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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 talks about behavioral biases that affect the investment choices of women entrepreneurs. This topic matters because behavioral finance helps us understand real investment behavior. The study shows how psychological factors like risk aversion, loss aversion, anchoring, and herding impact financial decision-making. The paper adds to the existing research on women entrepreneurship and offers useful insights for researchers, financial advisors, and policymakers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly reflects the main focus of the study. It explains that the research  is  about  behavioral  biases  and  investment  decision-making  among  women
entrepreneurs. However, the title could be slightly improved for clarity.
	

	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 explains the objective, concept, and key findings of the study. It also highlights the behavioral biases discussed in the paper and mentions the conceptual framework used in the research. However, a brief mention of the study's primary contribution and the significance of the  conceptual  framework can enhance the  abstract.  Minor language
corrections can also improve clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The topic is pertinent to research on entrepreneurship and behavioral finance, and the manuscript is generally sound from a scientific standpoint. Based on secondary data and a review of the literature, the study employs a conceptual research design. The paper's framework aids in elucidating the connection between investment choices and behavioral biases. However, adding more recent research and a more thorough explanation of the
conceptual framework would strengthen the paper.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In general, the references are pertinent to the subject of entrepreneurship and behavioral finance. To improve the literature review, the manuscript might incorporate a few more recent studies that were released within the last five years. The paper's academic strength will increase with the addition of current empirical research on behavioral biases and female
entrepreneurs.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript's language is comprehensible and generally appropriate for scholarly writing. However, a few sections have a few minor grammatical mistakes and problems with sentence structure. The overall readability will be enhanced by editing the manuscript for consistency
and clarity of language.
	

	Optional/General comments
	For research in finance and entrepreneurship, the subject of behavioral biases in female entrepreneurs is pertinent and useful. The paper's conceptual framework offers a solid foundation for upcoming empirical research. A clearer explanation of the framework, the addition of recent literature, and a few minor language improvements will all help the paper. All things considered, the paper offers insightful information and can further the scholarly
conversation about behavioral finance.

The work is pertinent and acceptable from a scientific standpoint, but before it is published, it is advised to make a few small changes to the literature review, the clarity of the language, and the conceptual framework explanation.
	





	[bookmark: _Hlk171333471]Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback

	
You are hereby suggested to include following recent references to improve the quality of the manuscript.



Moosa, I. A., & Ramiah, V. (2017). Financial consequences of behavioural biases. London, OH: Palgrave Macmillan.


	




























	PART 2:

	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)
There were no significant ethical problems found in the manuscript. The study does not use private information or human subjects; instead, it is based on secondary data and a
review of the literature.
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