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Economics Referee Report
The articles by Gordon (2018) and Mokyr (2018) presents arguments based on research that explain the reasons why economic growth has been stagnant or declining despite the rise in innovation. The two authors use literature from either of their articles to provide a background on how technology has influenced economic growth in the past but is no longer sustainable at the moment. In Gordon's article, the author explores the question of declining economic growth in a period where technology is advancing. In the article, the author notes that innovation no longer increases productivity a phenomenon that directly impacts on growth. The article used a qualitative methodology where it reviews population statistics, labour market participation, income inequality, education, and the role of innovation. The focus of this methodology allowed the author to provide historical background and understanding of economic growth concerning innovation. The paper concludes with the argument that there are other factors apart from innovation that influence economic growth. Even though economic growth has been responsible for increased productivity in the recent past, it is no longer productive to warrant economic growth. In Mokyr's article, the author focuses on the economic history of innovation and what can be learned from history. In this article, the author questions how innovation has impacted economic growth throughout history. In the article, the author uses the methodology of the period before industrial evolution and that period after the industrial revolution. The author provides three reasons why economic growth was slow before the industrial revolution. The author further focuses on technological innovation and if it can be sustained. The author concludes that economic history does not teach us anting. The only worry about technology is the ability to sustain its benefits in fueling economic growth. The article contributes to the existing literature by providing a perspective of developing economic policies that can spur economic growth. 
The questions asked in both articles are important since economist have long found it hard to explain the reason why innovation does not grow the economy. There is some similarity between the two articles based on the questions asked by the author. Even though the second article is based on history, it only helps to elaborate on the arguments presented by Gordon as to why innovation does not impact on economic growth. The evidence presented by Gordon is that factors such as economic growth influenced labour participation, which affects productivity. As such, inequalities that exist in the economy, such as those that relate to income distribution does not make technology a game changer in spurring economic growth. The significance of the other research questions in Mokyr article helps in elaborating the need to stop from relying on economic history to explain the current economic phenomenon. As such, these questions are critical in expanding the discussion, particularly on what can be done to make innovation have a greater impact on economic growth. The two papers are convincing as one review the literature of the other to present a case relating to innovation.

Despite the efforts of the authors to explain their arguments on the issue to do with innovation, they are unclear on how innovation affects economic growth. In the first article, Gordon chooses a methodology that looks at how other factors affect economic growth and how innovation acts as a link. The approach is appropriate, but the author failed to provide a detailed discussion on innovation. Besides, the focus of innovation in these cases touches on technology but disregards other aspects of social science and how it contributes to economic growth. Besides, the conclusion of the paper is unclear, leaving the reader at crossroads in understanding the stand of the author on these important economic issues. In the second article by Mokyr, the author does good work in providing a history between different periods, jumps to how to measure technology and embarks to a discussion if technology can be sustained. There is no clear link in the paper on how innovation impacts on economic growth. The paper concludes while addressing economic growth in terms of leisure. Leisure is an activity that is debatable and has little impact on real economic growth. The conclusion should have been specific in addressing the real issues in the paper.  
The two authors have offered direction for future research on the topic of innovation and economic growth. In Gordon’s article, the author takes sides and provides an argument as to why innovation cannot salvage the declining economic growth. The author would have improved the article by providing a brief discussion on how innovation has supported growth despite failures from other sectors. In the second article, the author can further improve the paper through a reasoned discussion on how other factors influence innovation and economic growth. The discussion will provide a link of concluding as to why we should not rely on economic history but focus on sustaining innovation to improve economic growth in the future.
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