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research field.
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The source BCEAO is not correctly cited in the body of the article - the year is
missing from some citations.

For example, is cited (BCEAO) and not (BCEAO, 2018) or (BCEAO, 2019)
The same observation for the source GRESI.
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Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

The paper has an interesting subject and its main drawbacks are the following:

The literature review should be improved by explaining in further detail the research
gaps that the paper seeks to close and why the paper is needed to recognize the
current gaps in the literature knowledge.

The objectives of the study need more discussion with literature in order to be
supported.

It is important to provide details about the sample - 1739 respondents.

It is necessary to add more details regarding the research data collection, analysis,
and interpretation of results.

You should provide a brief description of the methods of data employed and its
application and appropriateness for data analysis.

What is the role of the Figure 2 : présentation des relations entre les acteurs

The results are not clearly presented to readers to understand the focus of the
research study.

The results must be interpretive rather than just descriptive and connect the research
results with relevant literature citations for validity and reliability.

You should correlate the results with the effects of improving existing literature.
The discussions are not well presented as it does not integrate with the results of the
research study to provide a coherent scholarly argument.

The discussions should connect the research results with relevant literature citations
for validity and reliability.



Discussing of the results could be improved by interpreting them in support of
theories related to the research topic.

It is necessary to include the key focus of the study in the conclusion.

The conclusions are not supported by the research data, which does not indicate a
clearer path for future studies on the topic.

A follow-up of restating results with supporting literature reviews could make the
conclusion section more effective.

Good luck!
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