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Abstract

The objectives of this study were 1) to study overview competitiveness in ASEAN 2)
to study the Problematic that affect for Doing Business in ASEAN and 3) to analysis of the
opportunities and the potential to affect for Doing Business in ASEAN.

The results of this study indicated that Cambodia affecting problematic for doing
business is corruption with a score of 19.4 (Level 4). Lao PDR affecting problematic for doing
business is inadequately educate workforce with a score of 23.2 (Level 4). Myanmar affecting
problematic for doing business is access to financing with a score of 22.2 (Level 4). Philippines
affecting problematic for doing business is inefficient government bureaucracy with a score of 18.5
(Level 3). Vietnam affecting problematic for doing business is access to financing with a score of
12.5 (Level 2). Indonesia affecting problematic for doing business is corruption with a score of 11.7
(Level 2). Thailand affecting problematic for doing business is government instability/corups with
a score of 18.1 (Level 3). Malaysia affecting problematic for doing business is inefficient
government bureaucracy with a score of 10.8 (Level 2). And Singapore affecting problematic for

doing business is restrictive labor regulations with a score of 29.7 (Level 5).
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