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	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 manuscript contributes to academic environment by exploring sustainable land use planning, biodiversity management, and water quality monitoring. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The Title require refinement: Riparian Vegetation As An Indicator Of River Health: A Case Study of Isiukhu River, 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 does not show the comprehensive study, follow this steps:
· Introduce your work by the Title, i.e., This study examined or assessed the Isiukhu River Health using riparian vegetation as bio-indicator in Kenya.
· Methodology: What are the methods used to achieve your objectives?
· Findings or Results: Provide your results with brief discussions.
· Conclusion: You have to conclude your work in brief summary.
· Recommendations: Make brief recommendations (E.g., one policy management and one further study)
· Keywords should be refine without making sentence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The manuscript requires global, regional, and local issues and contributions in the introduction. 
· The last paragraph in the introduction requires only the study objective.
· Figure 1 caption of the map should refine.

The manuscript requires the following steps for scientific understanding:

·  Data Analysis after Study area.
· List the steps in methodology used in achieving LULC change analysis results

· Provide methods used in achieving water quality result, including design and laboratory analysis if applied.

· Result and Discussion

· Discussion: your discussion should coherent with supporting evidences at the global and regional context.
· The last paragraph in page 15 requires citations.

· Your recommendation lacks future research. Your findings should unveil gaps left uncovered which stands as further studies. 

· Conclusion should summarize the results of your study. Policy recommendations appeared twice in discussion and conclusions without future research or study.
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· Mbong, E. O., Chukwudi, P., Okpoko, V. O., Abah, J. P., & Umoru, J. (2025). Growth forms and plants’ conservation status in impacted lotic wetlands associated with the Lower Niger River Basin, Delta State, Nigeria. Asian Journal of Research in Biology, 8(1). Retrieved from https://journalbiology.org/index.php/AJRiB/article/view/55
	

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


	· The manuscript has some grammatical errors (Abstract, introductions, tables and figures, and discussions).
· There are cases of inconsistency in formatting, hanging of sentences, and generally spacing should be reduced to 1.0.
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