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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 study contributes to the literature by systematically examining the persistent structural challenges of the Italian labor market within a comprehensive analytical framework. By simultaneously addressing regional disparities, youth unemployment, real wage stagnation, informal employment, and technological transformation, the manuscript advances beyond fragmented analyses. Furthermore, integrating classical and contemporary growth theories with employment dynamics enhances the research's theoretical rigor. Consequently, the manuscript may serve as a valuable reference for academic research and for discussions of labor market policy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript generally reflects the study's content and appropriately conveys its main focus. However, the title could be strengthened by more explicitly highlighting the research's analytical scope. An alternative title might be: “Structural Challenges and Employment Dynamics in the Italian Labor Market.”  
	

	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 clearly and coherently presents the main problem areas addressed in the study, including real wage stagnation, regional disparities, youth unemployment, and informal employment. However, the study's methodology or analytical approach is not explicitly stated in the abstract. 
In line with journal standards, it is recommended that a brief reference be made to the data sources used (such as Eurostat, ISTAT, and the literature review) and to the descriptive-analytical nature of the study. In addition, a concise indication of the main policy implications would further enhance the coherence and academic strength of the abstract.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is theoretically coherent, well aligned with the existing literature, and conceptually sound. The theoretical framework employed, particularly the use of growth theories and the technology–employment nexus, is appropriately selected and well supported by the relevant scholarly literature. However, the absence of a clearly defined, standalone “Methodology” section constitutes a significant shortcoming in scientific reporting. Although the data sources and analytical approach can be inferred from the text, this limits the study's transparency and replicability. Without addressing this issue, the manuscript cannot be considered to fully meet the standards of a research article. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is comprehensive, balanced, and current. The integration of classical theoretical works with post-2020 literature reinforces the study’s scholarly foundation. Notably, the manuscript’s use of recent research on technology, wages, and labor markets constitutes a significant strength. However, incorporating recent institutional reports from organizations such as the European Union or the OECD would further strengthen the comparative and policy-oriented aspects of the study. 


	

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


	The manuscript employs language that is suitable for scholarly communication. Terminology is precise, and arguments are presented with clarity. Some sentences are lengthy and structurally complex, which may occasionally hinder readability. Minor grammatical corrections and stylistic simplifications are suggested to enhance the overall flow. A light level of academic language editing is recommended; however, the current language quality does not impede publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This study examines the Italian labor market from a structural perspective, focusing on regional inequalities, youth unemployment, real wage stagnation, informal employment, and technological change. By combining classical and contemporary theories with recent labor market trends, the study makes a valuable contribution to academic literature and policy debates. The literature review is thorough and up to date, and the conceptual discussions are well structured. However, the absence of a clearly defined methodology section is a significant limitation for academic standards. Clarifying the analytical approach and data sources in the abstract would also improve transparency. While the language and style are generally appropriate, simplifying some complex sentences would enhance readability. Addressing these issues would strengthen the study's scientific rigor and its potential for publication.
The lack of a clearly defined, distinct methodology section constitutes a significant deficiency in academic reporting and journal standards. Furthermore, the limited methodological details in the abstract, along with stylistic and fluency concerns throughout the manuscript requires substantial yet addressable revisions, it is appropriate to classify it as a “Major Revision.”
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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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