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	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.


	This manuscript is important to the scientific community as robo-advisory services remain an emerging financial innovation in many countries, particularly among younger investors such as millennials. Understanding the factors that influence millennials’ willingness to adopt robo-advisors provides timely insights into how digital financial services can be more effectively designed and promoted. Furthermore, by examining the roles of financial knowledge and trust alongside perceived usefulness, this study contributes to extending the Technology Acceptance Model within the context of financial technology. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.
	

	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 should concisely cover the research motivation. The main research methodologies adopted ie. Sampling techniques and the analysis tests should also be covered.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The research design, data analysis, and interpretation of results are appropriate and consistent with the stated objectives. However, it is unclear in the document if the development of the research framework is grounded in the theory ie. Technology Acceptance Model.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the references are generally relevant, many of the cited studies were published before 2020 and may not fully capture recent developments in robo-advisory services. Given the rapid evolution of fintech, the reference list would benefit from the inclusion of more recent empirical studies on robo-advisors and digital investment platforms. The authors should consider expanding the number of literature reviewed.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript should cover the relevance of the underpinning theory, the Technology Acceptance Model to the research framework. 

· The names of the variables, especially Perceived Usefulness (or Usability) should be consistently applied throughout the manuscript. 

· The impact of Robo Advisors on investor behaviour is not the objective of this study. These sections: “Impact on Investor Behaviour” and “The Human-Machine Interaction” are not needed. Authors should expand the discussion on the drivers of Robo-Advisors adoption. 

· Descriptive analysis should come first before the reliability analysis. 

· To recheck the references, as some of the references cited in-text were excluded from the reference list. 
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