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	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 paper addresses a significant gap by empirically contrasting English language teaching practices in rural and urban Aliya Madrasahs in Bangladesh. It provides evidence-based insights into how context influences pedagogic success. Its mixed-methods approach enhances methodological strength and sets out a replicable framework for investigating ELT differences in comparable institutional contexts. It also documents variations in teacher training, resource access, and student participation and thus the research provides actionable suggestions to policymakers and curriculum developers seeking to promote educational equity. Therefore, it makes both theoretical contributions and hands-on advice that may be used to guide subsequent research, teacher training programs, and focused interventions in ELT.
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	Yes. The abstract is comprehensive as it effectively outlines the research purpose and methodological approach and provides a concise summary of the study’s key points.
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	Yes. The manuscript seems scientifically correct. The study’s methodology and findings demonstrate a high level of scientific rigour.
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	Yes. The manuscript’s references are sufficient and relevant to the study’s topic and scope. They provide a solid foundation for the study’s methodology and discussion.
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	Yes. The paper’s prose is generally clear and professional. The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications. The paper uses key terminology (e.g., CLT, TBLT, GTM) appropriately.


	

	Optional/General comments


	It is a strong research article with valuable insights. The manuscript is relevant and can be accepted as it is.
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