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Table 4  Analysis of the lesson plan on “Meaning and Properties of Decimals”
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Analysis of Evaluation Blind Areas and Fault Zones in
Consistency of Teaching, Learning and Assessment in
Primary School Mathematics Lesson Plans

LiJingyu Wang Guohui
College of Education, Wenzhou University, Wenzhou

Abstract: The consistency of teaching, learning and assessment is a key concept in deepening curriculum reform,
while empirical research at the lesson plan level remains relatively insufficient. Based on textual analysis of 80 primary
school mathematics lesson plans, this study finds widespread “evaluation blind areas” in lesson plans—only 20% of the
lesson plans explicitly embed assessment tasks, accompanied by a monotony of assessment methods. The consistency of
teaching, learning and assessment shows significant differences by topic (Number and Algebra > Geometry and Figures
> Statistics and Probability) and by grade level (Grades 3-4 > Grades 5-6). The research reveals that the absence of
assessment links constitutes the main “fault zone” undermining consistency, whose causes involve teachers’ assessment
literacy, cognitive perceptions of topic characteristics, and grade-level teaching habits. It is recommended to establish
topic-differentiated judgment criteria, implement graded teacher training, and introduce diversified assessment methods
to bridge the fault zones and realize the coordinated unity of teaching, learning and assessment.

Key words: Consistency of teaching, learning and assessment; Primary school mathematics lesson plans; Evaluation

blind areas; Textual analysis
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