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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.


	The article examines the impact of remittances on income using panel data for 30 SSA countries from 2000 to 2023. The study analyzes the effects of both inward and outward remittances on per capita income, with separate estimations for low-income and middle-income economies. The paper finds positive and statistically significant effects on per capita income. Furthermore, the impact of inward remittances appears stronger in low-income countries, while outward remittances also show a significant positive relationship with income levels. The topic is relevant and important, given the growing role of remittance flows in developing economies and their macroeconomic implications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable; however, the words ‘New Evidence’ is not appropriate because the evidence is not that much new. 

I suggest the title- “Remittances and Income Dynamics in Sub-Saharan Africa: Evidence from Low- and Middle-Income Countries.”


	

	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 well-structured, but a bit long (235 words!). It includes some repetition and unnecessary reference (such as Issahaku et al., 2018; Ayo et al., 2024). It could be strengthened by clearly specifying the dataset, econometric methods, and the policy relevance of the results. These minor revisions would make the abstract more informative and engaging for readers. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of its research motivation, conceptual framework, and empirical approach.  However, the study does not sufficiently address the potential endogeneity between remittances and income. The model specification appears relatively limited, as income dynamics are influenced by several structural factors, including investment, human capital, financial development, trade openness, and institutional quality. Omitting these variables may lead to omitted-variable bias, potentially affecting the reliability of the estimated coefficients. And also, the manuscript would benefit from additional panel-data diagnostic tests, including unit root tests, cross-sectional dependence tests, and robustness checks to confirm the stability of the results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. But the manuscript heavily focuses on descriptive literature rather on critical issues. For example, author may include empirical evidence on how and why the magnitude of impact of inward and outward remittance differ, how they channelled to enhancement of income.
	

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


	The structure of the sentences and the terminology used are mostly consistent with academic writing in economics and development studies. However, the manuscript contains some long or complex sentences, minor grammatical inconsistencies, and occasional repetition, particularly in the introduction and discussion sections. In addition, there are a few instances where word choice and sentence structure could be refined to better match standard academic style (for example, authors use ‘aggressive efforts must be made to reduce the region's transaction costs’ here ‘aggressive’ is a negative word, rather author may use some positive wording like ‘consolidate, concerted, or intensive.’)
	

	Optional/General comments


	The author needs to address the following weakness from the manuscript: 

1. The manuscript claims that outward remittances have a greater effect on per capita income, which requires a deeper understanding, clear explanation, and channeling.

2. The paper does not adequately address the endogeneity and reverse causality issues, which are very prevalent and acute in the case of remittance and income dynamics. The author uses OLS and the Fixed Effect method, which are not capable of addressing the issues. Authors may use the instrumental variable (IV) approach or the system GMM method of Arellano Bond, and Blundell Bovver.

3. The regression models appear to include only a limited set of explanatory variables. Income dynamics are influenced by many structural factors, including investment, human capital, institutional quality, financial development, trade openness, inflation, exchange rate stability, etc., which are completely missing.

4. Data sources to be clearly specified, writing quality to be improved, and repetition to be reduced.

Most importantly, the paper’s unique contribution and value addition are limited. While the study has potential, it requires substantial revisions before it can be considered for publication.
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	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 details)


	


Reviewer details:

Rubel Islam, Bangladesh
Created by: EA
              Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO
   
Version: 3(07-07-2024)


