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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	The manuscript is important for the researchers of fish taxonomist as well as conservational biologist.
The data presentation and overall discussion is good.
The concept and idea of the manuscript is also considerable.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
	

	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.


	Few mistakes are there:

1.The present study on Finfish diversity along the Chorwad coast, Gujarat. During the study, 60 different marine finfish species were collected belonging to 15 orders, 36 families and 62 genera were recorded from.

Correct it

2.Out of 60 species, 42 species were categorized as Least Concern (LC), 10 species were Not Evaluated (NE), 5 species were Data Deficient (DD), 1 species were Near Threatened (NT) and 2 species were Vulnerable (VU) in the IUCN Red List Status.
as per instead of in the
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes 
Note:

1.incorporation of photographs

2.if numbers are recorded in accordance with species, then include diversity indices
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References must be listed at the end of the manuscript and numbered in the order that they appear in the text. 
References are not in accordance with journal guideline.

Vijayagopal P, Peter R. 2018. In between two authors & should be included 
	

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


	Overall, of readable and understandable. I think it can be improved.

Yes 

 
	

	Optional/General comments


	All samples were transported to the College of Fisheries Science, Kamdhenu University, Veraval, Gujarat, where they were photographed and identified using standard identification guides (Froese and Pauly, 2022).
Fish samples were collected from commercial fishermen and then studied in the laboratory condition:
1. Photographs?

2. Standard identification guides (Citation should be increased in relevance)
3. The data given in case of depth (How much authenticate?) 
Data provided weather collected from fishermen or from other source?

(Can be accepted after revision)
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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