
	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Economics, Finance and Management

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJEFM_2441

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	TAX REFORMS AND COMPLIANCE AMONG SMALL AND MEDIUM ENTEPRISES IN BUNGOMA COUNTY

	Type of the Article
	


	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 manuscript explores tax reforms and compliance among SMEs in Bungoma County, Kenya. This manuscript struggles to make a meaningful scientific contribution. The study relies heavily on generic conceptual summaries rather than presenting concrete data. This limits its practical value for policymakers and researchers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable
	

	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.


	Abstract provides a conceptual overview but lacks the critical elements expected in a scientific paper. It fails to mention the specific research design, sample size, data collection methods, or any quantitative results. Adding a clear methodology and a summary of actual empirical findings would be required to make it comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientific validity of the manuscript is highly questionable. It reads as a generic theoretical summary without robust empirical backing. Text mentions adopting various theories and identifying knowledge gaps but fails to present substantive analysis. Additionally, the text exhibits repetitive surface level arguments lacking the analytical depth required for scholarly work.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the references appear recent, a significant portion of them is highly suspicious and appears to be fabricated. A few references loosely resemble real studies. Abdi et al. (2024) lists an incorrect journal name. However, highly specific localized citations like Chepkorir & Wanjala (2023) and Kabisa, Kirwa & Atandi (2022) cannot be found in academic databases and appear to be hallucinated to perfectly match the study's exact title or location. The authors must provide verifiable DOIs for all references and remove any fabricated citations.


	

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


	The English is grammatically correct and fluent. However, the phrasing is highly generic. It lacks the precise academic tone expected in a research article.
	

	Optional/General comments
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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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