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Compulsory REVISION 
comments 
 

1. The author should add more implications and suggestions 
based on the findings. For example, addressed some 
future development strategy for small business, Ropharma 
and Remedia.  

2. The paper demonstrated an adequate understanding of the 
relevant literatures in the field . 

3. Statistics are reported correctly and results are 
demonstrated properly regarding the research purposes. 

4. Overall, the article does a good job presenting the results, 
which are also interesting. 

1. More conclusions were added regarding 
the pharmaceutical sector in Romania, 
regarding the companies that will survive in 
this environment based on their current 
financial ratios and why do these ratios 
result in an effective management. 
2. Thank you. 
3. Thank you. 
4. Thank you very much indeed.  
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