Research-based teaching tip

Peer explanation
Allow students to discuss and explain answers to in-class questions and
activity to their peers in pairs or small groups.
Rationale:
Allowing students to discuss and explain answers to activities with their peers increases student
interaction and information transfer, increases student accountability, and increases student
performance.

Evidence:






Peer discussion and instructor explanation of clicker questions in genetics courses improved
student performance compared to other conditions, including instructor explanation alone.
This was true for both strongest and weakest performing students.1
Students who actively collaborate on problem solving and memory tasks have higher
performance compared to students who work individually.2-5
Students who worked in pairs on a writing assignment had higher performance on
assignments than did those who worked individually.6
Students who work in pairs on experimental tasks have higher performance and engage in
more explanatory activities than students who work individually.7

Implementation:
When asking in-class questions, or requesting answers to in-class activities, direct students to work
together in small groups to discuss and explain their answers prior to giving the answer to the class
as a whole.
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