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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 is important to the scientific community because it provides empirical evidence on the relationship between Holacracy and organizational performance, an area that remains underexplored in management research. By applying contingency and complexity theories, the study offers a contextual understanding of when decentralized governance models are most effective. The findings contribute to both theoretical advancement and practical decision making for organizational considering structural transformation. Additionally, the research expands knowledge on alternative management paradigms within emerging business environment.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is relevant to the study and clearly reflects the focus on Holacracy and organizational performance. However, the term “case study” may be misleading since the research is based on a quantitative survey design. The authors may consider revising the title to better align with the methodology used.
	

	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 adequately summarizes the purpose, methodology, key findings, and conclusion of the study. However, it would benefit from briefly clarifying the research gap and ensuring consistency in describing the research design (example avoiding the term “meta-analysis” if primary data were used). Greater conciseness in presenting the statistical results would also enhance clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound, with an appropriate research design and statistical approach. However, minor methodological and conceptual clarifications are needed to enhance its rigor and consistency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant, but the inclusion of more recent studies (last 3=5 years) would strengthen the literature base. Updating and refining some citations would improve the academic rigor of the manuscript.
	

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


	The overall language of the manuscript is understandable; however, the English quality requires improvement to meet scholarly publication standards, several grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, and inconsistencies in terminology affect clarify and academic tone. Careful proofreading and professional language editing are strongly recommended to enhance readability, coherence, and overall presentation quality.
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