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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community because it brings together recent research on the problems English learners face when developing writing skills. It clearly shows how different factors—like teaching methods, emotions, technology, and culture—affect writing. By reviewing 30 recent studies, it offers useful ideas that can help improve teaching, teacher training, and education policies. The study is especially helpful because it connects global teaching strategies with local challenges.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally clear and appropriate. However, it could be refined for precision and conciseness.

Here is the choice:
"Barriers to Writing Skill Development in English Learners: A Systematic Review of Quantitative Studies (2020–2024)"

	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is well-structured and covers the major elements: research aim, methodology, main findings, and implications. It effectively communicates the study's scope and significance. Nevertheless, the author should add a bit more detail about methodology related to the inclusion criteria and the source databases (Scopus, PuMed, Google Scholar,…) that can strengthen transparency.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is well written. However, the author should Include a PRISMA diagram or a summary table to show how the studies were chosen. 
(The PRISMA diagram is a type of chart that shows step-by-step how the researchers found and selected the studies they used in the review. It helps readers understand how many studies were found, how many were removed, and why. Adding this or a table with basic information about each study (like author, year, method) would make the selection process clearer and more trustworthy.)
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are pretty sufficient and up-to-date, with most sources from 2020–2024.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The writing in the paper is good enough for a scholarly article. It's generally well-written, uses a formal academic style, has a clear structure, and flows well from one section to the next. However, there are a few small issues like grammar mistakes, inconsistent formatting (like headings and spacing), and some awkward sentences that need to be fixed
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