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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. Land-use/land-cover change (LULCC) often results in degradation of natural wetlands and affects the dynamics of greenhouse gases (GHGs).
2. A global meta-analysis was conducted to examine the effects of LULCC types on the variability in CO2, CH4, and N2O emissions from coastal wetlands, riparian wetlands, and peatlands.
3. All LULCC types led to significantly higher GWPs compared to those of the natural wetlands.
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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 “Conversion of coastal wetlands, riparian wetlands, and peatlands increases greenhouse gas emissions: A global meta‐analysis” by Tan (2020) is a well-researched and comprehensive study that provides valuable insights into the effects of land-use/land-cover change (LULCC) on greenhouse gas emissions from natural coastal wetlands, riparian wetlands, and peatlands. The article is based on a global meta-analysis with a database of 209 sites which provides reliable evidence for its claims. The article also presents an unbiased view by considering both positive and negative impacts of LULCC on GHG emissions from natural wetlands. Furthermore, it provides detailed information about the factors that affect GHG fluxes with LULCC such as soil water content, water table, salinity, soil nitrogen content, soil pH, and bulk density. 
However, there are some potential biases in the article that should be noted. For example, it does not consider other sources of GHG emissions such as agricultural activities or industrial activities which may have an impact on GHG emissions from natural wetlands. Additionally, it does not provide any information about possible risks associated with LULCC such as loss of biodiversity or destruction of habitats which could have significant implications for GHG emissions from natural wetlands. Finally, it does not explore counterarguments or present both sides equally when discussing the impacts of LULCC on GHG emissions from natural wetlands which could lead to one-sided reporting or unsupported claims in some cases. 
In conclusion, this article is generally trustworthy and reliable but there are some potential biases that should be taken into consideration when interpreting its findings.
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· Agricultural activities and greenhouse gas emissions
· Industrial activities and greenhouse gas emissions
· Biodiversity loss and greenhouse gas emissions
· Habitat destruction and greenhouse gas emissions
· Counterarguments to land-use/land-cover change
· Impacts of land-use/land-cover change on biodiversity
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