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Abstract

The present study aims to explore the learning efficacy on Workplace English with the
teaching of language learning strategies and adopting interactive responses. A total number of
participants were 68 who need to take Workplace English as required course for one semester.
Language learning strategies were taught for students to increase language learning efficacy. While
doing class activities, interactive responses and positive feedback were included to check students’
understanding and to reinforce their learning motivation. According to the research results,
frequencies of using learning strategies were increased after teaching different language learning
strategies with varieties of in-class activities. Learning motivation was increased by adopting dynamic
assessment feedback and positive feedback. Most students tended to maintain the uses of dynamic
assessment feedback and positive feedback in language learning classroom. With interactive
responses and positive feedback, possible mistakes and misunderstanding could be corrected
immediately. Besides, the frequencies of interactions among teacher and students could be increased

so that students’ achievement is able to be reinforced and learning efficacy could be increased.

Key words: dynamic assessment feedback, language learning efficacy, language learning strategy,
positive feedback
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