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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 manuscript is important to the scientific community because it provides empirical evidence on how carbon accounting functions not only as a reporting mechanism but also as a strategic management tool for achieving corporate net-zero targets. By combining primary data from sustainability and accounting professionals with statistical hypothesis testing, the study strengthens the evidence base linking carbon accounting practices to emission identification, transparency, and reduction efforts. The findings contribute to ongoing academic debates on the effectiveness and practical integration of carbon accounting frameworks, particularly in addressing gaps related to Scope 3 emissions. Additionally, the study offers policy and practice relevant insights that can inform regulators, researchers, and organizations seeking more credible and actionable pathways toward net-zero transitions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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, the abstract is solid, but adding a clearer statement of contribution, refining language, and slightly streamlining statistical detail would enhance its clarity, academic tone, and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is largely scientifically sound and is based on established theories, recognized carbon accounting frameworks, and appropriate empirical methods. The concepts of carbon accounting, net-zero targets, and emission scopes are correctly defined and aligned with widely accepted standards such as the GHG Protocol and ISO 14064. The theoretical grounding in legitimacy theory is appropriate and relevant to the study’s focus on corporate sustainability and environmental disclosure.

The research design and data collection approach are generally suitable for the stated objectives, and the use of descriptive statistics alongside hypothesis testing is methodologically acceptable. The interpretation of results is consistent with the data presented, and the conclusions logically follow from the findings. References are largely relevant and drawn from credible academic and institutional sources.

That said, a few areas could be strengthened to enhance scientific rigor. These include clearer justification for the choice of the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test, more careful treatment of language precision, and tighter alignment between some claims and the empirical evidence (particularly regarding emission reduction outcomes). Addressing these points would improve robustness, but they do not undermine the overall scientific correctness of the manuscript.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the existing references form a solid basis, but the manuscript would benefit from including more recent scholarly literature (2024-2025) and some systematic review sources to show alignment with the latest academic discussions. Adding one or two recent empirical or review articles will help demonstrate that your study builds on and contributes to current research frontiers rather than only established literature.
	

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


	The language and overall English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication, and the arguments are understandable throughout the paper. The academic tone is appropriate, and key concepts are clearly conveyed. Most sections follow standard conventions used in academic writing.

However, the manuscript would benefit from moderate language editing. There are recurring grammatical issues (such as subject-verb agreement, article usage, tense consistency, and pluralization), as well as occasional awkward phrasing and typographical errors. In some places, sentences are overly long or repetitive, which affects clarity and flow. Minor inconsistencies in terminology and punctuation are also present.

These issues do not detract from the scientific content, but professional copy-editing or careful proofreading by a fluent English speaker is recommended to improve readability, precision, and overall presentation to meet international journal standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important and timely research topic and is grounded in relevant theory and established frameworks. The study design is generally appropriate, and the findings are coherent and meaningful. However, improvements are needed in language clarity, methodological justification, and presentation consistency, particularly in relation to statistical testing and the articulation of contributions. With these revisions, the manuscript has strong potential to meet publication standards.
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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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