RESEE ST T ERERIES (F R IE T B
— BT MR Eé‘»*iili’ifﬂﬂlzlsﬁ

R, BE*
BN KFHE EE, WM
DOI:10. 62836/ jer. v4n5. 1099

@ Global Science Publishing

=

WE: AoKEEEEASEY, HARIENKRIGE R ARD. RITMEKS AL LB RLFASE
Hi, AT REZTEAEIFT BEHREFNORNBLE, AL UL R—FAFREN L,
AL, B, Bt X ALA LW EEEE 5P, thEHIT R . GPT-5 Fast, GPT-5 Thlnklngf)
GPT-5 Thinking+ AR T AP 77 XA R/, o —B M., R FEk, FL# T R FIIRES
WA EF. AR KB HEEBEA A BREB, THRER AP0 —HME ELRESL ﬁﬁ&m;
v AP BRI 7 R ¥ R A B A A ST, 12 B AR E L “ T R AT ~GPT-5 Thinking+] 4 A3 >GPT-5
Thinking>GPT-5 Fast” #94# &; &/ = AL HF GA/E 8 AR RRIT 5 EMERBIETHR, ALEW, K
BERAT AR SR EBEEN R TNOAZHHTE, BARKFMERRAETEZEERNALL R
AH, mBKkTRTET. FMARREAREKT L5 T OANDBR G . AL E “FIFlex—EA
mi—5 & F7 0 F R FE B ER R IR RS 42 .
KA KiETAA; SRFEIEBME; BN RER; AR

A Study on the Formative Assessment Mechanism of College
English Writing Supported by Large Language Models
—A Comparison of Teacher Feedback and Multi-Model
Feedback

Chenyang Ren, Hong Wei*

Department of Education, Wenzhou University, Wenzhou, Zhejiang

Abstract: Formative assessment in college English writing has long been constrained by high feedback costs, limited
feedback frequency, and insufficient personalized support. To explore an optimized path for formative assessment
supported by large language models, this study investigated four feedback modes—teacher feedback, GPT-5 Fast,
GPT-5 Thinking, and GPT-5 Thinking with few-shot prompting—among 96 first-year graduate students across
four writing genres: narration, practical writing, argumentation, and exposition. The analysis focused on feedback
features, scoring consistency, feedback uptake, writing improvement, and learning experience. The results showed
that the optimized reasoning model with few-shot prompting was the closest to teacher feedback in terms of
specific suggestions, actionable feedback, and scoring consistency. All four feedback modes promoted students’

writing revision, but the overall pattern was: teacher feedback~GPT-5 Thinking with few-shot prompting>GPT-5
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Thinking>GPT-5 Fast. High-quality feedback was also associated with increased writing self-efficacy and reduced
writing anxiety. The findings suggest that large language models can serve as effective auxiliary tools for formative
assessment in college English writing; however, their educational value depends not simply on the use of Al itself,
but on prompt design, evaluation criteria, and a teacher-led human—AlI collaborative mechanism. Based on these
findings, the study proposes an optimization path of formative assessment in college English writing characterized
by teacher guidance, model-supported refinement, and student implementation.

Keywords: large language models; college English writing; formative assessment; feedback uptake; human-Al

collaboration
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