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Abstract

English writing is one of the important skills of language learning, which has a profound impact on
students’ language development and communication skills. In English writing teaching, peer as-
sessment, as an interactive assessment method, has gradually attracted attention due to its many
advantages. This study aims to explore the effects of peer assessment on students’ psychological
factors, with a focus on key factors such as self-efficacy, writing anxiety, self-confidence, and me-
tacognition. Through a comprehensive review and analysis of relevant literature, we explore and
understand how peer assessment affects students’ psychology, with the aim of promoting the ef-
fective implementation of peer assessment and the development of students’ psychology.
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1. 518

PE BAEX F AR A E RN i, REESERBTRREAENG AR . 8
EESEAE, AR R IR A B 4E(Wanner & Palmer, 2018). 24 B4 (FM ko, 2011)FIEkAE
73, NARRIFA BN % . I, EEENERBRRNEEE S, RGHIGESERIAR T
HEZ [ b J2 T A Z AR TSNS L o TR T 90 1h S5 AE, AR08 IR 2 B AE 5 RB = 26, T
i v R I A5 S A 38 1R VA P R v 2

PR B R 2 2 BRSSO R, R R IR A R M R R AN A B ) 1) EE B4R (Adachi,
Tai, & Dawson, 2018). #R1fi, FATETH X 5T 50 5w G B R M5E . R HIPRR (S, 5
P25, 2022)0 RMPEVPAEA—FEBIERI AN, $REE T — MA@, £ B LB
PR S O B BRAS o [F) A VR AN AT DS IR 27 A 1) 55 P 4 B, 38 T UGS L0 IR AS 72 A2 5 A (Topping, 1998).
TEAR SO ARVT R PR QT s m 22 AL i B R I SAEAE. BfE. AUGARISOHER R, DMEE4S
T T SR SR E R Ak

2. FEIFNRIIR IS EAL

20 fH28 30 44X, 4RI (Vygotsky, 1980)1R H 1 Hill & e X (ZPD) RS, Fig A2 R SEbrok ik
S GWE R KT A B RS o SEPRA KPR 15 22 AL ST A ok IR AL B 7K, TBHE A SRR R 4R o
AAE TG T T SO A RE 7 (0 [RIAE 35 B A D i R KK T AR B R R 1 R 2R AR R Bl R X

FE [ FEPPOT IR AR BE 058 12 21 3 AT DL AT BESRAE 77 0 [RI e A8 LRSS R (R A2 7, 2019).
B2 3Y KPR e A 22 A T DUOR 22 ST AR [ i NS SLANT ZPD o 2242 T LA [ R AR BL 22 BT ) 2R 78
R AR 5 AL 32, ISR AT TR RE ™ A2 T 82, ATTIA S ZPD 955 — 7K1, BIVEEKT
PRI APPSR T — DA “ X7 o AR A XN A LB EIRAE, BN ZPD ) ERRIFA LR
i, IRFEREE N IHR R AR, 2R mT DA [F) R DP Al 10 I R LAt R A0 B 2 3 — SR . S
TEIA R , FOMII B R R V-G 5 B2 —BUl . 78 ZPD [2EAk 1, A ERIR AR e
A, IR SE SR, SR SIERE I BEER B X075, FAPPETBEN— g
M TE, SEOCARR A B, B2 A N AR AT T 8 i g /K- (Dobao, 2012).

3. TN FEE ORI
3.1 ERTTHNRFEE BRI RAIR

S 2 A DB KA RIAE 20 THhES 70 SRR B IRAREIR, Ml oy B JALRERR R MAAE AT —
TN AT B CRES At 4 KT B S8 BOZAT N B AT IO & . I sl R B Bt i 5 iz
(Bandura, 1997). ‘EFfF IR — N ARIEERE T, RN H ST R PP AE L. B RARERAEA
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MIEERI P IEEEERMAE, AR T AL SOEAE S BE QBT B SRE I RIELE, R
PPOTESR iR A2 I B RS A A ORI R RV RENE A R 2 A ) B SRR I () 2
H, 2018; RA4L, 2013). WURZEARRZFEMHEMBNRGE, MATEAEOME B CREN I e S 1E
1%, BETMHETHBATR B AR

SR, B OPIRTA RSORS00 E BORRERR,  HE IR AT ORI S AR . 5 ]
PUE G — R RIFIISIENREI(R F 4, 2013), XFE2AAE A il RER 2 R AE I dE i, B 9m 22 A 1)
GAERMNE, TSR m AR AT B A RE R Hk, #E & DR SRR IS F BARA B, SEHUM Vi
MFEFEPFO IS & (PR, 2021), HB2 AR SIE B bs, JFiE M8 E s, 75,
HH LW DS A8 RPN O 2 ST L&, AR IO VFH . XM AR A B A B 2224
B B A AT TR A ) S BORAR s A AT T B A, AITTdE— AP g s =2 2R 1 B AR RE I

3.2. AN FEEIEREIE R

FERER — OIS, T AMATC IR MG R 1D T s TR T A ) AR AN AN 22 (R 15 G IR A (P 4k
S5, BUHEEL, 2021). SEERERIMEEER —FREE RN, R ARESAENIBEREN EESIES
IRKFEm, PRt 705 VR AR B L B o AR SCrP 15 1R AR RV 8 SR FT N 40 (2017) WL AR, BISEIE S
TERE B R AR E R Sl SRR R IRBCE B SR, T SR E AMAR Z M E R 2 B 3 R IR AL B
BRI ERG, BUTSESEREFIESEL P~ ERK, Aaif S ERES, hnxHEs
VESCA T B SEIE SRR I RIE S EK P~ — g M.

SRR AR R E R NPT LAY, T B2 A SR B I I (1% A2k, 2021), O H
CITEERE, WCEPFERAIAE, B2 E0 M SEEEER. HIRTR R SIEES R R, %4
XA E A AARBEROIEERIE W SIS, FAERREISERMERE, M= EE. E8%k
AT SRS, Wi FECA AR R Gt ATREREIA = A SRS AT, PR, Fb S EE
AR N AEAE B AR AR P ] B AR AE 1RO B I R, 55 00 L 5 A R 7 A 7 T2 )« 2 A ] R UK B [ TR
FEREFIA L, IXEELE ] BRI BAE B4R SIESRRE (7405, 2023). A AW Fi3R B[R A EL VPR
R SRR RNAER - B0 5% & 20(2010) B Fe 43 IR AF ELVT e 65 1 38 BAIR 2 AR X AR 5 (R AR e
XA AR SRl AT N, EEM RGN E . BeAh, Oxford (1999)iid [F]fF HiFSLih thig A2 S 2
S PIES A B s, T H RS SR ) IR AR AR, e SEERE.
—15(2013) L B T A AU 18, AW FUAS R R SR BN RS B B R A B AR RIS, WU M
BENGR, 1A SN A E R RIS S MR . PTUL E) A PN TE DR AR 2 A 1 A A P8 U T A S R
T—®fEM, BIEHATIR R AT DR M — Rt R R G, RESEAR AR RS E B [ A B S A U
S A2 B NS RE, ERIBORER, XA BT AT A b B v S VBT 45 (Topping, 1998).

ik R A AR, A H T LLRIG— R B, O0E AN SCRR YRR PR,
ERE PR ARG . R RR I, DA AR MR B . AR AT DU I (I ik 2 A 2 TR A IR AS T
B kA 2 1) R AR ELAS AT, M PR £ FR R (Richards, 1994). B4b, iR 4LED 15 A5 F
a5, AT LRGN SRS A, W ERE R, a2, RPN RS A S IEEE T T
RIET —wEH, AT REMATNSIERGEMEGE O 8003 R E VPN R85 DL IR AEE 1S
B8 S, #EF W UA SRR ARG, T A S8 5 i R,

3.3. RfHTFMNFEE B R LAIRME

H AR FEIE GAE s AT B A, UM RS 2 AR S E RIS /7. Krashen (1985)
WONFENE 38 I3 AR E R a s B 5 0 — BRI R . AR AR ABA T S 1 R Ae A
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PR AR (2 (Bandura, 1977). WEFTR R, [FIFEIEOA B T332 40 00 A (5 RS RIAE AT At T R
EFGE, R EAE AR N R S AE A R e, AABSFE A QD SR RIRE Dos
ACPART F R B AP I, R R 2 A B BRI O (RN, 2017). 4 Al AR SR AU A S AT il
i, LAERBEAGL, MEHCRSTERGEESIRE . KBS A DO R K S A
SN, SR REROR A DN B AR R, (AT E RSB B SR R

N T DREFAEIEEER N A, HE LUK S 0. Hoe, BliG— ek
IRV AN WP SO, ik AR RE W e S iR UK, BEE T Uy A woE BRI S
YEER, JEROEIIRRbRME, DARBIRATE Ar RS B ORI SRS, M58 F 5 (Lockhart & Ng,
1995). [FAPEITAN FESR i A 2 1 LS Lo A S 430 0 05 T B BRI .l Qs AU TP SCAL . e 1
B S A B Sl 2 AR S 5 R AN, A & W DA R st AR i B AR, AT B v f AT T 7 D1
BAEF R

3.4. RHIENIFEE TTIAFEI R

TENFIR A OHEEF AR, RINREARN B BNRESI A B (2 4, 2013). KEH
BLE ARSI YRR e R X — W, A O TR R B 58 B — BAR FAREUESS,  MRAE A
SRS GO R REEAT Bl ) A% DA RS R T A E i (Flavell, 1979). fESAES R RE , #EATRIME
PPAT T AL 22 A4S B RN 0 S 58, MATTRERS BOR B 8 RIS R, KO e A S S 1E, AR
MR AR TCIANRIBE T B AR RIS 2R FE . BT TT 2R W [R) A VA7 B S e 8 e 2 2 28 J0 U S0 B0 4 Jee (1
0, 2017). MR AR IS B CRE SRRV R S A, S ORI RS2 [ A B SR SR
fro PRI E KM ORI, AEREEIRAESENRA, KIAARE RO ERELREET
AU FIRE RS, T SRS IR B SRR =, 2016). FEHHEPOTANH M ORI i, 2
AR R AR VRGO, X E SRS ERET Y B S RITTIN, 804 e B SR B K (E 55 9%, 2015).

Nt AR AR TOIN R e, 30A T DUR B — S5 RO F8 Tt 9 40 0 e T A7 I8 12 0 B 9 fi
HARAN G B i) S, 10 AN fi] S R 4 PR ER At P o il [ f 5 i B AR i R AT, FE B 22 A A
REE S0 A AT 2 ot (5 (Zhu, 2017) 0 BEANERT CLE R AE PP AR R, 45 22 AR SR WA i 5 4
PRAE, ALFEPEPEOY AT RL(LI, 2020), DRONIXR] UAHEBh AR AT ER B D S ER I, IR ARATE
B n it -

4, &Eig

FFEPEAT RSB TR RE M, AP A AR SRR AR, e B R 3R AR 500 .
EATRE RN E R, RS EER, WRaE. FEE T M iR, Hik, R
PP E SR SR ECE TN BE 2 I RIEMN ], A B2 A 80 AR AR 7T v 1 i 1 AR
FEVEOT (S B N2 AT FEAERE IR, AR TE AT LARE— 2D BRI A [RI SR AL 19 [ R 1A LA S Sl 58 B 45 )
PR REAH A

S E 3wk
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R AR (2021). AT 55 1 1l oK 2 AR A 5 1 R BRI R I SRR SR . A2 2517, (23), 16-17.
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