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	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 paper makes an important contribution by looking at creativity within organizations, which is becoming more and more important for both theory and practice. Using a case study approach, it gives practical, real-world insights into how creativity works in specific contexts. The study not only adds to academic discussions on organizational behavior and innovation but also provides useful guidance for managers and policymakers who want to encourage lasting creativity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	
Yes correct but slightly change,

Fostering Organizational creativity and Innovation- Insight the case of LEGO Group


	

	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.

	Overall abstract is academically and conceptually strong but improve to shorten some sentence for readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, Manuscript scientifically strong but pointing out the research gap more directly would make it stronger. Improve research Gape.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, this reference is relevant and appropriate but should be add up some recent citation of  last 3 to 4 years could strengthen the literature review and overall Manuscript.
	

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

	
A few sentence are quiet long in introduction portion A light language edit can improve the flow and clarity of the Manuscript.
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

No, follow research guideline ethically.
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