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	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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.
	By analyzing the connection between sovereign bond debt and poverty dynamics in the West African Economic and Monetary Union (WAEMU) area, this paper fills a significant gap in the research. This study offers current empirical data that might guide macroeconomic policy and methods for reducing poverty, given the WAEMU nations' growing dependence on global capital markets and the region's ongoing development issues.
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