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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.


	No doubt that this article is important in illuminating about the relationships and impacts of climatic factors on the economic performance of the selected countries, many of which heavily influenced by the Sahelian desert, which according to many other sources as well, is progressively threatening the life of the population in the region. The empirical results so generated matches up with one’s expectations.  Climatic adversities reduce GDP growth while the favorable ones increase GDP and households’ welfare.  Therefore, this article is timely and can help in drawing polices and provide essential input in project/program designs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. CLIMATE CHANGE AND ECONOMIC PERFORMANC: EMPIRICAL EVIDENCE FROM WEST AFRICAN COUNTRIES (1994-2025)

	

	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.


	Adding recommendations for further researches would also add value. As articulated somewhere in the text, demographic expansion help increase labour supply and boost output, but population pressure on natural resource also reduce soil fertility and agricultural productivity. So which effect is outweighing? Need to be indicated.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but some improvement is needed. For instance, the theoretical reviews under section 2.2. are rather standard theories that should be presented in a brief and condensed manner. No need to discuss them in such an elaborated manner.  The discussion in the empirical section is also too long. Considered shortening it. Section 3.0 is also better titled as “Data and Methodology”. 
In the 3.1, Empirical Model, including prior expectation of the coefficients-signs and possible impacts would add value. Again, I wish to see a flow diagram showing the cause and effect of the various variables, as well as the transmission mechanism. Presenting this before the statistical modelling would be essential to also easily grasp the essence of the paper.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, but citing Wikipedia is not common scientific practice. 
	

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


	Yes. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Diagnostic tests would be better to move to the Annex part. In the policy implication section, the author states that “Regional cooperation through bodies such as ECOWAS can facilitate knowledge sharing and pooled responses to transboundary climate risks”. But the fact that you have countries significantly and differently be affected by global warming does not lead to greater cooperation on climate related projects or programs. Coastal countries’ problem and the projects they may adopt would not impress those in the Sahel. In the conclusion section, the author also underlined that “Population growth and government expenditure emerge as important mitigating factors, reinforcing the role of labor expansion and fiscal interventions in buffering climate-induced economic shocks”. I seriously doubt about the mitigating effect of population. Population pressure also adversely affects soil fertility and agricultural productivity. 

What is more, would splitting the data b/n coastal countries and Sahelian countries lead to different empirical results and policy conclusions? Need considerations.  
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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)
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