
























The following changes have been made on the Manuscript “The Impact of Technology Enhanced TBLT on ESP Learners’ Listening 

Comprehension and Speaking Performances” in accordance with reviewers’ comments  

We would like to thank the three anonymous reviewers for their careful and constructive reviews of our 

paper.  In response to their suggestions, we did the following main changes to the manuscript. 

Reviewer’s comments  Changes made  Page (see 

highlights

) 

Review 1   
The abbreviations (ex. TBLT, ESP) should not be used in the title and the abstract 

because not all readers are experts in this field and it can lead to some 

misunderstandings. 

We reconstructed the title. “Effects of Technology enhanced Task-

based Language Teaching on Learners' Listening Comprehension and 

Speaking Performance”   

1  

There are some spelling and punctuational mistakes We revised some spelling and punctuational mistakes thoroughly.  

   

Review 2   

The abstract should address the rationale for the study or provide the general gap 

in literature to introduce to the study. 

We reconstructed the abstract  

Integrating Task-Based Language Teaching (TBLT) and learning 
technologies can be the potential framework in designing language 
instruction to enhance learners' listening comprehension and speaking 
performance. However, not many past studies have explored how 
technology enhanced TBLT can enhance both listening comprehension 
and speaking performance of ESP learners. 

1 

The introduction failed to present the research problems which were the rationales 

for the study or to make the phenomena worthy to be researched. 

Results of previous studies should be presented to provide the trends in literature 

about these investigated phenomena. 

The introduction part was reconstructed and fixed significantly 

based on this reviewer’ notes.  
1 -3 

The authors need to describe in detail the research context and the population of 

the study. 

The authors need to provide the following information: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

We fixed the method sections:  

 

-The participants were 97 ESP students as a sample of 150 students as 
a population. Their study discipline was the nursing program at 
Universitas Muhammadiyah Semarang, Central Java, Indonesia. 

-The present study employed a quasi-experiment with a non-
equivalent (pretest and posttest) control-group design. This research 
designed was chosen due to two selected intact classes from three 
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What did the teacher and students do in the classrooms? 

What teaching methods were employed? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

What kind of topics/themes did the students practice for the tasks? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

classes because randomly assigning participants would interrupt the 
process of classroom learning (Creswell, 2014).  

 

The teaching method implemented for the experimental group was 
the integration of task-based language teaching (TBLT) approach into 
online learning technologies, i.e., in the present study, we define it 
into technology enhanced TBLT. The instructional procedures of 
technology enhanced TBLT, as illustrated in Table 2, were adapted 
from Nielson, Pinckney, & Gómez (2017) and Willis (1996). Meanwhile, 
another class constituted the control group (n=47) was given the 
online teaching instruction with regular language instruction stages 
without TBLT implementation such as lecturing, textbook exercises, 
and group discussion. Four themes that were taught during the study 
were meeting people, in and around the hospital, nurses' duty, and 
checking vital signs. 

Table 2 
The procedure of Technology Enhanced TBLT    

   
  TASK Activities  Time  

Pre-

tasks 
 

Introduction 

to topics and 
Tasks  

(15 minutes) 

a) ESP teachers sent the link of detailed instructions on the 

day before classroom meetings via Group Whatsapps.  
b) They also share the learning materials' links such as 

reading text and video as model or learning input (they 

were uploaded in LMS). 

A day before 

the classroom 
meeting 

Task-
cycles  

 

Planing  
(15 minutes) 

a) ESP teachers confirmed their listening and reading 
comprehension dealing with learning materials, as well as 

the unfamiliar vocabulary and word pronunciations. 
b) Teachers and students discussed the communicative tasks 

and alternative learning technologies for complementing 

them based on the previously decided topics on the pre-
task stage.  

Classroom 
Online 

Meeting 1, 3, 
&  5 

Task 

(7 days) 

a) ESP learners did the communicative tasks individually, in 

pairs, or in small groups at their own home/ dwelling  

b) The learners were doing the tasks in a week as the outside 
classroom assignments.  

c) The tasks encompassed a) Meeting 1. online group 

discussion via ZOOM with the themes "meeting people 
and around the hospital." This speaking task was recorded 

by in ZOOM meeting; b) Meeting 3. Individual 

presentation mediated by screen and face recording in 

One week 

tasks  



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In the research procedure, the authors failed to present the pre-speaking-test, only 

the pre-listening test. 

 

Microsoft PowerPoints 2016 or 2019 with the theme 

"nurses' duty" and c) Meeting 5. role-play in pairs with the 
theme "checking vital signs as one of the nursing duties." 

This activity was recorded by their cellphone camera.  

d) Their recorded tasks were uploaded on YouTube or 
Google Drive.  

e) They attached the links from YouTube or Google Drive to 

LMS 
f) ESP Teachers monitored learners' progress of completing 

the tasks and giving the encouragement/ needed help via 

WhatsApp group.    

Report 

(40 minutes) 

     ESP teachers showed the learners' recorded videos of their 
tasks via ZOOM screen sharing to all students 

Online 

Classroom 

meeting 2, 4, 
& 6  Langu

age 

Focus  

Analysis 
(15 minutes) 

a) ESP teachers gave a reflection on their tasks (giving 
feedback) in oral and written texts during ZOOM session.  

b) They also accentuated the important linguistic  features 

taken from learners' works 
c) They also invited learners' learning engagement to ask 

questions and comment on their friends' works. 

Practice (15 
minutes) 

a) Following the results of analysis stages, teachers selected 
the most problems and prevalent issues of language, which 

is necessary to be extended. 

b) ESP learners were given alternative tasks for practicing 
more activities, drills, and examples to understand 

language problems and issues.   

Online 
Classroom 

meeting 2, 4, 

& 6  

 
 

Besides, three speaking activities (individual presentation, role-play, 
and group discussion) from the previous semester were recorded as 
the pre-speaking data. 

The authors need to present the comparison of the pre-tests of both groups, 

including listening and speaking performances. 

What test did the authors use to test the similarity or differences between the two 

groups? 

The authors need to provide the table illustrating the results of the tests comparing 

the pretests of the two groups. 

The authors need to provide the results of the pre-tests, comparing two groups in 

terms of speaking performances, including all the investigated phenomena. 

Lacking these tests failed to see the differences between the two conditions and the 

treatments. 

 

We add data pre-speaking performance scores:  

 

Table 6 
Descriptive statistics of ESP learners' pre- and post-speaking 
performance results from three different tasks 
 

Table 7 
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Comparisons of the pre- vs. post-tests for all the investigated phenomena are 

important for any claim. 
Differences among the scores of ESP learners' pre-speaking scores 
based on online presentation, role-play, and online classroom 
discussion between the experimental group and control group 
 
 

 

 

Check the language. We revised some spelling and punctuational mistakes thoroughly.  

   

Review 2   

The title is not clear and does not match with the objective of the study. The study 

intends to measure the proficiency of the listening comprehension skill which is 

totally different from performance. 

 

The word "performance" is uncountable here, thus, it should be written 

performance and not perfomances. 

 

The abbreviation TBLT should be written in full words for the first time. 

The abstract has not written propely. Language and style problems, in addition to 

the misuderstaning in research terms.For example," 

 

The participants were ninety-seven ESP students majoring in Nursing programs. 

We used a quasi-experimental design with two instruments as collecting data (i.e., 

a listening section of TOEFL test and a speaking performance assessment from an 

individually online presentation, role-play, and online group discussion" 

 

"their speaking performances have not experienced a significant enhancement after 

receiving this experimental treatment." 

Instruments are not clear. It has been mentioned TWO instrument, listening 

section of TOEFL test and a speaking perfoance assessment. Then Three different 

instruments have been mention for speaking performance; role-play, online 

presentation, and group llis' TBLTdiscussion. 

There is a mix between instruments to measure and tasks to be provided to the 

students. 

We reconstructed the title. 

 

 “Effects of Technology enhanced Task-based Language Teaching on 

Learners' Listening Comprehension and Speaking Performance”   

 

We reconstructed the abstract and we revised some spelling and 

punctuational mistakes thoroughly. 

 

Integrating Task-Based Language Teaching (TBLT) ………and learning 
technologies can be the potential framework in designing language 
instruction to enhance learners' listening comprehension and speaking 
performance. However, not many past studies have explored how 
technology enhanced TBLT can enhance both listening comprehension 
and speaking performance of ESP learners. Therefore, the purpose of 
this study is to investigate the effects of TBLT on ESP learners' listening 
comprehension and speaking performance using a quasi-experiment 
with non-equivalent (pretest and posttest) control-group design. 
Ninety-seven ESP learners majoring in a Nursing program participated 
in the study. Four instruments were used for data collection, namely a 
listening section of TOEFL test, an online presentation, role-play, and 
online group discussion. 

1 

Introducing the study is not clear at all. It revolvs around a point which has net 

been expressed in a precise and concise manner. There is no smooth transition 

from one point to another. 

Very general concepts have been mentioned without any goal. 

The introduction part was reconstructed and fixed significantly 

based on this reviewer’ notes. 
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" Considering the aforesaid theoretical background"; Nothing clear about the 

theoretical background. 

 

Talking about online learning technologies is very wide, for a study to be useful 

and applicable, there should be a specfic online platform to talk about. 

It has been referred to the dapted framework of Willis'TBLT, however in the 

methodology section, it has been referred to Nielson, Pinckney, & Gomez(2017) 

and Willis(1996) adapted framework. Thus, there is no cosistency in the two 

sections. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Language problems and grammatical mistakes. For example, "Concurrently, ESP 

educators and other leaners observers and identifies issues and problems related to 

language forms toward students’ report. Its observing results are discussed in 

detail with students to enhance their linguistic knowledge" 

…… However, in Indonesian nursing context, the integration of 
learning technologies in ESP instruction meets some challenges such as 
ineffective class management, lecturers' reluctance to use technology, 
and difficulty in controlling students' access during the e-learning 
process (Mulyadi et al., 2020). Besides, ESP instruction has not been 
sufficient to provide learners with ample English communication 
practices. For instance, Indonesian nurses in Taiwan still encounter 
some challenges in providing effective nursing care because of English 
communication barrier with the patients (Lu, 2018). The 
communication barriers of limited English proficiency negatively 
influence professional nursing care, such as difficulties in 
understanding and assessing patients' requests, needs, and complaints 
(Ali & Watson, 2018).  

 

Notwithstanding their differences in TBLT pedagogical sequences, the 
goal of this TBLT should be primarily focused on enhancing learners' 
target language performances with meaningful tasks. In the present 
study, TBLT pedagogical stages from Nielson, Pinckney, & Gómez 
(2017) and Willis (1996) were adapted to develop Technology 
Enhanced TBLT. 
 

Concurrently, ESP educators and their peers observe and identify 
issues and problems related to language forms toward learners' 
reports. Its observing results are discussed in detail in the classroom 
meeting to enhance learners' linguistic knowledge.  

Research questions do not match with the title. In research question one , 

proficiency has been mention. However, in the tilte preformance has been 

mentioned. 

 Proficiency is dofferent from performance. 

1. Does technology-enhanced TBLT influence on ESP learners’ listening 

proficiency? 

Research question two has net written well. 

2. To what extent does technology-enhanced TBLT have any impact on ESP 

learners’ speaking performances? 

We revised based on this reviewer’s note. 

1. Does technology-enhanced TBLT influence on ESP learners' 
listening comprehension? 

2. To what extent does technology-enhanced TBLT have any impact 
on ESP learners' speaking performance? 

 
 

The teaching method implemented for the experimental group was 
the integration of task-based language teaching (TBLT) approach into 

5 
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Nursing programs (in the abstract) vs. Nursing program in the methodology. Is it 

one program or more than one program? 

 

"Regular language instruction integrated with online in the control group " vs the 

experimental group which has received TBLT is not clear. How do thery differ? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The length of the treatment is not shown. 

The length of each meeting via Zoom is not clear. 

Procedures of the technology enhance TBLT are not clear. 

Types of the tasks given are not provided. 

Under Task section, it has been mentioned that tasks included (online group 

discussion via Zoom, presentation, and role-play recorded by cellphone camers), 

yet, these are tools to collect data and not tasks. 

 

language and grammar mistakes. Examples, teachers gave a reflection, teachers 

were showing, etc. 

"Giving praise and feedback"; the word praise is already included in feedback, as 

feedback should have strenghths and areas fro improvement. Thus, accuracy 

should be considered. 

What is dipper? 

Is sharing students' recorded videos with all students via Zoom screen considered 

as report. 

Report is not clear. 

Under Research Instruments, it has been written that "a variety of speaking 

performance tests for collecting the data in the present study", there should be 

more accuracy when describing the instruments used in the study. 

Managing the data in the three instrument for measuring speaking performance is 

not clear. 

Under Data analysis section, it has been mentioned that "Descriptive statistics, 

pair-sample test, and independent sample tests were deployed to discover where 

there was a difference in ESP learners’ listening comprehension". This contradicts 

the objective of research question one. 

typing mistakes. Examples, trough .. 

online learning technologies, i.e., in the present study, we define it 
into technology enhanced TBLT. The instructional procedures of 
technology enhanced TBLT, as illustrated in Table 2, were adapted 
from Nielson, Pinckney, & Gómez (2017) and Willis (1996). Meanwhile, 
another class constituted the control group (n=47) was given the 
regular online teaching instruction without TBLT implementation such 
as lecturing, textbook exercises, and group discussion 
 
We added the times for every stage of the procedure of Technology 

Enhanced TBLT 
We revised based on this reviewer’s notes 
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before implementing the treatments…. 

anayse… 

It has been written," During the test, the participants were asked to turn on Zoom 

meeting 

for monitorn their process of test complementation", Students are usually asked to 

open 

Zoom before they start the exam as there is a password for the test. 

 
 

Data are not presented correctly. 

Presenting the results of the independent t-test should be presented earlier. 

The analysis of the Speaking performance test is not accurate. 

we revised and re-checked the data.  

Add data speaking perfromance scores.  
 

Conclusion is not clear. The conclusion is checked and revised  

needs to be revised thoroughly. We revised some spelling and punctuational mistakes thoroughly.  
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It has been written," During the test, the participants were asked to turn on Zoom meeting 

for monitorn their process of test complementation", Students are usually asked to open 

Zoom before they start the exam as there is a password for the test. 

 

Research Findings  Data are not presented correctly. 

Presenting the results of the independent t-test should be presented earlier. 

The analysis of the Speaking performance test is not accurate. 

Discussion  Discussion section does not reflect a real discussion, it only report what has beeen written 

in others' studies. 

Conclusion and 

Suggestions 

Conclusion is not clear. 
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The abstract should adress the rationale for the study or provide the general gap in 

literature to introduce to the study. 

Introduction and 

Literature Review 

The introduction failed to present the research problems which were the rationales for the 

study or to make the phenomena worthy to be researched.  

Results of previous studies should be presented to provide the trends in literature about this 

investigated phenomena. 



Research Methods The authors need to describe in detail the research context and the population of the study. 

The authors need to provide the following information: 

What did the teacher and students do in the classrooms? 

What teaching methods were employed? 

What kind of topics/themes did the students practice for the tasks? 

In the research procedure, the authors failed to present the pre-speaking-test, only the pre-

listening test. 
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listening and speaking performances. 
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The authors need to provide the table illustrating the results of the tests comparing the pre-

tests of the two groups. 
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speaking performances, including all the investigated phenomena. Lacking these tests 

failed to see the differences between the two conditions and the treatments. 

Comparisons of the pre- vs. post-tests for all the investigated phenomena are important for 
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Conclusion and 
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