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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 study is significant because it highlights a key issue facing higher education in Sri Lanka: the extent to which business graduates' skills match labor market requirements. By analyzing factors such as digital skills, soft skills development, and practical learning, the study provides a deeper understanding of the gap between what students learn at university and what employers actually need. The findings also help guide universities and policymakers in developing curricula and improving the quality of education to enhance graduates' employability. Therefore, this research represents a valuable scientific contribution to the academic community in the fields of higher education and human resource development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is appropriate in terms of clarity and consistency with the objectives and content of the study. It clearly identifies the key variables (factors affecting graduate skills) and the area of application (non-state higher educational institutions in Sri Lanka).
	

	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 comprehensive in content but longer than usual, so it's recommended to keep it a little shorter, especially in the methodology section, to avoid unnecessary details. It's also best to clearly state the main objective of the study in a single sentence, such as: "This study aims to identify the key factors influencing. Key statistical values, such as the R² value or significance level, should also be included when presenting the results to enhance scientific rigor. Finally, it's recommended that the last paragraph conclude with a sentence that explains the practical implications or overall recommendations of the study, such as: These findings highlight the need for curriculum reform and stronger digital skill integration in business education.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its approach and overall design, but it needs some improvements. The methodology lacks sufficient details about validity testing, such as the type of test used (KMO or CFA). Furthermore, the sample size of 80 participants is limited compared to the number of six variables, which may affect the strength of the statistical analysis and the generality of the results. Furthermore, the statistical analysis is not fully presented due to the lack of β or sig values for each factor, which calls for a more detailed explanation to support the results. Furthermore, the theoretical reasoning is sound but needs a clearer connection between the results and the theoretical framework provided in previous studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in this study are acceptable in number, but insufficient in terms of modernity. Some of them date back to years prior to 2018, while the study's topic addresses contemporary issues related to graduate skills and digital transformation, requiring support with recent research from the past five years. Furthermore, most sources are local or limited in scope, so it would be advisable to include recent international references from journals indexed in Scopus or Web of Science to strengthen the theoretical framework.
	

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


	The language of the article is generally acceptable, but it needs linguistic improvements. There are long, complex sentences that are difficult to follow, and there are some grammatical errors and inaccurate use of prepositions that need to be corrected. Additionally, some scientific terms could be modified to conform to international academic style, such as replacing "non-state universities" with "private higher education institutions" where appropriate. Some paragraphs also need better grammatical formatting and smoother sentence structure to facilitate reading and comprehension.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	The manuscript does not present any major ethical issues, as the study relied on surveys of graduates and did not involve medical interventions or experiments on humans or animals. However, the research does not mention obtaining informed consent from participants or how their privacy and data confidentiality were protected, nor does it indicate approval from an institutional ethics committee. It is therefore recommended to include a clear statement regarding participant consent and data protection to ensure full compliance with ethical standards for scholarly publication.
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