future
discussion.

As researchers, covering the stratigraphic in-
tervals from Paleozoic sequences to present-day’s
events, obviously we are understanding the very
multiphase tectonic edifice of the orogens, not only
Alpine one. We comment this in our publications
always, without omission every, even not wide-
spread, event.

About that You not fully agree with the final
conclusions, we will give an example with a ques-
tion — if some field geologist works, for example in
the area of Chelopech mine, how he will be helped
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by the regional tectonic scheme and how can fit
his results to it? Different scale of investigation re-
quired different methods and different analysis for
the final results.

Our field work experiences (over 40 and 30
years respectively) should not to be underestimated
also. Our idea is to be organized, not a short discus-
sion, nevertheless on which geological forum. Will
be good, to revive the section “Discussions” on the
next “Geoscience” conference at the end of 2023
year. We suppose that it will be interesting for all
generations of geologist or/and geoscientist.

With respect — D. Vangelov and I. Gerdjikov
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