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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 explores a vital problem in language learning: the disconnect between Communicative Language Teaching (CLT) theory and what actually happens inside EFL classrooms in Zanzibar. The manuscript shares strong perspectives about how what’s written in the curriculum doesn’t really match up to daily classroom practice, pointing out issues like not enough materials and teachers lacking proper training. Some may say the study’s results matter to policymakers, curriculum writers, and educators who want to boost students’ communication skills in places where more than one language is spoken. And, it helps the worldwide conversation about making CLT work when resources are tight, so it’s important for educators in similar situations around the world.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
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	The abstract lays out the study’s purpose, key methods, and results in a pretty straightforward way. But you could punch it up by actually mentioning concrete data, like the percentages of CLT activities such as pair or group work alongside debates. On top of that, tossing in a single clear sentence that spells out what this means for future research or policy would make everything sharper. And, I guess, the phrase “limited proficiency” ends up being used more than needed, so it should probably get cut back.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The researchers went with a fitting qualitative ethnographic approach, making their choices for sampling and how they gathered data pretty clear and easy to follow. On top of that, their careful thematic analysis brings real strength to the study. The discussion matches what the results show, with solid links to the right literature. Still, it might help if they gave a clearer connection between the practices they noticed and the CLT principles when talking things through, and also if they pointed out the limits like, their sample was small and focused only on city schools.
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