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	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 makes a significant contribution by integrating machine learning with traditional econometric models (VAR) to analyze macroeconomies. It addresses a critical gap in the literature by combining interpretability with predictive power, offering methodological innovation and policy-relevant insights for emerging and unstable economic contexts.
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	Yes, the title is clear, descriptive, and appropriately reflects the study’s focus on enhancing VAR with machine learning for causal analysis of macroeconomic indicators in Africa.
	

	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, clearly stating the research objective, methodology, key findings, and implications. It effectively summarizes the study’s contributions and outcomes.
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	The manuscript appears scientifically sound. It follows a structured methodology, presents robust empirical analysis, and uses appropriate evaluation metrics. The integration of VAR with ML is well-explained and justified.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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No apparent ethical issues are observed. The study uses publicly available data (WDI) and follows standard academic practices in modelling and reporting.
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