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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 contributes to the empirical literature on export performance by providing robust time-series evidence on the New Export Channel for a commodity-dependent economy. By applying a Single Equation Error Correction framework without instrumental variables, the study offers a methodologically parsimonious alternative to conventional endogeneity-correction approaches. The focus on Gabon, a member of both CEMAC and OPEC, enriches the limited empirical evidence from Sub-Saharan Africa and resource-rich economies. The findings are relevant for policymakers concerned with demand management, export diversification, and macroeconomic adjustment in developing economies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the content, methodology, and country focus of the study. It clearly identifies the key variables (domestic demand and export performance), the geographical context (Gabon), and the econometric framework (Single Equation Approach). No alternative title is required.
	

	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, as it clearly states the motivation, methodology, main results, and policy relevance. However, the following minor improvements are suggested and will be implemented in the revised version:

1. Clarify more explicitly the methodological contribution of using in-sample predictive performance as a goodness-of-fit criterion.

2. Slightly streamline the language to improve clarity and conciseness.

3. Explicitly mention the time span (1974–2021) in the opening sentence for completeness.

No deletion of major content is necessary.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and technically correct. The econometric methodology is well grounded in the Error Correction Modeling framework, and the identification strategy is consistent with the Single Equation Approach literature. Unit root testing with structural breaks, parameter stability checks, reverse causality analysis, and diagnostic testing are all conducted in accordance with standard econometric practices. The interpretation of results is coherent and consistent with both theoretical expectations and prior empirical findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, relevant, and up to date. The manuscript draws on well-established theoretical and empirical contributions from leading journals and institutions (e.g., ECB Working Papers, World Bank publications, peer-reviewed journals). Recent studies (2021–2025) are adequately cited, particularly those related to the New Export Channel and domestic demand pressures.
No additional references are strictly necessary, though minor stylistic harmonization of citations will be addressed in the revision.
	

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


	The manuscript conveys its scientific arguments clearly; however, the English language quality will be improved in the revised version. Specific attention will be given to:

· Grammar and syntax refinement,

· Reduction of repetitive phrasing,

· Improved flow and readability,

· Standardization of academic expressions.

These revisions will enhance clarity while preserving the technical content and originality of the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important policy-relevant question using a rigorous econometric framework and original data construction. The inclusion of predictive performance as a validation tool strengthens the empirical credibility of the results. The study would benefit from minor editorial polishing and clearer signposting of contributions, which will be incorporated in the revised version.
The manuscript is scientifically robust, methodologically sound, and relevant to the journal’s scope. However, improvements are required in language quality, clarity of exposition, and minor structural refinements to meet the highest standards of scholarly communication.
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