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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.


	The​‍​‌‍​‍‌ study identifies that there are still significant differences what is taught in the universities and what is expected by the industries in practice. Further, it serves as a platform for research, consideration of different opinions by policymakers, and conversing on the university-industry collaboration level and enhancing graduates’ preparedness to meet the challenges of the global digital economy. It constitutes a major part of the overall debate on the supply of the future workforce in the fast-changing IT ​‍​‌‍​‍‌field.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The​‍​‌‍​‍‌ title is quite clear in general, however, it is too lengthy and repetitive. A title that would be more reader-friendly might be:

“Bridging Skill Gaps: An Exploration of IT Graduate Readiness for Industry Demand in Sri Lanka’s Central ​‍​‌‍​‍‌Province.”
	

	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 mentions the overall aim of the research and gives a brief idea of the methodology and the main results, however, it still seems quite general.

The​‍​‌‍​‍‌ abstract would have a greater overall effect if it included more sentences that elaborated on the consequences for universities or ​‍​‌‍​‍‌policymakers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The​‍​‌‍​‍‌ paper, to a great extent, is acceptable concerning its objectives, qualitative approach, and the employment of thematic analysis. Nevertheless, the methodology part would be improved by having a more comprehensive account of the coding of the interview data and the validation of the themes. It is mentioned that the sampling process is described, but the reason for choosing only nine persons to interview out of the bigger population should be made more ​‍​‌‍​‍‌obvious.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The​‍​‌‍​‍‌ references used are in most instances enough and they are a mix of both local and international sources. However, the addition of latest sources would not only bring the literature review up to date but would also be more consistent with the rapidly changing IT ​‍​‌‍​‍‌sector.
	

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


	The​‍​‌‍​‍‌ English language used in the manuscript is to a large extent comprehensible, however, it could be of a great help to the paper if the language was polished for clarity and flow. There were instances in the text where the sentences were too long and repetitive were also ​‍​‌‍​‍‌found.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Please​‍​‌‍​‍‌ arrange the paragraph spacing in such a way that it would be consistent all through the manuscript and the overall readability will be ​‍​‌‍​‍‌improved.
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