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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 research is important as it deepens the understanding about how transformational leadership and risk-taking tendencies interact with mediating factors such as product creativity, organizational citizenship behavior, and management accounting systems to influence organizational performance. Most of the research of this kind is in service sector so this one being in manufacturing brings new additions. The findings also offer practical guidance for leaders seeking to design strategies that foster innovation, creativity, and effective decision-making. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable as it reflects the core variables (risk-taking tendency, transformational leadership, OCB, product creativity, and performance). It also mentions mediation, which is central to the study design.
	

	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 states the main topic clearly and mentions all the variables and methodology but is bit dense. Including all 13 hypotheses makes it overwhelming while the important aspects about implications are missing so abstract surely needs re-drafting. The abstract should be concise, mention about results and contribution will make it rich.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of theoretical grounding, research design, statistical analysis, and interpretation of results. However, it would benefit from a clearer abstract that highlights key findings; tighter narrative with reduced redundancy; stronger emphasis on the theoretical and practical implications of significant result and definitely needs a more explicit statement of limitations and scope for future research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and fairly recent, but the manuscript would be significantly strengthened by including a few recent international studies (2018–2023), especially in the areas of leadership, OCB, creativity, and MAS. Plus, one more correction is needed with respect to To heavy reliance on regional/Indonesian studies, which may limit the international scope.
	

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


	The article’s English is understandable and adequate for scholarly communication, but it would benefit from professional language editing to improve flow, grammar, and conciseness. With polishing, it will meet international journal standards. Eg. Word choices sometimes sound literal or regional rather than polished academic English (e.g., “spread questionaires to 277 Executive Officer’s (CEO’s)” → should be “distributed questionnaires to 277 Chief Executive Officers (CEOs)”). But yes, surely needs re-working.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a relevant study that integrates transformational leadership, risk-taking tendency, product creativity, organizational citizenship behavior, and management accounting systems into a unified framework for explaining organizational performance but definitely needs some major corrections like, the abstract should be more concise and focused on results; the introduction and hypothesis development sections could be streamlined to avoid redundancy; and greater emphasis should be placed on practical implications and limitations. The references are adequate but could be strengthened by including more recent international studies. And, while the English is understandable, some sentences are lengthy and contain minor grammatical errors, so professional language editing is recommended. Also the analysis is appropriate for the research questions and hypotheses. It is statistically correct and well executed, but the manuscript would benefit from adding model fit indices, effect sizes, and a stronger discussion of the practical meaning of results.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No. The manuscript doesn’t present any ethical violations in the manuscript, but to align with international publishing standards, the authors should explicitly include a statement on ethical approval, informed consent, and confidentiality of participants.
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