Production and Interpretation of Accentual Intonation Tunes in L2 Acquisition: Implications for Nigerian Spoken English Accent

The list of changes made in our manuscript is in response to the Editor’s received by us on 25th April, 2023. 
1. Please clarify what you mean by “Standard English” in your paper, and “native” and “non-native” English.
Response: This has been clarified in the last two sentences of the introduction. 
For the purpose of clarity, standard English is a variety of English spoken in English-speaking countries and countries that speak English as a Native Language (ENL), such as British English, American English, and Australian English. While this is also referred to as "native English", "non-native English" is a variety of English spoken in countries where English is taught as a second language. 
2. The quality of your paper could be improved by carefully proofreading the paper for correctness and making appropriate use of punctuation.
Response: The paper has been proofread and appropriate punctuations have been used consistently.
3. Avoid claims that lack evidence.
Response: This has been addressed in the paper. 
4. Engage the literature more in the discussion section.
Response: Akindele and Oladipupo (2022) has been cited to update the literature and their stance has been linked with the findings in our paper, specifically at the last sentence of acoustic analysis. Amayo (1981) and Akindele and Oladipupo (2022), therefore, join the list of researches the study made reference to in the findings and discussion section (they are Akinjobi and Oladipupo’s, 2010; Asadu, Okoro and Kadiri, 2019; Akindele, 2011; Oladipupo & Akinjobi, 2015; Obasi, 2022; Trudgill, 1972; Kunsmann; 2000; Atoye, 2005; Adejuwon, 2019). 
5. 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.
Response: The only instance of this has been addressed in the penultimate sentence of the findings and discussion by replacing “above table” with “Table 5”.
6. Be consistent with the use of “sex” instead of alternating sex and gender.
Response: The discrepancy in the use of gender and sex has been addressed in the paper. Since gender is a social construct that can generate a heated argument, and it is not the focus of the paper, the term “sex” is preferred and used in the paper because it targets the use of intonation tunes in relation to males or females. This correction has been made in the abstract, research question, and findings and discussion section. 
7. Please ensure that all references are properly cited in-text and in the references section
Response: This has been well attended to. 

The authors of this paper want to appreciate the Editor of this journal for a painstaking job done to improve the quality of this paper. We do hope we have attended to all queries raised in the paper and are still obliged to any criticism if any.

Thank you. 

