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	The revised manuscript shows only partial improvements. While the structure and title have been refined, the authors did not adequately address the major concerns raised in the previous review. In particular, the manuscript still lacks clear review methodology and a critical comparative analysis of existing frameworks. As a result, it remains largely descriptive and does not meet the standards of a scientific review article.

To be reconsidered for publication, the manuscript requires substantial revision, specifically:

1. The inclusion of a transparent and reproducible review methodology, clearly stating the databases used, search strategy, inclusion/exclusion criteria, and time frame of the literature considered. 

2. A critical comparative analysis of the main carbon footprint assessment frameworks (e.g., LCA, PAS 2050, ISO standards, GHG Protocol), explicitly discussing their strengths, limitations, and applicability. 

3. A clear identification of research gaps based on the reviewed literature, not as general statements but as evidence-based conclusions derived from the analysis. 

4. A stronger synthesis of the literature, moving beyond description toward integration and interpretation of findings. 

5. A clear statement of the manuscript’s original contribution, distinguishing it from existing reviews. 

6. Thorough revision of the language for clarity, grammar, and scientific precision. 

7. Elimination of redundant references and improvement of reference quality by prioritizing recent, peer-reviewed sources.
 I recommend another round of major revision.

	The methodology section has been added in the manuscript which is highlighted in green.  

 The required changes (Including the comparative analysis, etc.) have been added in the manuscript as highlighted in green.
The authors have focused on improving the clarity, grammar and the scientific precision of the manuscript.

The references are checked and improvement done where required.
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