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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 study makes a significant contribution to understanding the diversity of mangrove-associated fish on the Sikka coast in the Gulf of Kachchh, Gujarat. It provides valuable data on species composition and distribution, highlighting the influence of ecological and anthropogenic factors on fish diversity. This information is essential for the sustainable management and conservation of mangroves, key habitats for coastal biodiversity and the local fishing economy.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is adequate, but could be slightly modified for clarity and impact, such as:

‘Fish Diversity Associated with Mangroves along the Sikka Coast, Gulf of Kachchh, Gujarat, 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 summary is comprehensive and well structured. The inclusion of a brief mention of conservation and management implications could be considered to reinforce the relevance of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and based on appropriate methodology. Sampling and data analysis are well presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and include recent and relevant studies. If you want to broaden the global contextualisation, we recommend including more studies on mangroves in other tropical regions.
	

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


	The article has a good quality of academic writing, but there are small grammatical and cohesion adjustments that could improve the clarity and flow of the text.
such as Simplifying sentences to make them more direct.

‘The present study was conducted on’ can be shortened to “This study examined” without loss of meaning.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study addresses an ecologically sensitive area and provides crucial information for the sustainable management of marine biodiversity.

The inclusion of more detailed analyses of the impacts of human activities on species distribution could enrich the article.

The Conclusion section could further emphasise the implications of the research for conservation policies.
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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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