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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. The keywords/phrase should be arranged alphabetically. 
2. It is important if the author(s) should indicate the reason(s) for the scope of 

the study (2008 -2020)  
3. The abstract should indicate one or two policy recommendations. 
4. The research questions in the introductory section are not well stated. They 

should be reconstructed. 
5. I did not see any empirical review in this work. WHY? 

Effort should be made to review some empirical works of others to give us 
more insights and directions.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The author should consider rephrasing the topic to; 
Effectiveness of Monetary Policy Instruments on Bank Liquidity Management. 
This rephrased topic makes more captivating  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The paper is good and looks original. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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