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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 (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 contributes meaningfully to the field of English language teaching by providing empirical evidence on the effectiveness of the Color Vowel Approach in improving pronunciation among ESL learners. Given the persistent challenges faced by both teachers and students in teaching and acquiring clear vowel articulation, this study offers practical and research-based insights that can inform pedagogical decisions in diverse classroom settings. It also addresses a gap in the literature, especially in contexts where traditional methods such as the IPA and Vietor Triangle still dominate. By grounding its intervention in both theoretical frameworks and classroom realities, the study presents a valuable model for integrating multimodal tools into pronunciation instruction.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title "The Color Vowel Approach in Teaching Pronunciation Among Selected ESL Learners" is generally suitable, as it clearly reflects the focus of the study and includes the main variable (Color Vowel Approach), the skill targeted (pronunciation), and the population (ESL learners).

However, for improved clarity and precision, especially for an academic audience, you could consider a slightly revised version:

Suggested alternative title:
"Investigating the Effectiveness of the Color Vowel Approach in Enhancing ESL Learners’ Pronunciation Skills"
This version emphasizes the study’s evaluative nature and clearly indicates that the research is outcome-based.
	

	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 generally clear and informative. It outlines the aim, methodology, and main findings well. However, I would suggest a few small changes to make it more concise and easier to follow. For example, the participant details could be more specific, and some repetition (like listing p-values for both groups) could be removed or simplified. Also, a brief sentence about the broader implication of the findings—for instance, how this method could influence ESL teaching practice—would strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically accurate and follows a clear research structure. The use of a quasi-experimental pretest-posttest design with control and experimental groups is appropriate for the purpose of the study. The methodology is described in detail, including how the participants were selected, how the intervention was carried out, and how data were collected and analyzed. The use of t-tests to examine the significance of differences is suitable, and the results are presented clearly and logically.

That said, the discussion could be stronger in terms of connecting the findings to previous studies and theoretical frameworks. At times, it reads more as a description of the results rather than a deeper interpretation of what those results mean in a broader academic or classroom context. Also, the repeated use of rating terms like “excellent” or “satisfactory” would benefit from clearer explanation, either through reference to a standardized rubric or a brief justification of how those labels were assigned. Adding that clarification would help make the interpretation of the results more transparent to readers outside the immediate institutional context.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are a mix of foundational and relatively recent sources. Key names in pronunciation teaching, such as Celce-Murcia, Gilbert, and Fraser, are included, which is good. However, many of the references are somewhat dated, with a number of sources from the early 2000s or even earlier (e.g., Nilsen & Nilsen, 1971; Bloomfield, 1938). While these offer valuable background, the manuscript would benefit from incorporating more recent literature from the past 5–10 years, especially studies that explore newer pronunciation techniques or updated perspectives on pronunciation instruction in communicative contexts.

I would suggest including more current studies on the Color Vowel Approach, as there has been growing interest in this area in recent years, particularly in applied linguistics and TESOL journals. Additionally, referencing current research on pronunciation and intelligibility in global English contexts (e.g. Jenkins, 2015; Walker, 2021) would strengthen the paper’s relevance and show awareness of ongoing discussions in the field.

Suggested sources to consider:

1. Jenkins, J. (2015). Global Englishes: A Resource Book for Students. Routledge.

2. Walker, R. (2021). Teaching the Pronunciation of English as a Lingua Franca. Oxford University Press.

3. Darcy, I. (2018). Powerful and Effective Pronunciation Instruction: How Can We Achieve It? The CATESOL Journal, 30(1), 13–45.

4. Thomson, R. I. (2018). High Variability Phonetic Training and the Acquisition of L2 Vowel Contrasts. Studies in Second Language Acquisition, 40(2), 451–475.

Including recent references like these would help the manuscript align more closely with current research trends.


	

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


	The language is generally clear, and the main points are communicated well. That said, the manuscript would benefit from revision to bring it closer to academic writing standards. Some sections are too wordy or repetitive, which makes them harder to follow than necessary. There are also moments where the phrasing feels too informal for a scholarly paper—for example, the sentence “True enough, the goal of pronunciation instruction is not to ask learners to pronounce or sound like native speakers” could be rephrased more formally as “Importantly, the goal of pronunciation instruction is not native-like accuracy, but intelligibility.” Transitions between sections could also be smoother, and some paragraphs would benefit from more precise and concise wording. Overall, the language is understandable, but a focused revision would improve clarity, tone, and academic style, making the manuscript more suitable for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-structured and timely study that explores a relevant issue in ESL instruction. The focus on the Color Vowel Approach adds value, especially given how pronunciation is often overlooked in language teaching. The research design is solid, and the data are clearly presented. With some revisions to improve the academic tone, streamline the writing, and update the references, this paper has strong potential for publication and contribution to the field.
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