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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 Abstract writing has not been systematic, has not shown the need for this research to be carried out, it looks
like there is a copy and paste of the writing in the thesis (there are words in the table above) Look at the yellow
highlight.

In the introduction, it was not seen the need for this research to be carried out, what was the reason. There is
no research gap yet. Support from previous research Related to each variable studied, it is still very minimal.

Agency theory used here is not quite right, try to find a theory that is more appropriate in explaining each
research variable, as well as the results of previous research.
Need to find support articles that support H1, H2 and H3

Classic assumption test, It should be written after descriptive analysis, so that the delivery is sequential.
The residual plot is close to normal.

What is the conclusion for pharmaceutical companies in Southeast Asia? What are the benefits for the sample
companies, it is necessary to explain.
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