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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	Author’s Feedback (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.


	The significance of this manuscript is the extension of the discussion on tax literacy from the perspective of compliance into its impact on the yield of taxes collected from MSMEs. This is a more policy-relevant approach. By employing the concept of tax management skills, tax planning strategies, and tax timing knowledge in the conceptualization of tax literacy, the contribution of this study is significant and practical/multidimensional. This study is relevant for policymakers in developing countries who need guidance on how to enhance their domestic resource mobilization through capacity building rather than enforcement.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally good and reflects the major variables used in this research. However, it could be more concise and academically precise. For one thing, the repetition of the word “Nigeria” is not necessary. Also, the methodological approach used in this research is not stated in the title. A better title could be: “Tax Literacy and Tax Yield among MSMEs: Evidence from Ondo State, Nigeria” or “Examining the Effect of Tax Literacy on Tax Yield among MSMEs in Nigeria: A PLS-SEM Approach.” A more precise title could improve academic visibility.

	

	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 is overall informative and includes descriptions of the background, objectives, methodology, results, and recommendations. However, the abstract could be improved by mentioning the application of PLS-SEM and including major statistical results such as R² values and major coefficients more precisely. Also, some general statements in the abstract could be shortened to make room for more methodological and statistical clarity. This could improve the abstract’s overall scholarly quality. Furthermore, the abstract could also emphasize the implications for tax authorities to improve its practical relevance. A more concise and clear statistical abstract could improve its readability and overall impact. 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is structurally sound and uses the appropriate analytical approach given the research design and data. However, several methodological issues need revision to enhance the rigor with which the SEM-PLS analysis is conducted. First, the interpretation of the path and correlation coefficients in terms of percentage increase is conceptually flawed because the coefficients from the PLS approach do not reflect percentage change. Second, the interpretation of the Fornell-Larcker criterion is flawed because the values on the diagonal reflect the square root of AVE rather than correlation coefficients. Additionally, discriminant validity is established by showing the square root of AVE is higher than the inter-construct correlation. Third, the interpretation of the Cronbach’s alpha values is appropriate because they reflect values below the recommended 0.70 level; however, the interpretation should be qualified by noting the importance of composite reliability, which is more appropriate for the PLS approach and is above the recommended level. Finally, the R² value of 0.481 is not considered a high level of explanatory power; rather, it is considered a moderate level. Additionally, the interpretation of the overall model fit should be tempered, and the language with respect to the Spearman correlation is causation rather than association.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The overall quality of the reference list is satisfactory in that it includes both basic and latest research studies, especially from 2023-2024. However, the research could be improved in that it should also include more methodological studies on PLS-SEM (e.g., Hair et al.) and general studies on tax literacy frameworks and revenue mobilization. This could improve the research’s overall theory and methodological strength. Also, the format of the reference list could be improved to match the journal’s format. Furthermore, more citations from high-impact journals from around the world could improve the research’s overall position.

	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The English language of the manuscript is moderate. There is a need to hire a professional to edit the manuscript before publication. There are grammatical inconsistencies and repetitions. Furthermore, there are certain terminological errors related to statistical terms. With appropriate editing and correction of the manuscript, it can easily achieve international standards.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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