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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 paper, if improved, is important for the scientific community. As it stands, it has a lot of grey areas that need to be revisited and improve. The grey areas are all over the manuscript from the abstract to the reference list.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The topic is suitable, however, l suggest that the authors use “Perceived effects of land fragmentation on grass seed banks adaptation intervention among women in Kuku Ward, Kajiado County, Kenya”


	

	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 need to be improved. I suggest the following sections should be distinctive: background information, research gap, the objective of the study, the materials/methods used, key findings, implications/significance of the study, conclusion/recommendations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript could be scientifically correct once it meets the scientific standards.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Generally, the references are current. However, there need for authors to use old sources in conjunction with current literature.
	

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


	The language is generally fair. However, there is need for consistence in the use of either American or British English.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript lacks rigour especially on the methodology. This significantly watered down the scientific importance of the study. Besides, the discussion part of the manuscript is shallow. The discussion was in dribs and drubs making it an assignment. The presentation of data on Tables need to be improved to me the expected international standards. At one point, the author(s) mention of objective 3, yet in the introduction section they are silent on the objectives. The abstract does not have key words, yet they should also be there. With these grey areas, the articles should be redone and reconsidered.
	


	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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