Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Economics, Business and Accounting

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJEBA_143330

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	A Vector Autoregression (VAR) Analysis of Regulatory Framework, Legal Framework, and Banking Stability in Chad

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The manuscript makes a relevant contribution to the scientific community by analyzing the relationship between the regulatory framework, the legal framework, and banking stability in the underexplored context of emerging economies. The use of the VAR methodology and causality tests provides a solid empirical basis; however, the exclusive focus on Chad limits the generalizability of the findings. The study would also benefit from stronger integration into the existing literature and a comparative perspective to highlight more clearly the transferability of its conclusions. Overall, the paper represents a useful contribution with the potential to stimulate further research in the field of financial stability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear but rather long and technical. It could be reformulated to be more appealing and to reflect both the methodology and the essence of the study (the interaction between institutional frameworks and banking stability). I could suggest the following title: "Regulatory and Legal Determinants of Banking Stability: Evidence from Chad Using a VAR Approach"
	

	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.


	I consider that the abstract contains all the essential components—purpose, methodology, results, and conclusions—and is clear and easy to follow.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Organizing the literature review into subsections improve its structure and coherence. The review pinpoint gaps in current research that justify the current study's focus. However, to improve the positioning and emphasize the importance of the field, it would be valuable to cite some general literature reviews.


The conclusions section is written far too succinctly. Present in more detail the limits of the research. That's why I suggest you develop a discussion section where you can present the results of the study and its connections with works done on the same subject.
I suggest you effectively rewrite the conclusion section, and add a discussion section to address these shortcomings. This includes highlighting the research contributions, addressing gaps in existing literature, providing a comprehensive discussion on the motivation behind the study and the suitability of the adopted method, and clearly presenting the main findings.
	

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

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


	The language quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript offers an insightful analysis of how regulatory quality and the rule of law influence banking stability in Chad, using robust VAR, Granger causality, and IRF methods. The study’s findings are both relevant and practical, emphasizing the need for harmonized reforms to ensure long-term banking stability. While the paper could benefit from considering broader comparative or macroeconomic perspectives, it nonetheless makes a meaningful contribution to the literature on financial stability in emerging economies. Overall, it provides valuable insights for both researchers and policymakers.

Recommendations for the author:
Including macroeconomic factors, such as economic growth, political stability, or international financial influences, could provide a more comprehensive understanding of the factors affecting banking stability.
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