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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. The study examines syntactic complexity in English writing among college-level writers with different first language backgrounds.
2. Significant differences in syntactic complexity were found between native speaker and non-native speaker groups when grouped by their L1 backgrounds.
3. The findings have implications for L2 writing research, pedagogy, and automatic native language identification of learner texts.
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Appears moderately imbalanced: The article provides some useful information, but is missing several important points or pieces of evidence that would be required to present the discussed topics in a balanced and reliable way. You are encouraged to seek a more balanced perspective on the presented issues by exploring the provided research topics and looking at different information sources.
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The article titled "Syntactic complexity in college-level English writing: Differences among writers with diverse L1 backgrounds" explores the differences in syntactic complexity in English writing between native speakers (NS) and non-native speakers (NNS) with different first language (L1) backgrounds. While the article provides valuable insights into this topic, there are some potential biases and missing points of consideration that should be addressed.

One potential bias in the article is the focus on syntactic complexity as the sole measure of writing proficiency. While syntactic complexity is an important aspect of writing, it is not the only factor that determines proficiency. Other factors such as vocabulary use, coherence, and organization also play a significant role. By solely focusing on syntactic complexity, the article may overlook other important aspects of writing proficiency.

Additionally, the article does not provide sufficient evidence to support its claims about significant differences between NS and NNS groups. The study analyzes a relatively small sample size of 200 essays from NS students and 1400 essays from NNS learners. This discrepancy in sample size raises questions about the validity and generalizability of the findings. A larger sample size would have provided more robust evidence for any observed differences.

Furthermore, while the article acknowledges that significant differences emerged when grouping learners by their L1 backgrounds, it does not explore potential reasons for these differences. Factors such as language transfer from L1 to L2 or cultural influences on writing style could contribute to these variations. By failing to address these factors, the article misses an opportunity to provide a more comprehensive understanding of the observed differences.

Another missing point of consideration is the impact of language proficiency levels within each group. The NNS group consists of EFL learners with varying levels of English proficiency, which could influence their syntactic complexity differently. It would be beneficial to analyze whether there are any correlations between language proficiency levels and syntactic complexity within each group.

Moreover, while the article briefly mentions the implications of the findings for L2 writing research and pedagogy, it does not delve into these implications in detail. It would be valuable to explore how these findings can inform teaching practices and curriculum development for EFL learners with different L1 backgrounds.

In terms of counterarguments, the article does not address potential criticisms or alternative explanations for the observed differences in syntactic complexity. By acknowledging and addressing counterarguments, the article could strengthen its claims and provide a more balanced perspective.

Overall, while the article provides interesting insights into syntactic complexity differences between NS and NNS writers, there are potential biases, missing points of consideration, and unsupported claims that should be addressed. A more comprehensive analysis that considers other aspects of writing proficiency, explores potential reasons for observed differences, addresses language proficiency levels within each group, discusses implications for pedagogy, and acknowledges counterarguments would enhance the credibility and value of this research.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Factors influencing syntactic complexity in second language writing

· Language transfer effects on L2 syntactic complexity

· Cultural influences on writing style in second language learners

· Correlation between language proficiency and syntactic complexity in non-native speakers

· Teaching practices for improving syntactic complexity in EFL learners

· Criticisms and alternative explanations for differences in syntactic complexity between native and non-native speakers
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