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Chemical and Biological Sensors (MAT707)
No. of responses = 6 (85.71%)

Legend
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Clinical Measurements (DEN406)
No. of responses = 7 (77.78%)

Legend
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Composites (MTRM730)
No. of responses = 7 (43.75%)

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Introduction to Solar Energy (DENM601)
No. of responses = 8 (29.63%)

Legend
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Medical Ethics and Regulatory Affairs (DEN7020)
No. of responses = 14 (46.67%)

Legend
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Numerical Optimisation in Engineering Design (DENM026)
No. of responses = 10 (76.92%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Physiology for Medical Engineers (MELM009)
No. of responses = 7 (38.89%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
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Renewable Energy Materials (MAT427)
No. of responses = 13 (54.17%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Robotics (DEN408)
No. of responses = 13 (9.92%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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