1. [bookmark: _GoBack]VARIABLE DEFINITIONS

	Variable
	Type
	Definition
	Source

	Event ID
	Identifier
	Unique code assigned to each pronunciation correction event
	Generated by researcher

	Setting
	Categorical
	Location where correction event occurred
	Observation log

	Week
	Numerical
	Week of data collection (1–4)
	Observation log

	Day
	Categorical
	Day of week (Monday–Friday)
	Observation log

	Initiator
	Identifier
	Pseudonym of child who provided the correction
	Transcript analysis

	Recipient
	Identifier
	Pseudonym of child who received the correction
	Transcript analysis

	Initiator L1
	Categorical
	First language background of initiator
	Teacher records + observation

	Recipient L1
	Categorical
	First language background of recipient
	Teacher records + observation

	Target Phoneme
	Categorical
	Phoneme being corrected (IPA transcription)
	Phonetic analysis

	Error Example
	Text
	Child's erroneous production
	Transcript analysis

	Peer Correction
	Text
	Peer's corrective utterance
	Transcript analysis

	Correction Type
	Categorical
	Type of corrective feedback provided
	Lyster & Ranta (1997) taxonomy

	Initiator Proficiency
	Categorical
	English proficiency of initiator relative to recipient
	Teacher CEFR rating + oral fluency comparison

	Recipient Response
	Categorical
	How recipient reacted to correction
	Behavioural coding

	Time
	Time
	Timestamp of correction event in session
	Audio recording

	Activity Context
	Categorical
	Activity during which correction occurred
	Observation log

















2. CODING SCHEMES
2.1 Event ID
	Code
	Description

	P01–P32
	Playground correction events (32 events)

	C01–C15
	Classroom correction events (15 events)



2.2 Setting
	Code
	Definition
	Operationalisation

	Playground
	Unstructured free play during recess
	Children engaged in self-directed activities without teacher supervision; no prescribed tasks or learning objectives

	Classroom
	Structured group work during English lesson
	Children engaged in teacher-directed activities with prescribed learning objectives; teacher present for classroom management




2.5 Initiator and Recipient (Pseudonyms)
	Pseudonym
	Actual Role
	L1 Background

	Amir
	Participant
	Malay

	Leo
	Participant
	Tamil

	Siti
	Participant
	Malay

	Mei
	Participant
	Mandarin

	Arif
	Participant
	Malay

	Lin
	Participant
	Mandarin

	Raj
	Participant
	Tamil

	Priya
	Participant
	Tamil

	Higher
	Non-identified higher-proficiency peer
	Various

	Lower
	Non-identified lower-proficiency peer
	Various

	Equal
	Non-identified equal-proficiency peer
	Various



2.6 Target Phoneme (IPA Transcription)
	Code
	Phoneme
	Description
	Example Error
	Peer Correction

	/θ/
	Voiceless dental fricative
	'th' sound in 'three'
	"tree"
	"three"

	/ð/
	Voiced dental fricative
	'th' sound in 'this'
	"dis"
	"this"

	/r/ vs /l/
	Rhotic vs lateral approximant
	Distinction in 'right' vs 'light'
	"light" for 'right'
	"right"

	Final Cluster
	Word-final consonant cluster
	/-st/, /-nd/, etc.
	"tes" for 'test'
	"test"

	Vowel
	Vowel quality distinction
	/æ/ vs /e/, /i:/ vs /ɪ/
	"bed" for 'bad'
	"bad"

	Other
	Stress, /p/ vs /b/, etc.
	Various
	"b" for 'p'
	"p"




2.7 Correction Type (Adapted from Lyster & Ranta, 1997)
	Type
	Definition
	Example from Data

	Explicit Correction
	Clear identification of the error followed by provision of the correct form
	Child A: "Pass to me, tree steps" / Child B: "Not 'tree' – three"

	Recasts
	Reformulation of the error without explicitly labelling it as an error; correction embedded naturally in the responding utterance
	Child A: "I want dis colour" / Child B: "This colour"

	Metalinguistic Feedback
	Comment about the nature of the error, often referring to a specific sound or letter, without necessarily providing the correct form directly
	Child A: "How spell 'that'? T-A-T?" / Child B: "You forgot the 'h' sound"










2.8 Initiator Proficiency
	Category
	Definition
	Determination Method

	Higher-Proficiency Peer
	Initiator has higher English proficiency than recipient
	Teacher CEFR rating A2 vs A1; or visibly higher oral fluency across multiple sessions

	Equal-Proficiency Peer
	Initiator and recipient have similar proficiency
	Same CEFR rating; comparable oral fluency across tasks

	Lower-Proficiency Peer
	Initiator has lower English proficiency than recipient
	Teacher CEFR rating A1 vs A2; or visibly lower oral fluency



CEFR Level Reference (Council of Europe, 2001):
	Level
	Description

	A1 (Beginner)
	Can understand and use familiar everyday expressions; can introduce themselves

	A2 (Lower Intermediate)
	Can understand sentences and frequently used expressions related to areas of immediate relevance



2.9 Recipient Response
	Category
	Definition
	Operationalisation

	Acceptance
	Verbal or non-verbal acknowledgment of correction
	Verbal: "okay", "yeah", "ah"; Non-verbal: nod, continued engagement

	Immediate Repetition
	Recipient repeats corrected form accurately
	Correct production within 3 seconds of correction

	Ignoring
	No verbal or non-verbal response
	Continues play or task without acknowledgment

	Distress
	Withdrawal or negative reaction to correction
	Stops speaking, silence >5 seconds, frown, looks down, verbal resistance (e.g., "You're not the teacher")



