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Advanced Flight Control and Simulation of Aerospace Vehicles (DENM001)
No. of responses = 8 (61.54%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Computational Engineering (DENM004)
No. of responses = 8 (44.44%)

Legend
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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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Engineering Methods (DENM114)
No. of responses = 18 (112.5%)

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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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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Materials Selection in Design (MTRM011)
No. of responses = 8 (80%)

Legend
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Research Methods and Experimental Techniques in Engineering (DENM014)
No. of responses = 23 (42.59%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Surgical Techniques and Safety (MELM003)
No. of responses = 9 (52.94%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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