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Abstract: Learning Effect Assessment (LEA) is a strategic issue considered as multiple criteria
decision making with both quantitative and qualitative under uncertain conditions. In this paper, the
analysis process and algorithm for LEA is proposed on the basis of evidential reasoning ( ER) approach
according to the information drawn from the course portfolio of each subject. Ten learners taking the
English Academic Paper Reading course were selected as subjects of the study. The results suggest that
the validity of course portfolio to record learners” English paper reading abilities and the practicability of

the evidential reasoning approach used to assess the learning effect information drawn from the course

portfolio.
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