
	Journal Name:
	Journal of Economics and Trade

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JET_14149

	Title of the Manuscript:
	Charting a Net-Zero Future with Carbon Accounting

	Type of the Article
	



[bookmark: General_guidelines_for_the_Peer_Review_p]


	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 manuscript addresses a timely and globally relevant issue by examining the role of carbon accounting in achieving corporate net-zero targets. It contributes to the growing sustainability and environmental accounting literature by providing empirical evidence on how carbon accounting frameworks are integrated into corporate strategies. The study is particularly valuable for policymakers, sustainability professionals, and corporate managers seeking practical insights into emission measurement and reduction. Furthermore, the focus on emerging corporate practices enhances its relevance for
both academic research and real-world application.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the scope and objectives of the manuscript. It effectively communicates the focus on carbon accounting and net- zero ambitions. No major revision to the title is required.

(No alternative title is required.)
	




	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 well-structured and clearly summarizes the objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusions of the study. To further enhance its academic value, the authors may consider briefly referencing the theoretical framework underpinning the study and clarifying the specific contribution of the research to the existing literature.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, and the research design is appropriate for the stated objectives. The data collection process and analytical methods are clearly described, and the results are logically presented. While the descriptive approach and use of the Kolmogorov– Smirnov test are acceptable, the inclusion of additional analytical justification or complementary discussion of methodological limitations would strengthen the rigor and credibility of the findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and largely recent. The manuscript draws on well-established sources such as the GHG Protocol, IPCC reports, and reputable academic journals. A few additional recent studies (post-2023) on Scope 3 emissions or digital carbon accounting tools could further enrich the discussion, but overall the reference list is adequate.
	




	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical and typographical errors are present in some sections, and a careful language editing or proofreading would enhance clarity and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The manuscript is well organized and logically structured. The discussion section effectively links findings to prior literature. The study would benefit from a clearer articulation of managerial and policy implications, particularly regarding how organizations can operationalize carbon accounting data to achieve measurable emission reductions.
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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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