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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.

	The manuscript is important as it brings the idea of sports to  light. By methodically examining facilitators and barriers in youth sport leadership, this manuscript tackles a highly pertinent and current topic in sport psychology, youth development and educational leadership. Its significance is found in a number of significant contributions. First, the study directly addresses long-standing issues regarding youth sport dropout, burnout and wellbeing, especially during adolescence (aged 10–18) a developmental stage that is still underrepresented in systematic reviews in comparison to early childhood sport participation in the world context. The manuscript clearly closes a gap in the literature by concentrating on teenage athletes rather than younger kids. Second, by combining leadership theory (Judge & Piccolo) with self-determination theory (Ryan and Deci), the manuscript makes an important theoretical contribution. This synthesis enhances conceptual clarity across disciplines by enabling the authors to meaningfully classify leadership behaviors as thwarting or supportive and connect them to more general leadership styles (transformational, transactional and laissez-faire). Third, the review provides clear policy and practice implications especially for youth sport program, design, coach education and leadership development. The manuscript’s value outside of academia is increased by this applied relevance and it is well-positioned for interdisciplinary journals. Lastly, the manuscript makes a significant meta-scientific contribution by clearly pointing out a systemic Western bias in the body of existing literature. The review offers a clear research agenda for upcoming international and cross-cultural studies by pointing out the lack of non-Western viewpoints. The manuscript significantly advances the discussion on ethical motivational and developmentally responsive leadership in youth sports and is significant for researchers in sport psychology, pedagogy, leadership studies, youth development and policy. 
	

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

	I have no objections to the title. 
	

	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 comprehensive, organized and easy to read. The study flows through the stages with the value of leadership in youth athletics, the lack of research (gap), the approach (age range, number of studies, systematic review, etc.), importance, (leadership styles,  autonomy, support etc. ), wider ramifications, and conclusion. Nevertheless, a few small revisions could improve precision and clarity. Recommendations: Make explicit reference to the theoretical framework to improve conceptual transparency (Self-Determination Theory). Just to be clear the review does more than just identify the factors that support and hinder different leadership styles, compares them. To contextualize the nature of the evidence base, think about stating that the majority of included studies were quantitative. Several background sentences (e.g. general remarks regarding the significance of leadership) could be slightly shortened to make room for more precise methodological details. Reducing repetition about supportive and thwarting factors could simplify the abstract. The abstract needs to be improved rather than revised but overall it is solid and educational. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript follows rigorous methodology and is supported by solid evidence, figures, and explanations. The mansucritp stritly adheres to the PRISMA 2020 protocol which improves reproducibility and transparency. The author mentions clear criteria for inclusion and exclusion of records for this study. The study utilizes accepted theories (such as leadership typologies and self-determination theory) appropriately and consistently. Furthermore, careful differentiation between leadership behaviors that are thwarting and supportive is commendable. A few scientific points to consider in this section: Although leadership styles are a useful analytical tool, the manuscript would benefit from a succinct explanation of why Judge and Piccolo’s (2004) framework was chosen over other sport-specific leadership models (e. g. Chelladurais Leadership, Multidimensional Model). The review occasionally deduces leadership behaviors from leadership styles. The manuscript generally satisfies high requirements for scientific quality.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The list of references is extensive for this 6000-word article. A few latest articles can add more reliability to the manuscript. 
	

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

	
In general, the language and English quality are appropriate for academic correspondence. The manuscript is well-structured, readable and cohesive. Nonetheless, a few small problems need to be resolved. Occasional grammatical errors (e. g. subject-verb harmony), minor misspellings (e. g. devaluating → devaluing) can have negative impacts on the author’s credibility. For clarity, some lengthy sentences might be divided. Occasional phrase repetition (e. g. youth athletes needs) might be diminished. Light copy-editing or expert proofreading can address these editorial rather than substantive problems. 



	

	Optional/General comments

	
This manuscript is a well-written, theoretically sound and policy-relevant systematic chapter. It significantly advances our knowledge of leadership in youth sports, especially by emphasizing developmental sensitivity, ethical leadership and autonomy support. The writers exhibit a thorough understanding of the literature and offer a fair analysis of its advantages, disadvantages and potential future research areas. This manuscript would be suitable for publication in journals that concentrate on sport psychology, youth development or educational leadership with a few small changes to the title abstract and language. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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