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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 is important for the scientific community as it provides micro-level evidence on the nature and structure of rural youth employment in Punjab, a region where youth employment challenges are becoming increasingly critical. By using primary field survey data, the study offers empirical insights into employment patterns across education levels, age groups, and districts, which are often missing in existing literature. The findings help researchers and policymakers understand regional disparities in rural employment and the dominance of informal and low-quality jobs among youth. Overall, the study contributes to employment and development literature by highlighting the need for region-specific and education-sensitive youth employment policies in rural India.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable as it clearly reflects the core focus of the study, namely the nature and structure of rural youth employment in Punjab. The title accurately conveys the geographical scope, target population, and thematic emphasis of the research. It is concise, specific, and consistent with the objectives, methodology, and findings presented in the manuscript. Therefore, no change in the title is required.
	

	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 largely comprehensive as it clearly states the objective of the study, the data source, sampling size, study area, and the broad classification of rural youth employment. It also indicates the analytical approach used and the focus on employment categories such as regular, casual, and self-employment.
However, the abstract can be slightly improved by briefly highlighting one or two key findings, such as the dominance of regular salaried work in developed districts and higher engagement in agriculture and casual work in less developed areas. Adding a short concluding line on the policy relevance of the findings would further strengthen the abstract. No major deletions are required; only minor additions for clarity and impact are suggested.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The study follows an appropriate research design, uses primary field survey data, and applies suitable descriptive statistical techniques to analyze rural youth employment. The methodology, sampling framework, and classification of employment categories are consistent with standard practices in employment and development studies. The results are logically presented, clearly interpreted, and supported by the data, making the overall analysis scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are largely sufficient and relevant to the theme of rural youth employment. The study includes key reports from the International Labour Organization and Government of India, along with recent academic studies published between 2022 and 2025, which strengthens the contemporary relevance of the work.
However, the reference list could be further improved by adding a few more recent studies on rural employment, informal labour markets, and youth employment transitions in developing economies. Including additional state-specific or region-level studies on Punjab or similar agrarian economies would further strengthen the literature base. Overall, the references are adequate, but minor additions would enhance the scholarly depth of the manuscript.
	

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


	The language and overall English quality of the manuscript are generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. The arguments are clearly presented, and the meaning is conveyed without major difficulty.

However, the manuscript would benefit from minor language editing to improve grammar, sentence structure, and clarity in some sections. A careful proofreading or light professional language editing would further enhance readability and improve the overall presentation of the study.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript focuses on a relevant issue of rural youth employment in Punjab and is based on useful primary survey data. The district-wise analysis helps in understanding regional differences in employment patterns. The paper is clearly organized and the findings are meaningful. With minor improvements in language and clearer policy implications, the study can be further strengthened.
This reflects that the manuscript has potential but requires significant improvements before publication.
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