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	The use of a quasi-experimental design with control and experimental groups, appropriate selection of samples (80 people), and a long-term period (16 weeks) are the strengths of the research methodology.
Valid tools such as the Oxford Proficiency Test (OPT) and the 6+1 rubric were used to assess writing.
The use of independent t-tests, calculation of effect size (Cohen’s d=0.892), and examination of inter-rater reliability (r=0.935 for pre-test and r=0.980 for post-test) indicate the accuracy of the analyses.
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