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Influence of Different Peer Feedback on English Writing

—Taking the Continuation Task of Writing as an Example

ZHANG Meng
( Guangdong Ocean University, Faculty of Foreign Languages, Zhanjiang 524000, China )

Abstract: Peer feedback is an effective teaching method and plays an active role in foreign language
teaching. The evaluation process helps to establish close interaction and peer support between reviewers
and authors. Taking the teaching of the continuation task as an example, this study adopts quantitative
research to explore the effect of peer feedback on the continuation task based on the mixed learning
practice of different online platforms. It finds that: 1) the teaching effect of the continuation task with peer
feedback is significantly improved, and it is better than that of simple reading comprehension;
2) compared with the continuation task without peer feedback, the continuation task after mutual
evaluation is helpful to correct mistakes of wording and text structure, improving readers’ awareness;
3) learners recognize the active role of peer awareness per reflection log about text structure, language

choice and logic coherence, and their mutual support is conducive to from a learning community.

YimBEHA: 2023 -02-24

BELTH: T AEHUEREMRIEE ( BS5HE LW ) (2023GXIK302); | REESEHT %S “TUH” B ES%E8E
WIFERA (22GQNS51) 5 J7ZRIGE R HHE AR H (010201162205 ) 5 VLT 24k 2 BF 2 HL R 5
(ZJ23YB38)

EEEN: ik F, &, BIEdE. F5Jrm . JOEHEAYE . B-mail: sheep bubu@126.com


https://doi.org/10.13256/j.cnki.jusst.sse.221014498
mailto:sheep_bubu@126.com

%5 6 1

I AN (R S A5 S S 1 O A R 529

Keywords: peer feedback; the continuation task; text quality; effect of promoting learning

IR T BRI SR TR s S Em R
HLIB PR, ok GBI AL T [ Y A Je
2], HEIMEEEACA I “ o B IR E,
[ P4 S it 2 i AT S R [l R A E B AR
Gt /N B 7 A A T F Sk st i
o, ERMIEMARNE . TN PR Tk A
JE AT ZYEEOIIT R I, TRl RE R SIS AT 2R A0
REREF K- SCEREEE . SCRBRSE T H, PPN
BEAWBL N “LRT” KRR “LE7, “2in”
ek i N, R IR TR R BB
A BT, ACGESAREL G5 —
iWrite 5 VEH 5 V¥ [ R G2 Al Peerceptiv 7E £k 1Y
R, HRUTRERTE LS BeRR G A BEH G5
Wiz, HEERAMALAETSZ N, DAY=
R AT SR R

— . CHkZRIE

(—) E&REFRE

EAE# b BRI S 2 2 oni & RE .
ageit, VO RS R SR M B 2
89 M. ENIELREIET-H, I iWrite, HHBNAE,
WY FR GRS Bin) RN R R R
XATSCAAE . B F BRAFL TR 1A, HESh
S| JE) Peerceptiv RGNl LML N ES HAF, HE
AR 58 BIEMABURUME, FIfER IS
2T 20 g 90 AR BETES R e HE . AKH D)
GAE S22 2 BN AE T & e Ll R AR IEAS

( peer assessment ) . [A] £ 8 ( peer planning ) 14
SEEMMTES ., FRERY, I EE TR
HE BB TFIEA, ERRE X SUAR G T A R R A
e, fERTHE S M TR [EE, S hnE
ST

Peerceptiv 7E £k [A]fF B R G HE M i . A &0
PSRRI, i) HE P A SR R,
HATWEIEM e . B2 PEorER
PEVEAS AN I RS2 R Y, F BT #1585
AR R R AL, SR A5 20 6 0T
i, AL, RBESERFIE A B, 3T Peerceptiv 1)
a1 i LI TR 2 O e - i O ] i 1P e )

KA i e oY T G D03 B 0] 811 W
BF, AH LS8 R 55, 2220 3 B 5 R i
HHPEN & . BT, EPNA K Peerceptiv R 4t RO B
T TRIHB B, Z N, 25 EREE
WA R,

AR, iWrite BRI 2, H iR
M Tl L IERUENR . B AR
VLB F FEM5E . ZF 6 RGEEANENL
APRSEAATE R R, 5 E X B AR R I AR 2
4, B BEEESEKEFNEEY, Rk, 2=
O S 1 RAEAS SN FEF SRS, AN T iFsrS
iWrite & 48143 — Bt ik 0.57, °TA ROFHI 5 1E
"

HAT UL, B RS IESE | 7R A I it
R, ABA R T G 2 S
SR SZ R A LURFSE DL, T HL LA e 2 R S
H P S 5T TP o BRAR B ik 21 4538 1o SIE
WFFERT L T AN RPE 5 06 5 VR SRR g,
FEARN L H AT B EEHS:, WIFRTEMZT
BT BRI G EEE, Wik, EH 2
b RN REBEARETREAGE A, B
AR AT A B G 225 PR 2ROk, B R
FE IR BRI S

(Z) EREE5E3

LT RIANIB SR “87 e e, TS
IR ERCR R a7 I, “2k” mTESE
", B BEMENE, EE R caL”
KA S B0 SRS S, BaifedHE S
PV, WO SCHRRT, PR RUN . “CSHET A
ey | 2k, Siil, HEPSCRE /A Z TR
1| RS AE B Oy Al B N TN R E ¢ Dl BT el iU
N “8” RS RN AR CHRIERIE R M. Y
WER S, )& A SRR U E] (other-
alignment ) ZVRZNTE T HAAHLE], (2058 28 HUF]
17, B A A i3 5 i A 3R E S R/ AE,
WL T 25 SR IE B fTE SR, oy PRl 2y
iz ) Bt — PR B S 4, A I
R ek BRISIA W ANE S U EA AR AL, AT
@ ES 5N E Y. 205 B a3 e
{24 2] 3 5 O AE T 2 m I EY, ] DR
FHEF R . AT Ze e, A H AR



530 B BT OR 27 2 i R RHERR)

2024 4 55 46

AL EUNY . PO E BT, PR SEE 1E M4
P T WS AL B Eh WD o U 5 o iR R
RZ, VERSEZRILIAAIG 3, RO S et
FIFE ., PRSI TH, RN Tl e 55,
TEH B EEXT PG T 2 ) 3 n] U Ar o€ i 35 b Il
55

HArZ SR 2 AR —H a0 £, R
DIFFERTES M TR B, iR T
PATHRALN BEA 1 [ A S AT S8 R S L o R,
AWIFE VLS 5 v A, x> F AN R
SERITSSIENTSE, AR ABRES) . BIFR[E
PSS SRS SRR AR o

. SEEGHEY

(—) SR EHR

(1) AREE AR RS A B T8 5 KF
2Tt
(2) [FIAE RS AT 52 5 255 SCAR Jo o 52 3OO
SR

(3) 2 HAPR IR By A 7
(=) KBRS HH

SEFINBY AR E AL 120 SR =2 AR SR
#ek, 5 TEM4 Frill 8ol 22000 4 41, Frgs
REW ) B GAERE N . B OKF T B 3 25
(p=0.21; p=0.16) . LAY, A~ HYIRA LA
LRSS SRR AR

SEHFPRNIR - F R R (B2 AE ),
PR AT T AT A B0ATE 5K o /AN S T/
N8 R BT, SR 1IN B IR RO . B
B i R 5 B B R OOREE S, SR A2
JESCFFE 0 AR IR 1

(=) ki

ek T 8 M EEEE, SR E——5
— P T, A ZHi 5T Peerceptiv R T4
LR B, B gt iWrite REEELE H AL,
CHTELLS | Tl i — 21 b e it (el 34 24
50 43R, WIS ASFIWTEL, BERSSIRZEE, SE R
)R 1 /N, K EE R 250 A~ fii) Zedy . D 4L
XEIFER A, BEEEE%. A, BAKHT
WIREES , FEHE AT R A PR S 5t , C 40

PEAT IR EE S MM 5, D 200 K B 3 SR
SEAT R, AT PR R 5t o

(M) HiEWES ST

IORBESEE SUR TR, RIPHKYE S ]
[P S DU Ak FEVE B B, IFEE XS AR IR S SCARR A
AT —E BB, M EEEEHE . 5 RS P
¥4 . APA BEAERLTE A5 M B SCRE AT 4 7 Rt -
Horpry 28— SCGE BRI X 4
FECTENERIM, B QIS R 0
B 4R SRS SRR A IS T RSO
WLRL, AT B T A0 ORI ) R 4 1 DO A 4%
SLE A RGAAAGERE RS, mikeiig=t. H
)L B ARAERIRE, PER R AR R S gk (JF
WRSIEFL) WA, TR EORE AR 45
PEAYRIPEE, B3 100 43, PREIE 2R R S PF
W, MAESCNFREE

AR ICRE LT R 1805, TRt
480 5% VAT N R A SRR P bR i 7
2. Hh i S EEER (AR EEME . 3
A ). SENS (BISCRNZ ), L=AJ5m,
HA EEB R X AME ) WM B 2 2 4
BN RIS RO B R, A SO B 1 K
HeRE, Wy, #OE. AL, SRR TR,
FFE 2R 2] B BB R SCAB BeR B e
)5, 2E4 01T Araxis Merge X PEIE VAT 00T, %
TR SOR B, WA S AR B R
NEBTTHHEA T, B, EF RS <o
BN S ARE” a1, R LUK 27 > 35 X P
RFIEIE AR EE, MR 2wy 5 ek
R, 2K Bartlett’s {54 0.01, KMO {E4 0.823,
{FRE R4t

=. LR

(—) RBEXIHES K ERIZNT

BB RN AEAS ¢ KB 4% 20 2% ) B 280
W2, SRR 1, RE IS 2 T L
%2,

P 1A, A4, B A2 HPIRES BSk
B EES (p=0.02<0.05; p=0.01<0.05), %
IREEE WGTRE & T, WEHE T S BN



%56 M

I AN (R S A5 S S 1 O A R 531

R1 EEXRMIBER (RS

Tab.1 Independent-sample t-test of the continuation task
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Tab.2 The differences of scores before and after the test
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Tab.3 Dimension change in the continuation task
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Tab. 4 Learners’ recognition of improvement in the continuation works
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