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Extrinsic: Student Interactions
• Raters: EFL teachers with 9+ years of experience
• Applied the rubrics from Coyne et al. (2025)
• LLM Systems outperformed the template system

• Half of students (49.76%) never viewed WCF
• View rates vary by CEFR level, increasing until C1
• Student feedback is sparse (3% of views) and mostly likes

WCF Approaches
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corrected sentences and 
write WCF for each error.”
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• We found no significant relationships between 
teacher-based and student-based metrics
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Well-rated WCF could be disliked

• We deploy written corrective feedback (WCF) systems in a large Academic English class
• We compare expert rubric scoring (intrinsic eval) and student interaction data (extrinsic eval)
• We find no significant overlap between the chosen metrics
• These measures represent complementary perspectives of feedback quality

Low alignment of criteria and likes

• These are complementary perspectives of WCF quality
• Students prioritize immediate usability
• Teachers prioritize factual validity and careful phrasing

Discussion

Next Steps
• Investigate areas with low teacher agreement
 Annotation flaws vs. multiple pedagogical perspectives
• Inter-draft revision analysis
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