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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 study helps understand how individual investors in a Tier-II city like Belagavi think about mutual funds. It shows what factors influence their investment choices, such as risk, returns, and trust in financial institutions. These insights are helpful for mutual fund companies, financial advisors, and researchers who want to understand investor behavior in small cities. The findings can also support better financial planning and awareness programs.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is well-structured and appropriate. It clearly reflects the study's content and geographical focus.


	

	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.


	The abstract is generally informative. However, it could be improved by mentioning the methodology used (e.g., sample size and analysis technique), and briefly stating the key findings. This would give readers a quicker understanding of the study's scope and outcome.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The research design, data collection methods, and the application of the Chi-square test are appropriate for the objectives of the study. The interpretations are relevant and aligned with the data presented. However, the scientific robustness of the study could be further enhanced by incorporating additional statistical validations—such as a normality test and tests for validity and reliability—particularly to ensure the credibility of the survey instrument and the accuracy of inferential conclusions.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references cited in the manuscript are generally sufficient and include several recent studies from 2022 to 2024, which reflects current research trends in the area of mutual fund investor perception. However, the inclusion of a few more references from reputed Scopus or Web of Science indexed journals would strengthen the academic rigor and international relevance of the paper.
	

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


	The overall language is understandable, but polishing would improve scholarly communication quality.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a relevant study with localized insights. With minor revisions in abstract structure, references, and language, it can be a valuable contribution to research on mutual fund investment behavior in emerging Indian markets.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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