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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 (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 topic selected is a good one as it has been an area of interest for many researchers. The need of financial literacy is recognized as a basic requirement for successful investment. The author has selected an area of research which would benefit the research community. There has been comparatively less research done on this field with reference to the rate at which the investment and investors are increasing in our country. 
I personally feel that it is a good topic to work upon and also the geographical area selected is suitable for this topic.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, The title of the topic is suitable for understanding what to expect in the article. 
I feel that no additions or deletions are needed.
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive, however I feel that some changes in the abstract would be advisable. The abstract does not speak anything about the topic in clear way, it is mainly focusing only on the research methodology and the results. The author needs to give some basic idea about the content of the paper rather than focusing only on the results.
A little change in the abstract is advisable. Some more inclusion with reference to the title of the paper should be included.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	All the aspects of the manuscript are scientifically correct, the sub-headings and the flow of the paper is as per the requirements
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references given the manuscript are sufficient looking at the contents of the paper and are given as per the requirements. The references are inclusive; containing the references from late 90’s to date. They are apt for the paper including the referencing style.
	

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


	The quality of the article is good, however it could not be considered as excellent. There are some places where the clarity of the statement is not as expected and at times few sentence formation could also be taken care of.
Not mandatory, but if required author may re-read the article and try to make some changes in the language of the paper – Abstract.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The Abstract of the paper states that the study is on new investors with less than 1 year of investing experience, however the data shows that almost 40% of the respondents have more than 1 year of investing experience. This is self -contradicting the abstract and the article. 
The author can make the changes in the abstract.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Mitesh Kadakia, Badruka College of Commerce and Arts, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

