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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.

	This study is highly important because it addresses systemic instructional gaps in Sinhala literacy acquisition, a critical, foundational skill in Sri Lankan primary education. The use of a descriptive mixed-methods approach, triangulating data from a large-scale survey (N=104) with in-depth interviews and classroom observations, provides a robust, evidence-based view of the problem across all nine provinces. The specific identification of decoding difficulties with diacritics, weak syllable blending, and low fluency as core barriers offers crucial, actionable insights for policy and the development of targeted, evidence-based teacher training programs for the unique challenges of the Sinhala script (an Abugida).
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes. The title is clear, descriptive, and accurately reflects the scope and context of the research (Current Reading Instruction Practices and Gaps in Sinhala Literacy: A Survey of Primary Teachers 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.

	Yes, it is largely comprehensive. It clearly covers the rationale, mixed-methods design, sample size (104 teachers), key findings, and implications.
For full methodological transparency, the abstract should explicitly state the sample size for the qualitative component (12 interviews and 3 classroom observations), as this information is crucial for understanding the depth of the "mixed-methods design”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and methodologically sound. The study addresses clear objectives using an appropriate mixed-methods design , providing robust data triangulation that strengthens the credibility of the findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and appropriately balanced. They include foundational international literacy studies (e.g., National Reading Panel, 2000; Snow, Burns, & Griffin, 1998) and recent, highly relevant Sinhala-specific research (e.g., Sumanasena et al., 2025; Wijaythilake et al., 2018)
	

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

	The language is suitable.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

NO
	




	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
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