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	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.


	This paper examines the impact of electronic payment systems on the performance of non-oil tax revenues in Nigeria, using quarterly data from 2011 to 2022. The study employs a range of analytical techniques, including descriptive statistics, trend analysis, paired-samples t-tests, correlation analysis, and ordinary least squares regression. The results indicate a substantial and statistically significant increase in non-oil tax revenues following the adoption of electronic payment systems, with the dummy electronic payment variable showing a positive and significant effect in the regression model. The paper is well-organized, addresses a relevant and timely policy issue, and makes a credible contribution to the literature on digital tax reforms and fiscal capacity in developing economies. However, several areas require further attention before the paper can be considered for final acceptance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is suitable and can be published as is.
	

	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 complete and contains all elements required by international academic standards. No deletions are necessary. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and meets the standards of rigorous empirical research in public finance. The methodology is appropriate, the data is credible, the analysis is correctly performed, and the conclusions are justified by the results. 

Minor Revisions Summary

1-
Clarify sample size discrepancy – Explain why Table 2 (t-test) shows N=20 while Table 1 shows N=24 per period.

2-
Acknowledge endogeneity risk – Explicitly state that other factors (e.g., economic growth, policy changes) may influence results, beyond e-payment adoption.

3-
Justify control variables – Explain why CIT and VAT are included as controls when NOR includes them, or run a robustness check with NOR excluding CIT and VAT.

4-
Add 86% increase in abstract – Optional but recommended for impact.

5-
Remove raw image paths – Replace C:\Users\... with proper embedded figures.

6-
Update literature – Add 1–2 recent studies (2022–2025) on digital taxation in Africa.

7-
Make recommendations more specific – Suggest concrete channels (e.g., mobile apps, radio campaigns) and agencies (e.g., NIBSS, NIMC).

All revisions are minor and do not affect the scientific validity of the paper
	.

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The current references include foundational works (Bellovin 1989, Postel 1981) and some Nigerian tax studies up to 2022. However, for a 2026 conference, the literature is outdated and misses critical recent research on digital taxation in Africa.

Required Reference Revisions – Summary

1-
Delete irrelevant references – Remove [1]–[7] (physics/math papers).

2-
Add 5–7 recent studies (2024–2025) from suggested list (e.g., Dagunduro et al. 2025, Saadu & Danmalam 2025, Oziegbe & Itua 2024).

3-
Include at least one comparative African study (e.g., Banga et al. 2025 on digital taxation in Africa).

4-
Balance classic and contemporary – Keep foundational works (Bellovin 1989, Postel 1981) but update with current empirical evidence.

5-
Ensure consistency – Check all references for complete and uniform formatting.
	1- 

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


	The manuscript is understandable and generally well-written, but it contains several language issues that need correction before final submission. The quality is sufficient for review but requires proofreading to meet scholarly publication standards.

1-Remove Redundancy: Delete repeated sentences and ideas, especially in the discussion section (4.7), to make the text more concise.

2-Format Numbers Consistently: Always include the currency symbol (₦) and the unit ("billion") when mentioning monetary values in the text (e.g., change 291.42 to ₦291.42 billion).


	

	Optional/General comments


	-Strong Paper: Well-structured, timely topic, and policy-relevant.

-Solid Methodology: Good use of multiple techniques (t-tests, correlation, regression).

-Minor Fixes: Add section 4.6 (currently missing). Consider a summary table linking findings to recommendations.

-Future Research: Suggest using continuous variables (e.g., transaction volume) instead of a dummy to measure e-payment impact more precisely.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

no
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