u

b
UNIVERSITAT
Vizerektorat Lehre, iLUB, Hochschulstrasse 6, 3012 Bern BERN
Personlich/Vertraulich
Prof. Dr. Oscar Marius Nierstrasz )
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3012 Bern Lehrveranstaltungsevaluation

Report of evaluation: HS17 Einflhrung in Software Engineering (2420)

Dear Prof. Dr. Nierstrasz

Please find here the results of the evaluation of your course "Einflihrung in Software Engineering". Following the
scanning of the questionnaires, this report was automatically generated and mailed to you.

The questionnaire used was appropriate to the course type Vorlesung. In the report, you first see the mean values of
the most important dimensions.

In the second part of the report, you see the answers to all the questions. The number of answers, the mean value
and the values differing from it are also given.

Grade 1 on the left hand side equals the lowest grade given by the students, grade 5 or more on the right hand side
the highest grade. In 'complexity and scope' grade 3 corresponds to 'exactly right' and is therefore the best grade. In
the overall assessment of the course, grade 6 means the best result.

The free comments at the end of the questionnaire are only read by the lecturer him/herself and won't be evaluated
statistically. Please don't pay much attention to negative statements of single persons. You are to look closely in
case of frequent occurence of similar comments.

Please briefly discuss the results with your students before the end of the semester. You will find a presentation
template on the last pages of the report. By giving serious consideration to the feedback of the students, you can
contribute to higher future response rate.

In case you wish to learn more about how to improve your teaching, you might want to discuss the results with the
staff of the 'Hochschuldidaktik' (mail address: hd@zuw.unibe.ch). Please bring a copy of the report with you, since
the staff of Hochschuldidaktik do not have access to evaluation results.

You might find guidelines, regulations, and information about the process under
www.lehrveranstaltungsevaluation.unibe.ch (documents in German).

Should you need more information, you may also contact us by e-mail.

Yours sincerely
D. Wuillemin

Evaluation office
Support Center for ICT-supported teaching (iLUB)

Daniela Wuillemin Tel. +41 31 631 51 07
Supportstelle fiir ICT-gestiitzte Lehre und lehrevaluation@ilub.unibe.ch
Forschung (iLUB) www.lehrveranstaltungsevaluation.unibe.ch

Hochschulstrasse 6, 3012 Bern



Overall indicators

Prof. Dr. Oscar Marius Nierstrasz

HS17 Einfuhrung in Software Engineering (2420)
No. of responses = 32

1 2 3 4 5
Conveying the course content (scale width = 5) (a - [ [ ———h
=0.87) y

1 2 3 4 5
Course materials to assist Learning (scale width = - [ [ ——4—h
5) (a =0.78) 1 ) s . y s
Manners with Students (scale width = 5) (a = 0.87) S [ [ [ |—|-|—| +

1 2 3 . 4 5
Complexity and Scope (exactly right = 3) (a = 0.66) - [ H——1 |+

1 2 3 4 5 6
Overall Assessment (scale width = 6) - [ [ —f—] -

Survey Results
Leg e nd Absolute Frequencies of answers  Std. Dev. Mean Median Quantile
Relative Frequencies of answers 25 0 50 0
. 25% 0% 50% 0% 25%
Question text Left pole — — Right pole
1 2 3 4 5
Scale Histogram

1. Conveying the course content
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av.=4,35
dev.=0,72

av.=4,37
dev.=0,71

av.=4,88
dev.=0,33

av.=3,45
dev.=0,59

av.=4,9
dev.=0,84

n=No. of responses
av.=Mean
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention

0 1 4 13 13
0%  32% 129% 419% 41,9%
' The course follows a coherent structure. not true true n=31
av.=4,
/ md=4
dev.=0,8
1 2 3 4 5
7777777777777777777777777777777777777777 % % wiw o s
. . . . 0% 0% 16,1% 29% 54.8%
2 The wider context of the subject matter is sufficiently not true true n=31
elucidated. ———h v
dev.=0,76
1 2 3 4 5
7777777777777777777777777777777777777777 0 0 1 e 25
. 09 09 3.1% 188% 781%
¥ The lecturer expresses him-/herself clearly and not true ? ? . . > true n=32__
comprehensibly. o av=4,
dev.=0,51
1 2 3 4 5
- e v o
. . 0% 3,1% 94% 43.8% 43.8%
Y The course provides an adequate overview of the not frue : . . 2 > true n=3z
subject matter treated. — i
dev.=0,77
1 2 3 4 5
7777777777777777777777777777777777777777 o 1 4 17 10
, ) 0% 31% 125% 531% 313%
¥ The design of the course contributes to an not fre ? > > . > true n=32
understanding of the subject matter. —H— vy
dev.=0,75
1 2 3 4 5
2. Course materials to assist Learning
(3/ 10/ 20/ 110/ 160/
. . . . 0% 33% 6.7% 36,7% 53.3% =
2" There is overall enough material provided to assist not true true e
the learning process (slides, coursematerial, hand- ! } . md=s
outs, etc.). dev.=0,
1 2 3 4 5
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0 0 3 15 14
. . 0% 0% _ 94% 469% 438%
2 The course materials (slides, course manuals,hand- not true ° ° : 2 ° e n=32
outs, etc.) are overall of sufficient quality. 1 vy
. dev.=0,65
1 2 3 4 5
3. Manners with Students
0 0 0 2 30
. 09 09 09 6.3% 93,8%
%1 The lecturer takes students seriously. not true ? ? ? . > true n=3z
HH md=5
dev.=0,25
1 2 3 4 5
7777777777777777777777777777777777777777 0 0o o0 2 2
. . 0% 0% 0% 6.5% 93,5%
%2 The lecturer is friendly and respectful towards not frue : : : . > true n=31 .,
students. Hh ausd,
dev.=0,25
1 2 3 4 5

9 T et e i 8 W % e e

*3 The lecturer addresses questions and suggestions not true : 3 . - . true sl
av.=4,

from students adequately. md=5
dev.=0,3
1 2 3 4 5
S N S St W
. 7
*4" The lecturer seems to care about his/her students' not true ° ° ° . ° e =32
learning success. — s
dev.=0,51
1 2 3 4 5
4. Complexity and Scope
0 1 17 12 2
P . 09 3.1% 531% 375% 6.3%
“Y The degree of difficulty of the course is: - . . = . . . n=32
av.=9,
—4— md=3
dev.=0,67
1 2 3 4 5
7777777777777777777777777777777777777777 0 0 14 17 1
. 0% 0% 438% 53.1% 3,1%
42 The amount of content of the course is: - . . 2 - . . n=32
av.=g,
—— md=4
dev.=0,56
1 2 3 4 5

7777777777777777777777777777777777777777 0 o 25 7 0

*3) The pace of the course is: - 0% O 7BI% 21.9% 0% . n=32
ava=%,22

}——l—i md=.
dev.=0,42
1 2 3 4 5
7777777777777777777777777777777777777777 o 1 16 12 3
0% _ 31%  50% 37,5% 9,4%
*4 The amount of knowledge presupposed by the _ . - = - > . n=32
course is: 1, av=3,
——
dev.=0,72
1 2 3 4 5
5. Overall Assessment
0 1 1 3 20 5
09 33% 33% 10% 66,7% 16.7%

* How would you grade the course as a whole? ; ? B — — —" n=30
av.=4,
md=5
dev.=0,84

1 2 3 4 5 6

777777777777777777777777777777777777777 o o o0 o0 4 28

. 0% 0% 0% 0% 12.5% 87,5%
2 How would you grade the lecturer with regard to ) " s N n=32
subject expertise? i av.=s,
dev.=0,34
T2 3 4 5 6
777777777777777777777777777777777777777 G % % ol mawsasw
3 How would you grade the lecturer with regard to ] . : S = s n=31
teaching methods? . =
y dev.=0,57
1 2 3 4 5 6
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0 0 5 15 11
0% 0% 161% 484% 355%

5.4 . -
' The course has taught me: very little an awful lot 2;211 19
—— d=4
(rinev.=0,7
1 2 3 4 5
6. Socio-demographic Data and Background Variables
¢ How many hours per week did you invest in preparation and revision for the course (on average)?
oh 0 n=31
less than 2h :] 8
T — 10
more than 6h C] 4
2 \Was the topic of interest to you?
not at all 0 n=30
slightly (] 1

fairly ( ) 15

3 How many lectures did you miss?

more than4D 3

&4 If you missed more than 2 lectures, please give one reason:

lack of interest 0 n=13

course overlap :] 3

course manual / required reading suffices for exam preparation :] 3

iliness etc. 0

other reasons | ) 7

%9 Allocation of the course in your study programme:
mono subject/ Major/Hauptfach | ) 21 n=31
minor subject/ Nebenfach :] 10
other 0
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9 Your current number of semesters since starting your studies:

8 0
9 0

10 0

higher than 10 (] 1

female D 4 n=25

male ( ) 21
no answer 0
8. Assessment of Individual Lectures
0 2 10 12 8
. . 0% 6,3% 31,3% 37.5% 25%
89 Introduction: The Software Lifecycle ) : . 2 =" 5 n=3z
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b | i md=4
dev.=0,9
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7777777777777777777777777777777777777777 0 1 3 N 0
, . 0%  31% 94% 563% 31,3%
82 Requirements Collection ’ ” . . . . 5 n=3z
av.=4,
I—-|—| md=4
dev.=0,72
1 2 3 4 5
7777777777777777777777777777777777777777 o 1 5 17 8
. . ) 0% _ 32% 161% 54,8% 258%
3 Responsibility-Driven Design ] ° > . > . 5 n=3t
av.=4,
I—|—| md=4
dev.=0,75
1 2 3 4 5
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. . . o o b 46,7% 7%
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dev.=0,82
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7777777777777777777777777777777777777777 (3/ 7776; 78; 715;772;77777777777777
. . 0% 194% 258% 484% 6.5%
89 Modeling Objects and Classes ; 5 n=31
av.=3,
C / i md=4
dev.=0,89
1 2 3 4 5
7777777777777777777777777777777777777777 o 4 9 16 2
. . 09 12,9% 29% 51,6% 6.5%
89 Modeling Behaviour ; ? . 2 . > 5 n=31
av.=9,
—t— md=4
dev.=0,81
1 2 3 4 5
S 02 10 13
. 0% 71% 357% 464% 10,7%
8 Software Testing 1 ? > > > . 5 n=28
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H—4— md=4
dev.=0,79
1 2 3 4 5
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e - N T S T+ N W
519 Software Security 1 34% 103% 414% 345% 10.3% ] "0
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7777777777777777777777777777777777777777 o 4 & 13 7 -0
81 Software Metrics 1 0% 13.3% 20% 433% 23.3% ] 30
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7777777777777777777777777777777777777777 o o ©" n 7 -
512) Project Management 1 0% 0% 37,9% 37,9% ﬂm ; o0
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—— fov20.79
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**************************************** R T A
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Profile

Subunit: Phil.-nat. Fakultat

Name of the instructor:

Name of the course:
(Name of the survey)

Values used in the profile line: Mean

Prof. Dr. Oscar Marius Nierstrasz
Einfiihrung in Software Engineering

. Conveying the course content

1) The course follows a coherent structure. not true - true =31 av=423 md=4.00 dev=0.80
12) The wider context of the subject matter is not true L. true B B 5 N
sufficiently elucidated. \ n=31 av=4,39 md=500 dev.=0,76
13)  The lecturer expresses him-/herself clearly and not true \. true
comprehensibly. /" n=32 av.=4,75 md=5,00 dev.=0,51
14) The course provides an adequate overview of not true ._/ true B B _ N
the subject matter treated. | n=32 av.=4,28 md=4,00 dev.=0,77
15) The design of the course contributes to an not true J true B B _ N
understanding of the subject matter. n=32 av.=4,13 md=4,00 dev.=0,75
2. Course materials to assist Learning
21) There is overall enough material provided to not true - true
assist the learning process (slides, , n=30 av.=440 md=500 dev.=0,77
coursematerial, hand-outs, etc.). 1
22) The course materials (slides, course manuals, not true true
hand-outs, etc.) are overall of sufficient quality. n=32 av.=4,34 md=4,00 dev.=0,65
3. Manners with Students
31)  The lecturer takes students seriously. not true true =30 av=d94 md=500 dev=0.25
32) The lecturer is friendly and respectful towards not true true B B § B
students. l n=31 av.=4,94 md=5,00 dev.=0,25
33)  The lecturer addresses questions and not true l true B B § B
suggestions from students adequately. | n=31 av.=4,90 md=500 dev.=0,30
34) The lecturer seems to care about his/her not true J true B B § B
students' learning success. n=32 av.=4,75 md=500 dev.=0,51
4. Complexity and Scope
41 The degree of difficulty of the course is: - - ++ =32 av=347 md=3.00 dev.=0.67
42)  The amount of content of the course is: - L ++ =32 av=350  mded 00 dev.0.56
43)  The pace of the course is: - _./ ++ =32 =392 md=3.00 devi0.42
4.4) - ++
Igﬁrggwic;?nt of knowledge presupposed by the \. =32 av=353 md=300 dev.=0.72
16.01.2018 EvaSys Evaluation Page 6



[ 5. Overall Assessment

51) How would you grade the course as a whole? 1 -T\ 6 =30 av480 md=5,00 dev.=0,84
N

52) E)o:lljg\_/ggtlde)):ogrgggge the lecturer with regard 1 7 6 =30 ave586 md=6,00 dev.=0,34
53) How would you grade the lecturer with regard 1 ./ 6

to teaching methods? /" n=31 av.=5,65- md=6,00 dev.=0,57
54) The course has taught me: very little I I I VA an awful lot =3 av4 10 md=4.00 dev.=0.70
[ 8. Assessment of Individual Lectures }
81) Introduction: The Software Lifecycle 1 - 5 =32 av=3.81 md=4.00 dev.<0,90
82) Requirements Collection 1 \I. 5 =32 av=416 md=4.00 dev.=0.72
83) Responsibility-Driven Design 1 /1|l 5 =31 av=4.03 md=4.00 dev.=0.75
84) Agile Practices in Industry 1 i/ 5 =30 av=347 md=4.00 dev.=0,82
85) Modeling Objects and Classes 1 J\ 5 =3 av=342 md=4.00 d6v.<0,89
86) Modeling Behaviour 1 l‘ 5 =31 av=352 md=4.00 dev=0,81
*7) Software Testing 1 l‘ 5 n=28 av.=3,61 md=4,00 dev.=0,79
8.8) User Interface Design 1 X‘ 5 =3 a=3.74 md=4.00 dev.<0.86
59 Software Quality 1 /l 5 n=31 av.=3,81 md=4,00 dev.=0,98
819 Software Security 1 "-/\ 5 n=29 av.=3,38 md=3,00 dev.=0,94
811 Software Metrics 1 \i 5 n=30 av.=3,77 md=4,00 dev.=0,97
8.12) Project Management 1 } 5 =29 av=3.86 md=4.00 dev.<0.79
813) Software Architecture 1 .ll 5 =30 a=3.80 md=4.00 dev.<0,89
814 SEin praCtice 1 1 5 n=30 av.=3,77 md=4,00 dev.=0,90
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Profile Line for Indicators

Subunit: Phil.-nat. Fakultat

'|' Name of the instructor:

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

Prof. Dr. Oscar Marius Nierstrasz
Einfiihrung in Software Engineering

Conveying the course content (scale width = 5) (a
=0.87)

Course materials to assist Learning (scale width =
5) (a =0.78)
Manners with Students (scale width = 5) (a = 0.87)

Complexity and Scope (exactly right = 3) (a = 0.66)

Overall Assessment (scale width = 6)

AA— —

av.=4,35

av.=4,37

av.=4,88

av.=3,45

av.=4,90

dev.=0,72

dev.=0,71

dev.=0,33

dev.=0,59

dev.=0,84
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Comments Report

7. Comments

™ What did you like about the course?
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72 What did you not like about the course?
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EinfUhrung in Software Engineering

Responses = 32 questionnaires

b

u

b
UNIVERSITAT

Prof. Dr. Oscar Marius Nierstrasz sran

- + @
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 4 35
Scale width: 5
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 437
Course materials to assist Learning (scale width = _
5
) Scale width: 5
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 4.88
Scale width: 5
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 345
Complexity and Scope (exactly right = 3) _
Scale width: 5
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 49

Overall Assessment (scale width = 6)

Scale width: 6
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dev.
0,72

0,71

0,33

0,59

0,84

dev.=Std. Dev.

Page 1 of 1



