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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important and contemporary issue in human resource management by examining the determinants of employees’ creative performance in the context of ethical leadership, organizational climate, and work autonomy. The study contributes to the growing literature on creativity and leadership by empirically testing work autonomy both as a direct predictor and as a moderating variable, particularly within an emerging economy context (Indonesia), which remains underrepresented in prior research. The findings provide useful insights into how ethical leadership and organizational climate shape creative outcomes, even when hypothesized moderation effects are not supported. Its academic value would be enhanced through clearer theoretical positioning and stronger differentiation from existing studies.
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	It is suitable.


	

	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 is generally comprehensive in terms of structure, covering objectives, methodology, sample size, analysis technique, and key results. However, the content is repeated verbatim multiple times in the manuscript, which is inappropriate for a scholarly article and inflates the similarity index.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	From a methodological and analytical standpoint, the manuscript is largely scientifically correct. The use of PLS-SEM, reliability and validity testing, and hypothesis testing are appropriate and correctly executed.
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	Yes.
	

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


	It is understandable but would benefit from revision to improve sentence structure, eliminate redundancy, and enhance precision. A thorough copyedit focusing on grammar, clarity, and cohesion would elevate its academic quality.
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