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Abstract: This study employed eye tracking machine to record the process of peer assessment of the students with visual
learning style. Each web page was divided into several Regions of Interests (ROIs) according to the arrangement of
content and material. This study discussed the reasons why the referees provided diverse evaluated results based on the
evidence from the serial behavioral analysis of eye movements. The results confirmed that the students score variously
for the same web page in the peer assessment although they had the same learning style. The web pages in the
experiment were highly praised on average. In addition, the eye tracking revealed that the reviewer students giving a
high rating for the web pages in the peer assessment browsed the content systematically and focused on the target while
the ones giving a low rating reviewed the content roughly with quick saccades. Therefore, the higher scoring was
reliable relatively, so as to suggest the teachers refer the high scoring results. The rubrics for peer assessment should be
paid attention more in the future so that the impacts of peer relationships and the concerns of the peer assessment
would be reduced.

Keywords: peer assessment, learning style, eye tracking, serial behavioral analysis
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