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Research on the Mechanism of Online Collaborative Assessment that Promote Knowledge Representation
Ma Zhigiang', Long Qingin’, Wang Jing' & Wang Qiushuang?
(1.Research Center for Educational Informatization, Jiangnan University, Wuxi Jiangsu 214000;

2.Teaching and Research Center of Public Computer, Jilin University, Changchun Jilin 130000 )

[Abstract] Knowledge representation is a hot topic concerned by online collaborative learning. Existing researches have tried
to promote students’ level of knowledge representation by peer—collaborative assessment. However, there still lack of sufficient con-
cerns about the development of effective assessment criteria to promote students’ level of knowledge representation. Therefore, based
on knowledge representation of concept map, this study explored the rubrics formation mechanism of collaborative assessment which
facilitate students’ level of knowledge representation by using quasi—experimental research method, questionnaire method and obser-
vation method. The study concluded that compared to student collaborative developing assessment criteria, providing assessment crite -
ria by teacher was a better way to promote students’ level of knowledge representation. What’s more, the clarity of description of as-
sessment criteria influenced the quality of the structure and concept linking of students’ concept maps. According to the conclusions,
this study raised the strategies for developing collaborative assessment criteria which promotes students ’ level of knowledge represen-
tation and proposed follow—up research prospects.

[Keywords] Knowledge representation; Peer assessment; Concept map assessment; Mechanism of online assessment
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