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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 manuscript makes a good  contribution to the growing body of research on English as a Foreign Language (EFL) pronunciation among Arabic speakers, specifically Iraqi learners. Its focus on both segmental and suprasegmental features provides a comprehensive view of phonological interference from Arabic, which has pedagogical and linguistic significance. The findings highlight critical pronunciation challenges and offer actionable implications for teachers, curriculum developers, and researchers aiming to improve pronunciation pedagogy in similar contexts. Furthermore, it addresses an under-researched demographic—Iraqi secondary school students—thereby enriching cross-linguistic studies and contributing to applied linguistics and TEFL practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	the title is appropriate and clearly conveys the focus of the study—pronunciation errors among Iraqi learners.
However, for precision and academic refinement, you may consider the following alternative:

“Common Pronunciation Errors among Iraqi EFL Secondary Students: A Diagnostic Study of Segmental and Suprasegmental Features.”

This version better highlights the diagnostic and comparative nature of the research.


	

	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 has some mistakes and improvements as follows:

· Correct minor grammatical errors (e.g., “inti” → “into”; “finding reveal” → “findings reveal”).

· Briefly mention the qualitative and quantitative nature of analysis for methodological clarity.

· Add a sentence on implications, such as how findings can inform teacher training or curriculum design.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript isn’t  scientifically sound. The objectives, methodology, data collection, and analysis need more elaboration. The use of IPA transcription, frequency analysis, and categorization of errors (substitution, omission, insertion, suprasegmental) is methodologically valid.
suggestions:

· Include more detail on inter-rater reliability during transcription.

· Clarify whether quantitative measures were statistically validated (e.g., inter-rater agreement or frequency significance).

· A short limitations section would improve transparency (e.g., limited generalizability beyond one district).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not, sufficient, and recent. Key sources such as Celce-Murcia et al. (2010), Derwing & Munro (2005), and Roach (2009) are foundational but still old resources.
Suggestions: recent studies must be added in the article field.


	

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


	The language is   scholarly, and appropriate for publication, though it would benefit from light editing for grammar and consistency.
Examples of minor corrections:
· “This papers answers” → “This paper answers”
· “phonological patters” → “phonological patterns”
· “the others types” → “the other types”
A professional language edit would enhance readability and ensure compliance with international journal standards.
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