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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 provides critical empirical data on the implementation of reading instruction in a major South Asian, non-English linguistic context. Also, it addresses a significant gap in the global science of reading by systematically documenting the practices and perceived gaps among Sinhala-language teachers in Sri Lanka. The findings are therefore essential for developing context-sensitive literacy frameworks, informing both national policy in Sri Lanka and international research on mother tongue education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The topic is generally suitable and follows academic conventions. However, its effectiveness can be refined depending on the specific emphasis and journal audience. It clearly states the subject (Reading Instruction, Sinhala Literacy), the focus (Current Practices and Gaps), the method (Survey), and the population/context (Primary Teachers in Sri Lanka). A reader knows exactly what the study is about. Finally, it includes crucial keywords such as "Reading Instruction," "Sinhala Literacy," "Primary Teachers," and "Sri Lanka" to facilitate its discovery.
	

	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 a comprehensive and well-structured research abstract, as it effectively summarizes the study's key components, providing a transparent background and problem, well-defined purpose/Objectives, a well-structured methodology, key findings that are well summarized, a conclusion, and implications that are clearly stated. While there is clarity in the objective, stating the central research questions can strengthen this study. Additionally, indicating how the methods were integrated when using the mixed-methods approach makes it a more comprehensive process. Stating whether the findings were similar or different across regions would bring more clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically excellent in its design, findings, and interpretation, and the conclusions are supported by the data but it requires language polishing, procedural explanation, APA formatting consistencies and minor methodological corrections before it would meet the standards of a strong peer-reviewed journal.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are numerically sufficient, theoretically grounded, and methodologically appropriate for this study, but they are not well aligned. Please remove assistive technology references from your list, remove unused U.S. legal sources, and add curriculum policy references from Sri Lanka.
	

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


	No, this manuscript lacks quality language due to the grammatical problems that interrupt its readability. Therefore, the English language requires substantial revision before it can be considered for peer review. This is confirmed by the grammar checker report. 


	

	Optional/General comments


	There is need for more revision to make it suitable for journal publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

There are no serious ethical issues as evidenced by the Turnitin plagiarism report attached. 
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