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feedback literacy development was drawn.Four
methods of descriptive, interpretive, theoretical
and pragmatic validation were used to validate the
research findings and the validity of the findings
was confirmed.The findings showed that in order
to strengthen and improve feedback literacy, one
must first provide factors or antecedents for the
development of feedback literacy so that
feedback literacy processes are formed correctly
and ultimately lead to strengthening feedback
literacy, increasing  self-confidence in
interactions, increasing internal motivation and
creating A positive attitude towards learning and
feedback literacy should be realized. As a result,
it is appropriate for those involved in education to
pay special attention to teaching feedback literacy
by providing the suggested solutions mentioned
below. Direct training, creating a supportive
environment, Practice giving and receiving
feedback, provide specific and actionable
feedback, Use of technology, encourage self-
evaluation and encourage reflective thinking.

Keywords: literacy, feedback, feedback literacy.
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Abstract

The feedback literacy ability shows self-
confidence, learning and comprehensive deep
understanding of what has been learned. Based on
this, the aim of this research was to design a
literacy development model for students'
feedback in learning. The current research is of an
applied type, this research was applied in nature
and the data were collected based on a qualitative
research design of a theory-generating meta-
synthesis using the seven-step method of
Finfgeld-Conant (2018). In order to ensure and
validate the search process and reach the research
findings, the expert team consisting of one
educational management specialists and three
educational management experts formed the
members of the research team. Then, reliable
sources of research data were used from seven
databases, including: Scopus, Springer, Wiley
Online, Taylor and Francis, and Google Scholar,
the country's periodicals database, including
Mogiran and Nurmagz, and the scientific
information database of Jihad University, and
related articles in the period of 2012 to 2024 and
1392 to 1403 were collected.126 resources were
evaluated in the field of feedback literacy. During
the consolidation process, 41 sources matched the
desired criteria. By analyzing the data, then by
meta-abstracting and categorizing first 38 open
codes (establishing appropriate relationships
between teachers and students, analyzing
feedback samples by students, valuing feedback,
linking the feedback process with the goal and ...)
were extracted and the open codes were placed in
two central codes of individual and group
antecedents (8 open codes), individual and group
processes (19 open codes) and individual and
group consequences (11 open codes).And finally,
based on selective coding, the final model of
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