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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Start with the implicit form of the model which explains the 
relationship between exchange rate volatility and 
macroeconomic performance in Kenya 
 
Reert F = Reert-1………………  

- The study was meant to carry out an 
assessment of the real effective exchange 
rate to ascertain whether it is volatile or 
not, but not to explain the relationship 
between exchange rate volatility and 
macroeconomic performance in Kenya. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Abstract- There few studies on the assessment of the real 
effective exchange rate (REER) volatility in Kenya. Refrain 
from using no studies 
 
Line 68- Do not start a sentence with because 

- The Abstract has been corrected as 
advised. 

- Line 68 has been sorted out. 

Optional/General comments 
 

Results are derived through valid econometric models. The 
Use of GARCH have strengthened the findings of the paper. 

- Thanks 

 
 


