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PART1:ReviewComments 
 

CompulsoryREVISION comments Reviewer’scomment Author’sFeedback(Pleasecorrectthemanuscriptandhighlightthatpartin 
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance 
ofthismanuscriptforthescientificcommunity.Whyd
o 
youlike(ordislike)thismanuscript?Aminimumof3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

Thismanuscriptrepresentsasignificantcontributiontothefieldof public finance by comprehensively 
analyzing the integration ofAI and blockchain technologies for tax compliance and  revenue 
generation1 

. The research is particularly valuable as it bridges the gap between theoretical technological 
capabilities and practical publicsectorapplications.Thesystematicexaminationofbothopportunities and 
challenges provides actionable insights for  policymakers and researchers alike1 

.Themanuscript'sthoroughanalysisofsynergisticeffectsbetweenAI and blockchain technologies offers 
novel perspectives on improving public finance systems 

 

Isthe title ofthe article suitable? 
(Ifnot pleasesuggest analternative title) 

Thetitle"LeveragingArtificialIntelligence(AI)andBlockchainfor EnhancedTax Compliance and Revenue 
Generation in Public Finance" is appropriate and accurately reflects the  content and scope of the 
research1 

. It clearly communicates the main technologies being studied (AI and blockchain) and their intended 
application (tax complianceandrevenuegeneration)withinthespecificcontext(public finance). 

 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you 
suggesttheaddition(ordeletion)ofsomepointsinthis 
section? Please write your suggestions here. 

Theabstractiswell-structuredandcomprehensive,coveringallkey elements including purpose, 
methodology, findings, and recommendations1 

.However,itcouldbeenhancedby: 

• Addingspecificquantitativeoutcomesormetricsfromthefindings 

• Includingmoredetailaboutthegeographicalscopeofthestudy 

• Mentioningthetimeperiodcoveredintheresearch 

 

Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscript 
appropriate? 

The manuscript follows a logical and appropriate academic structure with well-organized sections 
including Introduction, LiteratureReview,Methodology,Applications,Discussion,andConclusions1 

. The subsections effectively break down complex topics into 
manageablesegments,facilitatingclearunderstandingoftheresearch1 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific 
correctnessofthismanuscript.Whydoyouthinkthat 
thismanuscriptisscientificallyrobustandtechnicall
y sound?Aminimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 

The manuscript demonstrates scientific robustness through its 
systematicqualitativemethodologyandcomprehensiveanalysis of secondary data1 

. The theoretical framework is well-grounded in existing 
literature,andthefindingsaresupportedbymultiplecrediblesources1 

.Theresearchmethodologyisclearlyexplainedandfollows established academic protocols for qualitative 
research1 

. 

 

Arethereferencessufficientandrecent?Ifyouhave 
suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

Thereferencesarerecentandsufficient,withmostcitationsfrom 2023-20241 

.Thebibliographyincludesadiverserangeofsourcesincluding academic journals, government reports, and 
industry analyses1 
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MinorREVISIONcomments 

Isthelanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitablefo
r scholarly communications? 

Themanuscriptexhibitshigh-qualityscholarlywritingwithclear,precise, and professional language 
throughout1 

.Technicaltermsareappropriatelyusedandwell-explained. 

 

Optional/Generalcomments   
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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