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First time registred students: 71
Answer Count: 19
Answer Frequency: 26.76%

The course evaluation could be answered during the period:
18/01/2025 - 01/02/2025

When collaborative courses, several course codes are shown below:
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Mean value for each question. Highest value = 4.

Mean
Supportive Structure 34
Varied Teaching 3.1
Discussed the Subject 3.6
Challenging 3.6
Feedback Helped 3.2
Assessment Related to Teaching 3.4
Workload 21
Devoted Time 3.8
Prepared in Advance 3.4
Involved in Seminars 3.6
Involved in Lectures 3.0
Increased Interest 3.3

Results of learning

All in all, the course was valuable for me.

Courses that were considered valuable were related to personal
development, acquisition of new knowledge and skills, understanding
of something. Higher ratings can refer to students’ perceived
development (learned a lot, and it was useful). Lower ratings can refer
to scanty development of knowledge and skills or not understanding
certain themes or their parts, not understanding the necessity and
significance of the course, problems in the learning environment.
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How likely would you be to recommend this course to a friend or colleague?
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Net Promoter Score (NPS) = 21.1

Promoters = 8 (42.1%)
Passives = 7 (36.8%)
Detractors = 4 (21.1%)

The Net Promoter Score (NPS) is a metric that measures student
experience and predicts the effectiveness of a course. It calculates an
NPS score based on a key question using a 0-10 scale, asking how
likely students would recommend the course to others. Respondents
are grouped into Promoters, Passives, or Detractors based on their
score, and the NPS is calculated by subtracting the percentage of
Detractors from the percentage of Promoters. The NPS is a core
metric for course evaluation programs and is trusted by educational
institutions to engage their students and improve their learning
experience performance.
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Comments

Course supervisor's comments

Each year, | conduct my own analysis while the course is running. Since many students do not actively participate in the official feedback system,
| find that real-time analysis provides more meaningful insights. This approach also allows students to influence their learning experience, which
can enhance their motivation. Unfortunately, this year, about half of the students did not actively participate in the lectures.

To assess the course, | use Likert scale or continuous scale questions. | gather feedback on students’ prior knowledge of different topics, their
perceived level of understanding, the number of hours they invest in the course, and their opinions on pacing and content load.

Here are two examples of mid-course feedback:

Lecture Pacing:
Much too slow: 0
A bit too slow: 2
About right: 11
A bit too fast: 9
Much too fast: 2

Amount of Content:
Far too little: 0

Could be a bit more: 2
About right: 11

A bit too much: 10
Way too much: 3

If I notice gaps in understanding, | adjust accordingly - repeating key concepts, providing additional explanations, or reinforcing fundamental
knowledge (e.g., math-related topics). Additionally, | collect anonymous feedback after most lectures and implement suggestions where feasible.
However, this approach does not address students who do not attend the lectures. Some comments suggest that students who participated in
lectures were more satisfied with the course and achieved better learning outcomes, while those who did not attend were less satisfied and had
weaker results.

Suggestions for Future Course Improvements

Overall, | am pleased with how the course progressed. Several students expressed their appreciation, both in writing and in person. Some
students from previous years even shared that they are already applying course concepts in practice, which has been highly beneficial for them.
Anonymous feedback and post-lecture emails have also been overwhelmingly positive.

One challenge this year - and moving forward - is integrating modern developments in large language models (LLMs) and generative Al without
overwhelming students with excessive content. | plan to explore ways to incorporate these topics effectively while maintaining a manageable
cognitive load.
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