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1. Species occurrence data sets are often compiled from a variety of sources and are subject to multiple sampling biases.
2. Geographic sampling bias is likely to be widespread in all non-systematically collected data sets of species distributions, due to socio-economic, political, and physical accessibility factors.
3. Few attempts have been made to compare the geographic sampling bias among data sets and no tools exist to quantify the effect size of specific bias factors and compare it among them.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article provides an overview of the potential for geographic sampling biases in species distribution data sets, as well as the implications of not considering these biases in biodiversity research. The article is well-researched and provides evidence for its claims, such as citing relevant studies that support its arguments. However, there are some points that could be further explored or discussed more thoroughly. For example, the article does not discuss any potential counterarguments or alternative perspectives on the issue of geographic sampling biases in species distribution data sets. Additionally, while the article mentions some potential sources of bias (e.g., socio-economic factors), it does not provide any evidence or examples to support these claims. Furthermore, while the article discusses some approaches for addressing geographic sampling biases (e.g., rarefaction), it does not provide any evidence or examples to demonstrate how effective these approaches are in practice. Finally, while the article mentions that “any study dealing with species occurrence data should arguably assess” geographic sampling biases, it does not provide any guidance on how this assessment should be conducted or what methods should be used for this purpose. 
In conclusion, while this article provides a comprehensive overview of the potential for geographic sampling biases in species distribution data sets and their implications for biodiversity research, there are still some areas that could be further explored or discussed more thoroughly in order to improve its trustworthiness and reliability.
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· Counterarguments to geographic sampling biases
· Examples of geographic sampling biases
· Socio-economic factors and species distribution
· Rarefaction and species distribution
· Assessing geographic sampling biases
· Methods for addressing geographic sampling biases
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