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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.
	The manuscript addresses an important issue in second language education, particularly the relationship between receptive language skills and productive writing ability among senior high school learners. Investigating how reading habits, vocabulary learning strategies, and grammar learning strategies contribute to writing proficiency provides valuable insights for educators, curriculum designers, and language researchers. Understanding these predictors is particularly relevant in EFL contexts where writing competence remains a persistent challenge.
Furthermore, the study contributes empirical evidence from the Philippine educational context, which remains relatively underrepresented in international language education research. By applying correlational and regression analyses, the study attempts to identify key linguistic factors influencing writing proficiency. The findings have potential implications for instructional design, particularly in developing more integrated approaches to reading, vocabulary acquisition, grammar learning, and writing instruction.
However, to enhance its scientific contribution and suitability for a high-impact international journal, the manuscript would benefit from stronger theoretical integration, clearer methodological justification, and deeper analytical interpretation of the results.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is generally clear and reflects the main variables of the study. However, it could be improved to better highlight the methodological approach and research context, which are typically emphasized in high-impact international publications.
Suggested Alternative Title: “Predicting Writing Proficiency among Senior High School Students: The Roles of Reading Habits, Vocabulary Learning Strategies, and Grammar Learning Strategies”
	

	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 provides the major components expected in a research abstract, However, several issues reduce its clarity and impact. The suggestion of abctract:
· The definitions of receptive and productive skills are unnecessary for an abstract.
· Some statistical results are confusing and repetitive.
· The statement: “reading habits and grammar learning strategies showed no significant influence, while grammar learning strategies showed a significant influence” appears contradictory.
· Some sentences are grammatically awkward and overly long.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates a generally acceptable research structure; however, several scientific issues must be addressed to meet international publication standards.
Major Scientific Concerns:
· Theoretical Framework is unclear. The study mentions Krashen’s Input Hypothesis, but the theoretical linkage between: reading habits, vocabulary strategies, grammar strategies, and writing proficiency is not sufficiently developed.
· Instrument Validation is Insufficient. The manuscript states: Cronbach’s alpha > .90. But it does not explain: construct validity, factor structure, and pilot testing. A confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) or at least content validity procedures should be described.
· Measurement of Writing Proficiency. The researcher-made essay test raises concerns regarding: inter- rater reliability, scoring procedures, and rubric validation. These must be clarified.
· Interpretation of Results Needs Improvement. Some interpretations are overly descriptive rather than analytical. For example: The gap between high receptive skills but low writing proficiency should be theoretically explained. The regression findings should discuss possible mediating variables.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a reasonable number of references and several recent sources (2023–2025). This indicates an effort to incorporate current literature.
· Overreliance on regional journals. Many references come from regional or lower-impact journals.
· Missing high-impact international studies. Q1 journals typically cite widely recognized authors.
· Inconsistent referencing format
	




	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript is generally understandable, but the English language quality requires substantial editing before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The manuscript addresses an important issue in second language learning by examining the roles of reading
habits, vocabulary learning strategies, and grammar learning strategies in predicting students’ writing proficiency. The study provides useful empirical evidence from the senior high school context and contributes to the understanding of factors influencing writing development in EFL settings. However, the manuscript would benefit from clearer articulation of the research gap, stronger theoretical grounding, and more detailed explanations of the methodological procedures, particularly regarding instrument validation and writing assessment. In addition, the discussion section should provide deeper analytical interpretation of the findings rather than primarily restating statistical results. With improvements in theoretical integration, methodological clarity, and academic language quality, the manuscript could make a meaningful contribution to research on
language learning strategies and writing proficiency
The manuscript addresses a relevant topic in second language education and provides empirical data on the relationship between reading habits, vocabulary learning strategies, grammar learning strategies, and writing proficiency among senior high school students. The research design, sample size, and statistical analyses are generally appropriate and offer useful insights for EFL learning contexts. However, several aspects require substantial improvement before publication, including stronger theoretical grounding, clearer explanation of instrument validation and writing assessment procedures, deeper analytical discussion of the findings, and refinement of the academic English language. With these revisions, the manuscript has the potential to make a
meaningful contribution to research on writing proficiency and language learning strategies.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

	








Reviewer details:

Alfi Rohmatul Azizah, Universitas Negeri Malang, Indonesia


