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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 manuscript makes a meaningful contribution to the literature on rural labour markets by providing detailed empirical evidence on youth employment patterns in Punjab. By analysing employment status across education levels, age groups, and districts, the study enhances understanding of structural disparities in rural youth employment. The findings are particularly relevant for policymakers, development economists, and social scientists working on employment generation, rural development, and youth welfare. The paper also offers region-specific insights that can support targeted policy interventions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and accurately reflects the content and scope of the study. It clearly indicates the focus on both the nature and structure of rural youth employment in Punjab.

No change suggested.
	

	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 broadly covers the objectives, methodology, and key areas of analysis. However, it may be strengthened by:

Briefly highlighting key findings (e.g., dominance of regular salaried work, district-wise variations, major problems faced by youth).

Improving language clarity and reducing grammatical errors.

Overall, the abstract is adequate but would benefit from minor refinement.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The sampling design, data collection, and analytical techniques (percentage analysis and descriptive statistics) are appropriate for the objectives of the study. Tables are detailed and relevant. However, the paper could be strengthened by:

Clearer explanation of certain methodological steps (especially sampling stages),

Better consistency in percentages and totals in some tables,

Minor clarification in interpretation of disguised unemployment in agriculture.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely relevant and include recent studies (2022–2025), which strengthens the academic grounding of the paper. Classic and institutional sources such as ILO and Government of India reports are appropriately used.

Suggestion: A few additional recent studies on rural youth employment or non-farm employment in India may further enrich the literature review, but this is not mandatory.
	

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


	The overall language is understandable, but the manuscript requires moderate language editing. There are frequent grammatical errors, repetition, and sentence structure issues. Professional proofreading or language editing is strongly recommended to improve clarity and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is data-rich and well-structured, but some tables could be condensed or summarized for better readability.

The conclusion effectively summarizes findings but could include clearer policy recommendations.

Consistency in terminology (e.g., “territory sector” vs. “tertiary sector”) should be ensured.
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