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Peer review in college English writing class: Based on the experiment for 135 students

HU Cha-juan, ZHANG Ying-chun
(School of Language and Culture, Nanjing University of Information Science and Technology, Nanjing 210044, China)

Abstract: Although peer review originates from the native writing class, it has been shown to be beneficial in many
second-language writing classrooms. The purpose of this study is to determine the benefits of peer review to the students
with different English proficiency levels. Results indicate that: students in the experimental class do better in grasping the
theme and structure of an article while the students in control group show more skills in using proper words when writing.
Students at the intermediate proficiency level made more progress than those at the higher proficiency level, and the
students with lower proficiency level in the experimental class achieve more in grasping the theme and structure of an

article.
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