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Review Form 1.7

PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
the manuscript and highlight that part in the
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 1. This manuscript is important for scientific community as it discusses the important aspects
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) about the role of tax socialization to strengthen the tax compliance of taxpayers in Badung,
Bali, Indonesia, especially the MSMEs. The findings will have a prominent impact for the
2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable? major tax environment stakeholders in the region while making policy decisions regarding
(If not please suggest an alternative title) tax implications.
2. No. Alternative Title : THE ROLE OF TAX SOCIALIZATION IN STRENGTHENING
3. s the abstract of the article comprehensive? COMPLIANCE OF MSME TAXPAYERS IN BADUNG, BALI, INDONESIA
3. Yes
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 4. Yes
5. Yes
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 6. Yes
7. In Abstract, the topic ‘Aims’ may be changed to ‘Aim’
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 8. Table 2, title may be changed as ‘Characteristics of Respondents’; Heading ‘Percentage
additional references, please mention in the review form. Respondents’ may be changed to ‘Percentage of Respondents’; the word ‘Amount’ may be
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide changed to ‘Total’
additional suggestions/comments)
Minor REVISION comments
1. Yes
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 2. In Abstract, under Methodology, 1* sentence, change to ‘Type of data in this study is
communications? primary data.’ 9" sentence, remove ‘). 11" sentence, change to ‘Researcher used
moderate regression analysis for analysing data.’
3. In Abstract, under Conclusion, point 2, correct the word ‘MSMES’ as it is printed smudged in
one place.
4. In Introduction, 6™ paragraph, 5™ sentence, replace ‘D can’ with ‘It can be’; 8" paragraph,
6" sentence, remove ‘_tax No only’
5. In Conclusion, 6™ sentence, change ‘A’ to ‘a’ in words of ‘And’ and ‘W’ to ‘w’ in word
‘Which’; Add a ‘.’ at the end of last sentence.
6. In References. Remove double numbering in every entry and remove number (33) as there

is no entry

Optional/General comments

The article is widespread and covers applicable information of the topic under study. It can be
accepted for publication after making the above said corrections.
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Reviewer’'s comment

feedback here)

Author’'s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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