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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 addresses a highly relevant issue concerning the employability of Information Technology graduates in Sri Lanka, particularly within the Central Province. The topic carries importance for the scientific community because it investigates the alignment between academic training and industry needs, a recurring concern in developing economies where graduate employability remains uneven. By drawing directly from qualitative interviews with recent graduates, the study provides grounded insights into curriculum gaps, industry expectations, and structural barriers such as regional disparities. These findings offer useful evidence for policymakers, higher education administrators and industry bodies seeking to improve workforce readiness and strengthen university–industry collaboration.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and accurately reflects the core purpose of the manuscript. It clearly indicates that the paper focuses on graduate skills and IT industry demand in the Central Province of Sri Lanka. However, it could be made slightly more concise and academically polished. A possible alternative is: “IT Graduate Skill Gaps and Industry Demand: Evidence from the Central Province of 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 presents the general purpose of the study, the methodology and the main findings, but it feels somewhat repetitive and lacks clarity in describing the analytical process. While it mentions semi-structured interviews and interpretivist philosophy, it does not briefly summarize the thematic outcomes, which would enhance completeness. Including a short statement on the major themes, such as gaps in curriculum, lack of practical exposure, and the need for industry collaboration, would make the abstract more informative. Removing statements that duplicate the introduction, such as reiterating the increasing demand for IT graduates, would improve focus.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally sound in its qualitative orientation and identifies themes that logically emerge from the interview data. The theoretical background is adequate and the findings are consistent with prior studies cited. However, some methodological elements could be better justified. For example, the paper states that the sample consists of eighty graduates, yet only nine provided responses, which raises concerns about the robustness of the thematic conclusions. The rationale for treating nine participants as sufficient for saturation is not discussed. The methodology section also includes several theoretical explanations that are not directly connected to the actual execution of the study. The conceptual framework is presented but not thoroughly integrated into the discussion. Despite these limitations, the study does address its primary question and provides empirically grounded observations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript uses a broad range of references, including studies from Sri Lanka and international literature. However, a considerable proportion of the references are older than ten years, and the field of IT employability evolves rapidly. There is limited incorporation of research published in the last five years on digital skills, cloud technologies, or employability frameworks in IT education. Including more recent sources, such as literature on industry demand for cloud computing and AI skills post-2020, would significantly strengthen the relevance of the review. The reference list is also stylistically inconsistent, with variations in formatting and spacing that should be corrected.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in understandable English; however, the quality varies considerably across sections. Several sentences are long, repetitive or grammatically imprecise, which affects clarity. For instance, in the abstract, the sentence “However there are number of concerns arise by the industry with regard to preparedness of IT graduates” contains grammatical errors and should be restructured for readability. Similarly, in the introduction, the sentence “Employers needs and the labor market demands for graduate skills set differ from industry to industry and internationally” is grammatically incorrect and lacks academic fluency.

Some interview excerpts are presented verbatim without correcting grammatical inconsistencies. For example, Respondent 9’s quotation includes statements such as “We were taught the basics of programming, but they didn't teach us much about the technologies that are in demand today, such as cloud computing”, which is clear but followed later by “Most of the assignments were take home and we did not develop strong problem-solving skills”, where phrasing like “take home” should be hyphenated or rewritten for academic polish. In another example, Respondent 8’s comment “The internet here isn’t fast enough for using online development platforms” is correct informally but reads as conversational rather than academic when embedded directly in findings without contextual framing.

There are also instances of repetition and structural issues. The conceptual framework figure appears twice, suggesting formatting errors, and several paragraphs reintroduce the same ideas, such as curriculum gaps and skill mismatches, without refining the argument. These issues interrupt the scholarly flow and indicate the need for careful editing.

Overall, the language conveys the intended meaning but requires substantial refinement to meet the expectations of formal academic writing, including improved coherence between paragraphs, correction of grammatical issues and polishing of participant quotations for clarity while retaining authenticity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper addresses an important topic and provides meaningful qualitative insights from graduates in the Central Province. The thematic findings are rich and supported by quotations, which is a strength. However, the manuscript would benefit from a clearer explanation of how data saturation was evaluated. The conceptual framework is presented twice in the manuscript, apparently due to formatting duplication, which should be corrected. The results section is informative, but some themes could be consolidated since they overlap conceptually, such as limited training access and technological infrastructure challenges. The discussion would also be stronger if it explicitly connected each theme to the literature rather than summarizing findings broadly. Despite these issues, the study contributes useful evidence to ongoing conversations about aligning IT education with industry expectations in developing regions.
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