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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
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(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

Yes. The manuscript examines the relationship between government’s public debt and
bank’s non-performing loans to the countries under research. This is prudent to the
countries with high debts to come up with mechanisms of lowering them.

No. suggested title: Modelling dependence using copula GARCH

Somehow. The author should consider stating the two objectives clearly. Moreover, the
author should avoid repeating himself by removing unnecessary phrases. Eg, ...”’to model
the dependence between debt and bank non performing’”...

yes
yes

No. Almost all the references are outdated. They have lasted for more than three years ago since
they were published. Thus they may not be that informative
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
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