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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 manuscript touches upon the topical issue within the scope of the overlap of finance and generational behavioral research. The determinants of the investment interest in the Generation Z go a long way in helping the financial institutions, the policymakers and the educators who work towards financial literacy and engagement of the population in the capital markets. The central emphasis of the study on the financial knowledge, motivation and minimum capital helped offer action oriented information in terms of designing specific product and educational programs aiming at specific investment products. The results help to build the body of the literature on youth investment behavior in countries with emerging economies especially in Indonesia.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Again, the title is appropriate, brief, and quite representative of the key variables and the target population of the study. No change is recommended.

	

	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 overall descriptive and informative with a description of the purpose, research methodology, important findings, and implications. Nonetheless, it actually has a repetition of the first paragraph twice, which needs some revision in order not to be redundant. I would suggest that you delete this duplicative section so that it is clearer.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Research has a solid scientific basis, proper design, and operational definition, and the statistical significant data (a valid statistical methodology is PLSSEM). Results are in favor of the conclusions. The discussion however could use a greater level of theoretical integration which would help connect the findings closely to the Theory of planned behavior and compare the results with an inconsistent findings as per results of past studies.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The literature is up to date and applicable, with regarding to 78 percent of 2019-2024. They include sources in Indonesia and across the world. Some formatting inconsistencies are there, however (capitalization, lacking detail). The literature base could be expanded by including a few more studies of other countries on the investment trends of their Generation Z.

	

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


	The English can be followed on the whole but needs editing in the respect of grammar, sentence structure, and homogeneity (e.g., investment intention and investment interest must be used interchangeably or not at all). Small typographical mistakes (capital first letter in each new word, capitalization of appropriateness of first letter of each generation) have to be eradicated.

	

	Optional/General comments


	· It is possible to enlarge the implications section to create focus on policy, educational, and industry significance.
· Discuss the limitation in a more elaborate way covering the possible sampling bias of sampling on the Purwokerto respondents only.

· The labelling of figures and tables needs to be more well labeled and numbered uniformly.

· There is the duplication of abstraction that needs to be fixed.
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