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Abstract

Teacher feedback literacy has become a research hotspot in the fields of pedagogy and foreign lan-
guage education and has received extensive attention from domestic and international academic circles
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in recent years. This study adopts a mixed quantitative and qualitative research design, taking 101
senior high school English teachers as the research subjects. Data are mainly collected through ques-
tionnaires and interviews to analyze the current situation of senior high school English teacher feed-
back literacy and explore its influencing factors. The study finds that the overall level of senior high
school English teacher feedback literacy is relatively high (M = 5.09). Among them, the dimension of
learning feedback (M = 5.17) and the dimension of establishing feedback consensus (M = 5.16) have
the highest mean values, while the dimension of demonstrating feedback (M = 4.98) has the lowest
mean value. Senior high school English teacher feedback literacy is influenced by factors such as teach-
ing materials, teaching, and learning, among which learning factors have the greatest impact and
teaching materials have the least impact. The findings of this study are beneficial in providing a new
perspective of insight for teacher feedback, thus optimizing the teaching model, effectively promot-
ing teaching effectiveness, and providing references for promoting teachers’ professional develop-
ment.
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Table 1. Current situation of teacher feedback literacy
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Table 2. Influencing factors of teacher feedback literacy
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Table 3. Descriptive analysis results of current situation of teacher feedback literacy
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Table 4. Descriptive analysis results of influencing factors of teacher feedback literacy
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