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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.


	This manuscript is beneficial because it provides information about the diversity of two fern species by using plotting to represent the area being studied. of two fern species (Adiantum capillus-veneris L and Diplazium esculentum(Retz) within the Cross River National Park in Nigeria. The study applies GIS based mapping to support and planning to conserve the biodiversity resource management, which is especially important in tropical forest ecosystems. It fills a critical gap in local data concerning fern distribution, which is often underreported compared to higher plants. The findings offer practical implications for species conservation and forest ecosystem monitoring in West Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The word “Spartial” is not correct, suggested title is Spatial Distribution and Diversity of Adiantum capillus-veneris L. and Diplazium esculentum (Retz.) Sw. in Cross River National Park, Erokut Camp, Akamkpa”

	

	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 provides a general overview of the research purpose, methodology, and findings. However, it would benefit from improved structure and language clarity. For example, long and complex sentences can be shortened for better readability. Additionally, including the diversity indices (Shannon values) briefly in the abstract would strengthen the summary of key results. The abstract also presents the number of species found, specifying the count for each one.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The objectives are clear, the methodology (including use of the Shannon-Wiener index and GIS tools) is appropriate, and the results are consistent with the study goals. However, further clarification on why only two species were selected and how representative the sampling is would be helpful.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the references are adequate and include recent sources from 2023–2024. However, incorporating additional peer-reviewed international literature—especially on GIS applications in pteridophyte conservation—would enhance the academic strength and global relevance of the study.
	

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


	Not entirely. The manuscript requires editing for grammar, spelling (e.g., "Spartial" should be "Spatial"), and sentence clarity. Several sentences are too long or awkwardly structured, affecting the readability. A professional English editing service is recommended to improve its academic presentation.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Based on the scientific value, methodological soundness, relevance to the field, and the need for moderate language and structural improvements, the most appropriate rating is: 
Minor revision: The manuscript contains meaningful research and sound methodology but requires moderate revision for grammar, clarity, and formatting before being suitable for publication.
The manuscript presents relevant findings on the spatial distribution and diversity of two fern species using GIS tools, contributing useful baseline data for conservation planning in a lesser-studied area of Nigeria. However, the manuscript requires revision for English grammar and clarity, as well as correction of typographical errors (e.g., "Spartial" should be "Spatial"). Additionally, the authors should be advised to include a formal conflict of interest statement and consider integrating a few international references to broaden the scholarly context. Subject to minor revisions, the study holds potential for publication.
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