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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.


	It emphasizes the impact of investor attention on ESG performance and provides an approach to measure the impact of such market dynamics on sustainability performance. It bridges the gap between investor attention and ESG while providing insight into polluting vs non-polluting firms. The manuscript’s core argument are conceptually sound and provides the basis for further research for the scientific community
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable with a few grammatical adjustments “Lense" should be “Lens.”“Investor's” should be “Investors’”

Suggested: Enterprise ESG excellence through the Lens of Investors’ attention: Perspective of polluting and non-polluting firms
	

	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 and covers the key elements(purpose, method and result). However, the empirical approach used could be better clarified.
“key-polluting” companies can be replaced with high-polluting companies
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Under Data Description and Methodology; the use of 'U'  must be a typo for '9' since there are nine levels
· Corporate leverage CL and SD should typically be positive but in the manuscript, CL is -0.53602, SD is 0.0223
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided are sufficient and recent for the core analysis of the study.
	

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


	The language/English quality of the manuscript requires revision to meet the standard of scholarly communication. There are traces of grammatical errors, inconsistent terms like "ESG conduction," "ESG behavior," and "ESG levels" used interchangeably 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript makes a meaningful contribution to ESG  and behavioral literature but Citation Errors (e.g., "200U"), Grammatical errors, and Illogical values can be improved.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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? 
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