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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 

 

The article is timely, especially now that some West African countries are facing economic crisis giving their over reliance on US 
dollar as standard currency for international transactions. This manuscript is important; it will help policy makers to adjust 
economic policies in favour of those sectors that have positive sign in relation to international trade and with low volatility 
(stability) in terms of exchange rate between local currency and US dollar. 

 

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

Yes.  

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 title is ok; it carries the message in the body of the manuscript.   

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Relatively appropriate.  

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific 
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that 
this manuscript is scientifically robust and 
technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may 
be required for this part. 

It is scientifically robust and technically sound because the author(s) follows the pattern of scientific research writing, and the 
methodology used was appropriate in line with models applied in the research. This implies that the study has a scientific based 
because the study adopted studies from other scholars.  

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional references, please mention 
them in the review form. 

The majority of the references are quite old, and some of the authors cited are not found in the litereture, and some that are in the 
references are not found in the text or manuscript. 
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Minor REVISION comments 
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable 
for scholarly communications? 
 

 
 
Yes. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The corrections observed are minor, if the author(s ) works on the corrections as suggested, the quality of the paper will be improved. 
 
PLEASE SEE ATACHMENT 
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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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