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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	In the research, authors aimed to evaluate the phenotypic distribution of plumage pattern, comb type, skin colour, and feather traits in indigenous chicken populations from two districts (Kozhikode and Kannur) in Kerala. 

Researchers have presented the results of a survey they conducted in two small districts in India, but the study does not have a plausible hypothesis.

The number of rare phenotypes for the traits of interest was 2-3, which reduces the reliability of the study.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is too general; it should be a title that includes the features examined.
Gene frequency of plumage pattern, comb type, skin colour, and feather traits in indigenous chickens of Kerala, India
	

	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 is fine.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is not scientifically incomplete, but it is not complete either. The number of examples is small. The fact that it is a study based on hundreds of animals taken from two small towns in India reduces its specificity.
They stated that they took into account the altitude and climatic conditions in choosing this town, but there is no scientific basis for it being the center of domestication of chickens or the origin of different breeds.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some references should be corrected (Fajemilehin, S. O. K. (2011)); Food and Agriculture Organization. (2012). Phenotypic characterization of animal genetic resources (FAO Animal Production and Health Guidelines No. 11). FAO.
Some references was written with all authors some was written first four authors, 

[Sati, N. M., Luka, P. D., Mwiine, F. N., Fagbamila, I. O., Weka, R. P., Muhammad, M., & Erume, J. (2022).]
	

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


	The article language is simple and understandable.
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