4343SNACSX

Social Network Analysis for Computer Scientists ()
No. of responses = 32

Survey Results

Leg e n d Relative Frequencies of answers ~ Std. Dev. Mean
. 25% 0% 50% 0% 25%

Question text Left pole ' : Right pole gjﬂﬁ/ie(;fnresponses
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention

1 2 3 4 5
Scale Histogram
General -

You took this course as part of the programme:

Astronomy 0% n=s2

Biology 0%
Bio-Pharmaceutical Sciences 0%
Chemistry 0%

Computer Science 75%

Computer Science & Biology (1&B) 3.1%

Computer Science & Economics (I&E) 3.1%
Farmacie 0%

ICT in Business 15.6%
Industrial Ecology 0%
Life Science and Technology 0%
Mathematics 0%
Media Technology 0%
Molecular Science and Technology 0%
Physics 0%
Science Based Business 0%
Science Communication and Society 0%
Science Education 0%
Statistical Science 0%
other 0%
You took this course as a:
Bachelor student 0% n=31
Double bachelor student 0%
Minor student 0%
Keuzevak/Elective student 0%
Pre-master student 0%
Master student 96.8%

Exchange student 3.2%

other 0%
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Course specific

0%

0%

0% 0% 0% 0% 94% 31,3% 50% 9.4%

My overall rating of this course on a scale from 1 to 10 1 T2l 10 =32
(Dutch grading scale) is: T Govs08
1 4 10
- . 0% 0% 333% 667% 0%

In terms of difficulty, the course is: 00 easy e to0 difficult n=30
av.=3,
dev.=0,5

1 2 3 4 5
| estimate the percentage of class sessions which | attended well-prepared to be approximately:
less than 25% 0% n=32
26-50% ) 6.3%
51.75% () 18.8%
76-99% | ) 50%
. 0% 0% 31,3% 531% 15,6%
Compared to the prescribed study load (1 EC = 28 hours too light - - - '_°| - 00 heavy n=32
including contact hours), the actual study load of this Gov07
course is:
1 2 3 4 5
. o 0% 0% 0% 219% 781%
The lecturer(s)/instructor(s) in this course teach(es) well. totally disagree - - : - totally agree n=32
|—|— av.=4,
dev.=0,4
1 2 3 4 5
. . . . 0% 0%  63% 375% 56,3%
The instructional methods (lecture, seminar, practical/lab totally disagree - - — T totally agree n=32 _
work, etc.) are well matched to what you should have Tv 7T Gov06
mastered at the end of the course.
1 2 3 4 5
- . . . 0% 0%  31% 344% 625%
The provision of information for this course was good. totally disagree — L totally agree =32
F 1 av.=4,
1 dev.=0,6
1 2 3 4 5
. ) . 0% 0% 94% 34,4% 56,3%
| could easily get an answer to my questions outside of totally disagree T 1 L totally agree n=32
normal contact hours. N devzor
1 2 3 4 5
. . . 0% 0% 9,4% 56,3% 34,4%
The course had the right structure/organisation to totally disagree 0 totally agree n=s
enable me to master its contents. dev=0.6
1 2 3 4 5
. . . 0% 0% 12,5% 46,9% 40,6%
This course stimulates you to pursue your studies. totally disagree — T totally agree n=32
F av.=4,
' dev.=0,7
1 2 3 4 5
Study material
. . . 0%  32% 97% 548% 323%
The course materials (literature, video, podcast, totally disagree totally agree =31,
Blackboard, etc.) are well matched to what you should J Jovat7
have mastered at the end of the course.
1 2 3 4 5
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0% 0% 6,5% 48,4% 452%

The quality of the study material was good. totally disagree T 1 totally agree =31,
F av.=4,
' dev.=0,6
1 2 3 4 5
. - 0% 0% 10% 26.7% 63,3%
The study material on Blackboard or other digital totally disagree - - — totally agree n=30
learning environment was easy to access. T ' | Gov07
1 2 3 4 5
- , . . 0%  32% 29% 355% 323% B
There was sufficient practice material available. totally disagree i totally agree n=31
dev.=0,9
1 2 3 4 5
Testing
. . 0% 3.4% 20,7% 37,.9% 37.9%
I knew in good time what | had to master for a test. totally disagree - : " : totally agree n=29
F av.=4,
' dev.=0,9
1 2 3 4 5
0% 0%  25% 464% 28,6%
The assessments (method and contents) are well totally disagree - : : ] : : totally agree n=28
matched to what you should have mastered at the end Gov07
of the course.
1 2 3 4 5
. . . 0%  107% 464% 10.7% 32.1%
The time period set for completing the test was totally disagree - — T T totally agree n=28
sufficient. ' ' ' ot
1 2 3 4 5
Lecturer dr. FW. Takes -
. . 0% 0% 0% 281% 71,9%
The lecturer explained the subject matter well totally disagree . totally agree o
dev.=0,5
1 2 3 4 5
. . . . 0% 0% 3,1% 25%  71,9%
The lecturer presented the lectures in an inspirational totally disagree ” totally agree w32
|_|— av.=4,
way dev.=0,5
1 2 3 4 5
. . . 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 3,1% 15,6%40,6%40,6%
What is your overall opinion (report grade) about this 1 — 10 n=3z
F av.=9,
lecturer? ' Socos
1 4 10
06.12.2018 EvaSys evaluation Page 3



Profile

Subunit: FWN master Computer Science LIACS 18-19 [7505]

'|' Responsible for modules: 4343SNACSX

1 Name of the course:
(Name of the survey)

Values used in the profile line: Mean

Social Network Analysis for Computer Scientists

Course specific

My overall rating of this course on a scale from 1 to 1 ‘ ‘ - 10
10 (Dutch grading scale) is: ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ %/' ‘ n=32 av.=8,6 md=9,0 dev.=0,8
In terms of difficulty, the course is: too easy =/ too difficult
\ ‘ n=30 av.=3,7 md=4,0 dev.=0,5
Compared to the prescribed study load (1 EC = 28 too light ! ‘ too heavy
hours including contact hours), the actual study load ’T\ n=32 av=3_8 md=4,0 dev.=0,7
of this course is: AN
Ivr;ﬁ.Iecturer(s)/mstructor(s) in this course teach(es) totally disagree /_ totally agree =32 avie48 md=50 dev=04
The instructional methods (lecture, seminar, totally disagree ._/ totally agree 5 _ _ _
practical/lab work, etc.) are well matched to what \ n=32 av=4,5 md=50 dev.=0,6
you should have mastered at the end of the course. L
gggd;')rowsmn of information for this course was totally disagree l_ totally agree n=32  av=46 md=50 dev.=06
| could easily get an answer to my questions outside totally disagree J totally agree 5 _ _ _
of normal contact hours. / n=32 av=4,5 md=50 dev.=0,7
The course had the right structure/organisation to totally disagree ._/ totally agree
enable me to master its contents. | n=32  av=4,3 md=40 dev.=0,6
This course stimulates you to pursue your studies.  totally disagree - totally agree =32 av=4.3 md=4.0 dev.=07
Study material
The course materials (literature, video, podcast, totally disagree - totally agree
Blackboard, etc.) are well matched to what you \ n=31  av=42 md=4,0 dev.=0,7
should have mastered at the end of the course.
The quality of the study material was good. totally disagree \. totally agree n=31  av=dd md=4.0 dev.=06
The study material on Blackboard or other digital totally disagree \. totally agree
learning environment was easy to access. /’ n=30 av=45 md=50 dev.=0,7
There was sufficient practice material available. totally disagree .J‘/ totally agree ne31  av=40 md=40 dev=09
Testing
| knew in good time what | had to master for a test.  totally disagree ‘= totally agree
“ n=29 av.=4,1 md=4,0 dev.=0,9
The assessments (method and contents) are well totally disagree U totally agree 5 _ _ _
matched to what you should have mastered at the /r n=28 av=4,0 md=4,0 dev.=0,7
end of the course.
The time period set for completing the test was totally disagree ._/ ‘ totally agree 5 _ » _
sufficient. ‘ n=28 av.=3,6 md=3,0 dev.=1,1
Lecturer dr. FW. Takes -
The lecturer explained the subject matter well totally disagree } ‘ ‘ ‘ - } totally agree ne32  av=47 md=50 deve05
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totally disagree I I I totally agree =32 av=47 md=50 dev=05

The lecturer presented the lectures in an -
inspirational way ,

.,. 10

n n=32 av.=9,2 md=9,0 dev.=0,8

What is your overall opinion (report grade) about
this lecturer? | | | | | | |
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Comments Report

Remarks about this subject / explanation of your answers to the previous questions -

Strong points are:

| Fﬂ"l’l’ﬁ f—hc P 0 {@—5(\21/; \Ver/ C,Cﬂ/ z)' e;f}}qu‘l/lj .S“li' bJ'C'r"f ma ‘}'ryﬂt l He
mode iy (Aterestiny and enggng T bace Newmed ve,y mud, i
4ty owse. L rtdly enjeped ]

g QMM\Z u% o waktr el «E&MO\;\

- NMQH/ ‘. e Conise

\,Gn:) 'ﬂaecl CoKuse
LU . . vocr
Louste ket s \a'if(*j t)coal

2 ndl C&ssiy\men‘% L\c@{(bﬁ ,{M (EAntae Qmjedr

Lys l‘cai(y o~ 3,«4( owe, ondk L fewmed n bt fn,,, Fmetwn , FW beviem,

The wntet of Hhi course s so )'nsriﬁrﬂ whon 1 SRS $md
b imeresing  rogpach PUEt: Th dechniyies ot st data iy
e
l"& V/ MM‘

aw podical , T filed o walk wilh wall by dibvetks
ot % fod b wil e

CANA .@(m/fr -‘_A@V\V\k :‘:‘r {S e .

—

Studentc can ledyn tom each ovher durng dixussion and presentation

06.12.2018 EvaSys evaluation Page 6



She wll-¥glisnet conpls in Hae lechires

— oy Cthensuacdic Teachee | U good vy motaaling. wRSTuclanks.
~ TFe cdpare on whal to achere f?o?at/fc (/Ow%ﬁ%-by?wfq
—~ /\41&«% Lo Mr/\g Qﬂwﬂﬂ% U5 /WM C%%V; C,CWOM?G/J
SThe  eouwrde 5 ooy rtlak bl +p (Lal world gen Swaanng, '

> ZErplanctie. 5y moderhiaiN @;%MMS\,L WEAY szo\mwa/l&-‘

Eathousiasdic 'EEC-CL‘&, ecoe o e lain,
- Wok groups eally lelped  \n 01031%‘3;:3

the  GsGignment

Vm Camar 2. P*’“«Jecl and QSSu'%v\meng are Gf o C&?)odj el acd ae o\(é@%{
‘AJQ\{ do Em( .,_,‘(;\«L_ JL{ Few\fo’fmm_@

_T.P\L lectuey 1S TQ% mee  and (ﬁ(fjtw‘f‘ and 1 jeamed a /gT _
from the course  ondl h;mgeef, == 77_,{%&5 o millien s

Gl condeod, bl ARy endl Lo

- Jorunsce shincduwied coucse | Aleo Jemtfn\g a“/w oézf“{ whichgre WIM!
— C\”ﬁ\aw %\ff\%

06.12.2018 EvaSys evaluation Page 7



Orjcin:w\('f%,\ lifrwtﬁ/tf& of (Ml

| - GooJ éﬁw)f\.hw oA k“k\\
Ouf-&f.s'w‘ RS Y &\\m Q"‘Vﬁ-ﬁ M\
| \er y %@Uo’ Pro e
{

— el Sivushues) courze
— Vary W A adlbbude to Sradors

, MlTL‘LC,BuML KA L\/\f/ﬂf?jmd&mbd. M%@ f@ﬁwsf‘tmf-f’ 32l \7{:’/6 O‘fﬂa/
ﬂ@, A fﬁ*xcz, Fan On@wdrcas WJas W‘? fask.

-'/er7 Eﬂiere«f.tiqﬂ rad  Kun  Crurfe
Ihg’}ﬂhﬂ (ech.r'er
Gwo{ Afﬁ'gnw\m/-f

- (ovtrse w’g 'sdzhaw = We (;34 ke wsth cchegule anl q;zét
— Aoplicifian nﬂ(f%/aﬁan/ E,ﬂ ﬁa oo ffes > /’m/wméf Sac?&'j
/wz‘mrlo Sanas 6. [ occal ﬁ: Mﬁd le, u bie
i fﬂfp(frg

__Q(\ rﬂl daat Bam po b (e Subalf o gy

£
— S )Z be S et

—C ol 4

06.12.2018 EvaSys evaluation Page 8



Weak points are (please suggest improvements):
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