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Advanced Flight Control and Simulation of Aerospace Vehicles (DEN7001)
No. of responses = 17 (94.44%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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Description of quality symbol Mean value is below the
quality guideline.

Mean is within the range of
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guideline.

Mean value is within the
quality guideline.

1. Rate this moduleRate this moduleRate this moduleRate this module1. Rate this moduleRate this moduleRate this moduleRate this module
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.5)
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Advanced Flight Control and Simulation of Aerospace Vehicles (DENM001)
No. of responses = 12 (70.59%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole

n=No. of responses
av.=Mean
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention
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Description of quality symbol Mean value is below the
quality guideline.

Mean is within the range of
tolerance for the quality
guideline.

Mean value is within the
quality guideline.

1. Rate this moduleRate this moduleRate this moduleRate this module1. Rate this moduleRate this moduleRate this moduleRate this module
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Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=12

av.=3.33
md=3.5
dev.=1.15

16.7%
2

5

33.3%
4

4

16.7%
2

3

33.3%
4

2

0%
0

1

The criteria used in marking on the module have
been made clear in advance
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.5)
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Advanced Structure-Property Relationships in Materials (MAT706)
No. of responses = 30 (300%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole

n=No. of responses
av.=Mean
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention
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1. Rate this moduleRate this moduleRate this moduleRate this module1. Rate this moduleRate this moduleRate this moduleRate this module

The module is well taught1.1)
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.5)
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Advanced Tissue Engineering and Regenerative Medicine (MTRM064)
No. of responses = 17 (94.44%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole

n=No. of responses
av.=Mean
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention
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Mean is within the range of
tolerance for the quality
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Mean value is within the
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1. Rate this moduleRate this moduleRate this moduleRate this module1. Rate this moduleRate this moduleRate this moduleRate this module

The module is well taught1.1)
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I have been given adequate feedback during the
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.5)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=17
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Biomedical Engineering in Urology (DEN430)
No. of responses = 8 (72.73%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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1. Rate this moduleRate this moduleRate this moduleRate this module1. Rate this moduleRate this moduleRate this moduleRate this module

The module is well taught1.1)
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The criteria used in marking on the module have
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I have been given adequate feedback during the
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.5)
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Computational Engineering (DEN401)
No. of responses = 12 (70.59%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole

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

25%
25

5

0%
0

4

50%
50

3

0%
0

2

25%
25

1

Absolute Frequencies of answers
Relative Frequencies of answers

Std. Dev. Mean Median

Scale Histogram

Quality index

Description of quality symbol Mean value is below the
quality guideline.

Mean is within the range of
tolerance for the quality
guideline.

Mean value is within the
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1. Rate this moduleRate this moduleRate this moduleRate this module1. Rate this moduleRate this moduleRate this moduleRate this module
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.5)
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Computational Engineering (DENM004)
No. of responses = 9 (50%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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1. Rate this moduleRate this moduleRate this moduleRate this module1. Rate this moduleRate this moduleRate this moduleRate this module
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been made clear in advance
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.5)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=9

av.=3.67
md=4
dev.=1.41

33.3%
3

5

33.3%
3

4

11.1%
1

3

11.1%
1

2

11.1%
1

1

I had access to good learning resources for the
module

1.6)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=9

av.=3.56
md=4
dev.=0.73

0%
0

5

66.7%
6

4

22.2%
2

3

11.1%
1

2

0%
0

1

Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module

1.7)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=9

av.=3.44
md=4
dev.=1.13

11.1%
1

5

44.4%
4

4

33.3%
3

3

0%
0

2

11.1%
1

1



School of Engineering and Materials Science, Mechanics of Continua, DENM008

12.01.2015 EvaSys evaluation Page 1

School of Engineering and Materials Science
 

Mechanics of Continua (DENM008)
No. of responses = 12 (80%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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Nanotechnology and Nanomedicine (MAT7803)
No. of responses = 22 (169.23%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=21

av.=4.52
md=5
dev.=0.68

61.9%
13

5

28.6%
6

4

9.5%
2

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

I had access to good learning resources for the
module

1.6)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=22

av.=4.14
md=4
dev.=0.64

27.3%
6

5

59.1%
13

4

13.6%
3

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module

1.7)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=22

av.=4.18
md=4
dev.=0.85

40.9%
9

5

40.9%
9

4

13.6%
3

3

4.5%
1

2

0%
0

1



School of Engineering and Materials Science, Renewable Energy Sources, DEN438

12.01.2015 EvaSys evaluation Page 1

School of Engineering and Materials Science
 

Renewable Energy Sources (DEN438)
No. of responses = 7 (70%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results
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Renewable Energy Sources (DENM035)
No. of responses = 8 (80%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole

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

25%
25

5

0%
0

4

50%
50

3

0%
0

2

25%
25

1

Absolute Frequencies of answers
Relative Frequencies of answers

Std. Dev. Mean Median

Scale Histogram

Quality index

Description of quality symbol Mean value is below the
quality guideline.

Mean is within the range of
tolerance for the quality
guideline.

Mean value is within the
quality guideline.
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.5)
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Research Methods and Experimental Techniques in Engineering (DENM014)
No. of responses = 27 (55.1%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.5)
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Surgical Techniques and Safety (MELM003)
No. of responses = 14 (127.27%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results
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Vehicular Crashworthiness (DEN411)
No. of responses = 14 (93.33%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.5)
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Vehicular Crashworthiness (DENM033)
No. of responses = 8 (50%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results
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