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observations, interactive discussions, quizzes, and mini-tests, providing immediate
feedback. Summative assessments, conducted at the end of a learning period, involve
final examinations and large-scale projects to evaluate overall achievement. Results:
The findings indicate that formative assessments enable teachers to identify student
learning gaps and develop tailored instructional strategies. Summative assessments

provide a comprehensive measure of student performance. Additionally, alternative
assessment methods, such as portfolios, peer reviews, and self-assessment tools, enhance
student engagement and reflective learning. Novelty: This study introduces
alternative assessment methods beyond traditional approaches, emphasizing their role
in fostering student participation and transforming learners into active stakeholders in
their language acquisition. The integration of diverse assessment techniques contributes
to a more dynamic and student-centered educational framework.

INTRODUCTION

Teaching effectiveness depends on how well students progress in English language
learning since these measures help educators both evaluate their instructional success
and monitor learner advancement. The assessment method allows teachers to observe
student performance effectively by detecting which skills need development so they can
create personalized instruction for students with different learning requirements.
Educational tools used in language assessment help teachers and students to improve
their skills in listening, speaking, reading and writing abilities.

English language student progress assessment defines teaching effectiveness
because teachers can evaluate method success and track individual student development
through it. A well-functioning assessment approach provides insight into student
language performance while identifying specific skills that teachers can use for
modifying instruction for diverse learner abilities. English language learning assessment
tools direct both educators and learners throughout the development of listening and
speaking abilities in addition to reading and writing skills.

Many methods of language proficiency evaluation exist because each method
addresses particular language competencies. The process of advancing learning depends
on formative assessments while summative assessments ultimately decide final success
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achievement. Educational technology has created assessment methods that enable
teachers to use tools that enhance evaluation speed as well as accuracy. Assessment
strategies currently in existence do not simplify the process of language proficiency
evaluation. Standard language assessment through written tests and oral assessments
fails to fully evaluate bilingual students because it does not assess their ability to be fluent
while creative and culturally intelligent. Technology in language assessment delivers
benefits while making it complex to establish accurate automated assessment
methodologies that evaluate genuine real-life language skills.

Literature Review

Language education research primarily studies English language learning
advancement through extensive evaluation of multiple testing methods. Student
language skills receive clarity through formative assessment combined with summative
assessment and this assessment method enables instruction development. Article
analysis through the review section establishes systematic investigations of assessment
procedures found on Google Scholar with a focus on technology application in language
evaluation practices. The ongoing feedback and real-time educational changes that
formative assessment methods enable make them critical for the process of language
learning. Black and Wiliam along with other authors state that formative evaluations that
incorporate quizzes and class discussions and teacher observations enable educators to
develop personalized instruction by identifying student weaknesses and strengths [1].
According to Nicol and Macfarlane-Dick [2] continuous formative assessment provides
students with continuous feedback allowing them to better engage with the learning
materials and regulate their learning more effectively. The final evaluation methods
known as summative assessments assess student performance during a complete
learning period. Brown and Abeywickrama [3] establish that final exams together with
standardized tests and project-based assessments function as fundamental evaluation
procedures for cumulative knowledge measurement. The implementation of technology
in language assessment procedures has become increasingly noticeable in recent times.
The Automated Writing Evaluation systems Grammarly and Criterion provide instant
tavorable feedback about grammar structure and writing coherence according to research
[4]. Warschauer and Grimes [5] explain that efficiency-enhancing systems fall short when
it comes to evaluating critical thinking and creative writing abilities. The assessment of
oral language received a transformation through the introduction of speech recognition
technology. The evaluation tools Duolingo and SpeechAce with Al-driven speech
capabilities help learners develop better pronunciation skills while improving their
fluency according to Liakin et al. [6]. According to Akhmedova [7] the evaluation
capabilities of Al systems encounter difficulties with recognizing cultural pronunciation
standards because of which assessment results can be unreliable.

The assessment of spoken language relies greatly on speech recognition technology.
Using artificial intelligence Duolingo and SpeechAce platforms evaluate pronunciation
and fluency of learners by providing immediate corrective feedback [8]. The evaluation
of pronunciation through Al-based systems faces two major limitations according to
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research as the technology struggles to detect different accents and cultural elements in
speech patterns [9].

The latest academic studies argue for different types of assessments which ask
students to actively take part in their evaluation processes. Students can boost both their
learning independence and drive through the use of portfolio assessments and self-
evaluation methods which help them track their language skills development [10]. Peer
review assessments effectively enhance writing and speaking abilities because they
present learners with multiple viewpoints along with helpful feedback according to
research [11].

RESEARCH METHOD
A. Formative Assessment

Formative assessment is an ongoing process that enables teachers to monitor
student learning in real time, providing immediate feedback to guide instruction. Unlike
summative assessments, which evaluate overall achievement at the end of a learning
period, formative assessments are low-stakes and designed to support learning as it
happens. They help teachers identify students” strengths and weaknesses, adjust lesson
plans accordingly, and promote classroom.

Some key formative assessment methods include:

1. Observations

Observational assessment is a powerful tool for evaluating students’ language use
in natural and structured settings. Teachers can observe students during class activities,
group discussions, and informal interactions to assess their speaking, listening, and
comprehension skills. Observations allow educators to:

a. Identify common language errors and misconceptions.

b. Assess students’ confidence in using English.

c. Provide on-the-spot corrections or guidance.

d. Track progress over time by maintaining anecdotal notes or checklists.

2. Quizzes and Mini-tests

Short quizzes and mini-tests serve as quick checkpoints to gauge student
understanding without the pressure of formal exams. These assessments can take various
forms, such as:

a. Multiple-choice questions to check vocabulary and grammar knowledge.

b. Fill-in-the-blank exercises to test comprehension and sentence structure.

c. Short-answer questions that encourage students to express their ideas in writing.

d. Listening comprehension exercises, where students answer questions based on

an audio clip.

Because they are low-stakes, these assessments reduce test anxiety and encourage
students to focus on learning rather than simply performing well. Teachers can also use
digital tools and learning apps to automate quizzes and provide instant feedback [1].
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3. Classroom Discussions

Interactive discussions encourage students to practice speaking, listening, and
critical thinking skills in a collaborative environment. Teachers can use discussion-based
formative assessments in various ways, such as:

a. Think-Pair-Share: Students first think about a question, discuss it with a partner,

and then share their thoughts with the class.

b. Debates: Structured debates allow students to practice argumentation and
persuasion in English.

c. Socratic Seminars: Open-ended discussions where students respond to thought-
provoking questions.

d. Role-Playing Activities: Students act out real-life scenarios to practice
conversational English.

By observing students’ participation and responses, teachers can assess fluency,

pronunciation, grammatical accuracy, and overall comprehension.

One of the most significant advantages of formative assessment is the continuous
flow of feedback it provides. Unlike summative assessments, which offer feedback only
at the end of a unit or course, formative assessments allow for real-time adjustments in
teaching and learning. Formative assessment is a crucial component of effective English
language teaching, as it ensures that learning is adaptive, student-centered, and
responsive to real-time challenges [3].

B. Summative Assessment

Language education research primarily studies English language learning
advancement through extensive evaluation of multiple testing methods. Student
language skills receive clarity through formative assessment combined with summative
assessment and this assessment method enables instruction development.

Some of the most common types of summative assessments in English language
learning include:

1. Final exams and assessing cumulative knowledge

Final exams are comprehensive assessments that test students” understanding of all
the material covered in a given course or unit. These exams typically include:

a. Multiple-choice questions to assess vocabulary, grammar, and reading

comprehension.

b. Short-answer questions to test deeper comprehension and critical thinking.

c. Essay questions to evaluate students' ability to construct well-organized, coherent
arguments in written English.

d. Listening and speaking components, particularly in communicative language
courses, where students may be required to participate in oral exams or respond
to recorded prompts.

Final exams provide a structured way to measure learning outcomes, but they can
sometimes induce stress among students. To mitigate this, educators can incorporate a
combination of question types and provide clear guidelines to help students prepare
effectively.
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2.  Essays and projects: evaluate writing and critical thinking skills
These assessments exceed memorization requirements to evaluate students on

analytical and synthesizing and evaluative thinking abilities.

Essays: Writing assignments assess students' ability to construct arguments,
support ideas with evidence, and use appropriate grammar, vocabulary, and sentence
structures. Common essay types in language learning include:

a. Descriptive essays (e.g., describing a place or experience).

b. Persuasive essays (e.g., arguing for or against a viewpoint).

c. Analytical essays (e.g., analyzing a literary text or article).

While exams and standardized tests provide objective data, essays and projects
offer deeper insights into students' critical thinking and language application. A well-
balanced assessment approach that combines summative and formative methods ensures
a more accurate evaluation of students' overall language development.

C. The Role of Technology in Language Assessment
Language assessment now relies heavily on technology because it provides

automated assessment processes which combine data-driven approaches and

personalized evaluation methods. The increase of digital tools in assessment practices
replaces or improves traditional manual grading systems that produce more accurate and
efficient testing through accessible platforms.

Automated Writing Evaluation (AWE): Instant Feedback on Writing Skills.
Automated Writing Evaluation (AWE) systems use artificial intelligence and natural
language processing to analyze students” writing and provide immediate feedback on
various aspects, including grammar, punctuation, sentence structure, and vocabulary
usage. Popular AWE tools include:

a. Grammarly: Offers real-time grammar and style suggestions, helping students
refine their writing. It also provides explanations for errors, which supports
learning.

b.  Criterion (by ETS): An educational tool that assesses writing based on organization,
coherence, and argument structure, often used in academic settings.

c.  ProWritingAid: Analyzes writing style, readability, and common errors, providing
comprehensive feedback beyond just grammar correction [5].

AWE tools help students develop self-editing skills, allowing them to recognize and
correct errors independently. However, while these programs can enhance accuracy, they
may not fully assess creativity, critical thinking, or nuanced language use, so human
evaluation remains important in writing assessments [2].

Speech recognition technology has greatly improved the assessment of
pronunciation, fluency, and spoken language proficiency [12]. These programs analyze
speech patterns, identify errors, and provide corrective feedback [13]. Some widely used
tools include:

a.  Duolingo: Uses Al-driven speech recognition to evaluate pronunciation and fluency
in real time.
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b.  SpeechAce: A pronunciation assessment tool that provides detailed phonetic
feedback.

c.  Google’s Speech-to-Text API: Converts spoken words into text, helping educators
analyze spoken responses [4].

RESULT AND DISCUSSION

English language assessments require multiple evaluation approaches because
language fluency assessment represents an intricate process. Teachers conducted quizzes
together with classroom observations and interactive discussions to monitor student
learning progress. Time-sensitive evaluation methods allowed instructors to adjust
lessons in real-time while building a student-driven learning atmosphere. Teachers
succeeded in recognizing their students' areas of achievement and learning needs
through formative assessment methods. Observations during continuous classroom
sessions revealed students' difficulties with pronunciation and sentence structure,
enabling teachers to provide immediate corrections [14]. Current technological progress
in language evaluation brings benefits along with important restrictions. The attempt of
automated systems to comprehend natural language context and emotional expressions
fails during conversational skill evaluation. The excessive use of technology for feedback
prevents students from acquiring independent learning abilities. Teachers need to
combine technology-based evaluation with peer review and teacher observation
practices to create a complete assessment of speaking abilities [15].

English language assessments require multiple evaluation approaches because
language fluency assessment represents an intricate process. The assessment methods
included quizzes alongside observational evaluations and collaborative student-teacher
discussions to evaluate student development. Overall students experienced a more
student-directed learning space because real-time assessment practices allowed
immediate adjustments to instructional methods.

Teachers succeeded in recognizing both areas of achievement and learning needs of
their students through formative assessment methods. Observations during continuous
classroom sessions revealed students' difficulties with pronunciation and sentence
structure enabling teachers to provide immediate corrections.

Current technological progress in language evaluation brings benefits along with
important restrictions. Automated systems face challenges in understanding spoken
language context and emotional tones while evaluating conversational skills. The
excessive use of technology for feedback creates obstacles for students to acquire
independent learning abilities. Teachers need to combine technology-based evaluation
with peer review and teacher observation practices to create a complete assessment of
speaking abilities.

CONCLUSION
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Fundamental Findings : Students utilize speech recognition software to practice
speaking abilities without facing classroom performance stress. Al systems presently face
limitations in their capacity to accurately detect intonation features alongside rhythmic
patterns and multicultural pronunciation patterns. Implications : The evaluation of
language now depends on technology, which delivers immediate feedback and improves
both reachability and customization of tests. Machine-powered efficiency enhancements
exist as supportive tools that should not exceed human evaluation authority when
interpreting creative writing and speaking complexities. Limitations : Al-driven speech
recognition still struggles with identifying nuanced language elements such as
intonation, rhythm, and diverse pronunciation patterns. These limitations highlight the
necessity of human oversight in language evaluation to ensure fairness and accuracy.
Future Research : Student assessment in English language learning requires thorough
analysis to understand their educational development effectively. Future research should
explore innovative testing methods that integrate Al and human evaluators to enhance
both accuracy and inclusivity while addressing the challenges of technological
limitations in assessment.
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