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Peer Review on “Is Tax Amnesty Good for Tax 
Evader?” 

 
Summary: 
 
The author examines whether tax evaders join tax 
amnesty programs after evading taxes and how tax 
amnesty programs affect taxpayers’ tax 
compliance behavior. The author conducts this 
study because he/she believes that the tax amnesty 
theories proposed in prior literature were not 
complete because practical economic and social 
situations have not been considered. The author 
thus includes the possibility that tax evaders who 
are engaged in repeat tax evasion after 
participation in tax amnesty plan in his/her 
research model to avoid oversimplification of 
model assumption.  
 
Suggestions: 
 
This paper is too theoretical. It is not easy to 
understand the equations used in the analysis 
without a high level of mathematical knowledge. 
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In this regard, the first concern that I, as the 
reviewer of this paper, have is whether this article 
matches with the theme of the journal that this 
article is going to be submitted to.  
 
The second concern is related to the contributions 
of the paper. Although the author mentions a lot of 
contributions at the end of his/her study, these 
contributions cannot provide a complete insight 
into the structure of the tax amnesty programs. 
Without such insight, the author’s findings 
immediately become less convincing.  
 
The final concern is related to the writing neatness 
of the author. There are a certain number of typos 
found in the study. This can show that the author 
might not have a chance to proofread his/her study 
before the submission. An obvious example of 
such typo can be found in the first sentence of this 
study: “Whether or not tax evaders join tax 
amnesty programs after evading taxes, an 
important index is the influence of tax amnesty 
programson compliance”. In this sentence, 
“programson” should be “programs on”. There are 
quite a number of typos similar to this one 
throughout the study, which makes the study even 
more difficult to understand. 
 
Conclusion: 
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I believe that the author should have a major 
change on his/her paper before this paper is 
qualified to be published, after consideration of the 
combined effect of the abovementioned concerns 
found in the study. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

  

Optional/General comments 

 

  

 

Reviewer Details: 

 

Name: Anonymous  

Department, University & Country Hong Kong 

 


