Computer Science and

Academic Year: 2025 -
Automation

Term: January Term Department:

Instructor: Vinod Ganapathy Course:Computer Systems Course Code:UMC 102

Course Feedback Summary

Registered

Responded

Percentage

50

12

24

Did the course meet the learning outcomes indicated at the beginning of the course/scheme of instruction?

EXCELLENT(5) GOOD(4) AVERAGE(3) FAIR(2) POOR(1) WE'%HUIEES’;VG-
11 (91.67%) 1(8.33%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 4.92

Were an adequate number of topics covered in the course?

EXCELLENT(5) GOOD(4) AVERAGE(3) FAIR(2) POOR(1) WEI?OT[E?S?VG'
11 (91.67%) 1 (8.33%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 4.92
Were the topics covered in sufficient depth?
EXCELLENT(5) GOOD(4) AVERAGE(3) FAIR(2) POOR(1) WE'?OTJ-[EfDS?VG.
10 (83.33%) 2 (16.67%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 4.83

Were homeworks/problem sets/assignments useful to enhance understanding of the topics covered?

EXCELLENT(S) GOOD(4) AVERAGE(3) FAIR(2) POOR(1) WE'?OHUIEES’;VG-
8 (66.67%) 2 (16.67%) 2 (16.67%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 4.50

Was sufficient reference/reading material available?

EXCELLENT(S) GOOD(4) AVERAGE(3) FAIR(2) POOR(1) WE'?OHUIEES’;VG-
12 (100%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 5.00




EXCELLENT(5) GOOD(4) AVERAGE(3) FAIR(2) POOR(1) WEI?OIEEES,)AVG.
9 (75%) 2 (16.67%) 1(8.33%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 4.67

APPROPRIATE MORE HOURS | FEWER HOURS

HOURS AS THAN THAN WE'?O'HEE;)WG'
EXPECTED(5) EXPECTED(3) EXPECTED(1)

11 (91.67%) 1 (8.33%) 0 (0%) 4.83

UNSATISFACTOR NOT WEIGHTED AVG.
SATISFACTORY(5) Y(1) APPLICABLE(0) (Out of 3)
5 (41.67%) 0 (0%) 7 (58.33%) 5.00

UNSATISFACTOR NOT WEIGHTED AVG.
SATISFACTORY(5) Y(1) APPLICABLE(0) (Out of 3)
5 (41.67%) 0 (0%) 7 (58.33%) 5.00

EXCELLENT(5) GOOD(4) AVERAGE(3) FAIR(2) POOR(1) WEIE;OIHE]CDS,)AVG_
10 (83.33%) 2 (16.67%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 4.83




Sl. No

Answers

1 Good conceptual depth.

2 It was great! | learnt a lot from the course, especially the hands on experience was superb! The instructors were
helpful , paced the lectures nicely, and made us comfortable and curious with the topics.

3 Everything was good with proper explanation of topics in depth as well as immediate trial of programs in the class
along with the doubt clearance.

4 Very smart very good very disciplined

5 Good course content. The practical demonstrations by professor were a lot interesting and insightful. The
commitment to experiment and even kill the root process for a doubt was commendable.

What are your suggestions for improvement?
S| No. Answers

1 Should move a little slower as some of us are having a first exposure to computer science

No improvements required, It was great!

If there would have been a lab component of this course, it would have been very much useful for understanding it
easily and in more depth.

4 Could have gone a little slower in the beginning

If possible, change the class timings. (most students feel sleepy if the class is just after lunch)

Instructor Feedback Summary

Registered Responded

50 12




Weighted

S| No. Question Excellent | Good | Average | Satisfactory | Poor Average(Out of 5)

Did the instructor adhere to the scheduled

1 class hours/timings? 12 0 0 5.00

2 Were the lectures well-paced? 10 1 1 0 0 4.75

3 Were_the_aSS|gnments/seSS|0nal _ 10 > 0 0 0 483
examinations/quizzes graded on time?

4 Were the sessional assessments fair? 9 3 0 0 0 4.75

5 Were the assignments, quizzes, and mid- 7 5 > 0 1 417
term exams adequately discussed?

6 Did the instructor motivate you to learn 10 > 0 0 0 483
more about the subject?

7 Did Fhe instructor encourage student 7 4 1 0 0 450
participation in class?

8 Was the instructor effective in 11 1 0 0 0 4.92
communicating the contents of the course?

9 Your overall rating of the instructor: 10 2 0 0 0 4.83






