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1. Preface

The 1st Workshop on Pedagogical Evaluation of Automated Feedback (PEAF 2026) took place on the
28th of June 2026. The workshop was co-located at the Festival of Learning, which consisted of three
main co-located conferences: ACM Learning@Scale, Al in Education, and Education Data Mining, and
was hosted as an in-person-only event.

PEAF 2026 is centred on how we, as researchers, developers, and educators, evaluate the quality
of automated feedback. Automated feedback is a commonly used method to provide students across
education with information about their goals, their progress towards those goals, and how they should
progress, typically using complex software systems and, more recently, generative Al. While automated
feedback can be beneficial, evaluating these tools is often limited to accuracy and small-scale surveys.
PEAF aimed to extend these evaluation approaches by focusing on pedagogical evaluation: how does
the feedback help the student learn, not just whether it is correct.

This year’s inaugural workshop brought together participants to present results, approaches and
techniques related, but not limited to, our topics:

« Establish shared practical applications of education theory to evaluate the pedagogical quality of
feedback, beyond accuracy.

+ Methods for evaluating the pedagogical quality of feedback, including computable metrics and
qualitative methods.

« How personalising feedback to the learner, and to their preferences on how to interact with
automated feedback, can affect the pedagogical quality of the feedback.

« How culture and disciplines factor into the pedagogical quality of automated feedback, especially
accounting for biases in generative Al tools.

o Ethical and societal considerations of automating feedback in education, including, but not limited
to, fairness, bias and equity across learner populations, socialisation, sense of belonging, curiosity
and critical thinking.

« How automated feedback impacts teaching and learning. Examples include, but are not limited to,
classroom activities, learning objectives, attitudes to learning, and societal and cultural changes.
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The deadline for submissions was the 21st May 2026. After this deadline, two program committee
members reviewed and rated the submissions from must reject to must accept. The chair then read the
reviews and the papers and ultimately decided whether the submission was accepted or rejected for
the workshop. To facilitate clear decisions for the authors, especially for borderline papers, the chair
provided meta-reviews for each submission.

This year, PEAF received a total of 14 submissions 9 papers were accepted for publication. The
program included interactive sessions, lightning talks, and discussions on the problems with evaluating
automated feedback and how to begin addressing and researching them.

The organising committee would like to sincerely thank the members of the program committee for
their thoughtful reviews, the authors for their interesting and novel work on the area of pedagogical
evaluation of automated feedback, and the participants for ensuring that the workshop facilitated
in-depth and meaningful discussion.
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