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Manuscript Title: Impact of a cashew nut trade policy on household and
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General Equilibrium Model.

ESJ Manuscript Number:
You agree your name is revealed to the author of the paper: Yes
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Rating Result

uestions
? [Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of

the article. 3




(I propose the following wording for greater clarity of the subject and conformity
with the content of the text)

Impact of a cashew export tax on economic activity, household incomes and
government revenues in Senegal: an application using a dynamic computable
general equilibrium model.

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and

results. 5

(The summary is clear, the objectives are well detailed, the method well-presented
and the reference. The results are also well presented taking into account the
impact on the different sectors, households and the government)

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling

mistakes in this article. 4

(Le texte est bien rédigé dans [’ensemble. Il y a juste quelques coquilles minimes
dont une simple relecture permettrait de les corriger. J'en ai souligné quelques-
unes dans le texte.)

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 4

(La démarche est bien expliquée et la source d’inspiration de [’étude est également
présentée. Les équations du modele sont bien détaillées. Toutefois, certains
parametres et la signification de certaines variables ne sont pas expliqués dans la
spécification des modeles)

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors.

(Les résultats sont tres fournis, bien commentés et bien discutés. Les effets de la
taxe sur les secteurs de [’économie, les ménages et le gouvernement sont bien
expliqués.)

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and

supported by the content. 5

(La conclusion est bien structure. Elle revient sur les objectifs, la méthodologie et
synthétise bien les résultats obtenus. Des implications ou le¢ons de politiques
économique ont également eté formulées par les auteurs sur la base des résultats
obtenus)

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 5

(Les références sont compréhensibles et appropriées. Relire les références afin de
corriger certaines fautes et erreurs de frappe. Certains titres sont écrits en
italiques d’autres non. Respecter la méme forme)

Overall Recommendation (mark an with your recommendation) :
Accepted, no revision needed

Accepted, minor revision needed X

Return for major revision and resubmission




Reject

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

L’article est bien élaboré dans 1’ensemble. La prise en compte de ces quelques
remarques devrait permette d’améliorer le document. I propose the following wording
for greater clarity of the subject and conformity with the content of the text “Impact of
a cashew export tax on economic activity, household incomes and government
revenues in Senegal: an application using a dynamic computable general
equilibrium model”. Donner la signification certains paramétres et variables dans la
specification des modéles. Relire les références afin de corriger certaines fautes et
erreurs de frappe. Pour les références, certains titres sont écrits en italiques d’autres
non.

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only:
L’article est bien présenté et publiable.
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of

the article. 5 Excellent




(Please insert your comments)

I suggest the title should now read: Impact of Cashew nut Trade policy on
household and Government Revenues in Senegal: A Dynamic Computable
General Equilibrium Model Analysis.

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and

results. 4 Very Good

(Please insert your comments)

The Abstract clearly presents the objective, methodology and results of the
findings. Some of the results reported on 3.2.1-3.2.5 in figures and percentages
should be reported on the Abstract equally.

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling

mistakes in this article. 4 Very Good

(Please insert your comments)

Yes, there are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in the article
and on the Abstract of the paper which need to be corrected. The authors
should do a good edition of the paper.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 5 Excellent

(Please insert your comments)
The methodology adopted is very clear and well explained.

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 5 Excellent

(Please insert your comments)
The results are clear and well explained.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and

supported by the content. 4 Very Good

(Please insert your comments)

The conclusion is accurate and supported by the content. The authors should
however include policy recommendations.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 5 Excellent

(Please insert your comments)
The references are very up to date and comprehensive as well as appropriate.

Overall Recommendation(mark an X with your recommendation) :
Accepted, no revision needed

Accepted, minor revision needed X

Return for major revision and resubmission

Reject




Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

« Should create a column for policy recommendations of the
paper after the conclusion as 5. Policy recommendations.

. Expand the policy recommendations since what you have here
IS very scanty.

« Where citation of authors is used for the first time is more
than one, the names of all the authors should be listed ad upon
subsequent citation of the same authors then, et al , can be
used but not upon first citation as the authors have adopted
here in their paper.

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only:
The paper good for publication in the journal and should be accepted with
minor revision as indicated above in the paper.



