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• The ag industry is well positioned to benefit from AI, 
with increased research and innovation occurring in 
animal systems (Edwards-Callaway et al., 2025; Lopez et al., 2025; Wang et al., 2025)

• Livestock Evaluation is also a prominent Career 
Development Event  in 4-H and FFA (Chrestman & Bryan, 2020)

• Mixed reports of professional development and training 
needs for School-Based Agricultural Education (SBAE) 
teachers (Dreher & Robinson; 2024; McGuire, 2022)

• Teachers likely to use online resources to learn and 
teach in livestock evaluation (Harris, 2008)

Introduction

Theoretical Framework

Purpose and Objectives
Purpose:
Evaluate the baseline performance of a large language 
model (LLM)/multimodal AI (i.e., ChatGPT version GPT-5.5 
Thinking; OpenAI, 2026) when judging beef cattle. 

Objectives:
1. Determine the accuracy of ChatGPT in evaluating beef 

cattle through baseline multimodal evaluation without 
corrective feedback by comparing its results to 
expertly placed classes.

2. Characterize the implications of ChatGPT’s baseline 
beef evaluation performance for SBAE livestock 
evaluation instruction.

Methods Results

Conclusions, Implications, 
Recommendations

• From baseline performance, ChatGPT cannot be 
considered an expert in livestock evaluation

• There may be improvements with corrective feedback
• It currently should not be used as a SBAE resource for 

Livestock Evaluation
• Further research should be conducted with corrective 

feedback and to understand AI limitations better

Expertise Theory (Chase & Simon, 1973; Ericsson et al., 1993)
Conceptual Inspirations from Lee’s (2026) AI in Education Research

Score out of 50

ChatGPT 5.5-
Thinking Plus

• Non-Experimental, 
Within-Subject Design
• n = 36
• No Corrective feedback
• Second Prompt after 

four rounds
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