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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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 article is noteworthy and original in terms of its subject of investigation. However, the author’s statement in the research findings — that the epiphytic fern is a significant indicator for detecting pollution and that this should be considered in environmental policies — is a strong claim that needs to be supported by additional studies. This assertion within the article should be softened and reinforced with more references from the literature.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is appropriate for the subject of the research.
	

	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 'Abstract' section of the article should include a brief explanation of the research methodology and data collection process.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The main text of the article needs to be supported with additional references. Nevertheless, the scientific findings are generally accurate.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There should be a consistent citation style throughout the article. In some instances, only the publication year is placed in parentheses, while in others the entire citation appears within parentheses. This inconsistency should be corrected. Additionally, long paragraphs without citations should be reviewed and supported with references from the literature.
	

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


	The manuscript is appropriate in terms of English language quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1- The tables in the manuscript should be formatted to fit the page dimensions properly.
2- A sentence emphasizing its contribution to the literature should be added to the final paragraph of the introduction section.
3- The map of the study area prepared using ArcMap should be improved in terms of visual quality. For instance, a frame can be added. Instead of presenting three maps, a visually enhanced map with two key components could be created.
4- In some sections of the research, the font style varies. The author should review the entire manuscript to ensure consistency and make necessary corrections.
5- In the Results and Discussion section, reference to Table 3 is made later in the text. Additionally, the tables are not presented in sequential order. For example, Tables 9 and 10 are shown before Tables 7 and 8. The tables and their corresponding references should be reviewed for consistency.
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