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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 offers transparent insight about the root cause of the reading instruction practices among Sri Lanka’s teachers. It provides strong triangulation data from 3 data collection method (survey, interview and observation). The outcome of this study can be use as guideline in national curriculum reform in order to improve teacher training efficacy and reading literacy in Sri Lanka. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 author needs to clarify the statement “clear misalignment between recommended literacy practices and the instructional realities” by stated which elements is missing such as diverse reading materials, systematic phonics, etc.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. This manuscript clearly stated the research design (mixed-method) and provides data triangulation. The methodology used appropriate. However, the author can briefly discuss why the respondents for interview and observation were selected from low-responsive province. Justify in the Methodology section. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The article relies on few outdated previous studies. Need to update Literature Review and Discussion with current evidence/research; ideally 2020-2025. 
	

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


	The language used need to be improve:

1) Inconsistent use of key technical terms (diacritics & pillam). If pillam is used in qualitative, clarify that it is teacher’s term for diacritics. 

2) Contrall – is this typo? 

3) Improve scholarly tone (e.g., purposeful change to persistent or significant/ conjecture change to figures/chart, etc.)
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is an excellent manuscript that describes a critical gap regarding reading literacy instruction in Sri Lanka primary school. The mixed method used provides a significant outcome based on realities that happened. However, the author needs to ensure the consistency of terminology used throughout the manuscript (e.g., akshara, diacritics, pillam etc.)
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