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Abstract

Based on the English writing status of freshmen in a university in Dalian, China and under the
guidance of cultivation requirements published by College English Curriculum Requirements (Tri-
al), this article, supported by sociocultural theory, will conclude whether students’ English writing
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proficiency has been improved after they received feedback from iWrite English writing and eval-
uation system and the teacher separately. The results show that both types of feedback will help
students improve their English writing proficiency. It also provides evidence to infer that it is
possible that iWrite evaluation system will replace teacher’s feedback in the future.

Keywords

iWrite 2.0, Teacher Feedback, Sociocultural Theory

Copyright © 2022 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. T4
1.1. IRER

111, (RFEFEFREER) HIFHFEXR

FLIE 2007 (EHE M E S HE ml A T CRFINE R RGRIT)) » X0t R AR B &
TERES) IS FRELR 4 =l

1) —MER: fesem MM SIETS, RERNAET . W, BRSNS, /855 LK
FLFHSC,  BEAEFE/NE st — M PR R EAR AN S A D T 120 IR SC, PASEEARSERL, Hh AR I A,
FAG Y, BREIER. feRIREAN S MR,

2) BB AR ER RN A, BEE BRSO, RES TR
HAE/NE L, REMIR S FPEIE, AEAEF/N S AT 160 3 i4E 3

3) HEENR: AEFHIGE LA R RS e ST, fE AT R b B AR A AN A AT, BEAE
/NN S R T 200 AT SCERGE S, BARRIATE R, WREE, RGN, B,

BRUtZ Ah, ORI SR TR I 20k MSEAR R AR, itk )5 R LU
PR LM R — AR B R AR S B AR, Rl RS E AR A, iR E
AR, RS2 TR S R S, ST R . s b, fERAT R R EIGE S
WRER2ER R, I 28 AL S D D8 JEB AR SO BRI S IE 2 D TR 77, AR A R IR 2 AN &
PR SRR IR AL T iR

1.1.2. REEFESENIIR

WEKFIIESER ST, —HigHUBUT N ORI BEAEER, A RS s A
UM 78 4 H0 2 R PR RS o I Rh T A S SR SO 7E SR i AN 18 2 K BRI R AT
WA FIESCHE B, (R A 75 AR U rp o S A AT S R A

SR T & TR S ERAR R AR, A TAMAE T TIEESER AL . i B4 A%
2, POHRSE, AR IR B S (TSR, Ko A% T DB 1 305 1E 5 i s L
SRS, L ESIE AL — SRS LM 7 HURN TR . (B2 KFEENNINESERIRRE
G TR EERIBRIN, #5254 NS ERE IR ALE LT

It CAEE S R AT D815 5 1 [ S0P 1 S WL R 65 UM s s S B, AT 5 A0 BLIE SR
FEEA I BEESIERE S EE B, SRR R R I AR S A 7 X A ] 7 A S TR
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WE. HTREAIE, ASOKEBRHRTHE A8,
1.2. ARERNMENX

R R 2 ST URAR BN R A 22 A AS T R AL BE ) I ER AR R E R A AR B B AR, & 7 il
VAR Mg iz 1 B AECT & iwrite SEE SR SR RGOV TR, R HEI AR S A
A BIBLPE BB 5 HOM At S B EEAT XS EURIE 7T, kTt 2 SO BRI T I Bl AR R IX . SCARAT AL =8
WAL, PRFIXPIRN SR 73 BENS FIE SR A R I SEE SR RE ST AT EE— S 3R T4 R 15175 20K
M RAERIIEEERE ), I FE S SO BB E ST S5 AE o S Sk

2. Bip¥iE

52 v R UBHIEIE IR R, AERIT ST AR SO B, BT R AN D S AT A S L BEALRE
KIS R, A N B 2 ST 7 S R R B v 2 BRATLRE A2 R VR D A= st A 45 SR KD
RZCLBENLRESEAE B AR, 2P S 1[2].

2.1 Ak

WAL AR S SO BENLRE R AR AR FERINLE, R8N 2 PRiE s ok it 27 & 4T 9 A0 4
Ji ARG &, TR B S AT MY AR A e i . AR A P M 2
OHNLRE R RRINRBE[3]. fERAE LSS G, BEAE RS2 D230, KAt SO Bk 4 24 A4
Ja, B ERAT R, A RO A ST B E AR AR

22. RIEEREX

O R X FE R R MARI R RAE PN EIR . — A I SEPR R IR, 45 2 MA RS A ok )
FRI P REBL IR, 53— AR A R OKT, JRAEAIN 515 N REIA S 10 5 v — J2 (KO R 1 PR 7K T
EIRPAS KT Z 1R Z2 B B N S R X . BT AR U3 B L 2 S5 AL U OR T A R DT (R R KT
AL KT8 FEMEERL I, J92f A BUE B A R KT F AR I o KR FE 3R k45 2 RE W 1K 3 %
FER AT SRR, 18 A B0 NIRRT IO 228, AWTEEIT AR 1A KT

2.3. X

[l A Ah 22 0 SCIRIM TR N BUMAE 55 20 38 LA th oot S B SR SO0, 3B S AR0BT R iR A B g
IS B FI TSR AR AW, SORMERAE S HERFBEE B b, 22 I H S 5% A 1R Rt
RSB RVEF AT SR, NZERBEEW %71 K52 EMUE . &
PR PrUAERATSRIARSS AT, WHFUE S AT A U R AR TR A T 2 R R T 3
SRBEE BN 75 5725 ) BT S ALV B 155 2K
3. FMRIRIEN
31 HUTR

FEHCEIETH, RBGURARN T ot 2 i A (0 ST L2 — S SHE S5 i e i B K [ A5 2
FESEHRES, REUEREE N EHRIMESAESCE S, BB el > FE B B A H A Z 1A
ZESE, A S BB OO H BT B, XTE S AT A XA A S OGS
Fe AR, R DU B R S BIIRIE . AT DR AR S ) F B IR AN IR AR R, TR B A ok )
RRTH [ MRV, BBRT Ay MO RS, RIS, EER, HLas s .
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PN S GHE ST T ZAAE . BEXT 22 2B A SCRIZ R A IETE S5, g2l SRR Bt
VRSO AR R T B S, AT RR 2 N AR N A B St HUM I PSR AR PR 45

O B P 2 TEAE S AR KUK T LA Dy B TE S RN 3 1 T S Bt of 5 2 A AT DAMST A )
e, TR A IR S 505 2 X T2 AR S i o 1), W] DR B St e Riga2aEdis
MR IR IHT, R IERROTE S, AR B A, AR O IR H R, BRIk e
PEAn AT, WA R R A Rt AR R U BB I SR A PR IR S5, st 4 2 ST B A
SO R R R TR R SRS SO PR S 5, BIAR )2 2 AN ERRAS T AR BE A 1E

3.2. iWrite RiESERESTHRS

SRS BB RGUE AR S, TRV B A R S VA ER R T S L,
AR SCHATVEARE RT3 I R GE[4] o HAMIT AL AR B4 [ 1 K2 58 s S HL B IR AT A ) iwrite
FUBGAER A SIFR RG] UAESCHIE S . WA W B ARG kAT 0F 4, JRea 51E
e X RGEHE RSB ERE. BRES EESESURMTT SR, TR TN s
PRAESS AL IR . AT AR TN, AR RBEAUE L T TS ERRINHECEA XM T, iWrite 9 RZEIEE S E
Mt T2 ER . 7E PC i M AT LARAE X —F &, XN BN AT B AEAE 55 A7 2 R 58 AT 55
POt TR A E RN TR A A SR AR AR AT K P AR SCHE SR 315

4. BRSNS SRAHIER IRAVER ST LRIR
4.1. ERShEIT R IRE IR

FE] A1 B0 S it e s T Al )\ AU BT R . UM R ST DL = R AR I S AR R
AP o E A = H R RO BN 1S AR ST R R 6] [7]. A TA A BUG K R B SANE, oJ T
BT, PESEZA RSO, AU R IE 2208 5 IR, AR T e it 2228 S5V R R e R
mEETE. AWREIREZZE R R EN, AT BN 5 BT/ B % o) & 5 B EKF[8] [9].

IR, RZHEHRERE NTOER AN R, B EREABTRATE. haC, B TG 24
NWFFERT G, IR FUAMAT 5 S A th ZUM A IR R8O 2 [10] [11] [12]. 0K 22 HOi 545 SEHR X B0 S 45t 1) 3L
REVRESE, (EX B RGN AR 1R 5RO S A i A 27206 BUM B R e i &E
W RBUM e A E SC2 B HTRT R R R A, 0T AL AR IR B e FIA A, B 8 2 DRI T~ R0 2 AR A S
W 2 AR, TG R IR I IE . 1 2 M SOR RIS B 2 B AR T AR I 48 [13] . A XS AL A8 46 B
BAE AN UM A 1E 1 S i RS PO A 3R B J5 2 7R3 R VR SO N A A ZH 285 0 AT “ Grammarly” 1% —
RIS E 1T 614

] P S 2500 S R AR IE T — BN SRR FE R 43 I 8 0 20 s A B T 4 v v [ A 2 S 3 R B A
HERRPERF RS BE, I T ) B RSB AN [E) 0T 511 S5 B 38 At 98 DA S — 38 A R 20 ) & P R A5
SR PN 25 0T S S T 35 R

W FCE AT FE RIS G — M n] LA oy A 2 AR ROR 22 2E o 8 Gt AT D1 D 28007 e s At A i) 2 Ak A [
KPR e R A B B AR HERR AT A 7T . 43 5 IR PRI R i AKCSP  2 ARB H 2 4 TORHIRZK P 2
N, BERBSRE A, HWA TN SR PR FERTIAR SRR IA] P BB R R ROR
WA, AR T LAY SR AR PR B O S R A IR AOML 2 [15]. thAE BF FURR [ 482 I ISR S OR T AT
(B AR — S A5 3R] AR 22 AR 1) B M [16] 0 FEXF K2R I FE R, S SCARAEAN A ) 5t 7 205 i
NN AR N CAR T o o 2 AR AR A IR KT8 5 T 2O B IE A BV U B, 38 v S R A ot 1
T WSS AN T e HE SR [17]
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FrUA AR 5, ST ] MO B0 S WA R AR S T3 4R [ A R B IE 7 4R B 5
ANTE S A SR IO BRI T, A0 AT FER R 2 B AN A o

4.2. EIRSMHITR BRERGHF A

E AR LR B RS RIBE FER R IE T B ad 60 RAR, FEMARIRITAZ MK S Page Essay
Grade (PEG), Intelligent Essay Assessor (IEA), Electronic Essay Rater (Erater)&%. tifi 188 2 %] SCA [ A4E
FEAEA BT, SO WA T X SCAR N AR 0. BEEH RIARE, Educational Essay Assessor (IEA)FH
E-rater ¥ RAEDHE ST T 56 %, BMAETIBS . WEME EEWAMBETES L, JEEIEHNHT
GMAT FiMS1EIFr L5 #EANT—1td DR, FWF 76 NS R LA R4 R B 3005 R4t
TR DR 20, AT EE AR B AR KPS . Wi, ALV SRS R GBS S URAR (T B VT
Wz, BT AR 24, BT HESTIERR M, 4R RE S HT AR S 5 K VRS B Th B .
FHEMREFA: My Access!, Criterion, Writing Roadmap (WRM) [18].

B 7B PP R R G 2 B SEARE RE, HEANE TR b AR X AR O T AME
M2 2% . FrCAE W EBSIE SO RGNGE A, FEA =S B0E RN KT R IR s
SEHFERETE, JLataM R RA S IR RESON s Wi REANERE 5 S0 5 B R AT B R
VKRB TE A e VE SCVP B R G5 AME B 50 F0H G JT K 1) Unipus B R B 5 iWrite 9515 5/ 20
SR ARG BN EAESCH I RERIBE A DT T 2SR E 0 FE[19] [20], St RZGEAISGE N T
[21], SEUEWFFUANG BERRE VPG 55 [22] . FESRURRR ST HT, 2 A0 78 3 6F [ P IS AE SC B ShiF i RS R4S
H T AR BV, G ARFE A B S AT T i % TR BIX — R AR B 7R AR I A = S5 ERE
BORAE B ARG AE[23] [24] [25]- SRTAEZ AN IIEAESCHLIE R GERIRS Eer, AL s R 72 PP B A
BRI FRRIH, SRR ER IS HER ;. sPFRE A &, Beb X SCE R RN VR ThEeAR
g fasE, AR HRA R G .

Bk b, ARSORNE 25506 B0 S BRI L E B G 78 IR AS [F) 98 B S5 7E T

1) ARG SAE. KR LLEHE S5 TR RFIESEREN R AR, R AN 5E
REVEAES IR T, HUVER BRI R G AER T, FENSEES IR 5H 2.

2) LMW FCEHIE R GBREIE: AN . DR B REE R4 G K2E3EE) fESCE3h
W RG%. ASCKRARED, REMXB SN, BAR&EER iWrite 28155 1E 2 50
RGNV RS

3) MEHER L, AR L RASRESIERR. NS R0 L& & EE N It . %t
B2 TIPS ERENZAE R, XA BEEIE IR LR — e LA E R, ek, —
S 280N T AR — ), JEEL T - ASET R R, RIS SO, ARSCOER AL S SO B R B
WSCHEREAT I 7
5. MRt
5.1. WGl

ARSI FC IR : (E iWrite SEIEVF B R GNP B AN HUT BB 70 mIfE R T, A sl SR RE
NREHZEN?

5.2. FEMR
AW LRI N ZNRS 5L I9GE BFRRER P EDOER AR SGE Tk —224E . WHs
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AN RN AN IE . ARG K A TR FBCE R ERAN 2 HE, PIADNHEIRZ AR K088 2 2
WEE. A5h, PIRIEEATRL, R B AERZ TR . Fa 2R, Ao AR
T EA 28 KA IGERRE AR o 1244 ZIM LR I8 DU 2 PP AR IR SR SCARREAT BAA P2
27 IR KA E RIS L IR UR 73 ST 50 A AR B SCR AT MBI . R3S e 1
SEXLBR R T YU U R HEAT LACRAE SO DF 2 (KA PER 2 . AERL A I B ATIR T, AT 7T 2 s
AFIBITE FMEZE S ESKIRT, BHEE e PINBEREA E T — NSRS R4
G RTINS A T R0 15 A PESEE SR K Jo R 1 2% 577 (p = 0.952 > 0.05).

5.3. IRAENRE

AR ST TN R R 2 BT RVE R SCAR - Wik o BF 5038 1 AN E R BE AL #5402 A EAT - 544k
VIR 22 AT B B A NTEE B 1 BE VPl A TUYIE B AT 5 415 ) S AT 1) 08 52 5 P v 2 5
fE B e BIFLERERASOR S HRE DT 2B SO, R 2 ML PP At 77 ik 23 30l 2 45 e 2 2R X AU A s
ELH S IRE S RE IR, FF B 2841 5K 70 A 22 A 0 I ) N AR P55

BRI S, WE—FIM A ES S )G, &k R E RN A B RS
PEAESS, SRS SRRSO AL A P R A B UG SO« Herp — IS AR ORI %
iWrite HLVF 5. —HESIESCAAE iWrite 1 G R HINLITITRTIR T, DURZH0N R P2 R R )
ISR R BUE 20 B CRESCURBATIE G A SE S . XS RER LS R0, 70 53l ST
PR I AR

6. BIEWERMALE

S E R P SCAR AT S0 M. — 7 T HE = AN BRI BARAE 55 IR A1 4532 S it s BB e
i BLKHTJE I SCAIE 420 F o B0 20K DT A IR SCAS TR WPS 2019 X —#f 1 (1) Word A2, X
SRR AT AR REATARICIFIC S 58 . 55— AU L B4 2 5 M AR I 22 A VR N 7
6.1 FErtbinR

FEEATHIIN AT, BEFCE REALA PP b S P 2 . B ST R 1 22 A F AT S
BEZIACT S FUA R A A LR R B i 55 ViR R4 1 s

Table 1. The outline of semi-structured Interview

1 FERUITTIRKN

A7 ViR 1a) /@
NG VAR LARTE B 55 A Hh 38 3] AR L ) s 2
T K 2ARAH B O T RBEB I B — AT AR S5 S /E K2
o SARBOGE IR S L BRAT 42
(BN . .
A ARAFIX LA ST 2 RN R ) S R A T4 2
5A4RBARE B O SEEAE SO R R A5G ?
S i

6. R AR ] P S R (1) S 13t ?

B EE, XA FEERTRT, ABITEGART 7GR SR SR S R E R (A MAR RS
GAERRNC I 5 AR A R 2k LA TR s, EEAAERN R EA . WIEERD . Wi A
FAFOARREE B CRSCRENA; SRR AR B AT P REREE . (ERR AT AR S 1F 3
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SEHFTMIA MATFRARIN T 95, REEORA DL R AL G SCARAH 56 5 R 5 AR U R AR T AT B R IR U5k
%R 1 FoR, X JUSAE SR WU R, 7 HE A T R ST T I — Rl 25 Uik % 2
Fon, DA 3SR A8 S AT DB BE R B 4E, BRI LA K CRRC B DU R 2R R R,
A H OAE TSR SE K A BT, i Gl AR (5 R R AL O I SRR . R VTR
R 3FoR, EATTEMWOFRT, HOWREESE —REAHE RN CES T,

VUL [ 2 R Fon A 2 CR S AR CARBES S RIMBIE . VIR R 1 MUk % 4 o RN R2 3 4
T HLVER R, T U BIML A SAREA IS . A AN R A B RES YR M i . AT TR
T S e S b fD Bt & B 4t

7R I 45 S F 9 2 AT AR HH 2 A 0 a0 R DXOR 3 Bl 2 2B i e i BT R E b N 95 S B A
VB REEA, BABE SO S ZHEE IR SAE M N 251848 . HRit, BOTTHRZEELRS RS, RE®IA
TV ANE VLR BB, B A A R P AN I 5 B 9B 2 o 05 sUEORTE R 1k O R b RUR S AR
FI5. Bz oh, B AN BN R IR 2T # HLAS 5 7 I R g i, 8 ke B O s
EAEKT.

6.2. EMMITHLER

EH S AL S AN RO TR0 IS R 1 2 W 23 BT 7 2t b, 6 9 /N PR iy U0 i
[ SCA Sy A IR « R P R SCARE 4 = AN RIF SPSS BAFHEAT /0T I T2 VR A% 1 %540
BRI RIS S-S IEAS 20T, Ll Wilcoxon Signed Ranks 4 FH ke b 5t £ E 2 A 11 Jm I 4% J5 460308 1)
AAIE DL, TP AR AERA P AN A A PR AR AR R AE S 50K 38 v ——Manner Whitney U £
Ko BRI E 2. K 3K 4 FiR:

Table 2. Wilcoxon test of objective evaluation score in pretest and post-test in class one
i 2. —HERIENE TS 2 850 Wilcoxon #:36

H Je il
T FrRUEZE P PRtz Z1A P1{E
WIT 13.10 2.33 13.26 2.76 -1.92 0.05
Mikilks wi/C 8.34 1.30 10.33 2.47 -4.19 0.00
W/EFT 22.73 5.27 17.28 3.86 0.90 0.37
N EFT/T 0.59 0.12 0.77 0.08 -2.43 0.02
TR
E/T 0.39 0.12 0.22 0.08 -2.03 0.43
CIT 1.33 0.11 1.36 0.14 -3.73 0.03
=B S
DC/C 0.26 0.07 0.25 0.08 -3.63 0.00

Table 3. Wilcoxon test of objective evaluation score in pretest and post-test in class two

& 3. HIAIEME M ITE 5 889 Wilcoxon 153

i Jei
FEIMHE itz RRLIN PRz Z1H PfE
w/T 13.90 3.12 13.26 2.76 -1.35 0.18
TATE w/C 8.81 1.39 10.33 2.47 3.03 0.00
W/EFT 25.22 6.83 17.28 3.86 -4.33 0.00
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Continued
X EFTT 0.57 0.12 0.77 0.08 -4.36 0.02

HERPE
E/T 0.44 0.11 0.22 0.08 -4.49 0.01
CIT 1.8 0.26 1.30 0.20 -3.87 0.00

=E S
DC/C 0.35 0.10 0.22 0.11 3.88 0.00

Table 4. Mann Whitney U test of objective evaluation score in pretest and post-test for two classes
e 4. PREERTANEE TG 5 2HY Mann Whitney U #6036

HIN (BEZR 1 FIEEZK 2) Ja(FELK 1 FIFEL 2)
U1E P14 U & P {4
WIT 405.50 0.66 342.50 0.11
il WI/C 368.00 0.31 380.50 0.30
WI/EFT 367.50 0.31 265.00 0.01
) EFT/T 355.50 0.23 228.00 0.00
TR
E/IT 396.00 0.34 197.00 0.00
CIT 407.00 0.67 411.50 0.57
Bt
DC/C 405.00 0.65 412.00 0.57

—HERT 5 U S BRI TP AG 20 B0 Willcoxon 485645 5 i, BRI WIC (Z= —4.19; p =
0.00). #EATE A EFT/T (Z = —2.43; p = 0.02). & 42147 C/T (Z = -3.73; p = 0.03)F1 DC/C (Z = -3.73; p = 0.00)
BUEA T EEEER. WAIMER WIT I WIEFT. ERiTE BT %A BE5MEER. P T HF
WIT (Z =135, p = 0.18) M HUE KA B EMZ AL, HARSTFRAER 70 88 7 B ZE R

— PR PR — S AR S WA I 2 UL VAL 43 #K) Mann Whitney U & 36 45 5 o, PRALSE —IkAE
AR R VPAL AN R AR A B M e . T2 LIRS AR AR S50 A 1) 2% L VAL 73 200 Mann
Whitney U #4645 5 B, B AL A PE W/EFT (U = 265.00, p = 0.01) . #E#fi1E EFT/T (U = 228.00, p = 0.00)+
E/T (U =197.00, p = 0.00) B A &M 2R, M+ WIT. WIC FE &t C/IT Al DCIC PYBifsbrik A &
e
7. g

— A A Z NS LR, WAIE(WIC, WITYA T B30k . XUt BINLIESR At 7 e ke
EE A B2 EIFRIER T, AR BRI SCARIERAGES . [FI, R IE(EFT/T) e bx
(10 S5 35 P A A TR EH MLV SCAR PRI, ) B[] s 8T IR 2 TR A 0 o 2 A R f i R 1 e Sk i
AR RIHER T . T2 24 VE(CIT, DCIT)EE MR Ui T HLPE R R N B F AR FFEE A —E
PIgem, Renl FEAEE A CMERER.

TYERY A SR AR (WIC, WIEFT) NG PESEAR(EFT/T, EIM)IH 1 BB S E . XU Al s
FOM a2 R B IR B ENREAE IR F1R B SR AT 7= 24— Se i A SRAE B E SO IR R . AT
2T SR R R TR B 2 SN R O HE B I — AN B BARE(CIT, DCIT) ) 3 ARk i
W2 A e B S UM I SO AT RVE B AN A RS+ E .

PR ) 2 2R SOAR S 2 MW AN P AR (CIT, DCIC)TE SIS0 45 o 376 25 AR Ak, (H 2 (8 B . 22
S o IX U BHLE R A2 252 iWrite HLPPANZBUM I S, bR T3 B H OS5 T SCAR LB PR R 1
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A ERHINGR H QRSO . U T IER R HUNIE R iWrite HLITAESR 2 R I SO 2R 77 1
MIREAM LR .

b, I SRS A R AT S TR AR 0 A iT LA B U A S A SR A Dy HL R R R
HAREAIL R AL RS SRR, Hrh QRS SORIHER I, AT I A e s .

8. &g

ARSI N B S8, FESCIS WIIE I ViR T2 A i Bl A REIX, AP IE 30 S 5t
NSCHE, fEZIEA T A B BB S N RR NI T BSE, T BIIR S iWrite MM S 500
LTEESIERE R A R . I SRI A5 45 R R FUM A 2 IE SR iWrite HLPP S A 28 T 4242
HERE I S . EATH R B e AL A 2 A R B IER S 5 20 e 2 it 5 H AR E R A .
S BE— PSR T, WA iWrite FRBHEE 5 TR M EBR TG T7 T BOR 4. FOMR S B 7%
SR RPN RGN L RH R . R FORE, iWrite 1IX—F S H REIS IS BUT R HVER RE ). Y
UE, ARSRARA AT RE 52 A AR HUMXT R A B M SEE SR SR AT A R0t R 15t BFREELRE, fE B SR
AR, AR EUTAA R AT A0 B (R RTRS 77, BEXT AR SAESOR,  iWrite HLVFAIEUM 45 & S 5t
BOR T

&E 3k
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