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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 (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 research significantly advances the understanding of how manufacturing firms can balance competitive innovation with environmental sustainability by integrating multiple strategic orientations. It fills a critical gap by empirically testing the role of economic orientation and digital capability as mediators in the innovation process. The findings offer a robust framework that explains over 85% of the variance in innovation performance, providing a valuable blueprint for future studies in organizational behavior.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is highly suitable as it clearly identifies the independent, mediating, and dependent variables explored in the study. It accurately reflects the complex relationships tested through the PLS-SEM methodology.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract effectively summarizes the study’s objectives, methodology, key findings, and theoretical contributions. It clearly highlights the unique and unexpected finding regarding the direct impact of sustainable product design on innovation performance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound, employing a rigorous Partial Least Squares-Structural Equation Modeling (PLS-SEM) approach to test its hypotheses. The researchers properly validated the measurement model through reliability and validity tests before conducting structural path analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are both sufficient and exceptionally recent, with many sources dated from 2023 to 2025. This ensures the study is grounded in the most current developments of Industry 4.0 and sustainable manufacturing.
	

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


	The language quality is professional and suitable for scholarly communication, effectively conveying complex theoretical constructs. While there are minor typographical errors in some tables (e.g., "Variabel," "ΤΟΙ"), the overall clarity of the narrative remains high.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

There are no apparent ethical issues; the data was collected through structured questionnaires from voluntary respondents. The study maintains academic integrity by adapting measurement items from previously validated instruments.
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