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	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 study makes a valuable contribution to avian biology by documenting rare cases of progressive greying in Common Coots (Fulica atra) from Rajasthan, India. These records highlight the importance of systematic monitoring in wetland ecosystems, as such observations can provide insights into the ecological and physiological factors that may influence pigment loss in wild bird populations. Also, future researchers take further study.
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	“Progressive Greying in Common Coots (Fulica atra): New Records from Rajasthan Wetlands, 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.


	Structured abstracts with headings (e.g., Aims, Methods, Results) are widely accepted and often preferred in ecology and ornithology journals, particularly for short notes or case reports. However, confirm the journal's guidelines, as some favor concise paragraph-style unstructured abstracts.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	YES
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	YES, OK
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	· The first two paragraphs are excellent results (factual observations of plumage, behavior, age class). split into separate results/discussion sections.
· kanota/menar descriptions repeat details (e.g., frontal shield pigmentation mentioned twice).
· 10+ citations (van grouw, raveendran, etc.) suit discussion/introduction, not results.
· fig 1 and 2 are provided but not referenced or described in the results/discussion sections.
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