School of Mathematical Sciences, Algebraic Structures Il, MTH6104/MTH6104P

School of Mathematical Sciences

Algebraic Structures Il (MTH6104/MTH6104P)
No. of responses = 22 (62.86%)

Legend

Survey Results

\a_@_s’ Queen Mary

University of London

Relative Frequencies of answers ~ Std. Dev. Mean Median
. 25% 0% 50% 0%  25% ~
Question text Left pole : : Right pole g;ﬁ?\)/.l:;r:esponses
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention
5 4 3 2 1
Scale Histogram 8
Quality index
Description of quality symbol Mean value is below the fe] Mean is within the range of Mean value is within the
quality guideline. (8 tolerance for the quality quality guideline.
guideline.
1. Rate this module
100% 0% 0% 0% 0%

1.1) : -

The module is well taUght Definitely agree “ Definitely disagree 2;2:25
@ md=5
dev.=0

5 4 3 2 1

I . . 35%  45%  15% 0% 5%

2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree T ———— - Definitely disagree n=20

been made clear in advance ' ' @ =g’
dev.=1

5 4 3 2 1

714%  19% 95% 0% 0%

1.3) H : -
| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree 2 ) Definitely disagree =21
module ' @ md=5

dev.=0.67
5 4 3 2 1
. - . . 524% 38.1% 9.5% 0% 0%
9| have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree ¥ 1 1, Definitely disagree n=21
my studies on the module v @ e
dev.=0.68
5 4 3 2 1
. . 90.5% 9.5% 0% 0% 0%
' The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree Definitely disagree n=21
av.=4.
@ md=5
dev.=0.3
5 4 3 2 1
65%  10%  15% 5% 5%

1.6) H -
| had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree : 1 : Definitely disagree n=20 %
module ' @ md=5

dev.=1.21
5 4 3 2 1
68.2% 31.8% 0% 0% 0%

1.7) o fi : ; -
Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree A Definitely disagree n=22 8
module @ md=5

dev.=0.48
5 4 3 2 1
29.11.2013 EvaSys evaluation Page 1



School of Mathematical Sciences, Chaos and Fractals, MTH6107/MTH6107P

School of Mathematical Sciences

Chaos and Fractals (MTH6107/MTH6107P)
No. of responses = 16 (53.33%)

Survey Results

Leg e n d Relative Frequencies of answers ~ Std. Dev. Mean Median

25% 0% 50% 0% 25%

Question text

\a_@_s’ Queen Mary

University of London

n=No. of responses

Left pole I i Right pole av.=Mean
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention

5 4 3 2 1
Scale Histogram 8
Quality index
Description of quality symbol Mean value is below the fe] Mean is within the range of Mean value is within the
quality guideline. (8 tolerance for the quality quality guideline.
guideline.
1. Rate this module
56.3% 43.8% 0% 0% 0%
1.1) : -
The module is well taUght Definitely agree I = i Definitely disagree 2;1:(1 56
@ md=5
dev.=0.51
5 4 3 2 1
I . . 50% 18.8% 12.5% 18.8% 0%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree S —T Definitely disagree n=16
been made clear in advance ' ' @ i 5
dev.=1.21
5 4 3 2 1
18.8% 125% 37.5% 25%  6.3%
1.3) H : -
| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree : ) Definitely disagree [z 1215, |
module isj md=3
dev.=1.2
5 4 3 2 1
. - . . 31.3% 43.8% 18.8% 6.3% 0%
9| have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree 1 Definitely disagree n=16
my studies on the module @ icd
dev.=0.89
5 4 3 2 1
81.3% 125% 6.3% 0% 0%
1.5) H H -
The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree Y Definitely disagree 2;1:‘1 s
@ md=5
dev.=0.58
5 4 3 2 1
62.5% 12.5% 18.8% 6.3% 0%
1.6) H =
| had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree : 1 : Definitely disagree =1 a1
module ' @ md=5
dev.=1.01
5 4 3 2 1
40%  53.3% 0% 6.7% 0%
1.7 o fi ; H -
) Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree v Definitely disagree =18 o
module v @ md=4’
dev.=0.8
5 4 3 2 1
29.11.2013 EvaSys evaluation Page 1



School of Mathematical Sciences, Coding Theory, MTH6108/MTH6108P

School of Mathematical Sciences

Coding Theory (MTH6108/MTH6108P)
No. of responses = 40 (58.82%)

Legend

Question text

Relative Frequencies of answers

Left pole

Survey Results

Scale

Std. Dev. Mean Median
25% 0% 50% 0% 25%
5 4 3 2 1
Histogram

\a_@_s’ Queen Mary

Right pole

University of London

n=No. of responses
av.=Mean
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention

B

Quality index

Description of quality symbol

Mean value is below the
quality guideline.

81 tolerance for the quality
guideline.

fe] Mean is within the range of
5

Mean value is within the

quality guideline.

1. Rate this module
525% 30% 125% 25% 2.5%
1.1) : -
The module is well taUght Definitely agree I = 1 Definitely disagree 2;4:% 28
@ md=5
dev.=0.96
5 4 3 2 1
. . . 30% 17.5% 45%  7.5% 0%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree - " AR E— Defintely disagree  rg] "2
been made clear in advance ) v ' i
dev.=0.99
5 4 3 2 1
30.8% 359% 282% 51% 0%
1.3) H : -
| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree Definiely disagree  [g] =33 o,
module 8 avs
dev.=0.9
5 4 3 2 1
. - . . 35%  30% 325% 0%  25%
9| have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree : Definiely disagree g "4 o
my studies on the module ' o et
dev.=0.96
5 4 3 2 1
55% 35% 10% 0% 0%
1.5 H H =
) The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree K- Definitely disagree 2;4:91 45
@ md=5
dev.=0.68
5 4 3 2 1
325% 30% 325% 25% 25%
1.6) H =
| had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree L Definitely disagree  [g] -3 gg
module isj md=2
dev.=0.99
5 4 3 2 1
40% 40% 17.5% 0% 2.5%
1.7 o fi ; ; .
) Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree \ 1 : Definitely disagree =40 15
module v @ md=4'
dev.=0.89
5 4 3 2 1
29.11.2013 EvaSys evaluation Page 1



School of Mathematical Sciences, Combinatorics, MTH6109/MTH6109P

School of Mathematical Sciences

Combinatorics (MTH6109/MTH6109P)
No. of responses = 47 (55.29%)

Legend

Question text

Relative Frequencies of answers

Left pole

Survey Results

\a_@_s’ Queen Mary

Scale

Std. Dev. Mean Median
25% 0% 50% 0% 25%
I | Right pole
5 4 3 2 1
Histogram

University of London

n=No. of responses
av.=Mean
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention

B

Quality index

Description of quality symbol

Mean value is below the
quality guideline.

fe] Mean is within the range of
5

(8 tolerance for the quality

Mean value is within the
quality guideline.

guideline.
1. Rate this module
39.1% 39.1% 4.3% 17.4% 0%
1.1) : -
The module is well taUght Definitely agree I 1 Definitely disagree 2;4:(1
@ md=4
dev.=1.07
5 4 3 2 1
. . . 326% 34.8% 19.6%  13% 0%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree T T Definitely disagree n=45
been made clear in advance ' ' ' et
dev.=1.02
5 4 3 2 1
. . 37%  34.8% 21.7% 43%  2.2%
* | have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree : . T : Definitely disagree n=45
module @ Sia
dev.=0.99
5 4 3 2 1
304% 37% 239% 43%  4.3%
14 . - . . _
' I have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree \ 1 : Definitely disagree  [g] 2;41:63 o
my studies on the module v 5 md=d
dev.=1.05
5 4 3 2 1
21.7% 34.8% 21.7% 19.6% 2.2%
1.5) H H =
The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree : N : Definitely disagree  g] 2;4:% o
iaj md=4
= dev.=1.11
5 4 3 2 1

1.6) . 32.6% 239% 21.7% 17.4% 4.3% _
| had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree : 1 . Definitely disagree  [g] 2;4:63 63
module 1 s

dev.=1.24
5 4 3 2 1
311% 356% 17.8% 15.6% 0%

1.7) o fi ; ; .
Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree \ 1 : Definitely disagree  [g] o1 g
module ' i

dev.=1.05
5 4 3 2 1
29.11.2013 EvaSys evaluation Page 1



School of Mathematical Sciences, Introduction to Mathematical Finance, MTH6121/MTH6121P

. . Y
School of Mathematical Sciences
Introduction to Mathematical Finance (MTH6121/MTH6121P) \GQ_‘! Queen Mary
No. of responses = 93 (46.73%) University of London

Survey Results

Leg e n d Relative Frequencies of answers ~ Std. Dev. Mean Median
. 25% 0% 50% 0%  25% ~
Question text Left pole : , Right pole g;liﬁﬂ gaf responses
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention
5 4 3 2 1
Scale Histogram
Quality index
Description of quality symbol Mean value is below the fe] Mean is within the range of Mean value is within the
quality guideline. (8 tolerance for the quality quality guideline.
guideline.
1. Rate this module
8% 31.8% 30.7% 19.3% 10.2%

1.1) : -

The module is well tatht Definitely agree I Definitely disagree  [g] ggi% 08
isj md=3
= dev.=1.12

5 4 3 2 1
I . . 6.7% 31.1% 333% 21.1% 7.8%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree —T y - —T" Definitely disagree n=%
been made clear in advance ' =3
dev.=1.05
5 4 3 2 1
4.5% 39.3% 326% 15.7% 7.9%

1.3) H : -
| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree : 1 : Definitely disagree 11 1289 -
module T 12l av.=3.

# md=3
dev.=1.01
5 4 3 2 1
7.7% 30.8% 31.9% 19.8% 9.9%

14) . - . . -

I have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree \ F Definitely disagree  [g] 2;9;3 o7

my studies on the module 5 md=3

dev.=1.1
5 4 3 2 1
11%  319% 242% 20.9% 12.1%

1.5) H H -

The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree \ I : Definitely disagree  g] 2;313 0
iaj md=3
= dev.=1.21

5 4 3 2 1
6.7% 36.7% 31.1% 17.8% 7.8%

1.6) H -
| had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree : I . Definitely disagree  [g] 1223 17
module isj md=3

dev.=1.05
5 4 3 2 1
9.9% 36.3% 26.4% 17.6% 9.9%

1.7) o fi ; H -
Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree \ I , Definitely disagree  g] 0225 1
module {s) md=3

dev.=1.14
5 4 3 2 1

29.11.2013 EvaSys evaluation Page 1



School of Mathematical Sciences, Metric Spaces, MTH6126/MTH6126P

School of Mathematical Sciences

Metric Spaces (MTH6126/MTH6126P)
No. of responses = 10 (52.63%)

Survey Results

Leg e n d Relative Frequencies of answers ~ Std. Dev. Mean Median

. 25% 0% 50% 0% 25%
Question text Left pole - -

\a_@_s’ Queen Mary

University of London

n=No. of responses

I | Right pole av.=Mean
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention

5 4 3 2 1
Scale Histogram 8
Quality index
Description of quality symbol Mean value is below the fe] Mean is within the range of Mean value is within the
quality guideline. (8 tolerance for the quality quality guideline.
guideline.
1. Rate this module
70% 30% 0% 0% 0%
1.1) : -
The module is well taUght Definitely agree |JL|_| Definitely disagree 2;1:% 7
@ md=5
dev.=0.48
5 4 3 2 1
I . . 40%  30% 30% 0% 0%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree . . —T - Definitely disagree n=10 .
been made clear in advance @ s
dev.=0.88
5 4 3 2 1
30%  60% 10% 0% 0%

1.3) H : -
| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree P Definitely disagree n=10
module @ md=4

dev.=0.63
5 4 3 2 1
. - . . 50%  40%  10% 0% 0%
9| have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree T - Definitely disagree n=10
my studies on the module } @ i
dev.=0.7
5 4 3 2 1
. . 40% 50% 10% 0% 0%
' The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree Y Definitely disagree n=10
1 av.=4.
! @ md=4
dev.=0.67
5 4 3 2 1
30%  10%  50%  10% 0%

1.6) H -
| had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree : 1 . Definitely disagree  g] 1013 6
module ' is] md=3

dev.=1.07
5 4 3 2 1
60% 40% 0% 0% 0%

1.7) o fi ; ; -
Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree K Definitely disagree 10 s
module @ md=5

dev.=0.52
5 4 3 2 1
29.11.2013 EvaSys evaluation Page 1



School of Mathematical Sciences, Relativity, MTH6132/MTH6132P

School of Mathematical Sciences

Relativity (MTH6132/MTH6132P)
No. of responses = 29 (51.79%)

Legend

Question text

Relative Frequencies of answers

Left pole

Survey Results

Scale

Std. Dev. Mean Median
25% 0% 50% 0% 25%
5 4 3 2 1
Histogram

\a_@_s’ Queen Mary

Right pole

University of London

n=No. of responses

av.=Mean

md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention

B

Quality index

Description of quality symbol

Mean value is below the
quality guideline.

81 tolerance for the quality
guideline.

fe] Mean is within the range of
5

Mean value is within the

quality guideline.

1. Rate this module
69% 27.6% 0% 0% 3.4%
1.1) . _

The module is well taUght Definitely agree I = 1 Definitely disagree 2;2:% 59
md=5
dev.=0.82

5 4 3 2 1
. . . 37.9% 24.1% 241% 69%  6.9%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree — 1 T - Definitely disagree n=29
been made clear in advance ' ' img
dev.=1.24
5 4 3 2 1
62.1% 276% 69% 0%  34%
1.3) H H —

| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree : 1 : Definitely disagree =29 o

module ! md=5
dev.=0.91

5 4 3 2 1
. - ) . 69% 17.2% 10.3% 0%  3.4%
9| have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree , 7 ; Definitely disagree n=28 o
my studies on the module ' ' ' s
dev.=0.95
5 4 3 2 1
724% 20.7% 3.4% 0% 3.4%
1.5 H H —

) The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree : N : Definitely disagree 2;231 .
md=5
dev.=0.87

5 4 3 2 1
. 44.8% 31% 17.2%  3.4% 3.4%
® | had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree T " s s Definitely disagree n=29
module ' ' vy
dev.=1.05
5 4 3 2 1
62.1% 31% 3.4% 0% 3.4%
1.7 ofi : ; _

) Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree \ 1 : Definitely disagree n=29 48

module ! md=5
dev.=0.87

5 4 3 2 1
29.11.2013 EvaSys evaluation Page 1



School of Mathematical Sciences, Statistical Modelling I, MTH6134/MTH6134P

School of Mathematical Sciences

Statistical Modelling Il (MTH6134/MTH6134P)
No. of responses = 59 (52.68%)

Legend

Survey Results

\a_@_s’ Queen Mary

University of London

Relative Frequencies of answers ~ Std. Dev. Mean Median
. 25% 0%  50% 0%  25% ~
Question text Left pole : : Right pole g;ﬁ?\)/.l:;r:esponses
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention
5 4 3 2 1
Scale Histogram 8
Quality index
Description of quality symbol Mean value is below the fe] Mean is within the range of Mean value is within the
quality guideline. (8 tolerance for the quality quality guideline.
guideline.
1. Rate this module
57.6% 39% 3.4% 0% 0%
1.1) : -
The module is well taUght Definitely agree I = Definitely disagree 2;5:% 54
@ md=5
dev.=0.57
5 4 3 2 1
. . . . 39.7% 41.4% 13.8% 3.4% 1.7%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree T - Definitely disagree n=s8
been made clear in advance ' ' ' @ s
dev.=0.91
5 4 3 2 1
38.6% 38.6% 158% 35% 35%
1.3) H : -
| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree : : Definitely disagree =57 e
module @ md=4
dev.=1.01
5 4 3 2 1
. - . . 259% 50% 15.5% 6.9% 1.7%
9| have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree Definiely disagree g 1%, o,
my studies on the module o
dev.=0.92
5 4 3 2 1
44.8% 46.6% 8.6% 0% 0%
1.5 H H -
) The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree - Definitely disagree 25531 %
@ md=4
dev.=0.64
5 4 3 2 1
28.8% 47.5% 16.9% 5.1% 1.7%
1.6) H -
| had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree : : Definitely disagree  [g] 2;5:% a7
module ooy
i
dev.=0.91
5 4 3 2 1
37.5% 48.2% 10.7% 0% 3.6%
1.7 o fi ; H -
) Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree \ 1 : Definitely disagree =% 6
module v @ md=4'
dev.=0.89
5 4 3 2 1
29.11.2013 EvaSys evaluation Page 1



School of Mathematical Sciences, Time Series, MTH6139/MTH6139P

School of Mathematical Sciences

Time Series (MTH6139/MTH6139P)
No. of responses = 27 (51.92%)

Legend

Survey Results

\a_@_s’ Queen Mary

University of London

Relative Frequencies of answers ~ Std. Dev. Mean Median
. 25% 0% 50% 0%  25% ~
Question text Left pole : : Right pole g;ﬁ?\)/.l:;r:esponses
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention
5 4 3 2 1
Scale Histogram 8
Quality index
Description of quality symbol Mean value is below the fe] Mean is within the range of Mean value is within the
quality guideline. (8 tolerance for the quality quality guideline.
guideline.
1. Rate this module
55.6% 44.4% 0% 0% 0%

1.1) : -

The module is well taught Definitely agree — Definitely disagree @ =27 s
md=5
dev.=0.51

5 4 3 2 1
I . . 22.2% 59.3% 14.8% 3.7% 0%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree 5 — T Definitely disagree n=27
been made clear in advance @ im4
dev.=0.73
5 4 3 2 1
18.5% 48.1% 33.3% 0% 0%

1.3) H : -
| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree Y Definitely disagree 1] "2, oo
module isj md=4

dev.=0.72
5 4 3 2 1
20%  48%  32% 0% 0%

14) . - . . _

I have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree i Definitely disagree  [g] 2;2=53 o8

my studies on the module 5 mded
dev.=0.73

5 4 3 2 1
44.4% 55.6% 0% 0% 0%
1.5 H H -
) The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree — % Definitely disagree 2;2;4 "
@ md=4’
dev.=0.51
5 4 3 2 1
42.3% 26.9% 15.4% 11.5% 3.8%

1.6) H -
| had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree : : Definitely disagree  [g] 125 o,
module ooy

i
dev.=1.2
5 4 3 2 1
34.6% 53.8% 11.5% 0% 0%

1.7) o fi ; H -
Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree X Definitely disagree =20 23
module @ md=4"

dev.=0.65
5 4 3 2 1
29.11.2013 EvaSys evaluation Page 1



School of Mathematical Sciences, Linear Algebra Il, MTH6140/MTH6140P

School of Mathematical Sciences

Linear Algebra Il (MTH6140/MTH6140P)
No. of responses = 31 (40.26%)

Legend

Question text

Relative Frequencies of answers

Left pole

Survey Results

Scale

Std. Dev. Mean Median
25% 0% 50% 0% 25%
5 4 3 2 1
Histogram

\a_@_s’ Queen Mary

Right pole

University of London

n=No. of responses

av.=Mean

md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention

B

Quality index

Description of quality symbol

Mean value is below the
quality guideline.

81 tolerance for the quality
guideline.

fe] Mean is within the range of
5

Mean value is within the
quality guideline.

1. Rate this module
16.7% 43.3% 13.3% 10% 16.7%

1.1) : -

The module is well taUght Definitely agree I = Definitely disagree  [g] 2;3:% 33
isj md=4
= dev.=1.35

5 4 3 2 1
. . . 12.9% 323% 41.9%  9.7%  3.2%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree — Ty T - Definitely disagree =31
been made clear in advance ' ' ' =3
dev.=0.96
5 4 3 2 1
16.1% 38.7% 29% _ 9.7% _ 6.5%

1.3) H : -
| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree : 1 : Definitely disagree 1] -3 4o
module ! isj md=4

dev.=1.09
5 4 3 2 1
258% 258% 29% 12.9% 6.5%
14 . - . . -
' I have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree \ 1 : Definitely disagree  [g] 2;3;3 o
my studies on the module v 5 md=4
dev.=1.21
5 4 3 2 1
19.4% 452% 16.1% 9.7% 9.7%

1.5) H H -

The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree : N : Definitely disagree  g] 2;3!3 -
iaj md=4
= dev.=1.21

5 4 3 2 1
23.3% 433% 16.7% 10% 6.7%

1.6) H -
| had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree \ I . Definitely disagree ] g;?;os 67
module isj md=4

dev.=1.15
5 4 3 2 1
16.1% 355% 29% 12.9% 6.5%

1.7) o fi ; ; -
Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree : I , Definitely disagree  [g] oo 4o
module {s) md=4

dev.=1.12
5 4 3 2 1
29.11.2013 EvaSys evaluation Page 1
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