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The effects on academic achievements of both recording reflective

journals and receiving feedback in technical writing
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“School of Basic Science, Hanbat National University

ABSTRACT

This study is about the influence of recording reflective journals and receiving feedback from professors on academic achievements
in technical writing. We analyzed the differences between the test group who had recorded reflective journals and getting feedback,
and the control group who had gotten feedback without reflective journals. And we compared academic achievements by conducting
both professor evaluation and peer evaluation in technical writing. The results showed better learning effect, learning satisfaction and
academic achievements in the test group than the other.
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Fig. 1 The circulation process of writing feedback
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Fig. 2 An example of a reflective journal from a student
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