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REVIEW PROTOCOL

Section 1. Administrative information

Title
Shadowing for pronunciation: a systematic review.

Registration
This protocol has not been registered. 

Author
Benen Nadelek Whitworth, University of Oxford
MSc student in Applied Linguistic for Language Teaching
sann7665@ox.ac.uk

Contributions
Benen Nadelek Whitworth (BW) is the author of this review, and will undertake the development of the review, study selection and data analysis. 
Filip Bigos (FB), an MSc student on the same course, is a second reviewer and will contribute to title and abstract screening for study selection. 
Heath Rose, MSc supervisor, provided guidance and supervision for the work. 

Support
No funding has been received to finance this review.

Section 2. Introduction

Rationale
Intelligible, comprehensible pronunciation is essential for clear and effective communication in an L2. However, pronunciation teaching is often under-emphasised in teacher training and classroom practice, and teachers often feel doubtful of how to teach pronunciation effectively. 
For these reasons, it is of great importance to research innovative pronunciation teaching techniques. Shadowing is one such technique currently becoming very popular worldwide. This review will explore whether shadowing is beneficial in improving student pronunciation, and what students think of the technique. 

Objectives
To explore research on shadowing for pronunciation, this review aims to respond to the following research questions:
 
Over-arching RQ) What is the extent and nature of research on the use of shadowing in teaching pronunciation in L2 classrooms?

RQ1) What evidence is available on the effectiveness of shadowing to improve learners’ pronunciation?

RQ2) How do learners evaluate this teaching and learning technique?


Section 3. Methods

Eligibility criteria
The review will employ the following eligibility criteria:
1) Empirical evidence: the studies included must provide empirical evidence.
2) Year of publication: the studies included must be published after 1992. 
3) L2 learning: the studies included must investigate shadowing for L2 language learning.
4) L2 pronunciation: the studies included must investigate shadowing for L2 pronunciation development.

Information sources
Databases used will be the following: Web of Science, Scopus, the British Education Index, the Australian Education Index, and the Educational Resources Information Centre (ERIC). These databases will provide access to studies published in peer-reviewed journals. 

ProQuest Social Science Premium Collection will also be used to provide access to unpublishes dissertations and theses. 

The search will be conducted in June 2023. 

Search strategy
The search strategy used will include the following terms:

	
	
Shadowing
	
Pronunciation
	
Second language learning

	
Filters

	
Place in article

	
Abstract

	
Abstract
	
Abstract
	
All document

	
Term(s)
	
Shadowing
	
AND
Pronunciation
OR
Speaking
OR
Oral
OR
Speech
	
AND
Learn*
OR
Stud*
OR
Language*
	
NOT
Medicine
OR
Dentistry
OR
Nursing
OR
Ultrasound
OR
Cocktail
OR
Satellite




Exact search strings will be adapted to each data base, and documented accordingly.  

Data management
The process of study selection will be managed by the website Rayyan. https://rayyan.ai/ 
References for studies will be handled manually. 

Selection process
BW will use the eligibility criteria to undertake title and abstract screening of all identified studies. FB will undertake second screening for titles and abstracts of 10% of studies, to calculate interrater reliability. Screening at this stage will be overinclusive. 

BW will then conduct full text screening to select the final sample of studies. 

Data collection process
A data extraction grid, developed by BW in coordination with her supervisor, will be used to collect data for this review. 

Data items
The following data items will be extracted from every study:
· Author
· Title
· Year of publication
· Study type (e.g. journal article, dissertation, etc.)
· Database
· Quality of abstract
· Quality of introduction
· Quality of literature review
· Research questions
· Methodology used (e.g. quantitative, qualitative, mixed)
· Research design (e.g. case study, experiment, action research, etc. and cross-sectional or longitudinal)
· Variables
· Sampling technique
· Sample size
· Sample characteristics (age, gender, L1, L2, proficiency, educational level, country)
· Data collection instruments
· Validity and reliability or trustworthiness of data collection instruments
· Whether tasks used are in line with definitions of shadowing
· Type of data analysis used
· Reliability and validity of data analysis
· Results of study
· Conclusions of study
· Whether implications match study findings
· Limitations of study
· Suggestions for further research


Quality assessment and risk of bias in individual studies
Weight of evidence judgments will also be given per study, for 4 criteria: relevance, appropriateness, contribution, trustworthiness. Scores given will be low, medium, or high. 

A critical review will also be written for each study, highlighting the studies’ key strengths and weaknesses. 

Data synthesis
Data will be qualitatively synthesised and organised according to the research questions. That is, according to the effectiveness of shadowing for pronunciation, and how students evaluate the technique. 
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EXTRACTION GRID FOR SYSTEMATIC REVIEW ON SHADOWING FOR IMPROVING PRONUNCIATION

Reviewer:
Study ID:

	
General information about study


	Author
	

	Title 
	

	Year
	

	Paper type
	

	Database
	



	
In-depth data extraction


	
In-depth review item
	
Criteria for quality
	
Reviewer response: yes/no/partly/unclear/brief comment


	
Abstract
	Does the abstract provide sufficient information to understand the study?
	

	
Introduction/rationale
	Does the introduction report the topic of the study clearly?
	

	
	Does the introduction explain why the study was carried out?
	

	
Literature review

	Does the literature review define shadowing?
	

	
	Does the literature review link to theoretical frameworks to understand shadowing?
	

	
	Does the study report any other core constructs?
	

	
Research questions

	
Are RQs clearly stated?
	

	
Methodology

	What, broadly, is the methodology used? (quant/qual/mixed)
	

	
	What is the research design? (e.g. experiment, case study, survey, action research, ethnography, etc.)
	

	
	Was the study cross-sectional or longitudinal? Please specify (e.g. length of study)
	

	
Variables
	(If applicable) Is it clear what the dependent and independent variable(s) was/were? Please specify if so.
	

	
	What other variables, if any, are controlled for?
	

	
	Is the population clearly described? Please specify.
	

	
Sampling
	Does the study report the planned sample size and characteristics?
	

	
	Does the study report the actual sample size and characteristics? Please specify.
	

	
	Is a sampling strategy provided? Please specify.
	

	
	Does the study report the participants’ age? Please specify.
	

	
	Does the study report the participants’ gender? Please specify.
	

	
	Does the study report the participants’ L1? Please specify.
	

	
	Does the study report the participants’ L2? Please specify.
	

	
	Does the study report the participants’ L2 proficiency? Please specify.
	

	
	Does the study report the participants’ educational level? Please specify.
	

	
	Does the study report the country/countries where the study was carried out? Please specify.
	

	
	Are there any other important features of the participants/research context?
	

	
Data collection

	What data collection instruments were used?
	

	
	(If quantitative) Does the study report how they addressed the validity and reliability of their data collection instruments?
	

	
	(If qualitative) Do data collection instruments seem trustworthy?
	

	
	Did the data collection seem reliable?
	

	
	Are tasks used for data collection in line with established definitions of shadowing? Please specify if not.
	

	
Data analysis
	Does the study report how data were analysed? Please specify.
	

	
	Does this seem to be a reliable/valid method of analysing the data?
	

	
	Does the analysis match the requirements of the research questions?
	

	
Results, findings, discussion, and conclusion

	
What are the actual results of the study?
	

	
	What does the study conclude about these results?
	

	
	Do conclusions match your assessment of the results?
	

	
	Does the study discuss implications for using shadowing to improve pronunciation? Please specify.
	

	
	Do the implications match the study findings?
	

	
	Are limitations of the study discussed?
	

	
	Are there suggestions for further research? Please specify.
	





	
Initial weighting by reviewer


	
Importance of article to the review

	
High/medium/low

	
WOE: RELEVANCE. Does the focus of this study match the objective of this specific review? (Is the topic relevant?)

	

	
WOE: APPROPRIATENESS. Is the design and analysis suitable in addressing the questions, or sub-questions of this specific review? (Is the design relevant?

	

	
WOE: CONTRIBUTION. Does the study answer the question of this specific review and help inform use of shadowing to improve pronunciation? (Does it add to knowledge?)

	

	
WOE: TRUSTWORTHINESS. Taking account of all quality assessment issues, can the study findings be trusted to answer its research questions? (Can we trust its findings?)

	




	
Critical review of article


	























