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- The presence of weaknesses in SLA research (Byrnes,
2008)

- A possible relationship between different
methodological/reporting practices and study
outcomes (Prentice & Miller, 1992; Lipsey & Wilson,
1993)

- Reviews of individual applied linguistics journals have
found a lack of perceived importance of rigorous
methods (Egbert, 2007; Magnan, 2007; Smith &
Lafford, 2009)
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