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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 is important because it applies ARDL modelling to reassess the New Export Channel in the context of Gabon, an economy where evidence is still limited. By introducing an alternative estimation technique, it enriches the empirical literature on export–domestic demand dynamics in CEMAC countries. The study also provides updated results using long-term annual data, offering new insights into substitution effects and reverse causality. These findings can support better policy formulation for industrialization and export-led growth.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable but could be made clearer.
Suggested alternative: Domestic Demand–Export Dynamics in Gabon: Evidence from ARDL Modelling

	

	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 covers the objective, method, dataset, and key findings, but it is lengthy and has several grammatical issues. It should be simplified, clearly structured, and the repeated phrase “obtained results obtained” should be corrected. Consider briefly stating the policy implications and removing overly technical descriptions that interrupt flow.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the abstract, the scientific approach (ARDL model, elasticity estimation, long-run relationship) appears generally correct. However, some methodological descriptions need clearer justification—especially regarding stationarity assumptions and the link with the New Export Channel literature.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	This cannot be fully evaluated from the abstract, but the topic requires recent references (2020–2024) on ARDL, export performance, and CEMAC macroeconomic studies. If missing, adding updated works on export-led growth and substitution effects is recommended.
	

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


	The English requires improvement. Several sentences are long, unclear, or repetitive. Editing for grammar, structure, and clarity is needed to meet scholarly standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study addresses a relevant gap by re-examining export–demand interactions with an updated model. Improving clarity of the abstract and strengthening methodological justification will enhance readability and academic value.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

Based on the abstract, no ethical issues are evident. The study uses secondary macroeconomic time-series data, which does not involve human subjects, experiments, or sensitive information. Therefore, no ethical concerns arise from the available information.
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