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Abstract: This study aims to construct and validate an innovative instructional model for college English as a Foreign
Language (EFL) listening, which integrates Outcome-Based Education (OBE), the O-AMAS effective teaching model, and
Artificial Intelligence (AI) technologies. At the core of this model is the creation of an Al-driven multimodal assessment
system, deeply embedded within the O-AMAS teaching cycle to enact the principle of "assessment for learning." A
mixed-methods design was employed, conducting a 16-week teaching experiment with two parallel classes (Experimental
group, N=52; Control group, N=50) at a university. The experimental group received instruction via the new integrated model,
while the control group followed a traditional listening teaching approach. Data collection included pre- and post-tests of
listening proficiency, Al platform learning behavior logs, classroom observations, and semi-structured interviews.
Quantitative analysis revealed that the experimental group significantly outperformed the control group on the post-test (p

<0.1), with particularly notable improvement in the listening micro-skills of "detail extraction" and "inferential judgment.”

Qualitative data analysis uncovered the model's positive impact on enhancing learning engagement, providing timely
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feedback, and promoting goal clarity. The findings indicate that the integrated "OBE-AI-O-AMAS" framework, by
establishing a dynamic and precise assessment-teaching cycle, can effectively foster the generative development of EFL
listening competence. This study offers an actionable pathway and empirical evidence for reforming language skill
instruction in the intelligent era.

Keywords: Outcome-based education (OBE); O-AMAS model; artificial intelligence (Al); English listening instruction;

Multimodal assessment; Teaching cycle

EEREEHFRZTENE ST, R SRZEE (Outcome-Based Education, OBE) LA T
FEEE WAL S 52K N A B FR 1020 FE& 1, OBE 53 i LA AR S & N RS H 22 IR N A,
BRI S 20y, R, RiM, AR dEE (EFL) W )8Rt e tRfE 4, OBE 2
Ve R T X E BRI, MR URAE BCR H AR AT R b i A HLRR N B B R
HHr Ty KT, RGN DA RN ERIEN T, WA N R RE S . ABIE(E
HERE R FE I I R VPN 4 R P

HkER, PUEA N0 A BUAR A NI, BERTFREAFE . i, BIFREFEE
Az H IR ) O-AMAS A XA, I =2k “ HAR (Objective) « 3% (Activation)
% 0% >] (Multiple Learning) . #M|i’F (Assessment) . 4% (Summary) 7 T2 BRI E 12K
B, AR S LR A L R B SR AL TR EERESE . SR, FEWT Db, HS Rk
SRAEAR KRR FE b 52 SR T B0 252 25 AN ARy 0 38t A2 1) SR 82 e 0 o 280 xE LA7E A IR ) DR A B[]
PO BEAL 2 AR R AROUL 4 BR 59 sUZEAT RS HES W, AT 3 BB T TR AT R AT VEAAS 2

AR, NTHERE (AD HR, Rl REEE IR BRTE T A BR 2 > 7 A S5 e i) S8,
R IR R B R 7T AL, AL BRRE X 27 ) BT AT AT AR BE A, SRk B N 2
PEAE, FRA TR AR B, WA — AN B 5 22 2] A BRI 2SR R VPAN A4 2R 28
JE | IR SEIHE AR BB,

FET b, AR B R A0 WA WA OBE MITHZ W EE S . O-AMAS (15 R B 2
FHAEE AL MR BRI ARIATIRE . RGMERE, AWM E—A L AL KB 2 BTN N 5]
TR EFL W #0A R QI B B TR R A0, RS RTINS Iae ). R
2 S SRR AR IS Ty T = AR G vk 22 B R E AR 2 AR FOE I — DA R SR IR B A, B AR X
— il S E SR I SR A 30 AT R, DAY HES RS 3eifilr I BUE N “ R IKS) 7 [n) B E IR [
0 AR SR AL B AR 5 STUE 241
1 ERGRR
1.1 OBE BIZEETH¥ PN SR

OBE #%% H1 Spady %58 N\ R %5 ik , FAZ O AE T 20 BT RLGE T4 52 A 7E 58 U >0 I BE % JE 7R 1
AL R R IE I FE , I AR R BRI R AR . 2 S59F . £E EFL #28iss, OBE N H {2l
PUEE RN “BMANRE S Fin CHAER AR O S EATEISEEE T OBE HURFE RN EH AU,
REJJTEARFERETT R S5 R IT T 4RV SR, W U R0 i N B PE A AR R o, A R R iR L R
S AR AR ERS TR R S S PP T AT 1) O S AT AT R W 73 2% X0 9 OBE R IK &=
B EME—EYE, XA RSV T SRR B A A, HIGIER R SRR, RN R 5 2
IERE T A R S [ it S5 3k 5), 15 BS 1 OBE HFEE g v & .

70



B2 e e e %13

1.2 O-AMAS AR BFHEA R E R 558

O-AMAS HEALZ AR T B #1558 10 i RO B ah il oy % el AN B B 3
T, WA R BRI E S SR . SRR, iR A SR TR . R
I ENLG I 2 ST RO, SR, ARG FH R T D BCER, F MR (AD 7 BT B PR
PRI G R, BOMR s F AL G0 F Bow R 226 (T 1 BRI FE (AN iR {5 B oRIEI 2.
HERR R ZE55) HEATEOET . AMEIIZ I, XS 20T LIIRBURS Sl Sk S Ja 211 “ gl () 7
5Ei—5n “Bir (0) 7 WE, nIRREREIRAN “ BA W, HRER " 5.
1.3 AIEESEISIHEHRIREAR

ALTEE S #E PN H ST ENUBNE S %> (CALL) 2 ® et B BIE S % )
(ICALL) ByBUom, 7E0r Jy45 ae ik, AT FIRKBEAILTE 2 A 210 : 18 & IR AN R & VAl AE
B OSUARBALSRAE T SCRFI2; 3@ B ) SR R S ARAE 2 o) K P A 2 R I SR RS 45 5
031, ARG REEARTTH TH R ASNRE . MEE RS, DI BN, 2220 R )
REFZHR2E ST N H SR, ML FHmg, B RS, XER AR, FEhe 15
RN (TSRO —AbE GARIEMD —Hrl GEMRID 7 &R& N2 BS MR RN AT
BEo JLALMY “ZHER” DNMURN HARERE M 2 o0 Cngisr . R BRI 4dis. A
RPN BRI R E M (EIESEH BEGE . BEFS . KB BT R HEhiEES
[16]0
1.4 BERBO S8 &AL

PMCHTT, FENBEET 2N OBE WAR BT, SUISIERMW K O-AMAS IR, 5
FFRE—T AL TR . SR, S OB = RERET RAMES 5HG. a2, afrE
ATIRAEN . BLF 2R Z BN EE, 1E NS O-AMAS H3 22 U sk 0% O it 5 85kE, - A
S —A HAREAE . RS 2AREEEN . % T OBE mibh e 1 HARII e BB A, 2 —
AR T TR R IO TR T, ACHIE 7T IE 2 B X — sl 1, W EE “OBE-AI-O-AMAS” =
P — PR A B, B SRR FUR 56 FL ALEE .
2 HWRERSHEAWE

AW H “OBE-AI-O-AMAS” Al & #H, HAZOIE T4 AL IREN I 2 HESTE R RIEN
%4 OBE T2 #1115 O-AMAS MR SLER 1) “ixifs” o BISHEZaE 1 iR,
HEVER

(Graduation

Requirements)

e 4
o &S ;
BHFEE O) gﬁ%ﬁ'ﬁﬁ@
. o5 %@M =, 50,
m FNSEEBLE
-M-A- g
i sesr: S || Ri2ER
v tm&ﬁgﬁﬁ‘ V‘g %if‘EjT
RS g Objectives)
(AISFR) —
4 MEEIRE.
RIRAE BiERHE
(ET—$05A)
SEIRED A B/ARERR

(Unit/Lesson
Objectives)

& 1 OBE-AI-O-AMAS R & #2218 X B i 42 K]
Fig.1 The Theoretical Framework Diagram of the Integrated OBE-AI-O-AMAS Teaching Model
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Table 1 A Comparison of Instructional Interventions Between the Experimental and Control Groups
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