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	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.


	•  Offers strong, large-scale proof that digitally integrated vocational rehabilitation counseling is an effective means of enhancing the quality and stability of employment for young adults with Autism Spectrum Disorder.

•  Helps to elucidate the causal processes that connect technology support, self-advocacy, and digital career readiness to employment outcomes.

•  Integrates neurodiversity-affirming theory and digital research on the workforce.

•  Provides a framework for future research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable.


	

	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.


	Research problem and policy significance are clearly articulated.

Mentions data sources and the use of advanced analytical techniques, which is a sign of methodological rigor.

Includes quantified results, which is an enhancement in terms of credibility.

Provides a clear conclusion with implications for practice and policy.

Improvements:
1. Slightly decrease methodological density

The number of statistical methods is quite impressive but listing all of them may come across as a bit too dense.

Recommendation: Categorize them (for example, “advanced multivariate and causal modelling techniques”) and list 2-3 key methods.

2. Add a brief phrase to the abstract to highlight that this is one of the first large-scale investigations to connect VR counselling to digital workforce engagement for autistic young adults.
3. Add a mention of the scientific implications.

While the abstract should highlight its theoretical or scientific contribution more than practice, the suggestions are good.

Recommendation: Summarize the implications of the findings in terms of neurodiversity-informed employment studies or VR counselling theory.
4. A slight tightening of the reporting of results.
The summary could have been more concise, but the data on earnings, employment rates, and retention are all communicated clearly.

Recommendation: To improve flow, combine closely related findings into one sentence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically valid, with well-integrated goals, theory, methods, and conclusions.

Conceptual foundations are consistent with current literature on neurodiversity and vocational rehabilitation.

Analytical approaches and data are appropriate, rigorous, and properly employed.

Including a statement of limitations would add further strength to the manuscript.
	

	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 appropriate for publication. No major gaps, but some areas could be sharpened.
To anchor the empirical work more explicitly in vocational rehabilitation counseling theory, consider adding a classic or authoritative reference, such as:

· Rubin, S. E., & Roessler, R. T. Foundations of the Vocational Rehabilitation Process
· Leahy, M. J., Chan, F., & Saunders, J. L. (Contemporary VR counseling frameworks.
	

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


	The tone is consistently academic throughout, and the language is professional, understandable, and suitable.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper concept sounds good.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
There do not appear to be any significant ethical concerns raised in the manuscript. The manuscript uses secondary, anonymous administrative and longitudinal data, which poses less risk to the participants. The ethical points regarding data privacy, proper interpretation, and the avoidance of stigmatizing terms seem to be addressed properly.
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