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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. The parameterization of high-frequency ground motions beyond source-corner frequency is important for assessing seismic reference site conditions.
2. An alternative procedure for capturing the reference κ0 on regional scales by linking the well-known high-frequency attenuation parameter κ and the properties of multiple-scattered coda waves has been proposed.
3. Regional hard-rock κ0 values range between 0.004 s for northern Europe and 0.020 s for the southern and southeastern parts, as observed from geological and geophysical data around more than 1300 stations and based on more than 10,000 crustal earthquake recordings.
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Appears moderately imbalanced: The article provides some useful information, but is missing several important points or pieces of evidence that would be required to present the discussed topics in a balanced and reliable way. You are encouraged to seek a more balanced perspective on the presented issues by exploring the provided research topics and looking at different information sources.
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The article “Capturing Regional Variations of Hard‐Rock Attenuation in Europe” provides an overview of a proposed alternative procedure for capturing the reference κ0 on regional scales by linking the well‐known high‐frequency attenuation parameter κ and the properties of multiple‐scattered coda waves. The article is based on geological and geophysical data around more than 1300 stations and more than 10,000 crustal earthquake recordings, which provides a good basis for its claims. However, there are some potential biases that should be noted when considering this article's trustworthiness and reliability. 
First, it is possible that the data used to support the claims made in this article may be incomplete or biased in some way due to sampling errors or other factors. Additionally, it is not clear if any counterarguments have been explored or if both sides of an argument have been presented equally throughout the article; thus, it is possible that some points may be missing or unexplored in this article. Furthermore, there may be promotional content present in this article as it does not provide any information about potential risks associated with using this method to capture regional variations of hard‐rock attenuation in Europe. 
In conclusion, while this article provides an interesting overview of a proposed alternative procedure for capturing regional variations of hard‐rock attenuation in Europe, there are some potential biases that should be taken into consideration when evaluating its trustworthiness and reliability such as incomplete or biased data, lack of exploration of counterarguments or presentation of both sides equally throughout the article, promotional content without noting potential risks associated with using this method, etc.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Regional variations of hard‐rock attenuation
· Sampling errors in geological and geophysical data
· Multiple‐scattered coda waves
· Potential risks of using proposed alternative procedure
· Counterarguments to proposed alternative procedure
· Promotional content in geological and geophysical research
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