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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 importance of this manuscript for the scientific community lies in its effort to conceptually bridge the gap between accounting practices and sustainable development objectives. By addressing how traditional accounting fails to fully integrate sustainability dimensions—such as environmental and social externalities—this study provides a critical perspective that can inspire the development of more holistic, interdisciplinary accounting frameworks. The exploratory approach used also opens new avenues for future research by highlighting unresolved conceptual and methodological issues, particularly in linking full-cost accounting with sustainability metrics. Moreover, this work contributes to the broader discourse on how business entities can realign their strategies and reporting mechanisms to support long-term ecological and social goals.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The current title — "Developing the Concept of Accounting and Sustainability Development in Business Entities" — conveys the general theme but could be made clearer and more aligned with academic conventions. The phrase "Sustainability Development" is slightly awkward; "Sustainable Development" is the more widely accepted term. Additionally, the title could benefit from more precision about the article’s focus on conceptual and exploratory research.
	

	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 of the article requires revision for clarity and completeness. In its current form, it is repetitive, and lacks clear structure. It is recommended to rephrase it into a single coherent paragraph that clearly outlines the research objective, methodology, key findings, and significance for the scientific community. For example: 
Abstract
This study aims to conceptually explore the integration of accounting and sustainable development principles within business entities. In response to the lack of consistent methodologies for incorporating social, environmental, and economic aspects into traditional accounting practices, the authors apply a qualitative exploratory approach, drawing on previous research and a case study of a production company. The findings show that accounting can play a key role in addressing global sustainable development challenges such as climate change, biodiversity management, and social justice. The study highlights the urgent need to develop new accounting frameworks that accurately reflect actual sustainability achievements and support informed decision-making.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents a relevant and timely topic—integrating accounting with sustainable development—which holds scientific value. However, from a scientific standpoint, it requires significant improvement to ensure clarity, coherence, and academic rigor. The manuscript lacks a clearly defined research problem, hypotheses, or conceptual framework. The methodology section is vague, and the connection between the exploratory approach and the findings is not convincingly established. Additionally, the results and discussion often rely on general statements rather than concrete evidence or data. To enhance its scientific merit, the manuscript should strengthen its theoretical grounding, clearly articulate research questions, and present findings that are supported by systematic analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript include several foundational and relevant sources, such as works by Gray, Elkington, and Burritt. However, many of the cited references are over a decade old, with limited inclusion of recent literature from the past five years. To strengthen the manuscript, it is recommended to incorporate more up-to-date studies that reflect current trends and developments in sustainability accounting and integrated reporting.
	

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

	The language and English quality of the article are currently not suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript contains numerous grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and unclear sentence structures that hinder readability and the communication of key ideas. To meet academic standards, it is strongly recommended that the manuscript undergo thorough language editing by a professional editor or a native English speaker with experience in academic writing. Improving clarity, coherence, and consistency in terminology will greatly enhance the article’s overall impact and scholarly value.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript presents a relevant topic, but it requires substantial revisions to meet scholarly standards. The structure needs to be clearer, with distinct sections and logical transitions. The research design and methodology should be more explicitly explained, and the findings need to be supported by concrete examples and data. The theoretical framework should be developed further to contextualize the study within the broader discourse of sustainability and accounting. Additionally, the references should be updated to include more recent sources, and the language quality needs improvement to ensure clarity and coherence. Finally, the practical implications of the study should be highlighted to enhance its relevance for both academia and business practice.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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