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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 
 

1. Spelling mistakes: 
Place and Duration of Study: The sampling technique used was purposive 
sampling. The study was conducted a Manufacturieng Companies listed in 
Indonesia Stock Exchange with a research period of 2018-2019. 

             2.3.1 Research Desaign 
           Fig 1. Theoritical Framework 

2. Not in English: 
2.2.2 The Effect of OER on Profitability 

3. There is a contradiction in the research period. In the abstract, sample has been 
taken from 2018-2019 and under the population and sample, it was mentioned as 
2016-2019. 

4. Sample: There is no clear details from which researcher has collected Indonesian 
banks’ data and Malaysian banks’ data (in Abstract and in research samples). 

5. Sample: In abstract, it said Indonesian manufacturing company but in the sample, 
it said commercial banks.? 

6. No proper references for 13,14,15,16,17 
7. Source or citation should be given for the conceptual framework. 
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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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