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Abstract: A new identification framework and reliability structure and a comprehensive evaluation model of physical
education teaching are constructed based on the evidence theory approach. The integration of evaluation opinions has
been achieved using the projection methods and the SWA algorithm, and then completing accurate assessment of
qualitative indicators in physical education teaching evaluation. The results show that the evaluation model constructed
by the students' experience perspective provides objective assessment opinions in physical education teaching
evaluation indicators, and also obtains assessment results of interval probability distribution with the qualitative
indicators. The vogue and rough issue of definition with qualitative indicators has been solved by the methods of
reliability structure. By the integration method of project transformation and SWA and presented by the form with
specific data, completely portrays the accurate degree on preference settings of qualitative indicators by student
evaluators. The conclusion holds that the physical education teaching evaluation model based on the evidence theory
approach would aligns more in line with students' cognitive process of thinking in teaching evaluation, fully embodying a
student-centred evaluative perspective the prioritizes human beings, and evaluation results ensuring the final results are
both scientific and credible features, which is conducive to prevalent application of evaluation model in feedback,
supervision, and teachers’ annual evaluation in various aspects of the physical education teaching management missions.
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