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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 study has contributed to the existent literature by proposing human-centered 6E framework for innovation from theoretical and practical perspective. Though, there are studies regarding innovation strategic and technical innovation side but the novelty of this model lies in the attraction it is completely employee oriented adding value addition to recent studies. Also, the framework has been created through intensive interviews and diverse context in the industry sector of Saudi Arabia that may provide practical implication for other regions as well.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Though apparently title seems to fine in terms of description and relevance to the paper, however it can be modified by adding  aspect i.e. human centered innovation model somewhere in the title which can be eye-catching.


	

	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.


	Abstract lacks clarity on the explicit qualitative techniques used. Also, practical implications that could be inferred from the study should also be added in abstract to make it more comprehensive. There should be consistency in using the phrases like either use “6E for innovation” or “6E framework for innovation” throughout the paper.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it scientifically correct and logical. Also, it describes well-established theoretical foundation and linked with the proposed framework. However, again I would suggest to improvise methodology part in terms of what method was used for data collection also what challenges or limitations were faced in this process that could add more strength to the paper in terms of transparency and triangulation.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are fine. Recent references like 2023 & 2024 have also been listed and are relevant too.
	

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


	The paper is sound in terms of language in academic tone. The body of the paper is also logically linked showing clear transition but it has been observed at some place inconsistency of the term which I mentioned it earlier as well and lengthy sentences which can pe rephrased to concisely quote the idea with more clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Over it a good paper. By incorporating few things, it can be a value addition to the existent literature for innovation management models
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