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          The purpose of this study is to see how tutor feedback affects a student’s writing. To date, studies on tutor feedback have focused on how tutor-student interactions affect student writing, and thus the effects of a tutor’s written feedback have not been extensively studied. In order to fill this gap, this study keeps track of how tutors’ written feedback affects student writing in accuracy, complexity, and fluency, by comparing and contrasting when they received written tutor feedback with when they did not. Also, this study aims to examine what types of tutor feedback are helpful to the students and how they perceive tutor feedback by analyzing the tutor feedback, the students’ incorporation of it, and their questionnaires. The results reveal that when the students received tutor feedback, they produced more fluent writing, which could be explained by their tendency to incorporate the tutors’ content-oriented feedback more than that grammar-oriented ones. Furthermore, most students evaluated tutor feedback positively and expressed that they would have liked to receive more tutor feedback. These findings suggest that tutor feedback should be utilized in a writing classroom, in particular, in the EFL context where students do not have many chances to receive written feedback.
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