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	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 adds to the literature and the scientific community by examining the various factors that affect unemployment in the ASEAN region. More importantly, it provides guidelines on how countries can boost employment through targeted macro and microeconomic policies. The findings of the study would provide policymakers with a blueprint to improve unemployment rates under various micro and macroeconomic conditions. Although specific to Indonesia, countries with similar economic environments can leverage the findings of the research to boost their economies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title of the article is suitable. All sections of the research paper provide context for the title of the research. More importantly, the methodology and data analysis section addresses the stated research objectives.
	

	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 is comprehensive. It introduces the research title, highlights the model used, provides a general overview of the research, and outlines the expected contributions of the research to policy and the scientific community. The hyphen symbol “-” was incorrectly used within the abstract. I added comments in the manuscript for reference.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. The methodology used is appropriate for the research objectives. Specifically, the use of Autoregressive Distributed Lag (ARDL) helped the author to draw long-term relationships between unemployment rates and the stated independent variables used for the study. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used are recent, with the majority of them dating from 2010 to 2024, and a few references dated before 2010. The references used are sufficient.
	

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


	Overall, the English language is good. I have noted minor grammatical errors within the manuscript and have added comments for reference.
	

	Optional/General comments


	There was an improper use of the hyphen in the abstract that needs correction. This, however, does not affect the quality of the research.
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