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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 
 

 
 The research interesting and mainly focused to examine the relationship between inflation and 

exchange rate using 15 years Kenyan data which is recommended in time series analysis 
model. But the topic of the paper is much researched and hence it needs some modification.   

 Under results and discussions only results (both descriptive and inferential statistics) are 
explained but there are no discussions!!! 

 Some graphical and tabular presentations are not described  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 Since abstract is short summary of a paper, therefore, it must include introduction, objective, 
methods, results, conclusion and possibly recommendation but in this paper the all required 
things are not included, in general the abstract part is less attractive.  

 Under the introduction part objectives, motivations to come up with this research and the gaps 
are clearly explained.  

 As much as possible the methodology must be short and precise. The used methodology is 
described partly too much in detail. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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