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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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 study contributes valuable insights into the trade dynamics of Ghana’s palm oil industry by analyzing trends and forecasting future developments using robust statistical models. Given the critical role of palm oil in the national economy and its linkages to global trade, the research offers policymakers and stakeholders essential information for strategic planning. Furthermore, the use of a long-term dataset (1964–2023) enhances the study’s relevance and credibility, as it captures both historical and contemporary trends that affect Ghana’s trade balance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is appropriate, as it accurately captures the core focus of the paper. No changes are needed
	

	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 clearly outlines the study’s objectives, methodology, and key findings. However, it would benefit from including a few quantitative details, such as the correlation coefficient and specific forecast results, to provide a more comprehensive summary. Additionally, explicitly mentioning the time period of analysis (1964–2023) would further strengthen the abstract’s clarity and scope.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically rigorous. The use of regression analysis, time series models, and the VAR framework is appropriate for the research objectives. The stationarity tests are correctly applied, though an explanation for choosing third differencing could be expanded. The discussion effectively interprets the results and links them to the research questions. However, some areas could be improved:

The rationale for selecting certain lag orders in the VAR model could be more clearly explained.

Figures 1 and 2 require clearer captions and integration into the discussion to support the narrative effectively.

The residual analysis section should include a brief note on the implications of heteroscedasticity for the model’s accuracy.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally up-to-date and relevant, covering both regional and global perspectives. However, a few references lack complete citation details (e.g., missing publisher information). Including a recent reference on global palm oil market developments (if available) would further enrich the literature review.
	

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


	The manuscript’s language is generally clear and understandable, but minor improvements could enhance its readability. For example:

· Replace colloquial terms like “spitted” with “split.”

· Use shorter sentences where possible to improve flow.

· Ensure consistent use of tense and grammar throughout the text.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures and tables are relevant but could be more clearly labeled with titles and captions that describe their content and relevance to the study.

· The discussion could further emphasize how the findings align with or differ from previous studies and what this means for Ghana’s trade policy.

· Including a brief section on study limitations (e.g., reliance on secondary data) and suggestions for future research would strengthen the overall discussion.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Praveen. K. P, Nilgiri College of Arts and science, Bharathiar University, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


