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	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 addresses an important issue in English language education, particularly the factors that influence students’ writing proficiency in the context of English as a Foreign Language (EFL). By examining the relationships among reading habits, vocabulary learning strategies, grammar learning strategies, and writing proficiency, the study contributes to understanding how receptive and strategic language learning behaviors relate to productive writing performance. The findings highlight the dominant role of grammar learning strategies in predicting writing proficiency, which provides valuable pedagogical implications for English teachers and curriculum developers. Moreover, the study offers empirical evidence that may help educators design more integrated instructional approaches that better bridge the gap between receptive language exposure and productive writing ability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable. 
	

	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.


	1. Some sentences require grammatical revision. For example: “that compromisedd the adoptive skill” should be corrected to “that may compromise productive writing skills.”
2. The distinction between receptive skills and productive skills should be explained more clearly.

3. The description of regression results contains inconsistencies. For instance:

The statement “Both reading habits (0.650) and grammar learning strategies (0.75) showed no significant influence” appears inaccurate because grammar learning strategies are later reported as significant. This section should be carefully checked.

4. The conclusion should be slightly shortened and focused on the main implication of the study, rather than reporting detailed percentages.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the study follows a standard quantitative research structure and applies appropriate statistical methods, including descriptive statistics, Pearson correlation, and multiple regression analysis. These methods are suitable for examining relationships and predictive effects among variables.

However, several issues require clarification:

1. The research design should be described more precisely. The manuscript refers to “Regression analysis research design,” but it would be more appropriate to describe the study as a quantitative correlational design using multiple regression analysis.

2. The description of sampling is unclear. The manuscript states that the number of respondents was predetermined without a sampling computation. It would be helpful to clarify whether the sample represents the entire population or if a sampling formula was used.

3. The explanation of writing proficiency measurement should be expanded. Since a researcher-made essay was used, information about scoring criteria, rubric, and inter-rater reliability should be provided.

4. Some interpretations in the discussion should be made more cautious, particularly when explaining causal implications, since the study is correlational in nature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. Include more recent international studies (2022–2025) on writing proficiency and language learning strategies.

2. Add literature specifically focusing on grammar learning strategies and writing development.

3. Some references cited in the discussion (e.g., Taye 2026, Gloria 2025) should be verified to ensure that they are accessible and published sources.


	

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


	Yes, it is suitable. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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