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Review Form 1.7

PART 1: Review Comments

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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1.

Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

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

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide

additional suggestions/comments)

Yes. It is important for scientific community.

Ferns which are non-flowering plants mostly found in humid areas. These plants show
variations in morphological characters which are beneficial to science students. By
observing these characters they gain knowledge and develops eco-friendly relationship with
nature. Variations in economic importance such as soil conservation, air purification,
industry, eco-tourism, agriculture, insecticide, medicine etc. are helpful to society and in
scientific area.

2. Yes. It is suitable.

3. Yes. It is comprehensive.

4. Yes. The structure and subsections are appropriate.

5. Yes. It is scientifically correct.

6. References are more than sufficient.

Minor REVISION comments

1.

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

Yes. The language quality is suitable for scholarly communication.

Optional/General comments

Part 1. Additional suggestions / comments

S.No. P.No. Comments / Suggestions
1 1 Abstract: Space between and as, an ornamental.
2 2 Third line of first para after growth and reference.
Give numbering to the chapter references. Check year of Dixit in Ref. No. 13. D
3 3 Space reqd. between environment and reference.

Check yr. of Dixit in Ref. No. 13.
Delete after other plants ’, ‘ (Epiphytic habitat).
Write Singh and et al in Singh 2017.

4 4 Space reqd. after subtitle and Kumar 2024 and also check yr. in Ref. No. 30.

Delete ‘, * after growth habit in subtitle epiphytic pteridophytes.
Space reqd. between follows and ref. of Malo and Chanes 2007.
5 11 Space between are and large (Fam. Cibotiaceae)
6 12 Check spelling of Hennipman and Groos in Ref. No. 23.
7 13 Check yr. of Holttum in Ref. No. 24.
8 14 Check spelling of Front?
9 16 Space reqd. between Ophioglossum reticulatum.
Check yr of Grew et al in Ref. No. 21.
10 19 Space reqd. between The and Prothallia.
11 20 Check spelling of gamete. Third point.
12 21 Space reqd. between Lophosoria quadripinnata.
13 22 Check yr. in Ref. Verma et al in Ref. No. 52.

Check yr in Ref. Fernie in Ref. No. 18
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Check yr in Ref. Sharpe et al in Ref. No. 45
Add yr in Ref. Mahendra and et al in Ref. No. 32

14 23 Check Yr. of Ref. Fernie in Ref. No. 18.
Ref. No. 17 Fernie 1998 not observed in review.
Space reqd. between areas and Brothakur sub point 4 (industrial----)
Check spelling of Willis in Ref. No. 55.

15 24 Check yr os Shah in Ref. No. 44.

Check spelling of Fernandis in Ref. No. 15.
Check yr. of Sanyahumbi et al in Ref. No. 42

After minor revision the article is OK for publication.

PART 2:

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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