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School of Mathematical Sciences
Data Analytics (MTH781P)
No. of responses = 19 (67.86%)

Legend
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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School of Mathematical Sciences
Dynamical Systems (MTH744P) 
No. of responses = 6 (60%)

Legend
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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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I have received helpful comments on my work1.6)
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The library resources (e.g. books, online services)
have supported my learning well 
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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The module has helped me develop skills which
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School of Mathematical Sciences
Foundations of Mathematical Modelling in Finance (MTH771P) 
No. of responses = 22 (78.57%)

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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1. Rate this module1. Rate this module
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The module is intellectually stimulating1.2)
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.3)
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Feedback on my work has been returned in
accordance with the stated deadlines

1.5)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=22

av.=4.86
md=5
dev.=0.35

86.4%
19

5

13.6%
3

4

0%
0

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

I have received helpful comments on my work1.6)
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The library resources (e.g. books, online services)
have supported my learning well 
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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School of Mathematical Sciences
Graphs and Networks (MTH750P) 
No. of responses = 13 (86.67%)

Legend
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The module is intellectually stimulating1.2)
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.3)
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I have received helpful comments on my work1.6)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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School of Mathematical Sciences
Group Theory (MTHM024)
No. of responses = 5 (83.33%)
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.3)
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I have received helpful comments on my work1.6)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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School of Mathematical Sciences
Programming for Business Analytics (MTH785P) 
No. of responses = 23 (82.14%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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School of Mathematical Sciences
Programming in C++ for Finance (MTH790P) 
No. of responses = 17 (73.91%)
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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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I have received helpful comments on my work1.6)
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have supported my learning well 
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The use of QMplus has made an appropriate
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Module-specific resources (e.g. equipment,
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learning well
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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The module has helped me develop skills which
will be useful to me beyond my degree (QMUL
Model modules only)
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School of Mathematical Sciences
Research Methods in Mathematical Sciences (MTH700P) 
No. of responses = 12 (54.55%)
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The module is intellectually stimulating1.2)
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.3)
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I have received helpful comments on my work1.6)
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have supported my learning well 
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The use of QMplus has made an appropriate
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Module-specific resources (e.g. equipment,
facilities, software, collections) have supported my
learning well
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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The module has helped me develop skills which
will be useful to me beyond my degree (QMUL
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School of Mathematical Sciences
Topics in Probability and Stochastic Processes (MTH712P) 
No. of responses = 9 (90%)
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.3)
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Feedback on my work has been returned in
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I have received helpful comments on my work1.6)
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The library resources (e.g. books, online services)
have supported my learning well 
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The use of QMplus has made an appropriate
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Module-specific resources (e.g. equipment,
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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The module has helped me develop skills which
will be useful to me beyond my degree (QMUL
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School of Mathematical Sciences
Topics in Scientific Computing (MTH739P) 
No. of responses = 11 (52.38%)
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The module is intellectually stimulating1.2)
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.3)
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advance

1.4)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=11

av.=4.64
md=5
dev.=0.5

63.6%
7

5

36.4%
4

4

0%
0

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

Feedback on my work has been returned in
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I have received helpful comments on my work1.6)
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have supported my learning well 
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The use of QMplus has made an appropriate
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Module-specific resources (e.g. equipment,
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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The module has helped me develop skills which
will be useful to me beyond my degree (QMUL
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