GERMAN SCALE! 1=best, 6=worst

GROUP 1

I I I myevaluation{ avg. schoci I
Kriterium Anzahl Bewertung DozStdGrp DozFach
The instructor's competence 29 1.1 1.6 1.1

The instructor's teaching style 29 1.4 2 1.4

The instructor's accessibility and individual academic support 29 1.5 1.9 1.6

The structuring of the course 30 1.5 2.3 1.6
Provided materials 30 1.6 2.2 1.9

The overall quality of the course 30 1.5 21 1.5
Course level: too high 5 17% 13.4% 23.5%
Course level: just right 25 83% 86.5% 76.5%
Compared to other courses, the workload was: higher 7 23% 28.6% 32%
Compared to other courses, the workload was: about the same 23 7% 66.9% 66.8%
Course content: Highly relevant 25 83% 54.8% 67.3%
Course content: Relevant 5 17% 43.2% 30%

gleichgewichteter Mittelwert _ 2 1.4

13 Eintrdge

GROUP 2

riterium Anzahl DozFach

Bewertung DozStdGrp

The instructor's competence 35 1.2 1.6 1.1
The instructor's teaching style 35 1.5 2 1.4
The instructor's accessibility and individual academic support 35 1.7 1.8 1.6
The structuring of the course 35 1.7 2.2 1.6
Provided materials 35 2 2.3 1.9
The overall quality of the course 35 1.7 2 1.5
Course level: too high 12 34% 15% 23.5%
Course level: just right 28 66% 87.2% 76.5%
Compared to other courses, the workload was: higher 9 26% 26.4% 32%
Compared to other courses, the workload was: about the same 24 69% 67.9% 66.8%
Compared to other courses, the workload was: lower 2 6% 7.3% 6%
Course content: Highly relevant 22 63% 59.3% 67.3%
Course content: Relevant 13 37% 39.3% 30%

gleichgewichteter Mittelwert - 1.9 1.4

14 Eintrdge




Group 3

14 Eintrdage

riterium Anzahl Egewertung DozStdGrp DozFach

The instructor's competence 34 1.1 1.7 1.1
The instructor's teaching style B9 1.4 2.4 1.4
The instructor's accessibility and individual academic support 33 1.6 2.2 1.6
The structuring of the course B9 1.5 2.8 1.6
Provided materials 35 2 2.8 1.9
The overall quality of the course B9 1.5 2.5 1.5
Course level: too high 9 26% 20.1% 23.5%
Course level: just right 26 74% 81.4% 76.5%
Compared to other courses, the workload was: higher 16 46% 38.1% 32%
Compared to other courses, the workload was: about the same 19 54% 58.9% 66.8%
Course content: Highly relevant 22 63% 55.5% 67.3%
Course content: Relevant 10 29% 37% 30%
Course content: Not relevant 3 9% 13.6% 6%

gleichgewichteter Mittelwert _ 2.3 1.4

14 Eintrdge

group 4

I
!\rlterlum

Anzahl Bewertung DozStdGrp DozFach

The instructor's competence 30 1.1 1.7 1.1
The instructor's teaching style 30 1.3 2.2 1.4
The instructor's accessibility and individual academic support 30 15 2.2 1.6
The structuring of the course 30 1.6 2.6 1.6
Provided materials 29 1.8 25 1.9
The overall quality of the course 30 1.3 2.3 1.5
Course level: too high 5 17% 18.7% 23.5%
Course level: just right 25 83% 84.7% 76.5%
Compared to other courses, the workload was: higher 10 33% 32.5% 32%
Compared to other courses, the workload was: about the same 20 67% 64.5% 66.8%
Course content: Highly relevant 18 60% 52.8% 67.3%
Course content: Relevant 11 37% 45.2% 30%
Course content: Not relevant 1 3% 4.7% 6%

gleichgewichteter Mittelwert _ 2.2 14




Teaching Evaluation for the group of Master in Management students
German (inverted) scale: 1=best, 6=worst 3§ Frankfurt School

of Finance & Management

German Excellence. Global Relevance.

Um die Freitexte Ihrer Evaluation herunterzuladen, klicken Sie bitte hier.

The 14 1.3 1.6 1.3 Risk 2016.11.17
instructor's Management
competence Frankfurt am

Main 1521

MiM
The 13 1.2 2 1.8 Risk 2016.11.17
instructor's Management
teaching style Frankfurt am

Main 1521

MiM
The 14 1.3 1.7 1.7 Risk 2016.11.17
instructor's Management
accessibility Frankfurt am
and individual Main 1521
academic MiM
support
The 14 1.6 2.1 1.9 Risk 2016.11.17
structuring of Management
the course Frankfurt am

Main 1521

MiM
Provided 14 1.5 2 2 Risk 2016.11.17
materials Management

Frankfurt am

Main 1521

MiM
The overall 14 1.2 2 1.8 Risk 2016.11.17
quality of the Management
course Frankfurt am

Main 1521

MiM
Courselevel: 4 31% 10.4% 31.9% Risk 2016.11.17
too high Management

Frankfurt am

Main 1521

MiM
Courselevel: 9 69% 87.2% 68.1% Risk 2016.11.17
just right Management

Frankfurt am

Main 1521

MiM
Comparedto 5 36% 31.8% 51.3% Risk 2016.11.17
other courses, Management
the workload Frankfurt am
was: higher Main 1521

MiM
Comparedto 9 64% 65.2% 47.3% Risk 2016.11.17
other courses, Management
the workload Frankfurt am
was: about Main 1521
the same MiM
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Teaching Evaluation for the group of Master in Management students
German (inverted) scale: 1=best, 6=worst
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Font monospazio
(my evaluations)      (avg. school)


Course 10 1% 47.8% 74.3% Risk 2016.11.17
content: Management
Highly Frankfurt am
relevant Main 1521

MiM
Course 4 29% 49.8% 25.7% Risk 2016.11.17
content: Management
Relevant Frankfurt am

Main 1521

MiM
gleichgewichtete 1.3 1.9 1.7 Risk 2016.11.17
r Mittelwert Management

Frankfurt am

Main 1521

MiM

Um die Freitexte Ihrer Evaluation herunterzuladen, klicken Sie bitte hier.
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