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Effects of Presenting Evaluation Criteria Based on Informed Assessment
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This study aimed to investigate whether providing learners with evaluation
criteria enhances the effectiveness of feedback on a summarization task. Although the study did not
directly achieve this objective, it revealed a low correlation between the evaluation criteria
recognized by Japanese English learners and their performance. This finding suggests that Japanese
English learners may find it challenging to perform according to the given evaluation criteria.
Additionally, the study examined the impact of the language used in the English text summarization
task, revealing significant differences in the difficulty level of the evaluation criteria depending

on the language used for summarization.
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