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Supplement S1
Writing Task and Administration Conditions
The following instruction and topic options appeared on the examination pages provided to candidates.
Candidate-Facing Instruction (Verbatim)
Choose ONE of the following topics and write an essay to discuss if you agree or disagree. Support your choice with specific reasons and examples. (300-350 words)
	Option
	Essay Topic

	Topic 1
	Countries should not replace their traditional culture with modern culture.

	Topic 2
	Friends and family bring more happiness than money and possessions.

	Topic 3
	Hard work and determination are the only keys to success in life.



Administration Conditions
	Condition
	Specification

	Assessment context
	Consequential Module 4 institutional proficiency examination

	Institution
	Anonymized private-university preparatory school in Türkiye

	Examination date
	June 2026

	Candidate group
	72 candidates: 34 in B1 and 38 in B2; all had achieved at least 65/100 in their module

	Genre
	Opinion essay requiring an agree/disagree position

	Time limit
	60 minutes

	Word guidance
	300-350 words

	Permitted resources
	No external sources

	Score contribution
	20% of the overall proficiency score; no separate writing cut score

	Topic distribution
	Topic 1: 18 candidates; Topic 2: 38; Topic 3: 16

	Response format
	Handwritten scripts; high-quality PDF scans were used for LLM scoring


Supplement S2

Institutional Analytic Scoring Rubric (Anonymized)







	BAND
	TASK ACHIEVEMENT

	OUTLINE
	RANGE AND ACCURACY OF LEXIS

	GRAMMAR STRUCTURE AND ACCURACY, PUNCTUATION AND SPELLING
	COHERENCE

	What to expect
	Does the candidate show a full understanding of the task?
	Does the candidate know the structure of an academic paper?
	Does the candidate use a relevant and accurate range of lexis?
	Does the candidate show a level-appropriate range of grammar and accuracy?
	Is the candidate able to link ideas within sentences & between paragraphs?

	

4
	- gives a well-developed response with clear reasons and examples;

-presents balanced views & extended explanations;

-presents a clear personal position and / or attitude to the task 
	shows an introductory paragraph with a thesis statement at the end of the paragraph;
-has a body paragraph(s) with topic sentences and supporting details;
-shows a concluding paragraph summarising all the points effectively;
	-uses a wide range of course vocabulary effectively and diversely;

-produces almost error-free lexis or minimal errors;

-shows a variety and understanding in word formation and choices;
	-uses a variety of compound & complex structures effectively that help to convey ideas in rich and accurate style; 

- has almost no OR very few grammar errors;

- has almost no OR very few punctuation, capitalization, and spelling mistakes
	-organizes ideas with transitions/ linkers between sentences and paragraphs effectively giving the examiner minimal strain to comprehend the ideas;
-organizes the ideas into the paragraph(s) with linkers/ transition signals appropriately for the most time;

	



3
	-produces relevant main points and supporting ideas with an explanation;

-may give repetitive and / or confusing points in different parts of the writing;

-provides a personal standpoint on the topic, but it may be slightly incomplete or unclear;
	-has an introductory paragraph with a convoluted and/or incomplete thesis statement;
-has body paragraphs but topic sentences and supporting details may be vaguely intertwined and confused;
-has a partially completed concluding paragraph;
	-uses a range of course vocabulary quite adequately;
-produces target vocabulary but with some mistakes in word formation or choice; 
- avoids repetition of words and phrases quite noticeably;
	-uses a range of compound and complex sentences with occasional mistakes or inaccuracies;
-makes various grammar mistakes sometimes, but the structures make sense and convey the message overall;
-shows some, but not critical punctuation, capitalization, and/or spelling mistakes;
	-organizes ideas with linking words, but they may be repetitive and/or insufficient to explain or develop the points sometimes;

-groups ideas into paragraphs, but may occasionally use linkers and transition devices with mixed accuracy;

	


2
	-gives main ideas but with limited, ineffective or repetitive explanations, reasons and/or examples;  
-presents some relevant ideas, but they are underdeveloped or contradict the topic; 
-states a personal position vaguely;  
-slightly off-topic in some parts;
-provides low word-count (below 150) 
	lacks or ineffectively provides more than two features of an essay: 
a clear introduction / thesis statement;  
- topic sentences in paragraphs;
-body paragraph(s) with supporting sentences (unclear, confused, repetitive); 
- a concluding paragraph
	-shows a limited range of course vocabulary;
-repeats words and phrases quite often; 
-makes frequent mistakes in word formation or choices that causes difficulty in understanding ideas;
- show elements of L1 transfer (mother tongue interference) in using lexis;
	-uses a repetitive range of grammar/few complex structures;  
- shows elements of L1 transfer in constructing sentences by noticeable broken word order which conveys ideas with strain on the examiner;
-makes various grammatical mistakes quite frequently;
-makes frequent punctuation, spelling or capitalization mistakes;
	-organizes ideas incoherently due to ineffective chosen or wrong linkers between sentences or paragraphs;

- organizes ideas into separate paragraphs with some basic transition devices; 
- attempts to join sentences for achieving coherence, but with limited effect and success;

	


1
	-fails to express main and supporting ideas comprehensively and effectively to meet the task;
-fails to support all the task parts with relevant reasons and explanations;
-it is critically under word count (below 100)
-does not provide a personal standpoint clearly and fully;
	-lacks or ineffectively provides more than three features of an essay: 
 -an introduction /thesis statement/ body paragraphs with topic sentences and/or supporting details (very unclear and indistinctive);
-a concluding paragraph
	-uses a very basic range of vocabulary that does not sufficiently explain the ideas;
-uses repetition of limited lexis all the time;
-has no control of word formation or word choice making 
	- fails to use complete subject + verb structures;  
-produces frequently and critically broken word order that impedes all understanding;  
- makes many grammatical mistakes that cause difficulty in understanding;
-shows poor understanding and use of punctuation, capitalization, and spelling
	-shows very little accurate knowledge of basic linkers in sentences and/or paragraphs;

- uses linkers incorrectly, in wrong positions and meanings repeatedly;

- produces individual sentences on every line instead of paragraphs;

	0
	- *provides a completed essay which is fully off-topic and fails to discuss the required theme to meet the task;
-does not offer explanations or reasons for the topic;
-attempts to begin and quits with two or three sentences;

	-fails to provide a basic layout of the composition; 

- fails to show any understanding of paragraph and/or whole essay layout;

- quits writing at the start;

	-uses large amounts of memorized lexis which is or may be inappropriate in terms of the meaning;
 
- uses a high number of words too repeatedly throughout the writing;

	-uses memorized sentences or phrases throughout writing, including the essay task phrases;
- uses memorized sentences which are inappropriate to explain the ideas, concepts; 
 -produces very little or minimal rateable language
	-the language fails to demonstrate any meaningful connectedness and coherence of ideas and explanations with cohesive devices;
-produces no or very limited rateable language;



*Note: The essay response that is fully off-topic will be marked 0 in every other category despite the assessable content.  If the required topic is not responded, fails to achieve the task and is marked as fully off-topic (0) , the other criteria will not be taken into consideration despite lexical and grammatical knowledge and skills demonstrated therein. 
SUPPLEMENT S2. B1-B2 ESSAY WRITING ASSESSMENT CRITERIA (ANONYMIZED)


Supplement S3
Common LLM Scoring Instruction and Blind Scoring Protocol
The same instruction and analytic rubric were supplied to Claude Fable 5, GPT 5.6, and Gemini 3.1 Flash on both scoring occasions.
Common Scoring Instruction (Verbatim)
You are an EFL writing assessor. Assess the following essays according to the attached rubric. Provide scores for ‘Task Achievement’, ‘Outline’, ‘Range and Accuracy of Lexis’, ‘Grammar Structure and Accuracy/Punctuation and Spelling’, ‘Coherence’ and calculate a total score. Do not hesitate to score with .5 scores in any cases that you are not sure about which band to match the performance. For example, you are not sure if it is 3 or 4, you can score as 3,5.
Note. The comma in “3,5” appeared in the original instruction and denotes a score of 3.5.
Blind Scoring Protocol
	Protocol Element
	Implementation

	Model labels
	Claude Fable 5; GPT 5.6; Gemini 3.1 Flash

	Scripts
	72 anonymized handwritten essays

	Input format
	High-quality PDF scans showing the topic options and expected word count

	Batch structure
	Batch 1: 24 scripts; Batch 2: 25; Batch 3: 23

	Scoring occasions
	Two independent scoring occasions for each model

	Session controls
	Fresh sessions with memory disabled; each round was blind to prior, human, and other-model scores

	Scoring period
	July 2026

	Required outputs
	Five analytic-dimension scores, a total score, and a rubric-referenced rationale

	Permitted increments
	Whole- and half-point dimension scores from 0 to 4

	Prompt consistency
	The instruction and attached rubric were held constant across models and rounds


The off-topic and under-length rules were communicated through the attached rubric rather than through model-specific instructions.





