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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Authors must 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 addresses an important and timely issue in educational assessment by examining the factor structure of writing skills through a robust statistical framework. 

The use of Structural Equation Modelling with a large and representative sample offers strong empirical support for understanding the dimensionality of writing proficiency. 

The findings are highly relevant for educators, curriculum designers, and assessment developers, particularly in multilingual and under-resourced educational contexts. 

Overall, the study provides valuable insights that can inform both theoretical perspectives and practical approaches to writing instruction and evaluation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not, please suggest an alternative title)


	The title, "Exploring the Factor Structure of Academic Writing Assessment Using Structural Equation Modelling," is generally appropriate and communicates the methodological approach and focus of the study. However, it could be improved for clarity and specificity. A more concise and focused alternative might be:

Suggested 

Title: “Validating Writing Skill Dimensions Through Structural Equation Modelling in Secondary Education”
This alternative title better reflects the central aim of the study, validating the writing domains, and highlights the educational context without altering the original intent. The author may consider this or a similar revision to enhance clarity and precision for a broader academic audience.


	

	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 presents the essential components of the study, including aim, design, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, it could benefit from greater clarity and specificity to enhance its academic rigor and accessibility.

Suggestions for Improvement:

1. Aim Clarification: The aim could be more clearly framed to highlight the significance of exploring a unidimensional model in writing assessment.

2. Method Description: Replace “The researcher used descriptive survey method” with a more formal expression, such as “A descriptive survey design was employed.”

3. Key Results: Consider briefly including the main model fit indices (e.g., CFI, TLI, RMSEA) to provide a clearer sense of the analytical outcome.

4. Conclusion Strengthening: The conclusion could be expanded slightly to reflect the practical or theoretical implications of the findings, particularly in the context of writing instruction or assessment in similar educational settings.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. 

The use of Structural Equation Modelling to investigate the latent structure of writing assessment is well justified and clearly explained.

The results are accurately reported and align with the stated objectives of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions for additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a substantial number of references, many of which are relevant and up-to-date. Foundational works and several recent studies are cited, reflecting a good understanding of the field.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in generally clear and comprehensible English, making it suitable for academic communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript addresses an important aspect of writing assessment by examining the latent structure of key writing skill domains through Structural Equation Modelling. 

The study is well-structured, the objectives are clearly defined, and the analytical approach is appropriate and competently executed. The use of a substantial and diverse sample strengthens the credibility of the findings. 

With minor improvements in language clarity and the inclusion of a few additional contemporary references, the manuscript would make a valuable contribution to the literature on educational measurement and writing assessment.
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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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