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Abstract

The addition of the “Summarize from Group Discussion” task to the Pearson Test of English (PTE)
Academicin 2025 signifies a shift in the test’s focus towards assessing integrated skills in authentic
academic scenarios. Grounded in the theoretical framework of Content-Based Instruction (CBI), this
paper systematically analyzes the core features, assessment dimensions, and scoring criteria of this
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new task type. It reveals a three-fold theoretical alignment between the fundamental principles of
CBI—content-driven, skills integration, and authentic context—and the design logic of the task. Fur-
thermore, from a practical teaching perspective, this paper proposes a three-dimensional instruc-
tional system comprising “thematic module design, stratified skills training, and multi-faceted feed-
back and assessment.” The aim is to provide a scientific theoretical foundation and actionable teach-
ing strategies for PTE test preparation, thereby effectively enhancing learners’ integrated academic
language proficiency.
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Summarize Group Discussion

You will hear three people having adiscussion. When you hear the beep, summarize the whole discussion. You will have 10 seconds to
prepare and 2 minutes to give your response.

Status: Playing

"y

Recorded Answer

Current Status:
Beginning in 154 seconds.

Figure 1. Sample of “Summarize from Group Discussion” task
B 1 MBS REE” AR

2) “HEARMET . W& R KESRBIARE@D “control group” .« “data validation” ) 5 2R F ik,
3) “LREVE” . BRFDL AWM. il BEEA. DB I Ee.

2.2. BEEHE SR

PTE B VFA RGN “HNATTHNE(Content)” « “ K &I M B (Pronunciation)” « “ H1ELF] E (Oral
Fluency)” =/NEREXTIZAA B ATVRAY, R W ASEAER S, HEREE 5% . BAARVESbrie 1A
2.

AR EHEIZEDEH. SEERTIEHNER?

ABTOBURT : EUEsEd/ BTSRRI R ERES
RS ABNR, EUMEAREBRRERSAZENXR, &0
AEAZMHRALN, NREMIFENMNRRKRE—E,
REZEEANMTICHERERHTEE, AR
HATRNBEDDIER, BEEMURSARTIBEES.
MRARERNANIE, MAHITRARE, FREEND

AE: BHOERERPABSASHIEERENLEH
51?2

REWDBIMMERRIEEN R SHIMIES I MMRA S S
EREMEZR. RERNZEEMEUSIEENGRARLETE
MmE, 2ETEENEEER. BHNREHEERIEER
EIBNEAR,

FEAERTMBXNRIELES, WREHRASHEEREM
IBfR, PHEFRSPTE AcademicZiXAIIAR],

OERFE: BHNEERSRINERY. BNEBERER?
OERMEITDBRTENT R, BERNEZEDRY. &
FEEEZERTRAR, ey, Nk EEMNER0T
KEEHINRIED .

Figure 2. Detailed scoring criteria

E 2. BEESIRE

DOI: 10.12677/oetpr.2026.82009 67 [ 7 5B 5 R 5 AT


https://doi.org/10.12677/oetpr.2026.82009

T

(AR IR, B AR Y« Bl 5T IR T ASHEAT W A58 A (Paraphrase) £ f% i S I 154y 7, IX— 3
SR TR« P REARIARE” AR “HUMICIZEE ST %, 15 CBI ELGSRIAN “UREEIN TN B
SEh—F,

3. CBI UL R

CBI HRHIRZ L E SCATHERE N “ AN HRERES . Wis” = KEN, X5 PTE “/NMATHE
BEE7 MR RO R SR G, SR T IR S R S

31 AREREN: EESEMHFREERYE

CBI FRIGIA, V&% I M MCR BT WA IOMIGIE AT RS, 2 AR T 3RO RN AT A
PALIZIE AR, T LT AATRG XIS R R R R R UUAT U A
[ RRASUR T P 21T 0 S SUSGUR,  2  Z ARG RN B A o0, BT I AL %,
HLMELURHERH. 726577 | TG4 SR (5 8. CBI I Py 28 BR ) B A A e — il
A B SRR A, R TERAR YA I T AR AR OB

32. HEERAFN: rESERNEREEERE

CBI BLIGHTHE T e GEs sk “WTs Bt U 57 BRI ZRAIRE, SRIAE I B0 ST AR h S %
BRI MR . X5 /DML B R R T s A S s R R ) e T
(I N) - 1RO T) - ECifth) 7 075 BERERERE, A0 ATR GO T AR 43 (32— 7 ) IR i
YRR IR, AT MR A Y R AR, T 1352 R ) LR A I AT R
33 WHRALEN: HHEHFSNIFNLERBR

CBI FRIG SR HCE I 5 I 3 21 % (R ST TRR V2 2 20 IR L FL AR A2 SUS6 7 e S B R0
. PTE RS RYSEINE TR, FUBRLB 0t AR TN ST #7083 R B 1 25 57
BEJ1” o /ML RRSE RBHIE U RIHE R s, ERBPERNES 5, FRRUN
Hy % AR5
4. CBI HiR{ES THI—LHFRE: EHEWIIRIIZIER

BT CBI ORI S ARHE, —RHFT R < REBIGIT - Bk R - ZT0R %
VAN 10 S EROE IR R, SRBLN R AR IR 9%

4.1 EFERET: WE “FASMERE"

4 PTE B J7 KA RUR 32 80 Kb A AR 5 TR, BT AR « L ARRLSE AR RIS, ARl
ERAIC, SEXERY S, BB E ROERINE + IR S RET WATRY, S
“PESESNFBMA" « BRI EE TR < HERAR” B, SR R 2R 0
VIN, FEESHRE AR M, SN AT TR, RT3 (0.

4.2. REESTBIIZ: BE “Ir-ic - " RELR

ORI AR REER, 454 CBI WU H sl B, Wit “HA - T - it SR BIZ, Skl
RGP o
421 MNEL: FRUTHEEELIS

ot FLRR R “YTIRBER# B0 Bt Wi KO AT o W7 .

DOI: 10.12677/oetpr.2026.82009 68 AP SE S R = S50


https://doi.org/10.12677/oetpr.2026.82009

A

1) “BOAREINL” - FBEHEE T B bR AR RIEIC R TE A (BRI 5 PR R
ECH E BB )

2) “WLSFRBONGR” « EEREEAN UG, A “Who-What-Why” HE RS B (fE - $2 A4 M Al - 3
HIEATA), HESRTEILIA 3;

Topic: 3 students — time management problems at uni

Speaker 1

Speaker 2

Speaker 3

Figure 3. Framework for “Key Point Extraction Training”
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Figure 4. Note sample based on the “Outline Note-Taking Method”
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