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            Abstract
          
        

        
          The current study aims at investigating the influence of online discussion on developing EFL university students’ grammar knowledge. It also aims at identifying the factors that determine the effectiveness of online discussion on developing EFL university students' grammar knowledge. To address these aims, 66 second year EFL university students in English Department at Anbar University were chosen. They were divided equally into the experimental group, and the control group. A mixed-mode quasi-experimental research design was utilized where pre-study and post-study English grammar test, post-study perception questionnaire, focus group interview, and observation was used. The finding indicated a significant difference between the mean scores of the experimental group and those of the control group in the post-study test. Moreover, findings revealed a statistically significant difference between the mean scores of the pre-study and that of the post-study test of the experimental group. These significant differences were in favour of the experimental group. Besides, findings revealed that the power of effectiveness of these factors as perceived by the participants were in the following sequence; pedagogical, psychological, cognitive, and social factors respectively. The study concluded that using online discussion facilitates students’ learning of English grammar.
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