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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 holds significant importance for the scientific community, particularly in the intersecting fields of higher education and information technology management. It offers empirical evidence of the IT graduate skill gap in the specific context of a developing economy, Sri Lanka. By employing in-depth qualitative interviews, the study moves beyond simple quantitative metrics to uncover the nuances and lived experiences of graduates concerning curriculum relevance, the acute lack of practical training, and the impact of regional disparities. The robust findings and subsequent recommendations for curriculum reform, enhanced industry-academic collaboration, and improved access to specialized training are crucial for policymakers, university administrators, and IT stakeholders aiming to boost graduate employability and support economic growth through the vibrant IT/BPM sector.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable. It is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the study's scope by focusing on IT graduate skills, industry demand, and 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 is comprehensive. It effectively introduces the emerging nature of the IT industry, the study's aim to investigate factors influencing graduate capacity, the concerns regarding preparedness, the qualitative methodology (semi-structured interviews with nine recent graduates), and the main finding that curriculums fall short, with a notable gap in hands-on training and exposure to modern technologies like cloud computing.
To provide a richer preview of the findings, the authors could briefly mention the main categories of factors identified (e.g., educational gaps, employer expectations, technological infrastructure challenges) after the core finding on curriculum shortcomings. The concluding sentence summarizing the recommendations is strong and should be kept.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and methodologically sound.

1. The research problem is well-defined and contextualized within the critical issue of graduate employability in higher education and the rising demands of the IT sector.

2. The literature review provides a solid theoretical foundation, linking the current study to established concepts like the definition of employability, the role of educational and industry factors, and the necessity of soft skills.

3. The qualitative research methodology (exploratory design, interpretivist philosophy, purposive sampling, semi-structured interviews, and thematic analysis) is appropriate for gaining an in-depth understanding of the complex factors influencing graduate readiness. The conceptual framework (Figure 2) visually aids the research structure.

4. The findings section is robust, systematically presenting the seven themes and sub-themes derived from the analysis and providing rich, direct quotes from the participants for strong evidentiary support.

5. The discussion and conclusion sections effectively synthesize the findings, linking them back to the literature (e.g., Hewagamage & Hewagamage, 2015; Marchante et al., 2003) and fulfilling the initial research objective.


	

	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 generally recent, featuring a healthy mix of both foundational and contemporary works, including sources up to 2024 (e.g., Industry & Lanka, 2024) and 2025 (e.g., Ratnayake et al., 2025). The inclusion of context-specific Sri Lankan literature (e.g., Weligamage, 2009; Hewagamage & Hewagamage, 2015) is particularly commendable.
While not mandatory, the authors could consider checking for the most current high-impact journal articles or industry reports from late 2024 or 2025 that specifically address skill gaps in rapidly changing areas like AI, Machine Learning, or Cyber Security within comparable Asian or developing economies.
	

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


	The English quality is suitable for scholarly communication. The academic tone is maintained, and the arguments are clearly presented. There are a few minor grammatical choices and flow improvements that could be made, particularly in the transition sentences and a few participant quotes, which can be easily polished during a minor revision round.
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