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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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community, as it focuses on field based evidence of progressive greying in common coot,  the effect of environment on wild bird populations with photographic evidence from underreported geographical areas from Indian subcontinent with valuable comparative data.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. But, better to mention the area of study in the title to make it more precise.  I would like to suggest the title “New Records of Colour Aberrations in the Common Coot (Fulica atra) from Rajasthan, 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.


	Yes, the abstract of the article is comprehensive.  No need to add or delete the points.  But, need to clarify and specify the type of colour aberration to distinguish leucism from albinism.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.  Colour aberrations in Common coot are interpreted by appropriate field based evidence with observational methodology.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It’s better to add few more recent references for broader scientific understanding. Like Camacho et al., 2022 on progressive greying in wild birds.
	

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


	Yes. The language of the article is suitable for scholarly communications. But, few sentences are longer than needed in Introduction and Results and discussion, few sentences look repetitive. But, these are not affecting the scientific meaning of the article.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is suitable for publication. Finally, it’s a meaningful contribution to field based ornithology.
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