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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.


	The paper focuses on the awareness or perceptions of employees within the corporate sector about carbon accounting. To the best of my knowledge, carbon accounting is increasingly becoming a requirement for numerous large corporations, particularly in US and develped countries. It is an integral part of sustainability reporting.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The manuscript's title is unsuitable. In the title “awareness” or “perceptions” word should be included
	

	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.


	There is a deficiency of theoretical frameworks underpinning the study. On what grounds were the research questions formulated? There is no mention of prior studies or identified gaps.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The study's country of  study is unclear, and there is no identified research gap, as previous studies are not thoroughly referenced.
· What criteria were used to determine the industries and the number of responses?

· The validity of the data has not been established.

· Why was the KMO statistical tool selected? What justification is there for not using alternative methods?
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are incomplete; some papers cited within the manuscript are not included in the reference list.
	

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


	Good
	

	Optional/General comments


	Major Revision: 

1.  References are incomplete; 

2. Ther is no research Gap.

3. deficiency of theoretical frameworks and Background of the study 

4. Why was the KMO statistical tool selected? What justification is there for not using alternative methods?
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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