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Abstract

As prospective secondary school educators, teacher-training students should possess a comprehen-
sive set of geographic core literacies. Consequently, strengthening the optimization and design of
the Lu Mountain natural geography internship contributes significantly to enhancing their practical
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teaching competencies. This paper is primarily aimed at cultivating students’ geographic core liter-
acies and evaluates the effectiveness of the natural geography internship design by integrating the
internship’s content, methodologies, and feedback. The evaluation results indicate that an assess-
ment mechanism combining performance-based and outcome-based evaluations effectively en-
hances the geographic core literacies of teacher-training students, thereby overcoming the limita-
tions of traditional evaluation systems in tracking advanced geographical competencies.
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Table 1. Scoring criteria for the performance-based comprehensive evaluation
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Table 2. Evaluation rubric for geographic information collection and processing skills
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Table 3. Evaluation rubric for geographic observation (and investigation) skills
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Table 4. Evaluation rubric for practical geographic operation skills
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Table 6. Evaluation rubric for the graded assessment of willpower and character traits
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