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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.


	This manuscript adds to the literature and the scientific community by examining how monetary policy influences sectoral credit allocation for countries in Central Africa. More importantly, it provides guidelines on how countries within the Central African region, as well as other developing countries, can boost major sectors or industries through targeted monetary policy, with the goal of contributing to economic growth. The research paper fills an important gap in monetary policy literature since it focuses on sector or industry-level data rather than aggregate values such as Gross Domestic Product. The focus on sector-specific data thus provides more in-depth information on how monetary policy impacts specific industries and ultimately the overall economy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title of the article is suitable. All sections of the research paper provide context to the title of the research. More importantly, the methodology and data analysis section addresses the stated research objectives.
	

	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 abstract is comprehensive. It introduces the research title, highlights the model used, provides a general overview of the research, and outlines the expected contributions of the research to policy and the scientific community. I do not suggest any addition or deletion with respect to this section of the research paper.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. The model used for research (Structural Vector Autoregressive -SVAR) is correct as credit allocation for each sector is expected to be affected by prior period credit allocations and the credit allocations made to the other sectors. The research methodology therefore appropriately addressed the research objectives. Bayesian Structural Vector Autoregressive model is often used for monetary policy analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Although some of the references used may not be recent, I believe they are sufficient. The researcher appropriately used references prior to the year 2000 to explain the theory on market neutrality of monetary policy and the emerging need to look beyond the market neutrality debate, as this forms the foundation of the research paper. Almost all other references used are recent. The references used are therefore relevant and sufficient to the research paper.
	

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


	Yes. The quality of the language is appropriate for a scholarly article. The article is easy to understand and uses the appropriate sentence structures and vocabulary to ensure proper communication of the research objectives.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The Bayesian Regression Results in table 10 of the methodology is presented based on 3 sectors. Ie. Primary, secondary and tertiary. I would recommend that the researcher clearly defines the industries (as stated in table 4 to 9) that fall under the sectors presented in table 10 of the methodology.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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