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	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 addresses an important topic in the field of behavioral finance and entrepreneurship by examining behavioral biases influencing investment decisions of women entrepreneurs. As women entrepreneurship is increasing globally, understanding psychological and socio-cultural factors affecting financial decision-making is highly relevant for both academia and policy formulation. The study provides a conceptual framework linking behavioral biases with investment decision-making, which may help guide future empirical research. Additionally, the paper contributes to the literature by integrating behavioral finance concepts with gender-specific entrepreneurial contexts.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title appropriately reflects the theme and scope of the study.
However, it may be slightly refined for clarity as:

Suggested Alternative Title:
“Behavioral Biases and Investment Decision-Making among Women Entrepreneurs: A Conceptual Review”


	

	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 clearly outlines the purpose, methodology, key behavioral biases examined, and the main implications of the study. It effectively summarizes the research focus. However, the abstract may be improved by:

· Clearly mentioning that the study is conceptual and literature-based.

· Briefly highlighting the proposed conceptual framework.

· Slightly reducing descriptive sentences to maintain conciseness.

Overall, the abstract is informative but could benefit from minor refinement for clarity and structure.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically structured and follows a logical academic format including introduction, literature review, research gap, objectives, methodology, conceptual framework, results, discussion, and conclusion. The arguments are supported by relevant academic literature. The conceptual framework proposed in the study is consistent with behavioral finance theories. However, the paper would benefit from clearer explanation of the conceptual model and stronger integration between literature review findings and the framework.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate and include several recent studies (2023–2024), which strengthens the literature review. The manuscript also cites classical theoretical works such as Kahneman and Tversky (1979), which is appropriate.

However, the author may consider adding a few more recent behavioral finance or gender-based investment studies (2023–2025) to strengthen the academic depth and global context of the study.


	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but requires moderate language editing. Several sentences are grammatically incorrect or slightly repetitive. Minor improvements in grammar, sentence structure, and academic tone would enhance readability and clarity. Professional proofreading is recommended before final publication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The conceptual framework should be explained more clearly, particularly how antecedent factors influence behavioral biases and how these biases affect investment decisions.

2. Some sections of the literature review contain repetitive explanations of biases and could be condensed for better readability.

3. The results and discussion section largely summarizes literature rather than critically synthesizing findings; deeper analytical discussion would improve the section.

4. Minor formatting corrections are needed in references and citations.

5. The paper could benefit from a short section explaining future research directions, especially empirical validation of the conceptual model.

Overall, the study addresses a relevant topic and provides useful conceptual insights, but minor revisions are recommended to improve clarity and academic presentation.

The manuscript addresses a relevant research topic and is structurally sound. With minor improvements in language, conceptual clarity, and literature synthesis, the paper can make a useful contribution to behavioral finance and women entrepreneurship research.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No significant ethical issues were identified. The manuscript is based on a conceptual review of existing literature and does not involve human subjects, surveys, or experimental data requiring ethical approval.  
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