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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

Minor REVISION comments

General Comments

From my point of view, it is a very interesting topic and simultaneously it
seems that to the best of my knowledge is an important empirical research to study the
link between revenue collection and internal controls over the years in Morogoro
Municipality. The paper consists of the following sections: Introduction, Literature
Review, Methodology, Discussion of Results and Conclusion.

However, | find some recommendations:

1. The abstract must contains the main purpose of the paper, the research
method used in the research and the main contributions.
2. It would be very useful to add in the "Introduction" section the purpose,

objectives and hypothesis of the research.
3. We consider that the introduction should specify the novelty of the paper
compared to other papers published in this area.
4. | consider that the VIF test shows a possible multicollinearity between the
independent variables.
5. 1 believe that the paper can be improved if an econometric analysis is done
with fixed effects and variable cross-section time effects.
6. Also, we consider the literature is not enough and that is why, we
recommend the authors to refer to other recent works indexed in Web of
Science, Scopus, Emerald, Cambrige, and MDPI Journals. We suggest
that the authors cite papers published in MDPI journals and Web of
Science Journals.
7. | propose to the authors the structuring of the paper on the following
sections without numbering: Introduction, Literature review, Method and
Results and Conclusions.
In conclusion, the paper can be published after minor revisions. It should also be
enhanced with a review of the literature adequate to the subject and a broader
interpretation and commentary of the research results.
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