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Design of Peer Assessment in xXMOOCs

XU Tao

( College of Foreign Language, Tongji University , Shanghat 200092 , China )

Abstract . Because of rapid development and adoption of ICT in global education, MOOCs have been applauded as
the disruptive technology and practice in higher education. Since 2011, xMOOCs has become increasingly accepted
and practiced in higher education, and 2012 is called “the Year of MOOCs. ” However , the learning outcomes evalu-
ation in xMOOCs remains as one of the biggest challenges to teachers, researchers and learners. In order to overcome
such a challenge , peer assessment has been viewed as one of such potential solutions.

Aligned with this assumption, the author conducted a literature review focusing on peer assessment. The purpose
of the literature review is to track peer assessment research and development , and to identify different learning measure-
ment strategies. The literature were mainly collected from ERIC, a database on educational reports, evaluations, and
research from the Educational Resources Information Center, consisting of Resources in Education Index, and Current
Index to Journals in Education. Additionally, some relevant articles from Google Scholar were also collected. In the
literature review , the author also employed his personal experience and observation when participating in the Small On-
line Open Course offered by the College of Educationat Florida State University as a visiting scholar.

The author proposed five design models of peer assessment to measure xMOOC learners on a large scale. These
models include . peer grading model, expert—playing model, social network model of peer evaluation, intercultural
model of peer assessment , and critical peer assessment model , respectively. Each model was analyzed with their imple-
mentation , merits and demerits in actual xMOOC learning environments. Additionally the authors discussed design is-
sues and criteria for peer assessment and future research directions. At the end, the author recommended to use five de-
sign models as assessment tools in xMOOCs and as exemplary models to guide future design in assessing massive online
learners.

Key words . xMOOCs ; peer assessment ; design models
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