I read the article “The Effect of Crude Oil Price Changes on Civil Conflict Intensity in Rentier States.” The author (s) argues that states which rely upon oil sales to fund a large portion of government spending will have a more difficult time maintaining conflict-reducing state capacity during times in which oil prices are below previously prevailing averages for extended lengths of time. The author need to conduct revisions. 

Major Concerns:
Setting up the introduction, there are good references by Paul Dune on Military Spending, Growth, Development and Conflict; also Defense Spending, Natural Resources, and Conflict by  Paul Dunne and Nan Tan. These references are useful to enrich the discussions. There is already a rich literature on the link between resources and civil conflict, arguing that resource-dependence undermines good governance and increases the risk of political violence. whereas most scholarship in this area assumes that the resource curse derives from mobilization opportunities and greed-related factors, Lars-Erik Cederman (2022) considers the possibility that inequality and grievances play a central role in the resource-conflict nexus. For rich literature review refer to case studies in recent book (2022) on Natural Resources, Inequality and Conflict” by Lar-Erik Cederman et al. Introduction set up is weak. The authors heavily rely on Ross arguments. 
In response to this comment, we have rewritten the introduction section. We also reduced the discussion of Ross and restructured the literature review to provide greater clarity. We do not focus on the “rebel side” of the theoretical argument (i.e. greed or grievance) but instead focus on state capacity, particularly military capacity. Our literature review now engages the “rebel side” and discusses the reasoning for our focus instead on state capacity. 
In discussion of oil rent and military spending for Mid East and NA and Gulf C.C. there is no mention of article in defence and peace economics by Omnia A. Abdellatif. 2015. Military Expenditures and Natural Resources: Evidence from Rentier States in the Middle East and North Africa. This paper will be helpful in operationalize authors model set up. 
In response to this comment, we added the citation below and discussion in section 2.2 of the literature review of this paper. We have attempted to clarify the overall literature review to set up our operationalization of oil prices and military expenditures. 
Ali, H. E., & Abdellatif, O. A. (2015). Military expenditures and natural resources: evidence from rentier states in the Middle East and North Africa. Defence and Peace Economics, 26(1), 5-13.
The author used simple panel data regression without addressing endogeneity issues such as oil rent is function of oil price; also the population size is determined by battle death. The functional forms might need to be tested for the results robustness. 
In response to this critique, we have now included non-interactive effect models that do not suffer this endogeneity weakness for all hypothesis tests. We also added more discussion of this issue to the results section. For H1 and H2, multiple regression methods were presented for robustness. We also added additional citations to our data section in support of our model choices. 
The author did not link the battle death and military spending. 
[bookmark: _Hlk127187200]This is an important critique and in response we have developed a third hypothesis that tests this connection explicitly. Table 4 provides the results of this analysis and directly links military expenditure with battle deaths. We develop three additional models to operationalize this hypothesis test, and find that military expenditures are most clearly related to battle deaths in states where conflict intensity was low, where milex was negatively associated with battle deaths. This indicates that military expenditures were most effective at reducing battle deaths where conflict was occurred at a low level. In more intense conflict, the relationship is unclear. This is likely because increases military spending might often precipitate “crack downs” on rebels which increase battle deaths. This is discussed in detail in the results and case study portion. 
I suggest that the author breaks the paper into two paper one paper addresses melix and oil rent; the other paper argues battle death and oil rent (oil price can be use a s proxy for oil rent). Higher the oil price, the higher oil rent. The other option is to used simultaneous equation models. 
As mentioned above, we have opted for a two-stage regression model to more fully link military expenditures with battle deaths and address this weakness in the initial manuscript. The purpose of the case study vignette is also to help address this nuance. 
Equations in P.9 are confusing, and subscript are not clear why there are 4 equations some variables with lags and others are not while there are interactions. How you can interact oilt rent with lag oil price. Both variables should be lagged to be interacted. There is a need for control variables sch as GDP growth or level of infrastructure development. You can refer to article by Shahjahan B “Natural Resources Rent and Infrastructure. Development: Evidence from the Middle East and North Africa.
In response to this comment, we have added additional discussion of how and why lagged variables are used for the primary independent variables measuring oil prices. We have also incorporated a lagged variable for oil rents when interacted with a lagged oil price variable as the reviewer suggests. 
We have incorporated additional control variables (including GDP as suggested) to all the models, and provided additional citations to our data section to justify the model choices. 
We also added a citation for the article:
[bookmark: _Hlk127597669]Ali, H. E., & Bhuiyan, S. (2022). Governance, natural resources rent, and infrastructure development: Evidence from the Middle East and North Africa. Politics & Policy, 50(2), 408-440.

Minor points:
There is excessive use of Ross, deprived the author from brining classic authors to forefront. 
As discussed above, we have expanded our literature review to scale back the discussion of Ross and include some of the literature suggested by the reviewer.  
[bookmark: _Hlk126743658]In P.2 the author should highlight the paper structures: section2 discusses oil and conflict. Section three present theory of oil price, etc.
In response to this comment, we have added a paragraph to the introduction explaining the paper structure as this comment suggests. 
