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1. EU®IC

FATF 4 VT kY A= RERRENTITA T 4 v T OB 1E
(Fa—-PMITN) 2FEZLDTEDIHTHD, FAT4 V57 Ly a—
T3, A4 T4 VY IREICBT 3R 8 P L — =V SRR . KR
BB MHEDFEDIA T 4 VB XET S, 94T 427 - 2 & =13,
HAtL-#HEFA2HERT 52 &4 HIEL (North, 1984) . RHIIC & 5 CHfgE 4
frod. [REE] 280 CRAEASGICCEOMEREBIEE4E 42 S5 K5
AT,

TAT 4T -y =@FTA)ATHED., 1980 FRUZT A ) A4 TITA
Fol, BUER T AV h DAL S, AR 65 HWETEME N THD (Okuda,
2018), MR LIAAD ERETHS, HARIZEWTIE, 2004 F£I2 RO KY
FTAT4 VY VA =RRBEINZOERYIDIZ, FL T4 T4 VT Y
A —HBETDZREDEMLTED., HROKRPAEDHEET A 74 v 7 1A
Lz 7zs4 74 00 vy 2 —~OHfFE kK& W, LirL., FA4T74 05
YA —DOXEEZTB LT, FEHEDRFEIA T4 I NHEDLS I
ZAL L T D2 AW BHE L 228X EIN D & 2% 63, W0 ki ifse
CEWTE A ENTI G572, Z2T. AT, 9474 V7 - kv a—
EMRSCH ISR 2 MR FE B O T2 9474 v o - Tu gy F OELE
BM$BZET. FAT4 V7 -V E =283 4 74 VI XEOMRLE
BrtnLt3,
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2. BITHIR

FTAT A VT -V A —ICHT AR, ThE Ty ¥ —REOHTH
BT AN A ERDIIBELITORTEEN, SAT7 407 - vV E2—I2kIT5
Fa— b T TORNGHEICMHETE Y THHEI RIS % LD (e.g., Thonus,
1998, 1999a, 1999b, 1999c, 2004; Ritter, 2002; Williams, 2005), 4 7 4 ¥~ -
YR —ORICETAEIMEIINETCHEINTZI AL 72, $72. H
KIZBEWTE, A4 T4 V5 - £V 2 —TOMNTEE DN L% (EIER,
2009; eSS - AF - KH, 2009; Nakatake, 2014a, 2014b) R°F 2. — & — DK
R 508 (OKH - 12365, 2012; (694 - KH, 2014; 7T, 2017) 347
PNTELZEDD, F4 745 -2y 2—%RHTEEHEDIA T4 V5
JIOZEIZEB L2dIZ e A B MTH 5, Nakatake (2012) 1%, 2#EHH
BF 21— P TLHOEZXFELICENT, FHERZF2—-4 DT 4 — /1y
EEDLIITHAL, ASGOEXDBIEIZKMEETHE2IZDOVTHAL
7eo BAEOKE. F2— M) TABROBIETIE, SCEKD &, WECHIK. &
DOFEMICET2EXELAILL B e, $£7-. Nakatake (2015) TiZ., %H
HEADA VA 2 —FFL, FEEL FAT 4V - kY 2 —TOMKK
OHFZBUIZBWT, Fa—4—DT 4 = FNNy ZIZf->2FEHEZBLIZMA
T, 74—y bz oh T nEiffilconts, offifFo 7 4 —
PNy 2 &Ll HOZEA RN AFEZBLET> T 2Z AW E
otz LML, ZHhEDOMETIE, 1 OGO XHOZE(L &S JE
WaZEDHTRICEEZD, FAT 4V - 2V 2 —OfkGER AFIHIZ &
BY¥EEDTA T 4 v TIOHRRHINAZEERL Thand, 747 4
VIR Y A —DOHENRE I L - IS WG, 2 2T KBTI,
VRIS D7z > THEWIINISNSE L 227 — 2 2 3T 5 2 L1tk > T, 9474
Y7y A= RIS AT 2 EEBEDOREIA T4 Y I IBED LS I
LT 200 EWHE 2252 L5 HIET,



FATF4 VT kA= DEINRIIC KB4 74 V5 - Tax s s OZL (hTER T)

3. HRDFEE
3 LYY —F - JIRXRFar

KT, 94T 4 V27 - Y2 —% LFERIZH 7z > TR FIH U 72 9%
EEEEENRIZUTFD2O0) Y —F- 2T 2F 3V (RQ) #5212 F 3,

RQl. 74 T4 V2 - v 2 —ZH{kHNICHIHT 2 Z & T, #EEVERT S
FA4T 4 vy Ty MIBELIERONEDH,
RQ2. ZtRREoNBWE. 94 74 v 7O EDMIEIZZELR R S5 Dh,

3.2. i HE

AW OMFE 1148 1E. 2020 FEICHADOBHRENCH 5 KEDFTA T4 V2
vy =" HEGRICRH L 22 3 L 0EHETH B, MRHED T — 2525 1
[

*1. MR hHEDT—4

et 1t Jirlg - A 2020 - FIl HIRIL
A PR LA YeEE 15 0l (i 6 [l #2881 9 [nl)  (HAEE 43 [ul)
4B PEFF 2 | JEEE o (RiHA4 0, %2 M) (HAEE 1 M)
24 C YORSCFFE 2 4R |S535 4 0] (RHH 1B, #6803 100 (HAEE 11 )

33. T2 LT E
WIEBICDZ2s TREL 2EEFEDIA T4 7 - Tax s bDS5 5, K
RTRIUTO2HOT =2 &0 R e L, 2 REOZLZHEL 7.

1 ZDFA4 742 - v 2=k SN EITHEE 2T 2 KEHEDF 2 — & — 5 —5F—Off
MERET AR >TH Y, HAEL WEFEOM S5O CHEMFITIE L Tnwd, ZENRoEE, 7
KUK WX, TVE YT - g vERL AR (RS B RS . ek
Tam IR £ THUGZWES,
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CITAT Y VY VA —EPD TR L B0 (pre)
- 2020 FEEBRBIORBIZTA T 4 V7 - £V 4 —THRL 72 CEORFN (post)

F 7z, RWPZETIE. WFZe I ITd L. 2020 FEERTIRS TR (2020 48 H)
EHREFE TR 20212 A) 22 hEhA v 2o -k FEwL 7z, 1 v 4
E a2 —NEDGHHEROFEHIZ O TIIBIFNES Z & & T 55, ARTIiE,
Tug st OELEGIT SBEOMEERE LT, 4 V2 -NEDO—i%
AnwsZeeds,

AMRIZBFEI4 T4 v - 7ugs POBLICEL T, ZEEEH
TEXED [l & | [HENEME S | [FEROZHMME] 1S 3 DDEEEH
WC RO TF -2 &5T5Z L& Lz,

W X OFEORIUZEI L Tid. Ishikawa (2006) 1P (2011) 12560,
Words/T (Words per T-Unit) % i\ 7z, T-Unit ®E i, “one main clauses plus
whatever subordinate clauses happened to be attached or embedded within it” [1
DOEHiIE ZAUMHET 2 & L <I13EH0AF 723X TOMEHE] (Hunt, 1965,
p.735; [ 13#EHR) TdH B, Words/T &, fEk. WM X OfFEE LTH
WHNB T EREH 5 72h, Wolfe-Quintero, Inagaki, and Kim (1998) &, 7 4
T4 Y ZICBONTIEMEE T3 A<, REBNZWRG X OFEO—DTH L L
WWARTWD TR 5, R TENNG S OBEE LTV, 72, Wil
BIL Tid, fafEe U COPHERRA BRI T 2 BT n 2 < A5 525, K%
TIEL 2EEHEDIA T4 V7 - Fa gy MZOWTE, FEPRE > Tn
722k, HIRKEEORTHLS 24 TDIA T4 YV IRETE A5l e B E
PO L ko7,

FRAEIEME & DR IE. ATl (2005) A EEBEOMEE ICREBIERTH B
L5 LT3 S-nodes/T (S-nodes per T-Unit) &\ 7z, S-node D& i, “An
S-node is equivalent to a verb phrase (VP) (both finite and infinite) ” [BJFif) (&
B & JEEEHE O ) LFRFETH %] (shikawa, 2006, p.202; [| (3#E#H
R) EEh T3, L7ed->T, Snode lZDW Tk, §XTDO VP %K% 72,
T-unit #{ & S-node ¥iZ. 2 KO A ARANRFBE LAV I —FT 1+ VL=, 24/ 0
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TA—RDE B - 7=aid, il K kL 7=,

AR DL RIEOSRRIIE, B (2015) % Hirose (2018) 126wy, Fw —4i
¥ (Guiraud Index: GI. HFEK+REFTEHOTIIIR) % M7=, G, AntConc
(Version 3.3.1; Anthony, 2012) ¢ Word List #$AE 2 i f] L CHEMH L 72, 884D
RN RIS, 7F 2 L OREBBICHT 2 BEROHIG ZEKT S
TTR (Type Token Ratio) 23FHWVE N5 Z &L A3, TTR OfEIE D MREE
BNZ < 5l h 2138 2 OMEMEL B2 AL H 5728, RIFFETIE, HBaE
BOWEEEANT 57201 ESNZBIETH 5 G 2L 72,

ko Ta sz s r OEEEACZGCMA, KR TEIL-T ) v o %
FHO 72 3 BT GEATG & 17 > 720 T IERIIIE, 2 B0 H AR ASREZR 12 LD,
Jacobs, Zinkgraf, Wormuth, Hartfiel, and Hughey (1981) ® ESL Composition
profile % (1?4 (2004) HEZ R L 7= adapted version &\ CiTbh 7z, FHMiOB
BuE. [N (content) | [#EEX (organization) | [ % -#§ (language use) | |3
% (vocabulary) | [#£0 - Wik & (mechanics) | @ 5 DO T, % 10 51
W TOMMETH 2, £/, EHoDTAX I IVRIAT 4 VT - vV 4 —%
W1 TR L 2B ORI (pre) T 2020 SFEHRMORBKICTIA T4 V& -
YV 4 = THAL 72O (post) & D I3HI 5 & HFIZRHN X h 7=,
Bk, HHTCIE. 2 HOFEEHEOREOT (THREE) vz,

4. EREER

WI1MERNC DT IA T4 V7 - vV B — ARSI RI L 222850 5
AT4V 7 - 7a87 bREDOIHIIZENL 2h, X2ITEENZHERE PR
35,

2 MR A TR 5 72 2 RO HARASEEERE D S5 5. 1 ZIEHNHROD T-unit £ & S-nodes LD #
VNEE S THARASEGERB LE - AYITH S22, 5 14138 L 5,
3 FEEHDFHMOZED 3 1L BRGSO BN A RO 1 2 G A 4T - 72,
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*2. RELEDOHBETZ & DZEAL

Words/T S-nodes/T GI
pre post pre post pre post
i A 19.42 16.57 2.29 2.50 11.57 8.88
4B 12.32 14.84 1.66 1.78 8.38 7.94
4 C 15.79 16.66 2.07 1.81 7.99 10.95

SMOKR, FEEKSTIAT 4 V7 - Tug s bOELEE T
HBHZENWON L o7z, FEAICELU TR, WM S OfEidm LT
W2 G & L AR D BRRMEDMEIRIRA LT, A BICBIL TR T4
T4 VT OFM & LGB O E L Th s, RO SO IX
WA LTz, S CIZBI LT, il & LR D ZRRPED i | L Tz,
TLRRIAHE & DB IR LT 7z,

WG S IZoWTE, FEA KT, #EB EECIEE I EL Tz,
A OGS OMAK T L2BKE LT, BEANE (4 2208, #iL
X0 OMBEREZLNS, FEADpre fEXDOHENFIZ.8 DDy s h 5
30D MYy 2 ERED, BAZ MY Y ZIZBIL TZHZ N 400 words KL ETH
HORBREEL, LS 8DThoT, BEAIC, FEAPEAZ MYy ZIE,
(D Write a short essay about the economic implications of Corona Virus lockdown
around the world. @ Are you surprised with issue of obesity in the USA? Do
you think is it a very serious issue?. (3 Write about racism in the USA in view of
George Floyd murder case D3 D CTh o7 TDIH, IAT4 V0 - V4 —
THHELZDIZOE@D FE Y ZIZDONWTENLELETH > 72, — . post

4 A ACBL TR, IR RO LD 2 Dd - 72728, pre DX TRTZD 2 DO YE
DL 5T 5,

5 (22008 ] Lid 222 ARBFEHIZE 2 WL ORE #1654, — . [4 2
sOEL & ] Lid, EHEDOZ Z2ICxT 5 U EHET (Robinson, 2001), il Z1E. & 227 O#
MIE—ETE, 2P EBIL->TEHLL, ZOMOEEFICH S TEZHUZEH LW EREL
Wt d a3 (Al 2005).
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XORENEIL, FHETH¥ A [Intercultural communicative Competence] &
[ Intercultural Awareness] 122 T, “Write how they are developed and how the
new ideas/attitude will help your future as an intercultural citizen.” £Y5 & DT,
HBEDOF =7 — F&2HOTH 500 words LUNTHLS L WHIEDThH-7%, Th
5220 pre fE3X & post (FEXXOFBENE % i % & post {EX DBENE D
HRXDRAGIZEHDOE O, Bk s 2o Thd L Il TES, £/, Z0
MEANRFIZDONWT, BERICEL 724 v 22 —DfT, 24 Al FEEZ
D post EXXOFENFICHEL A&, 9474V - v 4 —OFHEER
BIZONT. FAICHIAZIZ A > T\ IA T 4 VIR 53E:%25. post 1
XOBFERHZIIRAMEIZE S TLE S Lo T, ZOTENE, X2
JOBME EHL X, OWTRBEEED I A T 4 V7SS 2 kPR 28
W SIS AE RIS T AR URIE Sz, ZoORUCBILTiE. A1l (2005) &,
G & MBI M X 2DV TR, 4 A7 OFHRHEM S 258 T 52 L 0H
TR L s, —J5, B BIPRICEBL 724 ¥ 2 ¥ 2 —DpT,
TAT 4 v kv 2 —ERAT LI CEOMRE LSHRELTESF, &
S B DICKER D > T ed, FA T4 v - v 2 —DOFHEEL T,
BHDOH T DMK A BRI IZENFENARD LN TED LI/ LT,
WFEIA T4 VOICARB RN T LItk oo Tn, 94T 4V -
YA BOBRLMMAT LT, REIA T4 YIRS AE EE -
72T e, WG E OO IO K0 5 RN E A 5B, A ClZDn
Tid. pre fESCTIEAEE 7 350 ~ 500words Td - 72DIZKF L. post fEX T
13 1500 words LA THD., ZOREFEL T IEELZLNS, F72. ¥4
Cld, BEIRIZHIEL 724 v 242 —12B0WT, 2O 1FMTEREAZITA T4
VIDOBEIZDNT, BOWXEEBITEIT S L5 ICh- e F T Tk,
HEHG S Z DB EEEL Ttz

FRAERIEME S I2 DWW TR, 2 A L2#E B I, S-nodes/T DEAE = 2> (2 1]
ELTHD, S0BMELFEEZHES LS ICA ST Enbh otz —J,
27k C 13 S-nodes/T DIEAAD L TH D, ZDZ LI, 4747 V42—
DOYEF O F L D &, Bl afEoXX &N §2 X512k -7
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ZEAEKLTB, S-nodes/T 1. Norris and Ortega (2009) A% [ FLEE
BELALIZBWT, M ODT 2 E0 2 ME T 5 K0 BUEMEO &R
Thb| (p.566; FEHIR) LB NTVB X512, KK RE DR 5 ICH
U3zt alEd 5 ETHMAIRETH 208, 26 C O X5 & ki Esg
DFEVFEEE C OZFIZEL Tid ) KM S han» > =R EZ 6N 5,
AW TIE, MARRIEHE & 2 2 4 2 181 & L T S-nodes/T & W 7228, fiod
FBETIEE I VS BB ET 50, SHESRIMGEELRDETH A5,
BEROLSHEMICEH L2 GLIZ>wW ik, #ECoAMELTED., itk
FEELHAEIML Tz, —J, A A A BIRE I T LT, P4
ADTaZs M EFLIATAS E, ¥4 A O post (EUTHWTIE, AESM
IZEWT, F—U—=FRWL O EIN T2 d D, FFEDOFEROME
MBEEREL . ZOZERGIMEFLABRO—DTH S Z LN 3,
F72. AR BERIZHEELZA V22—, 2O TOESD
WEETA T4 VOB E LT, RIUCHEABEOBE LM S TL v, EERN
BINTIT 4RI DREEFETTED, SHROBFEL T ELNWRE LT, &
BOMMEZFET T, WL, ¥EB Y. BHIKRDOA V22 —1THWT,
L= P AELSBRESOTTIZH > TOAHPAOHEL 2 flibanZ & &2 H
D547 4 Y/OMBEEE LTEF T, SRIEH AR Z LT,
RPUIE U 72 ) 2B R OBIICHEE AL K HIT Lz, bR Tn, Z
DZEnb, HEEOBHIEOENIZ OV, FEAGERBL IR
IMMNAEDB, i, FECOGHEA ELTED, pre fECIZHA, post fEXT
B EREBRAEFBHTESL LA STV, #4700 =2 - Yy —F )L -
TAT4 VT T OFEBICKBFEDTA T 4 v OEALEFE L 2R (2015)
. Py 7 OEMMEIC IS TGINEERZEEHELTWEH, P#HECIC

6 FE CIRHERSCERNTIE O E T TOEFL ITP O A 2 713 480 1 (2019 4 12 FIMEf) TH 5., F 7=,
TOEIC Z 2 713 885 55 (2021 4F- 7 AEN) TH 5 Z &b, WibBHE 3@ E i1 o6h 5,
T AATE=T - Vy—FI - TA T4y TEE, Yy —F 0 (HEW) #FEELEANRD
EVTEIA T4 v IBRHO—DOTHDL (K. 2015),
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DVTH, ZO MYy 7 OBMMNESRRIERICEEE KET —H L LTER
bhb, FECOpre fEXIE. HADOHIEKDH 2 ¥y 7 #FEV, 350 ~ 500
words FEfE TH T DR % 3 < persuasive essay T, 2#E C 25&AZ b ¥y 714,
Japan should adopt a gap year program. T& -7z, —J/7. post fEXid., Hyr D6l
WD d 5 by 212D THEHIUE L. 1500 words F£% T35 < research paper T,
FHCHEA Yy Z1d, Why is the education system in Finland successful?
Thotz, o, I (2015) 3. Gl O RIZEEE O AL EELE KITT L
WHEL TS, AIETIE, F 21— 2 —OZBEARIZOVTEIHL THan
720, SHOMETIE, FF 12— MY TUIZEBWT, EEF2 -4 -12&L-T
EDES BEEMTON T DOVTEHLL T 2 B EL S 5,

WIS, 22 31213 TE (content) |, [H#HX (organization) J. [ 303 #§3C (language
use) |, [&f%E (vocabulary) |, [#D - fWFiriZ & (mechanics) | @ 52D
WHH» 5 7 2 o5 MiEHI o 2 3 7 2L & /R,

3. RO MR O R

language
use

content  |organization

1_

pre | post | pre | post | pre | post | pre | post | pre | post | pre | post
FEA |675] 7 6 7 [675] 65 | 75|65 7 85 | 34 [355
4B 6 7 6 7 5 6 5 6.5 | 55 6 [27.5]325
A C 6 8 6.5 8 6 7 6 75 175 8 32 | 385

=111

vocabulary | mechanics a

SRR ORIz DN TR, 30 EL A2 a7 ol ERR SNz,
Rz, #AEB EFECIZOVWUL, skl Eozarom EnReh, 5250
FHMEE T RTICBW T 2T T A EL T, A AICBL TR [0k -
W3 (language use) ] & [#E%¢ (vocabulary) | OEHIZH W T, 227 DD
BRENZz, TOZ &I, LibDFERD ZREEZRT GLOIKT &A1 5 2 DRI
NdHbIENHEREINDEDT, T4 T 4 V7 OFREREDEAL & 55 Hr i ETHli D

8 oL kb. FE AL TIE. WA OMR D 2 Dd - 72728, pre DIEIZTRT
Z D2 DODOXLEDFHGEO - & 7 > T b,
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FESUTAHBE 2 D B 02 DWW TE, SRRSO B AN METH 5,

5. 5H YIS

AWEDIER, 74 F 4 V2 - £V & —EHEGENZHIH L T\ 5 3838085
DIA T4 ITOEARFIEEIET, PEHFCI>THEBIIKT T2 7 4
T4 VIRRBENRLE D BN o, SRIE. D 0o EANER R
ZOMAZEEZEAB L TODDh, FEEOWEHEEHRERBEDTA T 4 0
P ERBRLENE, EHICFFLSMGEEL T BERH 5,

RIS, AFEORRSICMh TE X720, 3, F— 2 IEICEL T, 5
AT4 VT -2V a—ITB B T4 T 4 v IRELS O BRG] A R 6 C IR
Th-ZenFETFohb, FEDITA T4V F - Tu L ML, RENT
DIAT 4V IIEE, BEPLDT 4 —F Ny IRET - LEa—KEELE
BRIEET - T4 = FNy 20 ELHD, 54745 - £V 4 —TOHE
DADEENKIEN TS DI TIEAEN, £, ZOFEETHLE Mk 572
FEDITAT 4 Vv IOENE, TA T4 VT kA —ICEKT B XEOMRT
B VCEEOBRINZE 28D TH S LS AR PR TE L, L5 T
FTAT4 VT VA —DIRIIIZ L5474 v - Tux s O
FHOPCT BRI, ZhoDEREHFEICANSVENH 5,

Fo, FARICK- T, WENRIA T4 VT - VA —TH#&ETEI4 T4
VOEN RS AR ARMRORA L E LTET SN D, AWK TIE, 24D
HODEFDIAT 4 VT -V A—DFHICKEZEELELZ D720, T
417407 -2y —-0OFHBEXCZDOFHOEFIZFEDOEBIZEA, W
HEU» 2o 2I8ETHI LG LA 572, LT, SHNEHEER V72
Wiet IE O S . | EHOZIL &R T 2 L a5 & Mkr sk
FEOXEMRCRIHT 223 a2 ah B 5§, RIEMIZANED X 5 1284
BEELD, 295 LEBIRICHEWT, MR NEBEORENRIA 71 v 7k
EMHIT S Z L3 TR TS 572, T4 T4 V5 - LY 2 — OB ERGE
5 LT W21 E OMER 5 K OWFZE 18 OBk 4 KA O Il 5
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PREGHRDOKE LRED—DThH 5,

RIS, ARICIE, Fils S . MEENEM S RO ZHEOBIIZENT, 3
DDA HONTOBMIZE EF 5728, SRIHGZIREZ T TIRIEZ 2hx
NolBbEHBHLEIOND, FHRIT. KDEMRETA T 4 VI DOREEE
EHOWEGM 270, K0 2ANERED? SBLOR 2L, 54T 4 V2 -
VA — DR R RA D VN D B, Flo KFTHREE LT — 213,
FATF 4 VT VA —EHD TR L ZBEOME & 2020 FESIHOR%
2794 T4V - 24— THRLAEXEORMKFERTH . 2 K TOZL
DMETH >7=DT, H5#HiE. 1HFEMICHZ>TNELEZETDT — & %5
HBIZED, KU RIS Z O 2] S N IC LT E 720,

FiiERd
AMF2212 JSPS BHilFZ: (20K13110) DHNK A2 F 728D TH 5,

SE W
Anthony, L. (2012). AntConc (Version 3.3.1) [Computer Software]. Waseda

University. Retrieved from https://www.laurenceanthony.net/software/antconc/
Hirose, K. (2018). Exploring Japanese EFL students’ short-term writing
development. JACET Journal, 62, 69-88.

AT (2005). [EFL 74 7 4 ¥ 21281 5 M i B & O 2RI L #uE
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Exploring Longitudinal Changes in L2 Writing of
Japanese EFL Students of a Writing Centre

Maiko Nakatake

This study aims to investigate the longitudinal changes in second language
(L2) writing skills of three Japanese English as a Foreign Language (EFL)
students who have been learning from a writing centre. This study compared the
pre-compositions (the text written before using the writing center) and the post-
compositions (the text written after having learning at the writing centre for a year)
in terms of fluency, syntactic complexity, lexical diversity and writing quality
ratings. In this study, Words/T (the number of words per T-Unit) was used to
measure fluency, S-nodes/ T (the number of S-nodes per T-Unit) was employed to
capture syntactic complexity, and lexical diversity was determined by Guiraud’s
Index. According to an adapted version of Jacobs, Zinkgraf, Wormuth, Hartfiel
and Hughey’s (1981) English as a Second Language (ESL) composition Profile,
two evaluators with English teaching background evaluated the pre- and the post-
compositions without knowing which were the pre- or the post- compositions. Ten
points, each, was assigned for the five criteria: content, organisation, language,
vocabulary and mechanics. The results revealed that the L2 students’ writing
development varied among individuals. Moreover, individual factors can also
affect the variation of changes of their L2 writing. Based on the findings of this
study, challenges for assessing the long-term effects of the writing centre tutorials
on the student’s writing were discussed and several directions for future research

have been provided.






