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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 manuscript addresses an important gap by providing empirical data on how preschool teachers in Sri Lanka perceive and implement psychologically safe and inclusive learning environments, an area with very limited local evidence. It offers context-specific insights from the Batticaloa District, where teachers work under resource constraints but are expected to enact child-friendly and inclusive policies. The findings can guide policymakers, teacher educators, and school leaders in designing targeted professional development, resource allocation, and support systems to improve early childhood education quality. By linking the Child-Friendly Schools framework with concrete classroom realities, the study also adds to the international literature on implementation gaps between policy and practice in early childhood settings. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is generally consistent with the content and appears to be appropriate.
	

	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 clearly presents the background, purpose, methodology, key findings, and main conclusions. However, it is slightly too long and overloaded with specific percentages, which can be shortened by keeping only 2–3 of the most critical figures. I suggest adding one short sentence that explicitly states the main practical implication and then trimming repetitive phrases about “psychologically safe and inclusive environments.” This will make the abstract more concise and easier to read while preserving its core message.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate for a descriptive survey study. The research design, sampling strategy, and use of a structured, framework-based questionnaire are clearly explained and justified. Data analysis and interpretation are generally consistent with the reported results, and conclusions align with the evidence presented. However, I recommend minor improvements: clarify how questionnaire validity and reliability were established (pilot testing, Cronbach’s alpha) and briefly acknowledge the limitations of self-reported data and relatively small sample size more explicitly in the discussion or limitations section.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly sufficient but not very recent. I suggest adding a few up-to-date (post-2018) studies and policy documents on psychological safety, inclusive preschool education, and child-friendly schools.
	

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


	The English is generally understandable and acceptable for scholarly communication, but it would benefit from minor language editing. There are some long, complicated sentences, occasional grammatical errors, and inconsistent use of terms that should be corrected to improve clarity and fluency.
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