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Introduction

Teaching English at the primary level plays a crucial role in children's cognitive and
linguistic development. Young learners are highly receptive to new languages, but their
ability to grasp complex grammar depends on engaging teaching methods (Cameron,
2001, p. 23). Interactive and student-centered approaches are more effective compared to
rote learning (Brown, 2007, p. 56). Additionally, studies indicate that early exposure to a

second language enhances cognitive flexibility and problem-solving skills (Lightbown &
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Spada, 2013, p. 41). A well-structured curriculum that balances phonics, communicative
practice, and technological integration is essential for maximizing learning outcomes.

Methodology

This study employs a mixed-methods approach, combining literature review with
classroom observations and teacher interviews. The research examines strategies such as
Total Physical Response (TPR), phonics-based learning, and communicative methods
(Harmer, 2015, p. 112). A comparative analysis of different instructional techniques
provides insights into which methods are most effective for engaging young learners. In
addition, case studies from various educational settings were analyzed to determine best
practices in language instruction. Observations were conducted in classrooms that
implemented different methodologies to assess their impact on students' engagement and
learning outcomes.

Discussion

Studies suggest that young learners benefit from multisensory learning, where
visual, auditory, and kinesthetic techniques are integrated (Ellis, 2003, p. 101). Phonics
instruction improves early reading skills, while storytelling and role-playing enhance
fluency (Krashen, 1982, p. 89). The use of digital tools, such as educational applications
and interactive whiteboards, has also been found to facilitate language acquisition
(Richards & Rodgers, 2014, p. 150). However, excessive reliance on technology can lead
to reduced interpersonal communication skills, highlighting the importance of balanced
instruction. Additionally, the role of teacher training in implementing effective
methodologies cannot be overlooked, as instructors play a key role in fostering an
engaging learning environment.

Results

The findings indicate that student-centered teaching significantly enhances language
acquisition. Children engaged in group discussions, songs, and games demonstrate better
retention (Nunan, 1999, p. 56). Phonics-based instruction improves early reading skills

(Richards & Rodgers, 2014, p. 134). Classroom observations revealed that students who
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were actively involved in interactive activities demonstrated higher levels of motivation
and participation. Interviews with educators highlighted the challenges of implementing
new teaching methods due to curriculum constraints and lack of resources. The study also
found that teachers who received professional development in innovative teaching
strategies were more successful in creating engaging lessons for their students.

Conclusion

A flexible approach combining phonics, communicative activities, and technology
fosters an engaging learning environment. Traditional methods still have value, but
interactive learning is more effective (Tomlinson, 2011, p. 78). Future research should
explore Al's role in early language education. Moreover, policymakers should consider
integrating more interactive and technology-driven methods into the primary education
curriculum to enhance language learning outcomes. Providing adequate teacher training
and resources will be crucial in ensuring the successful implementation of modern

methodologies.
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