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	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 study is significant to the field of applied linguistics and second language acquisition. It contributes empirical evidence on common English pronunciation errors made by Iraqi secondary school students, highlighting the persistent influence of L1 (Arabic) interference. Such diagnostic work can inform language pedagogy, curriculum reform, and teacher training in EFL contexts. It also fills a contextual gap since most prior research on pronunciation focuses on Asian or European EFL learners rather than Arabic-speaking students.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and clearly reflects the study’s content and purpose.
Suggested minor improvement:
“Pronunciation Errors in English among Iraqi Secondary School Students”
(to make it more concise and grammatically smooth).


	

	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.


	3. Abstract

The abstract is informative and summarizes the purpose, methodology, key findings, and implications.

However, a few minor issues need correction:

Typographical errors (e.g., “inti” → “into,” “others types” → “other types”).

Add one clear sentence on the pedagogical implications (currently implied but not explicit).

Suggested revision (for clarity):

“This study investigates pronunciation errors made by Iraqi secondary school students learning English as a foreign language, focusing on segmental and suprasegmental features. Using phonetic transcription and qualitative analysis, the study identifies substitution as the most frequent error type, reflecting strong L1 interference. The findings highlight the need for explicit pronunciation teaching and phonetic training in Iraqi secondary education.”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The research design, data collection, and analysis are appropriate for a linguistic error study. The sample size (150 students) is reasonable, and the analysis aligns with established phonological frameworks (CA and EA).
However:

· The results table (Table 1) contains a numerical inconsistency (Total = 487; should match 1690 errors reported in the text).

· The analysis could be strengthened by providing percentages for each category clearly and including statistical measures such as frequency distribution or a visual chart.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and adequately recent, including both foundational (Lado, 1957; O’Connor, 1980) and modern works (Gilakjani, 2012; Al Abdely, 2021).
To further improve scholarly depth, the following could be added:

· Jenkins, J. (2000). The Phonology of English as an International Language. Oxford University Press.

· Fraser, H. (2000). Coordinating Improvements in Pronunciation Teaching for Adult Learners of English as a Second Language. DETYA, Australia.


	

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


	The language is understandable but requires moderate proofreading to correct grammatical errors, missing articles, and inconsistent capitalization (e.g., “This papers answers…” → “This paper answers…”).
Overall, clarity and readability are good, but minor linguistic polishing will enhance scholarly tone.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper provides a valuable contribution by systematically identifying pronunciation issues and linking them to L1 phonology. The findings have pedagogical relevance for EFL teaching and curriculum development.
However, the manuscript would benefit from:

· Minor grammatical and typographical corrections.

· Clearer table formatting.

· Enhanced discussion with examples comparing current results to prior studies.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical concerns are apparent. Participant consent and data confidentiality have been appropriately handled.
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