AR KRB EFF WS B E EERA Y 5 —
e BR%E H6%5 GESHE 165) 1 49 ~58 (2008 4E3 H)

BARARZEZEEDEMEXIZEITSpeer feedback®D AIFEMEIZDULNT
FHEEKM  BLATEE " HFRR

BE

ARWFITIE, #ERH S O feedback & peer feedback D EATHFSE 2 HEEL L, HARDF L TIT
OIUTWAHEMERREDOERELEE X, HARAPFAOEEIEEICIE, FOX57ET
peer feedback 2 HX D AN L B2 DN EMRFET 2 2 L 2 BN E T 5,

T TEHEFEEL, BITMRENPOHALNCEN TSI EERBE LN D, BIEXHEED
H1Z peer feedback MY ANTHEET LV AERT 52 & & L,

FATFFRIZ OV THE LR, BARARFAI feedback B0 AN HBRITIE, AESP
FHEERE LT peer DA S, feedback D hL—=27, EXEL, HCOHE, @EIZGC
7o feedback DEH &) RICHE LR ITIER LW ERH LN -T2,

INBEZT, EEOREDF T peer feedback D ANTIFEET LV ERETH &
L35,

[¥—7—F] peer feedback #ffiZ» 5 @ feedback fHETET /L HCORTIERE

1. FEHIC

peer L1X, TRIZD, KZED|] W) EWRT, KRHFIEIZET D peer feedback & 1%, Y
FENHVIZHEFERFEWTZHESIC feedback % 5- 2 HIEEN 257, peer feedback |%, EXF
D7 atRAEBEMTHIFEHFEO—272, i (2002) (%, peer feedback & X fEX 7' =
TAOFTERERLEOD NI NV—T (X7, HDHWETV—T) TEBHEVWOEIIZDS
WTEXTLHRATFOMNGELZB LN OB LE OMEUEE) &L TWnD,

feedback (Z1%, Zhfin~ 5 O feedback & 5 FHAHAIZAT 9 peer feedback D 2 D03 dH %,
F 72, feedback D HIEIC Y, EFERRY Z5T1IET 2 EHEE feedback & 7RV OEFTIZ FAREZ 51V
720, THRESIWTEHVDOXA THR LY T 578 EDREE feedback D 2 D3 H 5,

ARWFgEIE, FEFR LA WIC feedback & 5 %A 9 peer feedback IZE S A YT, HAA
HEEAEIZIXED X D 72 JE T peer feedback ZEL Y AN HH N TH D DN EMRIET D,

Z @ peer feedback DFEFHAITY H & LT, Ferris and Hedgcock (1998) 1%, <Ffd 25 Himm
EBIZ, OFnv 2 2EHM LCEXRHRERT, FoERBETHLHEETE S, QfFAFHE

(collaborative learning) & LT, N&EDA U X T 7 v a RN EEZ L LT, OF
TEBEBHERLELC, AU XTI a rRNE SEEGICEN S L B ET, peer
feedback #XFfLCW5, Z L TCEE ELOERIZ, (7)FEENELOFHITHBW CHEM
BB EZRT2T, OEARMOHEAFNPORICREMEZZ T2 R TES, (V)HEFD
EXDOEFT - B2 A5 Z LICXVBDICEEZDT, ALRZWMVRZIENTEHZ &
EETCWD, MICETE LT, (7)REPLMEICERZMTTETLEY, 2EF0H
EABNCT L2035, (M)FEBFFBKR RIS TLRWaA L NEeT 5208305,
(D)FFITR L, Bodiy, ERAR, @EICHHEN T, REUICR 208305 L 22%0T
TW5,

M5 D feedback DENFIZHOWNTITE S < ORI HE SN TWDH D, K, #H
FlC & o TXFMCRE DB 020 DEZEOFNCE DR FRIT N L ) HES, FEENZIT
HIZRDLERTLIOOLH D, IS, TERICBT ZFMEHREOHT T, RETL WD
DTN ORI ZEL, TOMPBEINANLTHS Z L, FHIFEEZEHENQTHLHE L
AN ZIRTAEEDNDEN) ZEHBIHEE L THD, FRBEHMM CTHILITHED 2R L
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TWHZEThHA,

2T, ARWFGCITASFE, AN D O feedback & N peer feedback |22\ T HefTHIFZE 2 4%
BL, E=2V 7 0hBRo&, FHEMRNEEV, EENRFZEERENTFIZO L)
hER D HFF S D peer feedback DA N RIEEET N ERET HZ L &T 5,

2. RITBIR
2-1 BARANPREDOREXICBETHRYDOHER

IR (1994) 1%, AARNICHET 2 8EXORY 2, XL~ T, O « RalHEA4FEO
BA (B 2131 got a good information.<— a VN5 72VY), @EFADOFAM (# 2 (X This is one of
reasons we should study English.< the reason), @7 DRI (People are kindness.<— People are
kind to me.), @OFEEMEEDEAE AL (The number of homeless people has recently risen
steeply has led to a commission of enquiry has been set up by the government.<— The recent steep
rise in the number of homeless people has led to a commission of enquiry being set up by the
government.) Z fEf L, #KFEL XV TlE, @OFEXOXRE, ©XEXDOD72nD
(cohesion/coherence) D KN, DEDHLY < ENWFWFHIZOWTHERHL WS, 2L T, Ok
@@Lﬁv&wm@of%%émﬁvx&—f%ﬁwi%@H?%5kLfméo

e, Eﬁ)\qj%‘ré@%{’ﬁjt BT 50 DM Z RS L, 4G OBEECER, wEF,
H%‘:ﬁ%' DR, FZEYHIC féi/f%%ﬁ\@?l%iﬁ% RS D H DR, £, AR

DEEE X ﬂl; IEDOFRY b2 Rbh o,

ﬁi%ﬁ FOHLTOREIXTIE, ARDHDND Z ENRVA, RIETHE, MAXe
A —FHEE bOIBRERVWVIELZENEHL XA LA TETEY, ZO8%4A, cohesion
K> coherence (ZfENH D7 — AL HTL 5,

B DOFAY IZ%F L T peer feedback 2 ED L D ITHZNEH L T E WD OBARNFSE
DEBTH %,

2-2 #HEhH D DfeedbacklZDNT

M5 D feedback X, FHEOFEIFHZ XL, FEEZHERM T T DL LT
HEZLE SN, 1970 ERDOMHFEINTE =, HhliN S O feedback [ ZITEEX 72 BHINE
Z B % (Hyland and Hyland 2006)75§, FiZ, OFBREOIA T+ TR EM ESED
72, QFEEZFEOEBEMITOH ﬁzb;hfb\é EEZOND, ZTOZ L, HROFE
RICE T HHEEHRE CERITON TV IHEENIC L 2 BEIC LY I EL EELBND,
FEREOTAT 4 TR XL BEAAD L, FOHBOFEFEFEITH M L THERY
FHATWS ZENTEL L) BRAEIERELILETH D,

HETiH 6 D feedback DHHE LT, Wingfield (1975) 1%, R OOMELETE, 2%
feedback %z, QFAMNFRY ZFTIET 5, QHAEOIMEXLORBEIZ A MROHEEL ST 5,
Q#BEMN DEETHAE—ANOE VIZEEY ZFHT 5, QFEHN 7 7 ALKIZFRY 2HI/R LT
MAEMZD, @FBENFTIEOE Y Fabx2, AENPEHSTEYVAZET, 215 52501

WL TCWD, £72, Ferris(199N 1%, 74 7 4 > 7 #4583 2 HMOITE 2 EHIC
blzo TBIELRER, ZHETD feedback D RFH & L“C DOEVFELWEHREZRD S, OF
T%ﬁﬁ%ﬁztbﬁﬁ®£k%¢é OHERICEN S L D BT LWERZ 525, @F

BHEDOEXD B W EIZOWTEHEMZ feedback %Erzé, EIRRTWND, ZOffIC Zamel
(1985) 1%, #ENFIEmEPITr —A N7 T —IZEB LAL T, L0V RIAQRERCHERICE
THOMBESIZRDNRVER RN H D Z L0, #HAEFDa Ay MI—BWERero7eh, BE
HIThHo720, BIRZ 72052 LHHOMIILTWS, ZDOZ D Zamel X, Z A
ORI ZEE U RELZRTH L, a A MIAKICTS 2L, ala=r—
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TarbEOMRIZERTLZIE2ERLTND,

BEfIEg 72 6 0 & LT, Truscott (1996) 1%, ZFfino @ feedback (22T, =7 —iRHIIX
RNV, SEEBO 7o AZEH L TWDAOTHENHDIIZT N, oz g
DN EWVWIERREEE 2, Ao CERNEGEEDOM EICHEEETHLEL, =T —I
HIITEAESLHBIZS S D LWFETIE R, o THTELIRETHS, EFEELTWD

L2oxL, ARWFFEIE, peer feedback D FHhMEZIBEZE L TW H T, R UFEEE~D feedback
WY BLENDHERD D D feedback IZOWTHLMIZENTWAIIRLZUIVEEL TEX D
ZEIETERNWED, TOFEMEERD, TNOLEIEH L2 L2 HE L T\ <15
ARV A NP RV

Ferris (2003) 1%, #hfin~ 5 @ feedback (2R3 5 EATHIIE A £ & 8, OHENDH D feedback
IR TH D LHE L TWAIFENZ W2 L, @EFE feedback LV B4 feedback @D J7 73
WRITZE LTV OMENZ N L, S HICOMEE feedback DHA, THEBICIRY OJFRRF
1) t ‘/ I\ ERBREBEMITTEIFRIRATHL L2k TWE, T b %EBRANFZEA

ICE XA TEXTCHATELA, WITNLHEEBIZEADHZ LTl LT

*O®ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁzf<éo%Wi%%@ﬁ%@loﬁ%%%’Eaﬂﬁf%é%*?)
VI NEERTDH I ETHNIE, FEFICHEWIZR S, Ebb\ﬁ/ﬁ%%ﬁéﬁ“é_
CIFAEFEICE S THLHEENIZE > THHE L TH Y (Corder 1967), [EHE feedback % WA TR
LARMBIREICAENL TV NEW) Z ENBUIEHEOMBE L 25, #(1994) 1, ﬁﬁ%&
m%mk%iifﬁ5$%ﬁbi EMEREET-TFEETE T LV BHEREETL 2L,
FRFICASD TRV ZRDIT CETETDOENIH LT L LVIEETHLRVE LTS,
B (1990 13 F 72, BB DHEMITTHRIZT T LW, DREEHDITH DT ZRWATRE
DA, BERODNTWVDIEINLINEDEREZIToTWVWDL, 2D &L, FEED
BEFE ST U T feedback DMEMEAZRIE L THE Y, HEHRG T HoBE L2 TNIERS
NI EThDHEEZD,

TS DTN S, FEEITIIMEE feedback TR 52 D72 TR E W I ED better
ThHhHEWH ZENFZXEOEN, ZK L, ERNDOLEITHFFE TIX, Robb, Ross and
Shortreed (1986) <° Hatori, Kanatani, Ito and Noda(1990) 7%, [E$% feedback # 52 7-3H& & T
B, REEfT & T#7e & DOR#E feedback DSf %28 2 T feedback % 5- 2 o376 & # R L7
R COFETHAERFEOMRNITE TR FEL WD, 77, )S’a)ll - & 11 (2000)
Th, F#RE5|< RB#E feedback & 5 2 7238 & feedback 2 &< B2 o724 L Tlidk
EOMRIZE TR hoTmE LT D, %nf , WEANOBHFZEEHREITAARAICITE TEED
RODTHAS I D, ZOFIFEIZOWT, DeKeyser (1993) (% Robb et al. (1986) DHFFE#E F1C
DUNT, E72#F(1996) 1%, Hatori et al. (1990) IZ DWW TRIEA Z R L TR0, I TOHF
TRERERPARANIEIH TUIEL RV EIFE ARV EHET 5,

ZD X I, ED feedback NE LRI THDLNE WS Z LIZEAL T, HAr - B -
BHEE O SHIEOFMt 2 & b & ZE L= LT, feedback DERUIC L BEEDOENIZHON
TRBIZARERITE 7720 B2, Kanatani et al(1993) Tk XS5 CWA L9, FL
feedback #5272 L ChH, FEEOHEEN L THEPELRLZZ L THEINDTZD
BHEIXTERWVWEAY, 2O LI, FREALGORIEI feedback ZH Y A5 ETH4ED
BIN2dnEhornwl Thsd,

HEMIZ X 5 feedback I[Zxf T 2 FEHEDEMIZONTHMHELR RSN TV D, Bl 2 1E, Leki
(1991) TlX, FHFIL, FHA O OLENRT T —~D feedback LHEFIZDONTD T A
MIBLTHEEBELTEISATWDZ EXRHE I TV D, Kanatani et al. (1993) TH HAD
ARG L LIEAE T, 8 E T feedback 2 L < R TWAHZ EZHALMMZL TV,
Ferris (1995) TlX, 13 & A OB DHEM N D D feedback (FEZIZLDO EHE LTV 5,
F 7=, FEHNN D D feedback D H T IEA /2= T —~D feedback & LBIcfHM AN H D Z &N
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%L DIATH R THESIN TS, Leki(199) 2 Xk 2 &, AL, MhiE-S 245 ICHIZ D
JTCTELWEZZEWNWZY, BV 252N EELEATVD EHRELTVD,

IO DRFZENS, FEE XA S D feedback LA TEY, SHICFNHIFEICT
DELDTHHEWVIRBERF - TVWDHRLENWIZLENEZDHEAH, LL, ZOZ LT,
FEENRBDOENTZELEZHENEL CK<NDERW, BoOE=2Y 7 %+5@0
R WAREHENH D Z 2R L TWD, DFEVEEHEMN correction (2% L T HHIR
KT DDOTERWNEWVWIEENH DD TH D, peer feedback ZIEHT DERICIX, =
D EWCH RS LTI 570,

EXEHLICOWTHEZL DIFERREINTWS, EXE L &I, #EiH551) 7~ feedback
L EIWCFEEPEDDORIELEZFTIET S22 & TH D, Ferris(2003) 12 kD &, SLATHIEE
EMBLI-E A, EXEHLIIAENTHDL ETHMIENZVE LTS, Ashwell (2000)
1%, EEXELOBE, 8 EIT 70%FE O feedback Z1E AT 5 & LT 5, Ferris (1997) %,
HETDOa AL FOEFTHEEEMTOEZELBERDS 2 L, FHROFRSOEIZONT
DFHEZ A IPREBZELICBWTREREELELT 2L, Dbz nwa Xk
TFEELZRILSIEDLTEOBTHIRETHLZ EE2WMEL TS, 7272 L, Hyland (1998)
LB E, FNENOFEEENEDOFEIED feedback & 5 7>, ZEli D feedback & & DFEJE
EXELICE DVZITEAZEZERHDLOT, HAEZZZELLLHEERLETHL EERLT
W5,

EN TIEEF (1996) 28, EHIRIATSE C, B feedback # FZEHICEHE 2T, EXHELA2SHE
TG a L SERPoltGE AR LIEHR, EXELAZSELLARMINICAETHD
EHELTWD, Zhizxt L, EJI - & (2000) & &l - &JI11(2001) TiE, EHARAFIED
R, EXELUIIEHERIZEDDIN, ELEBITHE EWMELTWDS, 5122 DAk
e LR, RERUICEXELREFAOERSOR EIZFEETI2OARTHDL E LTS,
HIE (2005) 1%, HARANERAEZRSGE LIS T, ZENOD feedback 1, ZiLH K TIXAERE
DFANELIZB T DHFEI 2 MIX T RITIE <, ZETD feedback Z B F 2 7 AFEOEESEL
DNERIXT ZEICHFEGTHE LTS, WH (2002) 1%, FhfiD feedback 13315 M UME AL
IZBWTTH) ZENKVHENTHLELTND,

HEIDO 3 A NIt A7 EBFOREIZET W% TlX, Radechi & Swales (1988) 23,
FEFIXFOSEL T IR E T, BRI EER EHRE L T D,

2-3 peer feedbackiTDULVT

INETORATHIEZ BT 5 &, peer feedback IZOWTIZEENH Y, wimDfbimi
HTWwZwy, ZOEEE LT, feedback D HESRCHED LIRS, MHDLEE S, feedback
H 2 HEFH, B EOSREBHE ST RWENRET LD, LrL, Hx O
WEEZHARAFEAOERELZBL LEDELLESITHED THAI EEZOLNDIBDHEL
HoHDT, MEICHmZERTWHEZ,

Leki(1990), Connor and Asenavage (1994), Carson and Nelson (1996) 72 (%, peer feedback
IR AR DY, EEZHEXAEELHDL EWVHIEBNG, EIEXRETH O Z L ITHME
HIThH D, fENIZ, FFREOEFEIAEMEDIT O feedback DIFHEM:, AFER L ANFIBIMR
%, RNZRFINWOnZET s, L, RFEIEHEARANFZAORIEIRE TS
% peer feedback DHNEZIRFET 2 Z L A HAYE T 5728, peer feedback % FEMRHY I TE
THMBGIIND, e aifEET 52 L 95,

Witbeck (1976) 1%, #ERITHON TEXHAiN D ORI EIXFE B ICZITHORENFIZD
WTLEIZOER/2NE L, FEENTL—T7 T ZFTIET 5D peer correction
procedure ZHER L T\ 5, ZiZix, OHEMN B E AT, 1EXDORY 26 L,
HEMOFERICHE S T NV—TNTRY ZHEMLEWVITIET 5, QAR L7EXE#
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FIZZAEHIZ 2 N 1THEICR > T D AEREICEM L, MEICRRY Z3TIEL TESEIED, O
F’n'ﬂ%ﬁ?ﬂ%@ 1T, #HAioe » F&ED | 1”5\7/1/—7 TETET 5, @QFTIET XX EFT &%
L7EX %, WIDITHEAEEID, RIZEITNV—TI25 2, FTIETRERV EZESLLIE®RAE
FBIATESE D, OD4ODBENRINTWD, ZOHEOERNL, EENOAFEDOM
DEZETEEZBELC, FTECSLERL—LEESEL, BOIIEICS2E LD TH- T,
HAOTETORRTIERWI LZBETELIRTHDHE LTINS,

kM7 5 O feedback & O EL#E CTld, Chaudron (1984), Hedgcock and Lefkowitz (1994), Caulk
(1994) 1%, peer feedback (F#kHfiN 5 D feedback ERIEEDOHE N H L E L TWD, T2,
Paulus (1999) |%, writing TOFEEFNFTIET 5 feedback & (il @ feedback (Z-DUVNTC,
BERIOT 7 A NEEEZRDT 7 A N LTE/RER, FAEOFTIEXANTE 72205, il
D feedback [FFEEEZED LD LD b I b TncE LTnD,

Mendonca and Johnson (1994) 1%, 53 X peer feedback % #5 G AT H D TiE7e<, H
DCEZRNDOIEXDEIEZITH) Z B bholzbl LTS, £z, f v Fba—fERE
D, FEEIT peer feedback Z#ZHNHOHLDEEZTWNWDHZ ELHALMNIZR -T2, AEEED
B, L2 747 4 > 7IZF81F % peer feedback O B M b 2E 2 OVESLIZ I 5 peer feedback
DAl A 587 L T\ 5,

Jacobs(1989) 1L, X7 CTOMESCIEE) TRIE - 72 peer feedback % 52 1 72356 I ESCIZER

BEBRHDE D DA FEFERITHREE L2 #5258, E > 72 peer feedback ZPFEﬁJ&lJ\% BT HZ
ENI N E b Y, Jacobs IE, peer feedback X° 7 /L— 7 TONESIEEIN H o EAEX
FERICHAANDONDRELZLEFRL TS, LL, ZOREETHFFERTIEHEV HT
TELRWEB XD, FFEDORWELEIL, B TIELWNE I DOHEIN TEX RN,
TOEFRYDFTIEZZ T ANDAIBENHDHOT, FELRTNITXZRBR0,

Masaki (1997) i%, peer feedback DR %% A L 7= #EH, peer feedback 23 H IZZNR DB 5
fREELETEHEWWINARNWZ L 2R, BEXOEZELOMAEFTEZ LoD LIEET S
ZER, WENUSLUTXTEHEEL Z ENMEL LTS,

(hﬁ&%@i%%@#% FEE D feedback D D H, ZLHRIEFRIT 89 %dH Y, HEHA
RV Do T YRR D 60 % H LA L, peer feedback |LFEfA 5 @ feedback & #H
M THDHEEFERELTWD, LL, TR FAEOEERENEZEZE XD L, BEMD feedback
& peer feedback |ZAHMAI 2 BALRICH D L ITF A WTIEA 9,

Ferris (1999) 1%, Peer-Self-Feedback [ZFE L~ )LD =TT — % 5 L, audience-conscious (i
HFEW,) T HELT05D,

BB L WO BENLOMERE S H D, Swain(1997) 12K D &, BFHAI 72658
IZBWT, FEHEISHETOMEZMERL T, SEICOVTOMMEABEL XS LT 25,
Vygotsky (1987) 1%, FENELZ 572D X 0 M~ H 25 NOGFEENKLET, O ANDH
FIZE > TFEEHFITIRETLHIENTEDLHE LTS, Tudge(1990) X° Wells (1999) 1%
peer-peer DA % T 7 v a o TCHFEHEITMLIND Z & ZR LT, Storch (2000, 2001a
2001b) I3, %ﬁ%”fiigwﬁﬁéw% TdE S, FEEDPEICE R L Y TR
BEEAT > TV DEE, MAFEOCA Y N — 2 I3UEO EREOHE CHRMTH o7z & LT
5 Tang and T1thecott(1999) %, BT EO ML —= PR FEEEIL, 2TV

WEEHE LD GEXOBWMREENE 2, Aa7 b k-7 &b, BiflFEEICEs
MT 27200 N —=V I RRETHLHELTND,

MAFEMRICEE L2 RE S H D, TF(2000) 11X, BARARFAEZRHRE L TITo
7-#FgE & LC, [FIZE - B RTIEHEE (peer-self-editing) 73 = 7 —IRHAIIT & % [ HE & RAT
% EALEST, A FE2EW,T 5 (audience-conscious) FEJE % & (2 fH1T 5 2 & % W[ HE
2952 &R LTV, Flower(1979) 1X L WWESIFAFEE T, BVELEEXFE
HCThDHELTWS, Elbow(1987) 1%, BIJERZ2H A F (intimidating audience) Z4H7E 3
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HEREBZOSETARRMELRH H DT, BELEZEZIGD D MINIIHEAF 2 EEICEHRT
HZEL, TAT 4T EHL, TOBRTTAT 4T 20 FIF52BBECTHRATFEEHRL
T AFEEOHROEELEIELIONEE LNETEL TS, R (1998) 1%, HAGE
DOAESC (FRIZEHBIS0) B CTIIERFE CORMELHE & TR, HAFERDPFHETH
L EHELTND,

HARNZXSRE LIZAFgE s Ui, B (2000) 28, Y4727 T A « TA—T51F 54T 2
X, FIZE - BORTEEEL B RARFEDOEELHBICHREN TH DL AIREENE N E LT
Wb, E£72, FE(2007) 1%, Ferris(2002) @ peer-editing % B ¥ b1, WEEHAEL O K
AExIGE L, peer-editing DN R AE - T2 FEF, OBV EHOE SN L, FrICFEED
BMOICBWTZoEmRAR 6N L, QFFEMTHEBINT WV ELZITZINITSVER
D &g LTERESR, wmFlcB 3 238 0 iEf S uic < v, FEiE—8hE] agreement (ZBH L T
RUEREFMAZ AN, LWH ZEEFH LML TWD, Yakame (2005) 1%, 4
MWENONRT 7T 7R LTary b5 0%, MEEOBEENRA LTy 2R3 T
LUEINDIRENELHMIE L LN TEL L LTS, HHF(2003) 1340 A FFM O F]
RELT, OMENSFMEZZ T 5 Z & CEAII T, QM ICx T 2 BEEES A E N,
ZTHORBN L2 70s, OQFMEOBENE SO T X7 NMIIEHATE LI L5227 T
W5,

HARNFFAEZXTSR & LT peer feedback (2B % e TR 3EIEE D72, F)11(2000) 13,
EBXHRELABENRBVONTIZET oo AEED, peer feedback il L CTHEICEE
NaE, ELZ LT 2EABREAD Lz LTnD, E&£Q006) 1, Mtz &) LB
BT 7275 5 peer feedback B0 AT T#HES Z &) 2| UER, EXENHE2T-Z
&, BEfa e ChR o TXEMWMBMNICR 72l b, BNEX AHUICEZ I LTHE
BREmE-TmZ 2R ELTND,

peer feedback IZOWTITESNHDHZ &, FTLHARANRFAEL SR E LIZEATHENIZ
EAERNWT LIE, ZOMEORES 2R L TS,

LL, MHIZZNE THRITHFRE CTHRE SN TEERIE, BARAFTZEDOFEEIRED
WEICOIRED DD LI ND, Iz, FEENFHME L L COBRERF-O-I L TE
=XV T DONNOE, EEBHRFEEENEDIL, autonomy NERINDHETH D,
NI Y, FEAEDT O feedback DFFMENERNE WS DI LN TH LD, WANAR
HEEXCHEENMLETH DL Z TN TH D, ERICHFAEIZED L ) 72 feedback & W5
MEWVND Z LT/ BHDY, Ross(1982) 12 KD &, +F =% =B 7R o T kG R 72 &
SNDHEVICE L CREETELY, BAHCL2%EERT NIV ESIND, 272 LD
D6, Ttagaki and McNamus (1995) 1%, B /1 & W o THERRHE CETIE TIEN e 0 BE)N
HY, MIENDOE Y FEEXTROIBLERHDLE LTS, X, BEFTIEDTEIZL
WD DZ A 7L L TCREEERICET 2 b008% T 6 TS (Ross1982) 28, £D X5
PR VICK LU CIIESRE, O RERHEZRL TR FN I, 72770, EHETIEITRFICT
PMOAEFEZMBT 2 ETROERWVIFETH LD, EEHITCLEI 0O MHEE, #
WAL B2 5 BEEBE LIRS fERERH D (fF 1996), ZOZ b, BEENAENES L
TWDHMNE I DHMDPHER T DMENH D, ZIT XV feedback DEWZ TN ME L 725,
% peer I TITH Z LI ARAIEETH D78, feedback DL FH A fE— L, HAKHIITITHER
B O feedback #1795 Z & L MBEIZRHA[REEME L H D,

Ko TARMZETIL, WAWARZEZHEEL, DX 97K T peer feedback ZHL D AL
TV DB EVDONERIEL TV T L ET 5,
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3. HRICTDOIVT
3-1 H#M

RKIFFEDOAEFEED HHIL, ZAid 5 O feedback M N peer feedback (2D T D AEATHFIE &
WMELL, FEEICEST, TE=X2 VT ONRHOE, FEHERPZEEY, IRk
ENRFIZO LW R EFE S 4, FERITIXREI O R OHIJE A5 CTX 5 peer
feedback DENRIEEET NV ERET HZ L ThH D,

3-2 YY—F-HIRFIY
1 BEARAHRZAOTEIREIZIL, ED X972 T peer feedback ZHL Y A= HHZ
7
2 peer feedback |%, FEEICHBITH2BCFTIERENZEOHDH T ENTE D,

3-3 WIREATE
3-3-1 X&
SLAETTH N A5 3 FESGERLRINFEZ R EREZ R ET 5,

3-3-2 IHEHIM
Rk 2 0 A 1 FHIRIC 8EAT 9,

3-3-3 B/WETNICDOINT

FREDFNEEL LT, peer feedback ZHL D AL 2D DIZ&HT-Y, peer feedback (Z-DUNT D
HZITV, ZANSBESTELMTIEBICHOWTHYEMAZXK D, FDWIZ, feedback D
flzrml, FTERIAY NOMEFEZHE T D, SBENTAY OFTEOHFEE LT, M
feedback Z £ T 5, ZTAUXLATHZE CH EEE feedback D FNZERH D V) T & &,
Y OFNELZENWTMANICHL RO BT ZENE=LV L ITDHEERTHDT
X2 NN EEZITND Th D, feedback DEIZ DWW TITEATHE TEDMENMEIZHOWNT
NI TS,

D%, ERICEEEEI 21T, BN ER Ny 7 252, NXT 7T 72E T 5,
FIPREERIE 2 543 &35, BEHCCCEICE L CidfricfErna &3, WEEZRE TR
Fnwbobd s, BEEOHERITED D, HIRFER%ZIT peer Rl TIEXLAZAZH L, feedback
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