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Strength
· The subject matter of the manuscript is quite interesting as it provides some evidence to clarify the accentuation patterns of Nigerian English intonation.
· The paper arouses further research by challenging researchers to deepen the exploration of accentual intonation patterns of Nigerian English, most especially where near-perfect forms of production were observed.
· The style of the paper is lively and engaging. 
· The paper contains the most relevant sections: Abstract, keywords, introduction, literature, objectives, methodology, results and analysis, conclusion and implication, and references.
· The paper provides literature review about useful research in the area of the study.
· Conclusions are based on the findings of the analysis.

Weakness
· Tables are used as entry points to the main issues discussed in the paper under the “Results and Discussion” section of the work. The paper lacks subsections (results and discussion section) that directly address the objectives of the manuscript. Table headings are rather used. It makes making references to subheadings a bit difficulty.
· There are some infelicitous structures in the paper, affecting the overall reading and understanding of the paper: 
a. misrelated constructions that hinder fluidity and comprehension of ideas. E.g., “Having transcribed and perceptually evaluated the voice productions of the respondents, the overall statistical assessment of… p.5”
b. avoidable repetitions, e.g., “. Out of the overall expected production test of 500 overall use” (p.6)
· The author(s) does not engage much of the literature in the Results and Discussion section.
· In some cases, the paper does not make specific reference to the labelled tables and figures, which impedes reading and comprehension. For example, “the charts below” (p.8) or “the table above” (p.6).
· There is lack of consistency in the style of headings of sections and tables. There is inconsistency in the use of upper cases and lower cases at the beginning of content words.
· The claim that “This could also mean that Nigerian female L2 learners are more diligent and focused in learning and practicing accentuation during classroom engagements. (p.7)” seems to lack proper evidence in the paper.
· There are a few punctuation errors that impede reading and understanding. Some of them have been highlighted in the paper.
· One work (Rao 2016) was cited in the paper but not referenced.
Some suggestions for improvement
· The quality of the paper could be improved if the author(s) does general editing and proofreading to address infelicitous issues and punctuation errors in the paper.
· Claims that lack evidence in the paper should be avoided.
· The quality of the paper can be improved if the author could engage the literature more in the discussion section.
· [bookmark: _Hlk124502337]The paper should make specific reference to the tables and figures labelled in the work, e.g., “Figure 1” instead of using “the charts below” or “Table 4” instead of “the table below”.
· The author(s) needs to be consistent with the use of “sex” instead of alternating sex and gender.
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