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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	This manuscript addresses an important and often underexplored aspect of tax law in Asia—inter-agency taxation data-sharing mechanisms. The study brings valuable insights into how legislative design impacts tax compliance, efficiency, and institutional coordination by comparing two contrasting jurisdictions, Myanmar and the Republic of Korea. The findings are particularly relevant for countries aiming to reform their tax administration systems and enhance legal enforcement through better information exchange. The comparative legal approach adopted here offers a replicable methodology for further research in other jurisdictions and disciplines, including public administration and legal reform.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is informative and reflects the scope and focus of the paper. However, for clarity and improved academic tone, consider a minor refinement:

“Comparative Analysis of Inter-Agency Taxation Data Sharing Systems in Asian Countries: The Case of Myanmar and South Korea”
	

	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.


	The abstract outlines the objective and comparative focus of the paper well, identifying the key jurisdictions and topic areas. However, it can be improved for scholarly clarity:

· Replace “probably one of the weakest countries” with a more formal phrase, such as “one of the less developed systems” or “a system facing significant challenges.”

· The final sentence could more clearly emphasise the contributions or implications of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically and legally sound. The methodology is well structured, combining traditional comparative law, functionalism, and content analysis. The application of comparative legal theory is coherent and appropriate for the research question. However:

· The presentation of figures (e.g., Figures 1–3) could be better integrated into the narrative with clear titles and references in the text.

· The comparative framework is valuable but would benefit from a more substantial explanation of why these dimensions (e.g., “authority to request data”) were selected.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and relatively recent. The author cites foundational works in comparative law (Zweigert & Kötz, Glenn) and practical sources like OECD and IMF reports.

Suggestions for Additional References:

· To strengthen the theoretical base further, consider citing recent literature on digital governance or e-government in tax administration (e.g., World Bank, UNESCAP, or academic articles post-2020 on data governance in public finance).

· Inclusion of more recent ASEAN or regional comparative frameworks could enhance the contextual relevance.
Please complete the laws specified in the references, like “State Administration Council Law No. 23/2024 regarding Union Taxation Law, of 29 March 2024, Myanmar”.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The manuscript is readable, but the English language requires moderate revision to meet scholarly publication standards. Specific issues include:

· Informal or ambiguous phrasing (e.g., “the poor against the perfect”).

· Repetition and awkward transitions in some sections.

· Inconsistent use of passive/active voice and punctuation.

A language edit by a native or academic English speaker is strongly recommended, especially for clarity and stylistic refinement.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The comparative approach is well executed and provides meaningful contrast between legal frameworks.

The policy recommendations are actionable and demonstrate thoughtful legal transplantation from the Korean model.

A section on limitations or future research would add value to the academic rigour of the study.

The “call to action” in the conclusion is engaging but should be slightly rephrased for a more formal academic tone.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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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