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

	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.

	The paper is a timely and relevant topic, examining determinants of Generation Z's investment interest in Purwokerto, Indonesia. The research is relevant because Generation Z is a sizable demographic with growing participation in financial markets. The findings of this research—investment knowledge, motivation, and minimum capital—have implications for policymakers, educators, and financial institutions interested in advancing financial literacy and market participation. It assists in filling a lacuna in the literature regarding the combined impact of these variables for the case of a developing nation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is descriptive, concise, and appropriate. It is correct and represents the theme and content of the study.

	

	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 comprehensive, summarizing the objectives, methodology, results, and implications. However, the repetition of the first paragraph should be eliminated for the sake of conciseness.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The research is scientifically sound, with a clear methodology and appropriate statistical analysis using SmartPLS. The hypotheses are logically constructed, and the results are appropriately supported by evidence. The discussion between findings and literature is good.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	 References are sufficient, current, and relevant to the subject matter. Some of them could be made consistent in presentation for greater uniformity.
	

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

	English in the manuscript is generally readable but can be enhanced by realigning minor grammatical and stylistic features to facilitate easier reading.

	

	Optional/General comments

	Remove redundant sentences in the abstract.

Keep tables and figures in consistent formatting.

Discuss in more detail the conclusion to offer more precise recommendations for practitioners in addition to policymakers.
Reason: The paper is well-focused and current, but some minor changes in language, style, and abstract conciseness will make it clearer and more impactful.
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	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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