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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 delivers foundational knowledge about the diversity of fish species inhabiting soft-bottom habitats in San Ignacio Lagoon, a coastal ecosystem with limited scientific documentation. Through the use of various complementary diversity and taxonomic distinctness measures, the research thoroughly examines spatial and seasonal trends vital for evaluating ecosystem condition. These results offer crucial data that can inform ongoing monitoring efforts, conservation strategies, and assessments of environmental changes in a region affected by both natural dynamics and human activities. Overall, this study addresses a significant information gap and lays a foundation for future ecological studies and management initiatives in the coastal lagoons of northwestern Mexico.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Recommended Alternative Titles
1. Taxonomic Diversity of Soft-Bottom Fish Assemblages in San Ignacio Lagoon, Baja California Sur, Mexico

2. Spatial and Seasonal Variation in the Taxonomic Diversity of Soft-Bottom Fish Communities in San Ignacio Lagoon
	

	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.

	Abstract should provide a concise overview, not a full data report.
Summarize what the pattern of diversity means for ecosystem health or future research.

You may consider removing or shortening:
1. Excessive numeric detail
2. Repetition of index names
3. Methodological details that belong in the Methods section

Focus on the main message rather than detailed methods and numbers.
Emphasize key findings instead of all findings
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes — overall the manuscript is scientifically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The reference list is scientifically solid but not recent enough. It relies heavily on literature from the 1970s–2000s and contains very few references from the last 10–15 years.
	

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

	The English language is generally understandable but requires revision before publication. Several sections include grammar issues, long or unclear sentences, inconsistent terminology, and nonstandard phrasing that reduce clarity. A moderate to substantial language edit is recommended to improve readability, academic tone, and consistency throughout the manuscript. After professional editing, the manuscript will be suitable for scholarly communication.

	

	Optional/General comments

	
Overall, this work provides an important contribution to the understanding of lagoonal fish communities and offers a strong foundation for future monitoring and conservation studies. With revisions to writing quality, methodological clarity, and contextualization within recent literature, the manuscript has the potential to meet the standards of scholarly publication.
The manuscript has strong scientific value and is not fundamentally flawed, but it requires notable revisions in language, clarity, updated references, and methodological explanation before it can be accepted.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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