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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important and long-standing issue in the literature on monetary integration by empirically examining whether the Franc Zone satisfies the criteria of an Optimal Currency Area. The study contributes to ongoing academic debates on the sustainability of currency unions in developing and emerging economies, particularly in the African context. By applying standard OCA indicators to the Franc Zone, the paper provides empirical evidence that may be useful for both researchers and policymakers interested in regional monetary arrangements. The topic is relevant for scholars working in international economics, monetary policy, and regional economic integration.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and reflects the main objective of the manuscript. It clearly indicates both the empirical focus and the theoretical framework based on the Optimal Currency Area criteria. However, the title could be slightly streamlined to improve clarity and readability.

For example:

An Empirical Assessment of the Franc Zone Using Optimal Currency Area Criteria
	

	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 generally comprehensive and outlines the main objective of the study, the analytical framework, and the overall direction of the findings. However, it remains somewhat descriptive and would benefit from greater specificity. In particular, the abstract could be improved by briefly indicating the empirical methodology applied, the data sources and time period considered, and the main empirical results. Including these elements would enhance the clarity of the contribution and help readers better understand the scope and significance of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and is based on well-established theoretical foundations of the Optimal Currency Area framework. The empirical analysis follows standard approaches used in the literature and is applied in a consistent manner. At the same time, the scientific quality of the paper could be strengthened by providing clearer justification for the choice of indicators, a more explicit discussion of methodological assumptions and limitations, and a deeper interpretation of the empirical results in relation to existing studies. Addressing these points would enhance the analytical rigor and the credibility of the conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are generally relevant and appropriate for the research topic. The authors cite foundational and well-established studies related to Optimal Currency Area theory and monetary integration. However, the reference list could be strengthened by incorporating more recent empirical and policy-oriented literature on monetary unions in Africa and the Franc Zone in particular. Including such studies would help better situate the findings within current academic and policy debates.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The text is understandable and the main arguments are clearly conveyed. However, minor grammatical issues and stylistic inconsistencies are present in some sections, and the manuscript would benefit from careful language editing to improve clarity and fluency.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript addresses a relevant and policy-significant topic and applies a recognized analytical framework. The paper would benefit from strengthening the empirical discussion, improving the linkage between results and existing literature, and refining the presentation of key findings. Addressing these issues would enhance the clarity, analytical depth, and overall contribution of the study.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues were identified in this manuscript. The study relies on secondary macroeconomic data and does not involve human subjects, personal data, or confidential information.
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