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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.


	The topic is clear and relevant; the text raises an educational and structural problem with an impact on equity, academic progress, and national development. The problem is contextualized in terms of:

· early reading difficulties

· long-term consequences

· the sociolinguistic specificity of Sinhalese

Therefore, it has scientific and social relevance, a key indexing criterion.
On the other hand, the original contribution is not identified as an area for improvement.

The abstract does not clearly state:

What does this review offer that previous reviews did not?

A stronger claim of novelty is needed:

New model?

New typology?

New theoretical integration?

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title reflects the research question, which is:

To identify the causes of reading difficulties in primary school classrooms within a specific national context (Sri Lanka), based on a review of empirical studies.

	

	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.


	I would recommend that it have greater methodological rigor.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript uses correct scientific language.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	For a review article, 9 sources seem insufficient to me; I recommend adding at least 6 more.
	

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


	The language used is academic, except that it contains some spelling errors which I have marked as comments in the margin.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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