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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 article is important because it will add to the existing literature on the twin deficit hypothesis. The results from the existing literature produced mixed results, with different directions of causality. This article will also extend by analysing the link between the twin deficit and the savings-investment relationship in Gambia. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think this article can be titled “Exploring the Twin Deficits Hypothesis and the Saving-Investment Nexus in Gambia (1980-2023)”.
	

	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 not comprehensive, the nexus or relationship between the twin deficit and savings -investment should come out clear. The reader should not try to come up with the conclusion on the findings, rather it should be in black and white. These questions should be answered clearly in the abstract, Do we have the twin deficit in Gambia? Is the Feldstein-Horioka puzzle in Gambia? Also, the abstract should reveal if policy recommendations are proffered in the main paper. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. However, its not clear on the Feldstein-Horioka puzzle for Gambia. Is there a positive relationship between Gambia’s domestic savings and investment? 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	All intext references should be available in the reference list
	

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


	Second reading of the entire document is required to correct minor grammar errors. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The variables  included in the model should be justified, a section titled “JUSTIFICATION OF VARIABLES “ should be placed just before the ANALYSIS OF THE RESULTS AND DISCUSSION OF FINDINGS section. Here, the author should explain the variables in his/her model, explaining why each variable is important in the model and the expected outcome . 
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 details)
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