Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Probability and Statistics 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJPAS_151437

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Forecasting Revenue Differentials in Malaysia: A Comparative Analysis of GST and SST Regimes Using Time Series and Regression Models

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
The manuscript presents a rigorous quantitative evaluation of Malaysia’s indirect tax regimes by comparing GST and SST using advanced time-series and regression techniques. The study is analytically strong, methodologically transparent, and addresses an important fiscal policy issue with clear empirical evidence. The triangulation of ARIMA, Holt–Winters, and regression models enhances the robustness of the findings and strengthens the policy relevance of the study.


	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 makes a valuable contribution to the literature on public finance, revenue forecasting, and applied time-series analysis by empirically quantifying the long-term fiscal opportunity costs associated with indirect tax policy shifts. It advances methodological practice by demonstrating how hybrid forecasting approaches can be applied under data constraints and structural breaks. The study also introduces useful conceptual insights such as the “Predictability–Potency Paradox” and the “Policy Trilemma,” which enrich theoretical discussions on tax system design. Its findings are relevant not only for Malaysia but also for other developing economies facing similar trade-offs in indirect taxation systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is precise, informative, and accurately reflects the scope, methodology, and comparative nature of the study. No alternative title is required.
	

	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 is comprehensive and clearly outlines the research context, methodology, key findings, and policy implications. However, it is slightly repetitive in its opening paragraph and could be improved by removing duplication. Additionally, explicitly stating the data frequency (quarterly data) and sample size limitations for GST and SST 2.0 would enhance clarity for readers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The application of unit root tests (ADF, KPSS), model selection criteria (AIC, RMSE, MAPE), and regression diagnostics is appropriate and correctly interpreted. The authors acknowledge data limitations and adopt suitable methodological adjustments, which strengthens the credibility of the analysis. Including a concise standalone “Limitations of the Study” subsection would further improve scientific transparency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive, relevant, and includes both classical and recent sources in time-series analysis, public finance, and Malaysian fiscal policy. The citations are adequate and up to date. Minor formatting consistency checks are recommended, but no additional references are necessary.
	

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


	The language quality is appropriate for scholarly communication. The manuscript is well written, with clear logical flow and strong academic tone. Minor stylistic refinements (shortening long sentences and improving figure captions) would further enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  Figures are informative but should have more concise captions for easier interpretation.

  The discussion section is strong; however, linking findings more explicitly to comparable international tax reform experiences could broaden the paper’s appeal.

  The policy implications are well articulated and represent a major strength of the manuscript.

  Consider briefly summarizing key numerical results in the conclusion for emphasis.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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