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	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 is very important due to its empirical relevance in investigating tradeoff in policy formation, and in achieving productive industrial efficiency in the face of oil import dependency. It also provides the comparativeness between the impact of fuel price volatility among the developed and developing oil import dependant countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It's comprehensive and concise, relevant to the study 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, however, it should be presented in narrative flowing rather than bullet numbering.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology and technique is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are good enough for the study level.
	

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


	The English is correct with little grammatical errors pointed out for the author's effecting.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The model fitness is relatively weak given the R2 score of about 68%, and may need to be reconsidered as about 47% of the factors in the explainatory variables are not captured in the model. A score of 80% and above is good enough. 
The paper is publishable with the little observation effected, it will be perfect.
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