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Econometrics 1 
(ECN224)

No. of responses = 138 
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1.7)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=130

av.=3.54
md=4
dev.=1.09

22.3%
29

5

29.2%
38

4

33.1%
43

3

10.8%
14

2

4.6%
6

1

The use of QMplus has made an appropriate
contribution to this module

1.8)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=128

av.=4.16
md=4
dev.=0.92

43.8%
56

5

36.7%
47

4

11.7%
15

3

7.8%
10

2

0%
0

1

Module-specific resources (e.g. equipment,
facilities, software, collections) have supported my
learning well.

1.9)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=132

av.=3.83
md=4
dev.=1.04

30.3%
40

5

36.4%
48

4

21.2%
28

3

9.8%
13

2

2.3%
3

1



Econometrics 1

27.04.2018 EvaSys Evaluation Page 2

Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Economics of Social Issues 
(ECN231)
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1. Rate this module1. Rate this module
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.3)
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The library resources (e.g. books, online services)
have supported my learning well 
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Module-specific resources (e.g. equipment,
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module

1.10)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=72

av.=4.38
md=4
dev.=0.59

43.1%
31

5

51.4%
37

4

5.6%
4

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1



Financial Markets and Institutions

27.04.2018 EvaSys Evaluation Page 1

Financial Markets and Institutions 
(ECN222)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Games and Strategies 
(ECN214)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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History of Economic Thought 
(ECN232)
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.3)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Macroeconomics II 
(ECN206)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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