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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.


	This manuscript contributes to the growing literature on tax compliance and public finance by focusing on SMEs, a sector that plays a critical role in employment creation and economic growth in developing economies. The study synthesizes theoretical perspectives and empirical findings to explain how tax reforms may influence compliance behavior among SMEs. By examining technological, administrative, policy, and educational reforms simultaneously, the study provides a multidimensional perspective on compliance challenges in rural and semi-urban regions such as Bungoma County. The insights generated can help policymakers, tax authorities, and researchers better understand how reforms can be designed to improve voluntary compliance and strengthen revenue mobilization
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the scope and focus of the manuscript. However, the word “ENTEPRISES” should be corrected to “ENTERPRISES” to ensure accuracy and professionalism.
	

	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 provides a good overview of the research background, theoretical foundation, and main conclusions. However, it should be improved by clearly specifying the type of study (conceptual literature review) and briefly highlighting the key research gaps identified. Additionally, the abstract could be shortened slightly to avoid repetition and improve clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is conceptually sound and grounded in well-established theoretical frameworks. The integration of Economic Deterrence Theory, Institutional Theory, and the Slippery Slope Framework provides a strong conceptual basis for examining tax compliance behavior. However, the paper is primarily a conceptual and literature review study, and the methodology section could be strengthened by clearly explaining how the literature was selected and analyzed. Clarifying the research design would improve methodological rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and include both foundational theoretical works and recent studies related to tax compliance and SME taxation. Many sources from 2022–2025 provide updated perspectives on tax reforms and compliance in developing economies. Minor improvements in citation consistency and formatting are recommended, as some references appear duplicated or inconsistently formatted.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable; however, it requires moderate language editing to improve grammar, sentence structure, and academic clarity. Some sections contain repetitive explanations and long paragraphs that could be condensed for better readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1.The paper would benefit from a clearer conceptual framework diagram explaining relationships between variables.

2. The methodology section should clearly explain the literature review strategy or selection criteria.

3. Some sections in the background and literature review repeat similar ideas and could be condensed.

4. Tables or figures summarizing previous empirical findings could strengthen the literature review.

5. A stronger conclusion summarizing the research gaps and proposed future research directions would improve the contribution of the study.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 details)
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