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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 makes a significant contribution to the scientific community by exploring the impact of carbon management accounting (CMA) on the performance of listed manufacturing firms in Nigeria. As environmental sustainability becomes increasingly critical, this study provides timely insights into how firms can integrate carbon accountability into their operational and financial strategies. The research fills a vital gap in empirical literature, particularly from the perspective of developing economies where carbon management is still an emerging area. The findings can inform policy development, corporate governance practices, and sustainability reporting standards both in Nigeria and similar economic contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	This version maintains the core idea while using more active and scholarly language.
	

	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 provides a general overview of the study, including the research aim, methodology, and key findings. However, it can be improved for greater clarity and comprehensiveness. Specifically, it would benefit from:

1. Explicitly stating the research problem to help readers quickly grasp the motivation behind the study.

2. Mentioning the sample size and data collection period to give context to the empirical analysis.

3. Clarifying the key findings with specific results or figures, rather than broad statements.

4. Highlighting the practical implications for stakeholders such as policymakers, manufacturing firms, or environmental regulators.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct. It presents a well-defined research objective and employs an appropriate methodology to assess the impact of carbon management accounting (CMA) on firm performance. The use of quantitative analysis, based on data from listed manufacturing firms in Nigeria, supports the study's empirical rigor. The theoretical framework aligns with the research questions, and the results are logically interpreted. However, enhancing the clarity of the data analysis section and providing more detailed explanations of key statistical outcomes would strengthen the scientific robustness further.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are generally relevant and provide a foundational background to the study. However, while some recent sources are included, the overall reference list could be strengthened by incorporating more recent literature (from 2020–2024) on carbon management accounting, sustainability accounting, and environmental performance measurement—especially studies from peer-reviewed international journals. This would enhance the credibility and timeliness of the research.

Suggested references to consider adding:
1. Burritt, R. L., & Christ, K. L. (2021). Environmental management accounting: The significance of context. Journal of Cleaner Production, 279, 123534.

2. Schaltegger, S., & Zvezdov, D. (2020). Corporate carbon and climate accounting: Organizational and managerial implications. Accounting, Auditing & Accountability Journal, 33(6), 1277–1305.

3. Ifeanyi, O. M., & Ogechukwu, E. M. (2022). Sustainability accounting and performance of manufacturing companies in Sub-Saharan Africa. African Journal of Accounting, Auditing and Finance, 11(1), 45–61.


	

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


	The manuscript demonstrates a basic command of English; however, the language quality requires improvement to meet the standards of scholarly communication. There are several instances of grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and inconsistent sentence structures that may hinder clarity and reader comprehension. It is recommended that the manuscript be thoroughly proofread and edited by a professional English language editor to enhance its readability, flow, and academic tone. Improved language quality will significantly increase the impact and credibility of the research.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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