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Table 1 Handwritten test character list
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T353R 8379 43, BT B (AEAEI 5K 85.41 43, A
PR

S 56 UE 2 A BT 45 5 MR AR SR 5 % S 4 R 5kt
IS5 R U 5 T4, AT T 4 2 A 09 Al i i
FTHRHERFZES . 45RER, HITASHIBAY S
AIIRTEAE B 225 (WA p=0.282>0.05; HJiiB:
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SN S LRI AR A S T

F2 F-RNFHEVXEREDF
Table 2 Descriptive analysis of the first round of Chinese character writing tests

SERE (43 bR pfH
H A U B Hi A i B O A U B
HERRA 85.18 84.32 5.54 5.30
JUIE T AL 82.47 85.50 .33 737
0.282 0.531
ELEER R S HOT O Sk A A 83.72 86.42 6.03 6.29
Mt 83.79 85.41 6.63 6.32
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Table 3 Descriptive analysis of the second round of Chinese character writing tests

EEE (4) PRt P
Zii A Holfi B Hoi A Holfi B Hoti A i B
FHE R 88.91 92.44 7.32 5.00 0.0000 0.001
JUIEH R 91.67 93.37 5.44 230 0.0001 0.0009
p 3
Eﬁ%ﬁf/&ﬁmﬂ % 94.73 92.18 3.83 6.65 0.0001 0.0031
ey
it 91.77 92.66 5.53 4.65
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FHE RSN G HA G L, AT 5 R/
I A S BB T T AR A T A% S5 EIR,
HERRAT, WA RIS I 4 2 O
Mg, HAPEm A B2 RN TR E g5 H
B3 (p=0.0000<0.001, p=0.001<0.05) . JCIET i
AP, PIZE A 0 BV 0 Bt ) A 2 T T
g, HPHE B AR TE RS NSiE R E R
# (p=0.0001<0.001, p=0.0009<0.001) . HIEit5
O TSk RBRAR LS S A, WL AR Y R RS SR 4
AR, SREA58IE XL (p=0.0001<0.001,
p=0.0031<0.05) . WHAEARVLH, FHATESTFE A
IR BT 25, WFERE RS Irigst,
TR LY B A5 %o 2 L2 DUE B A — 8 IR AE -
ELKETIN 5 RS D0 A gkt LT, R O A Y

“CHBRURS ML RS AAS A A 1 R B S S LR
MEETF9.55 4, BERELF; BUHB il s a1
BB S 00 .55 L BT 25 T 7.864% , W2 B Y22 AE T
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FROCT o 8 XA R G 5 KB, SERT S
WIS b 2 A I A s, LS RIS D S A
W, EHER AL AR S O 0 Sk R AR S A A
A W SR BT T R, R HUT A 2R
43R 94.20 43, U B M5 A 19153 R 95.24 43, A
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Table 4 Descriptive analysis of the third round of Chinese character writing tests

N 4UN) SEEE (4) bR p H (Fi%e)

Hi A i B Hi A A B i A i B A A A B

) 0.0000 0.0001

HEERA 11 11 93.00 95.11 4.41 3.20 0.3260 0.3690

S 0.0000 0.0002

JUIHEF AL 16 17 93.83 94.82 2.77 2.46 0.066 0.0048

BRI S EOE Ak 0.0011 0.0000

% A A 18 18 95.76 95.79 3.38 2.29 0.4660 0.3260
it 45 46 94.20 95.24 3.52 2.65

TEPAG =R W FBENRSIZ )5, A=A
FHRERESVEME T HAGE R, T B0 wirl
SRERS ST RO S S AE SR, 3BT TR
XA T AR . S5

EERRSAT, BOW A AR SIS 2
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Table 5 Independent samples t-test statistics

i SRl FERS S

HfERRA 0.8919 0.3236 0.4792

JLHE R AL 0.5024 0.1814 0.0280

B SR S0 K USRS A 2 0.1986 0.6581 0.2084

H 42 SERHR AT AL, TR AN 80U R EB Y ] — et B
Jrak CANOm A FZOW B A E B ) X2 A iUy
BE RSB F W ZEN AR, T Kss R IR E2E R
(p>0.05) o JXUERH WAL Z0T Y ] 285 S48 20 A T T iy
BT R, HERR T AR W) AR R A R SRR
FLE R4 . BRSBTS AR B 2
(p>0.05) , X UEHAJI N AS TR B0 (1 TR 28 21 45 R At
FURMCRAR Y o LRSI P 5 2800 (Y T 75 IR A~ 2R
DUT- 5 LS8 2 T B RS A R B Bt
FSkARSE A RS (p=0.0280<0.05) o XiHI, BfiFF
A2 SRR, SO ICIE T R A Kl
1. REMFA A FLEE ), BABBINMERER
#, BITCI W HOM S % R 5, R REA RO Bh 242k
PSR

O FHUNA 24 S e o A

R SRR BOMR B A R 24 5 B s X ) 2 A5
FAAEZESE , FATTN 24 B E J5 D 5 S8 B I U R et A T T
R ZE AR Jr 265001 Hob, WHRAFEBIN (00
A BB AR (AR, TTEFR
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Table 6 Two-factor analysis of variance for post-test

scores
IS pE
HomH 0.4562
2t R A 0.0791
ZHRHR 0.3133

H o8RRI T, O 3 &, #UHA -5 #0m
BREER AR AR EER (p=0.4562>0.1) ,
BV 57 28 VT 1) 2002 3 SR K 2 A4 Bt 00 ) 4855 i 1
BES, Wk UL, FAENNFE RS RS8R T
YA 2 BRI ZOM B M . A R i R 2ok
B, ASTR T 21 45 IR BRSO R e — B 5
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HAENF BT R IRTE — @ . WE 52
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SR UL R 45 R A5y sZ RN AR B RIVE T . aX—
S, BRI SR By 25 B R AT LA

F7 EREURSGENEZRFESH
Table 7 Two-factor analysis of variance for post-delay
test scores

% pfE
HITHE 0.1248
2N A 0.5591
R 0.1115

A TR A RN R, 1A R R A ) A 45 R
AR—F HITASETBABARH M R AT B 2R
(p=0.1248>0.1) ; ZIN-5 a4 5157 =X A8 B AN 7E
HE WSS B AR B ZES (p=0.111550.1) .
5 RS I BRGAR LY, SR 0 H AR ] 2 24 i I A )
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BB E DTS A BRI, d 5 N
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IR PN BN ARG SR A HE s, FATxE
MR BEAh, ASCHIGETT S A R 5 AT
30, BRRTF . BREE . SR & BT R A R B —
£, BARRIBINAIEE S B DOE B I EA R, B
U B8 BB AR AN SZ IR ] R A5

Xb AN TR O TR — 2 R R R 4 SR 2 b
B AT, PALEON B R — SRR R 2 A T RS
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W&, WFELEN BT 2 TE A S
TSR B O R R R S 300 1 Sk RS A, 2
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M TR AT E A, JEREEE AR M. b
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A Study on the Effectiveness of Teacher Error Correction
Feedback on Chinese Character Writing Acquisition among
Beginner Chinese Learners

Chen Xi Shao Pengbo
International Cultural Exchange College of Xinjiang University, Urumqi

Abstract: This study examined 91 students from the JAPK Vocational School affiliated with the Confucius Institute at
Jalal-Abad State University in Kyrgyzstan. Through quantitative and qualitative research, it investigated the differences
in effectiveness and attitude preferences among beginner Chinese learners regarding various types of error correction
feedback during Chinese character writing acquisition. Findings reveal: Different error correction feedback methods
yield varying effects on Chinese character writing acquisition, with metalinguistic feedback proving more effective.
Moreover, the effectiveness of teacher-provided error correction feedback is independent of individual teacher
characteristics. That is, regardless of which teacher employs which feedback method, student acquisition outcomes
remain consistent, indicating no synergistic effect between teacher identity and feedback type. Notably, the two feedback
methods deemed most effective by interviewed teachers (metalinguistic feedback and direct feedback combined with
teacher oral feedback) showed high consistency with student preferences and recognition. This further indicates that the
effectiveness of feedback methods is closely related to learners’ acceptance, comprehension, and engagement in actual
learning.

Key words: Error correction feedback; Beginner Chinese learners; Chinese character writing acquisition
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