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Michael Eichberg
 

Software Engineering - Design and Construction (20-00-0341-iv)
Erfasste Fragebögen = 36

Auswertungsteil der geschlossenen FragenAuswertungsteil der geschlossenen Fragen

Legende
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Auto-GruppeAuto-Gruppe

FB 20 -Informatik- TU Darmstadt - Lecture and exercises evaluation

Course name:_________________________________________________________________________

Instructor:___________________________________________ Semester: ws/ss____________________

1. Personal Information1. Personal Information

1.1. What subject are you studying?
n=34Informatik 73.5%

CE 2.9%

IST 11.8%

WInf 5.9%

Mathematik 0%

ETiT 0%

other 5.9%

1.3. Degree sought?
n=36B.Sc./BA 36.1%

M.Sc./MA 63.9%

Lehramt/BEd/MEd 0%

Diplom/Magister 0%

Other
(doctoral, etc.) 0%

1.4. Semester?
n=341.-2. 44.1%

3.-4. 17.6%

5.-6. 29.4%

≥ 7. 8.8%

1.5. Gender
n=34female 5.9%

male 94.1%
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1.6. In which country did you obtain your university admission?
n=35in Germany 82.9%

in another country 17.1%

2. The lecture2. The lecture

2.1. I attended the lecture ... % of the time:
n=360% 0%

10% 0%

20% 0%

30% 0%

40% 0%

50% 0%

60% 5.6%

70% 5.6%

80% 22.2%

90% 38.9%

100% 27.8%

2.2. For which reasons did you not attend the lecture regularly? (more than one answer possible)
n=36Time overlap with other lectures 13.9%

low quality of past lectures 2.8%

personal reasons (e.g. illness) 44.4%

external circumstances (domicile,weather...) 22.2%

other reasons: 2.8%

Note: If you can't or do not want to answer a question, please mark "n.a." (= not applicable).

2.4. The content of the course is well-structured and easy to
follow.

strongly
disagree

strongly
agree

n=34
mw=1.76
s=0.78

41.2%

1

44.1%

2

11.8%

3

2.9%

4

0%

5

2.5. The learning objectives of the course are clear. strongly
disagree

strongly
agree

n=35
mw=1.8
s=1.05

54.3%

1

22.9%

2

11.4%

3

11.4%

4

0%

5

2.6. The instructor is able to explain complex concepts and
issues clearly.

strongly
disagree

strongly
agree

n=36
mw=1.81
s=0.98

44.4%

1

41.7%

2

5.6%

3

5.6%

4

2.8%

5

2.7. Examples are used to clearly illustrate concepts. strongly
disagree

strongly
agree

n=35
mw=1.71
s=0.93

48.6%

1

40%

2

5.7%

3

2.9%

4

2.9%

5

2.8. The lecturer referred to current research. strongly
disagree

strongly
agree

n=31
mw=2.45
s=0.99
E.=4

19.4%

1

32.3%

2

32.3%

3

16.1%

4

0%

5
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2.9. The connection between theory and practice was
established.

strongly
disagree

strongly
agree

n=34
mw=1.91
s=1.03

41.2%

1

38.2%

2

11.8%

3

5.9%

4

2.9%

5

2.10. The speed of the lecture was adequate. strongly
disagree

strongly
agree

n=35
mw=1.94
s=0.97

34.3%

1

51.4%

2

0%

3

14.3%

4

0%

5

 2.10a If the speed of the lecture was not adequate:
n=9too fast 100%

too slow 0%

2.11. The lecturer was well prepared. strongly
disagree

strongly
agree

n=36
mw=1.33
s=0.89

83.3%

1

8.3%

2

2.8%

3

2.8%

4

2.8%

5

2.12. The instructor is able to respond appropriately to
student questions and
contributions.

strongly
disagree

strongly
agree

n=31
mw=1.35
s=0.66

71%

1

25.8%

2

0%

3

3.2%

4

0%

5

2.13. The lecturer could be reached outside the lecture. strongly
disagree

strongly
agree

n=15
mw=1.53
s=0.83
E.=17

66.7%

1

13.3%

2

20%

3

0%

4

0%

5

2.14. The instructor is able to motivate students to
participate and engage with course themes.

strongly
disagree

strongly
agree

n=34
mw=2.18
s=1

26.5%

1

41.2%

2

23.5%

3

5.9%

4

2.9%

5

2.15. The lecture motivated me to occupy myself with the
topics on my own.

strongly
disagree

strongly
agree

n=34
mw=2.21
s=0.98

23.5%

1

44.1%

2

23.5%

3

5.9%

4

2.9%

5

2.16. The teaching aids (scripts, textbooks, references to the
literature, slides) supported my studies effectively.

strongly
disagree

strongly
agree

n=31
mw=2.19
s=1.08
E.=2

32.3%

1

32.3%

2

19.4%

3

16.1%

4

0%

5

Auto-GruppeAuto-Gruppe

 How would you rate the lecture (without exercises)? insufficientvery good n=34
mw=1.59
s=0.82

55.9%

1

35.3%

2

2.9%

3

5.9%

4

0%

5

FB 20 -Informatik- TU Darmstadt - Lecture and Exercises Evaluation

3. Assessment of the exercises (only for lectures with exercises)3. Assessment of the exercises (only for lectures with exercises)
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3.1. I attended the exercises ... % of the time:
n=340% 5.9%

10% 8.8%

20% 5.9%

30% 14.7%

40% 5.9%

50% 5.9%

60% 2.9%

70% 5.9%

80% 11.8%

90% 8.8%

100% 23.5%

3.2. What were your reasons for not attending? (more than one answers possible)
n=36time overlap with other lectures 41.7%

low quality of past lectures 11.1%

private reasons (e.g. illness) 22.2%

external circumstances (domicile,weather...) 16.7%

other reasons: 2.8%

3.4. The exercises were clearly structured. strongly
disagree

strongly
agree

n=31
mw=2.19
s=1.05
E.=4

29%

1

35.5%

2

25.8%

3

6.5%

4

3.2%

5

3.5. I learned a lot through the exercises and assignments. strongly
disagree

strongly
agree

n=31
mw=2.03
s=0.91
E.=4

29%

1

48.4%

2

12.9%

3

9.7%

4

0%

5

3.6. The exercises were very motivating. strongly
disagree

strongly
agree

n=31
mw=2.58
s=0.92
E.=4

12.9%

1

32.3%

2

38.7%

3

16.1%

4

0%

5

3.7. The teaching assistant did a good job. strongly
disagree

strongly
agree

n=27
mw=2.44
s=1.05
E.=6

14.8%

1

48.1%

2

18.5%

3

14.8%

4

3.7%

5

3.8. The topics of the exercises were always well
coordinated
with the topics of the lecture.

strongly
disagree

strongly
agree

n=30
mw=1.9
s=1.09
E.=4

46.7%

1

30%

2

13.3%

3

6.7%

4

3.3%

5

3.9. The lecturer used electronic plattforms (forums, mailing
lists, wikis,
websites) in a reasonable and helpful way.

strongly
disagree

strongly
agree

n=28
mw=1.96
s=0.92
E.=6

39.3%

1

28.6%

2

28.6%

3

3.6%

4

0%

5

3.10. The ratio of students to teaching staff was adequate. strongly
disagree

strongly
agree

n=29
mw=2.1
s=1.08
E.=6

34.5%

1

37.9%

2

10.3%

3

17.2%

4

0%

5
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3.11. The size of the group was adequate. strongly
disagree

strongly
agree

n=22
mw=1.86
s=0.71
E.=12

31.8%

1

50%

2

18.2%

3

0%

4

0%

5

3.12. The room was suitable for working and learning. strongly
disagree

strongly
agree

n=17
mw=2.24
s=0.9
E.=14

23.5%

1

35.3%

2

35.3%

3

5.9%

4

0%

5

3.13. The level of the exercises was adequate. strongly
disagree

strongly
agree

n=29
mw=2.48
s=1.02
E.=4

13.8%

1

44.8%

2

24.1%

3

13.8%

4

3.4%

5

 3.13a  If the level of the exercise was not adequate:
n=13too high 100%

too low 0%

3.14. The exercises (homework, tests) were well organized
throughout the
semester.

strongly
disagree

strongly
agree

n=29
mw=2.03
s=0.87
E.=3

27.6%

1

48.3%

2

17.2%

3

6.9%

4

0%

5

3.15. The lecturer provided enough exercise material. strongly
disagree

strongly
agree

n=30
mw=2.03
s=0.96
E.=3

26.7%

1

56.7%

2

6.7%

3

6.7%

4

3.3%

5

 How would you rate the exercise? insufficientvery good n=30
mw=2.37
s=0.67

6.7%

1

53.3%

2

36.7%

3

3.3%

4

0%

5

4. General assessment of the lecture and exercises4. General assessment of the lecture and exercises

4.1. In addition to visiting the lectures and the exercises/assignments I spent the following number of hours per
week on solving the exercises:

n=350 2.9%

1 5.7%

2 11.4%

3 5.7%

3,5 8.6%

4 14.3%

5 14.3%

6-10 25.7%

11-15 8.6%

>20 2.9%

4.2. My previous knowledge allowed me to follow the lecture. stronglystronglystronglystrongly
disagreedisagreedisagreedisagree

stronglystronglystronglystrongly
agreeagreeagreeagree

n=33
mw=2
s=1.17
E.=1

45.5%

1

27.3%

2

12.1%

3

12.1%

4

3%

5

4.3. I would recommend this lecture to a friend. stronglystronglystronglystrongly
disagreedisagreedisagreedisagree

stronglystronglystronglystrongly
agreeagreeagreeagree

n=35
mw=1.77
s=0.94

51.4%

1

25.7%

2

17.1%

3

5.7%

4

0%

5
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Auto-GruppeAuto-Gruppe

 I would give the course the following overall grade: insufficientvery good n=33
mw=1.73
s=0.67

39.4%

1

48.5%

2

12.1%

3

0%

4

0%

5
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Profillinie
Teilbereich: FB 20
Name der/des Lehrenden: Michael Eichberg
Titel der Lehrveranstaltung:
(Name der Umfrage)

Software Engineering - Design and Construction

2. The lecture2. The lecture

2.4. The content of the course is well-structured and easy to follow. strongly
agree

strongly
disagree

n=34
mw=1.76

2.5. The learning objectives of the course are clear. strongly
agree

strongly
disagree

n=35
mw=1.8

2.6. The instructor is able to explain complex concepts and issues clearly. strongly
agree

strongly
disagree

n=36
mw=1.81

2.7. Examples are used to clearly illustrate concepts. strongly
agree

strongly
disagree

n=35
mw=1.71

2.8. The lecturer referred to current research. strongly
agree

strongly
disagree

n=31
mw=2.45

2.9. The connection between theory and practice was established. strongly
agree

strongly
disagree

n=34
mw=1.91

2.10. The speed of the lecture was adequate. strongly
agree

strongly
disagree

n=35
mw=1.94

2.11. The lecturer was well prepared. strongly
agree

strongly
disagree

n=36
mw=1.33

2.12. The instructor is able to respond appropriately to student questions and
contributions.

strongly
agree

strongly
disagree

n=31
mw=1.35

2.13. The lecturer could be reached outside the lecture. strongly
agree

strongly
disagree

n=15
mw=1.53

2.14. The instructor is able to motivate students to participate and engage with
course themes.

strongly
agree

strongly
disagree

n=34
mw=2.18

2.15. The lecture motivated me to occupy myself with the topics on my own. strongly
agree

strongly
disagree

n=34
mw=2.21

2.16. The teaching aids (scripts, textbooks, references to the literature, slides)
supported my studies effectively.

strongly
agree

strongly
disagree

n=31
mw=2.19

Auto-GruppeAuto-Gruppe

 How would you rate the lecture (without exercises)? very good insufficient
n=34
mw=1.59

3. Assessment of the exercises (only for lectures with exercises)3. Assessment of the exercises (only for lectures with exercises)

3.4. The exercises were clearly structured. strongly
agree

strongly
disagree

n=31
mw=2.19

3.5. I learned a lot through the exercises and assignments. strongly
agree

strongly
disagree

n=31
mw=2.03

3.6. The exercises were very motivating. strongly
agree

strongly
disagree

n=31
mw=2.58

3.7. The teaching assistant did a good job. strongly
agree

strongly
disagree

n=27
mw=2.44

3.8. The topics of the exercises were always well coordinated
with the topics of the lecture.

strongly
agree

strongly
disagree

n=30
mw=1.9

3.9. The lecturer used electronic plattforms (forums, mailing lists, wikis,
websites) in a reasonable and helpful way.

strongly
agree

strongly
disagree

n=28
mw=1.96

3.10. The ratio of students to teaching staff was adequate. strongly
agree

strongly
disagree

n=29
mw=2.1



22.01.2014 EvaSys Auswertung Seite 8

3.11. The size of the group was adequate. strongly
agree

strongly
disagree

n=22
mw=1.86

3.12. The room was suitable for working and learning. strongly
agree

strongly
disagree

n=17
mw=2.24

3.13. The level of the exercises was adequate. strongly
agree

strongly
disagree

n=29
mw=2.48

3.14. The exercises (homework, tests) were well organized throughout the
semester.

strongly
agree

strongly
disagree

n=29
mw=2.03

3.15. The lecturer provided enough exercise material. strongly
agree

strongly
disagree

n=30
mw=2.03

 How would you rate the exercise? very good insufficient
n=30
mw=2.37

4. General assessment of the lecture and exercises4. General assessment of the lecture and exercises

4.2. My previous knowledge allowed me to follow the lecture. stronglystronglystronglystrongly
agreeagreeagreeagree

stronglystronglystronglystrongly
disagreedisagreedisagreedisagree

n=33
mw=2

4.3. I would recommend this lecture to a friend. stronglystronglystronglystrongly
agreeagreeagreeagree

stronglystronglystronglystrongly
disagreedisagreedisagreedisagree

n=35
mw=1.77

Auto-GruppeAuto-Gruppe

 I would give the course the following overall grade: very good insufficient
n=33
mw=1.73
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Auswertungsteil der offenen FragenAuswertungsteil der offenen Fragen

1. Personal Information1. Personal Information

1.2. If other, please specify:

2. The lecture2. The lecture

2.3. Other reasons for not attending the lecture regularly:
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3. Assessment of the exercises (only for lectures with exercises)3. Assessment of the exercises (only for lectures with exercises)

3.3. Other reasons for not attending the exercises regularly:

4. General assessment of the lecture and exercises4. General assessment of the lecture and exercises

4.4. What did you especially like in this lecture and excercise?
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4.5. What did you especially dislike in this lecture and excercise or what improvemnts do you suggest?
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	address_0_0: An  Herr  Michael Eichberg  persönlich
	subject_0_0: Auswertungsbericht Lehrveranstaltungsevaluation an die Lehrenden
	text_0_0: Sehr geehrte/r Herr Eichberg,

in diesem Bericht finden Sie die Ergebnisse der automatisierten Auswertung der Lehrveranstaltungsevaluation Ihrer Veranstaltung  

Software Engineering - Design and Construction 

Semester: WS13/14.

Auf der ersten Seite des Auswertungsberichts wird zunächst die Art der Ergebnisdarstellung erläutert (vgl. Legende), daraufhin folgen die detaillierten Ergebnisse (Häufigkeitsverteilungen, Mittelwerte).

Im zweiten Teil des Berichts werden die Ergebnisse in Form von Profillinien dargestellt (Schnellüberblick).

Am Ende finden sich die Antworten der Studierenden auf die offenen Fragen, 
die als Bilder eingescannt wurden.

Wir empfehlen, die Ergebnisse der Fragebogenaktion den Studierenden vorzustellen und zeitnah mit ihnen zu besprechen! So haben Sie die Möglichkeit, Ihren Studierenden gezielt Fragen zu stellen und es fördert zudem die Motivation der Studierenden, an weitere Befragungen dieser Art teilzunehmen.

Für Rückfragen stehen wir Ihnen natürlich gerne zur Verfügung:
Silke Köhler | Franziska Zwirner
email: evaluation@hda.tu-darmstadt.de
Tel. (06151) 16 - 76166 bzw -70951


Mit freundlichen Grüssen,

Silke Köhler
Franziska Zwirner
Hochschuldidaktische Arbeitsstelle (HDA)

------------------------------------------------------
HINWEIS: Dieses Schreiben wurde automatisch generiert.


