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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The study provides insights into the long-run, as well as the causal relationships between population growth and economic growth, at a more localized level. The findings can aid in economic planning by highlighting areas where population growth may either spur or hinder economic growth in Kenya.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, it is okay.
	

	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.
	Some unnecessary sentences are present in the abstract. It needs to be improved and made within 200 words.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Need to include some of recent relevant studies in the literature section.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes, it is suitable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Additional suggestions for the improvement manuscript:

1. Keywords: Correct the keywords (and also include 'panel cointegration.')
2. Literature: Incorporate some relevant theoretical as well as empirical studies into the literature review.

3. Section 3.1 Data Issues: Delete the last sentence to avoid repetition.

4. Section 3.2 Model Specification: Rearrange equation 2 and interpret it correctly.

5. Methodology: The study uses a "Heterogeneous" approach. However, the "Cross-sectional dependence test" and its results are missing in the manuscript. It is necessary to justify that the panel data set has cross-sectional dependence.

6. Table 1: Improve Table 1 by removing unnecessary columns.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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