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Abstract: Peer assessment makes learning content combine with assessment process, which can not only inspire the
enthusiasm of learning, but also promote learners' metacognitive in-depth understanding and learning, is a kind of
effective evaluation that learners are the main body. To improve the problems of single way of assessment and missing
subject of evaluation in the training appraisal system of primary and secondary teachers, to play the main role of
teachers in evaluation and promote learning through evaluating, this article intends to provide experience and
reference for the research and practice of peer-assessment, summarizing the strategies of peer-assessment which based
on the achievements of research and studies in the blended training practice of the ability of the application of
information and technology of primary and secondary teachers in Guangzhou.
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