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	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 paper offers an important empirical re-assessment of the Augmented Phillips Curve in the US economy over a long period (1982–2023). By incorporating expected inflation, the unemployment gaps, and an explicit structural break analysis around the 2009 Global Financial Crisis, this paper is potentially relevant for current discussion on inflation dynamics, expectations anchoring or state-dependent behaviour of the Phillips Curve in advanced countries. The results with PCEPI inflation and Michigan expectation data enhance the policy importance of our findings, rendering this paper of interest for academics and central banks alike.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title it is a good title. But a little more accurate way, especially according to the empirical reappraisal could have been:

“Re-Examining the Validity of the Augmented Phillips Curve in the United States (1982–2023)”
	

	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 powerful and adequately formatted. However, the following enhancements are suggested:

Briefly explain why April 2009 is chosen as the structural break point to give some context.

Insert: One sentence describing the OLS-to-GLS transition from the autocorrelation suffers of this closure(^), which is a mainstay of the model development.

Recast the OLS unemployment gap coefficient sign change estimates in order to enhance their theoretical coherence or, conversely, divergence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper is methodologically sound and the econometric approach seems suitable given the research question. Data sources are reputable and the methodology is consistent with normal macroeconometric procedures. However:

The positive unpredicted sign of the unemployment gap coefficient in OLS model would need to be more seriously addressed.

Besides the exclusive use of the Chow test, it may be too narrow; Bai–Perron multiple break tests could be incorporated to strengthen the claims regarding structural breaks made by the authors.

It should be clarified how such model selection in the GLS stage (with variable dropping) is carried out, with appropriate methodological justification.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and include all important works. However, integrating more without date contributions to literature would enhance the literature section. Suggested additions:

Hooper, M., Mishkin, F. S., & Sufi, A. (2020). Hot Economy Could Produce Rising Inflation.

Hazell, J., Herreño, J., Nakamura, E., & Steinsson, J. (2022). The slope of the Phillips curve: Evidence from U.S. states.

Daly, M., & Hobijn, B. (2014). Staggered Downward Nominal Wage Rigidity and the Phillips Curve.

These papers shine additional light on post-crisis inflation dynamics and the evolving slope of the Phillips curve.
	

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


	Yes, the writing is clear and ould be published in an academic journal. Some minor stylistic changes would improve readability, including breaking up long paragraphs and refining transitions in the results.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Policy implications would be enhanced by more clearly tying results to expectations anchoring, natural rate uncertainty, and Federal Reserve strategy.

The introduction of a table for the definition of variables would contribute to transparency.

Rolling or time-varying parameter regressions might provide a further clue to the changing slope of the Phillips Curve.
The manuscript is well structured, methodologically sound, and contributes meaningfully to ongoing discussions on inflation dynamics. Minor methodological clarifications and expanded discussion sections will significantly strengthen the paper.
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