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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 manuscript is important to the scientific community because it systematically integrates insights from finance, marketing, and information economics, explaining how marketing strategies affect investor behavior and equity offering outcomes. It synthesizes evidence from 2010-2025, addressing how investor engagement mechanisms reduce information asymmetry and influence market perceptions, especially in emerging economies like Indonesia. The study highlights gaps in cross-market comparability and standardized digital branding, providing a foundation for future research and a framework for analyzing marketing communication's role in capital market efficiency and firm performance
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of this article issuitable


	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally thorough, organized, and consistent with the study's objectives, methodology, findings, and conclusions.

 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate for its objectives.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality are suitable for scholarly communication, with clear, formal writing and appropriate use of academic terminology.
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