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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 explores the interplay between phonological variation and sociolinguistic identity, emphasizing how factors like age, gender, and social networks influence linguistic change. It highlights how phonological features, such as regional accents and youth-driven innovations, serve as markers of identity and tools for navigating social dynamics. The study also examines the roles of prestige and stigmatization in shaping language use, offering insights into social hierarchies and linguistic discrimination. By connecting phonology to broader societal structures, the research provides valuable contributions to understanding linguistic diversity and its implications for education, policy, and technology.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title, "Phonological Patterns as Markers of Sociolinguistic Identity," is suitable as it accurately reflects the article's focus on how phonological variation serves as a tool for expressing and negotiating social identity. It effectively captures the intersection of phonology and sociolinguistics, which is the core theme of the manuscript.


	

	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 but could be slightly refined to better pinpoint the article's key contributions and scope. Here are some suggestions for improvement: Briefly mention the approach or methods used (e.g., case studies, sociolinguistic analysis) to give readers a clearer sense of how the research was conducted. It could also mention the need for interdisciplinary research, it could briefly state the practical applications of the findings (e.g., in education, language policy, or technology).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound but could be improved for greater rigor and relevance. It effectively uses sociolinguistic theories and examples (e.g., Hausa dialects) to explore phonological variation and identity. However, it lacks a detailed methodology section, quantitative data, and recent references. Adding these elements, along with a discussion of the study's generalizability to other linguistic contexts, would strengthen its scientific validity and broader applicability. Overall, the manuscript is well-argued but would benefit from methodological clarity and updated research.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are relevant and foundational, including key works by Labov, Milroy, and Trudgill, which are essential for sociolinguistic research. However, the references are somewhat dated, with many from the 1970s to 1990s, and only a few from the last decade. To enhance the manuscript's relevance and reflect recent advancements in the field, additional up-to-date references should be included. Below are some suggestions for recent and relevant studies: yet some up to date references might be added such as, 
Bucholtz, M., & Hall, K. (2016). "Embracing intersectionality in sociolinguistics." Journal of Sociolinguistics, 20(4), 489–499.
Drager, K. (2018). Experimental Research Methods in Sociolinguistics. Bloomsbury
Eckert, P. (2018). Language and Gender. Cambridge University Press

Cheshire, J., Kerswill, P., Fox, S., & Torgersen, E. (2011). 
And many others...


	

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


	The language quality is suitable for scholarly communication, but refining sentence structure, clarity, and grammar would enhance readability and professionalism. With these improvements, the manuscript would meet the high standards expected in academic publishing.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript provides a thorough exploration of phonological variation and its role in sociolinguistic identity, supported by relevant examples and foundational theories. However, it would benefit from a clearer methodology section, recent references, and quantitative data to strengthen its scientific rigor. The language is suitable for scholarly communication but could be improved by simplifying complex sentences, avoiding repetition, and correcting minor grammatical errors. Overall, the article is well-structured and insightful but requires refinement to enhance its clarity, relevance, and academic impact.
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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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