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Abstract

Course assignments are a crucial part of higher education that helps develop the comprehensive
qualities of college students, and peer feedback may be an effective way to improve the quality of
these assignments. Taking the first-year students from a university in Jiangsu Province (N = 94) as
the research subject, based on the analysis of their peer feedback experiences, a series of online and
offline peer feedback activities was carried out and their impact on the quality of course assignments
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was examined. The results show that peer feedback activities significantly improved students’ as-
signment quality, and also facilitated their personal growth and in-class learning effectiveness. Fu-
ture research could integrate Al automated feedback technology to optimize peer feedback activi-
ties in college classrooms to further enhance the quality of education and teaching.
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Figure 1. Overview of the research process
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Table 1. Coding reference points by core category and subcategory for teacher-side and student-side operation standards
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Table 2. Inter-rater consistency test for each dimension and the total score in three evaluators’ homework quality assessment
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Table 3. Number of coding reference points for each core category and its subordinate main categories in the peer feedback
experience survey
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Table 4. Within-subject comparison of the two regular assignments
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Table S. Number of coding reference points for each core category and its subordinate main categories in the peer feedback
evaluation survey
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Table A2. Instructions for homework peer assessment and reflection
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Table A3. Integrated teacher-student version of the homework evaluation criteria
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Table A4. Coding results for the peer feedback evaluation survey
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