Coding Procedure (Phase One)
	Step
	Action
	Description

	Step 1
	Transcript Review
	All transcripts independently reviewed by two trained coders; each transcript read multiple times

	Step 2
	Event Identification
	Correction events identified using Lyster & Ranta (1997) taxonomy; each event marked with unique identifier (P01–P32, C01–C15)

	Step 3
	Event Categorisation
	Each event coded for Setting, Initiator Proficiency, Target Phoneme, Recipient Response, Activity Context

	Step 4
	Data Recording
	All coded events recorded in Microsoft Excel spreadsheet





Thematic Analysis Procedure (Phase Two)
	Phase
	Action
	Description

	Phase 1
	Familiarisation
	Repeated reading of all 47 correction event transcripts (3 times each)

	Phase 2
	Initial Coding
	Identifying meaningful units (e.g., "task-embedded correction", "teacher-presence anxiety")

	Phase 3
	Theme Generation
	Grouping codes into candidate themes (e.g., "play-affiliated correction", "classroom-induced distress")

	Phase 4
	Theme Review
	Checking themes against full dataset for consistency

	Phase 5
	Theme Definition
	Refining theme names and boundaries

	Phase 6
	Writing Up
	Selecting representative vignettes (typical cases) for inclusion in findings




FORMULAE

1. EVENT IDENTIFICATION (92%, κ = 0.88)

	
	Coder B: Yes
	Coder B: No
	Total

	Coder A: Yes
	50
	4
	54

	Coder A: No
	3
	63
	66

	Total
	53
	67
	120




	Component
	Value

	Both coders identified event (a)
	50

	Both coders did NOT identify event (d)
	63

	Total agreements (a + d)
	113

	Total observations (N)
	120



P₀ = (50 + 63) / 120 = 113 / 120 = 0.9417

Event Identification
	Component
	Value

	Row 1 Total (a + b)
	50 + 4 = 54

	Column 1 Total (a + c)
	50 + 3 = 53

	Row 2 Total (c + d)
	3 + 63 = 66

	Column 2 Total (b + d)
	4 + 63 = 67

	N²
	120² = 14,400










[bookmark: _GoBack]Coding Dimensions 
	Dimension
	Categories
	Definition
	Code

	Setting
	Playground
	Unstructured free play during recess
	P

	
	Classroom
	Structured group work during English lesson
	C

	Initiator Proficiency
	Higher-Proficiency Peer
	Initiator has higher CEFR rating or greater oral fluency than recipient
	H

	
	Equal-Proficiency Peer
	Initiator and recipient share same CEFR level and comparable fluency
	E

	
	Lower-Proficiency Peer
	Initiator has lower CEFR rating or lesser fluency than recipient
	L

	Target Phoneme
	/θ/
	Voiceless dental fricative
	THV

	
	/ð/
	Voiced dental fricative
	THVD

	
	/r/ vs /l/
	Rhotic vs lateral approximant
	RL

	
	Final Cluster
	Word-final consonant cluster
	FC

	
	Vowel Quality
	Vowel quality distinction
	V

	
	Other
	Stress, /p/ vs /b/, etc.
	O

	Recipient Response
	Acceptance
	Verbal/non-verbal acknowledgment
	A

	
	Immediate Repetition
	Repeats corrected form within 3 seconds
	IR

	
	Ignoring
	No response; continues play without acknowledgment
	I

	
	Distress
	Withdrawal, silence >5 seconds, visible distress, verbal resistance
	D




