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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
----------------------------------------- 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The article is very interesting, connected with the approach to finance management by 
Generation Y. 
 
Comments: 
In order to enhance the understanding of the approach to each of the mentioned in the 
introduction group X, Y and Z, their basic features which differentiate people in each group 
should be indicated. Characteristic features of people from the individual generation groups 
would help to understand the approach to personal finance considerably. 
 

Correction done: Paragraph 1 line 4.   

Optional/General comments 
 

 
As the author rightly emphasises in the summary, the research does not fully correspond to 
the earlier researches by other authors (only H3 was positively confirmed). In my opinion, it 
should not be considered a big problem, as scientific research does not aim at positive or 
negative verification of hypotheses. 
 
I also confirm that the article constitutes basis for further research in this scope. I also 
suggest extending the scope of indicators and conducting a wider examination in the future 
according to the information given by the author of the article:  on extension to other factors 
for future research, such as differences in marital status, religious differences, income 
differences; this can help identify more relevant factors that differ in the personal finance 
management practices of the Y generation. 

Based on method of chi-square more emphasis on the effect value which 
means the Chi-square statistic is commonly used  for testing relationship 
between categorical variables.  
 
 
 
 
Noted. Thank you. 
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