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Kursuskode og navn  
 

Semester (Efterår/forår og årstal)  

Undervisningsansvarlig   
 

Øvrige undervisere  

Antal tilmeldte studerende til 
kurset 

 

Antal studerende, som har 
deltaget i evalueringen  

 Svarprocent:  

På hvilke studieretninger og 
semestre indgår kurset   

 
 
 

Hvilken evalueringsform har 
været anvendt  

 
 

Har der været foretaget en 
midtvejsevaluering på 
kurset?  

 

Beskriv evalueringens resultater – f.eks. indenfor:  
Kursets opbygning og placering, emner, undervisningsformer, fordeling af øvelsestimer, forelæsninger og e-timer mv, 
de studerendes arbejdsbelastning, undervisningsmaterialet, delprøver og forudsætningsprøver, sammenhæng med 
studiet, de enkelte læreres undervisning:  
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Giver evalueringen anledning til justering af undervisning mv. 
Hvis ja, beskriv hvilke:   
 
 
 

 

Giver evalueringen anledning til ændring i kursusbeskrivelsen? 
Hvis ja; beskriv hvilke: 

  

Behandlet af undervisningsudvalget på;  Dato: 


	Kursuskode og navn: DM534/DM558 Introduction to Computer Science
	Semester Efterårforår og årstal: Efterår 2017
	Undervisningsansvarlig: Rolf Fagerberg
	Øvrige undervisere: Mange (se "Background" nedenfor)
	Antal tilmeldte studerende til kurset: 80
	Antal studerende som har deltaget i evalueringen: 48
	Svarprocent: 60
	På hvilke studieretninger og semestre indgår kurset: 1. semester datalogi BA, nogle sidefag i datalogi (f.eks. på 5. semester).
	Hvilken evalueringsform har været anvendt: Online MC tests (x 7) 
	Har der været foretaget en midtvejsevaluering på kurset: Ja.
	Beskriv evalueringens resultater  feks indenfor Kursets opbygning og placering emner undervisningsformer fordeling af øvelsestimer forelæsninger og etimer mv de studerendes arbejdsbelastning undervisningsmaterialet delprøver og forudsætningsprøver sammenhæng med studiet de enkelte læreres undervisning: 
BACKGROUND:

The format of the course is seven two-weeks cycles, each cycle containing lecturing, exercise classes, and an in-class 30-minutes multiple-choice test. Every multiple-choice test forms a part of the exam, contributing equally towards passing. Each cycle usually covers a single or two subjects from Computer Science. The philosophy is that via the seven cycles, the students have repeated opportunities to experience 1) the need for understanding the subject matter, 2) the event of arriving at understanding, and 3) the amount of work (reading and exercise solving) needed for this to happen for them.

The lecturing in the cycles are distributed among the IMADA computer science staff members, each being asked to lecture on a subject of their liking of the appropriate level of difficulty The idea is that this produces interesting subjects distributed across computer science in a representative manner

Since the course evaluation last year (where the course ran for the first time in this set-up) was very positive, we this year kept essentially the same format. There were a few changes among the guest lecturers due to sabbaticals and other changes in constraints. Also, more of the multiple choice exams were held as take-home exams (rather than in-class), due to a time-wise clash with a coaching program for the students (so that the students would have better time to focus on both things).

SUMMARY OF EVALUATION:

The students are very positive towards the core elements of the course: the exam form, the continuous feedback, the coverage of a diversity of CS subjects, quality of (most) lecturers. This is expressed both in the comments and in the qualitative answers.

When asked about possible improvements, the main repeated comments concern:

 1) Teaching materials feels too short
 2) Inhomogenity of lecturing and material style
 3) Quality of some slides
 4) That the exam is pass/fail and that many became take-home.
 5) Some aspects of the TAing.

In relation to the negative comments, we note that i) they should be read in the light that every respondent was asked to find a negative comment ii) all qualitative answers are good too very good. Even for quality of materials, the average value is 3.4/5.

(Note that the final questions on the "coaching course" are not relevant to DM534/DM588, they were just included here becase it was the easiest way to get some feedback on this first semester activity. Hence, we do not discuss that feedback here.)
	Giver evalueringen anledning til justering af undervisning mv Hvis ja beskriv hvilke: Next year, we will focus on improving 1) and 3), pushing all the lecturers to another round of polish on their materials/slides. This will likely help on 2), too (but it is unlikely that  this point will disappear completely, given the setup with many teachers and subjects, which we would like to keep due to the abovementioned positive effects in insights into computer science). Point 4) has already been fixed by changing the grading scale for the exam to 7-scale in the course description for next year. For point 5), we will forward and discuss the evaluation with the TAs.

	Giver evalueringen anledning til ændring i kursusbeskrivelsen Hvis ja beskriv hvilke: The grading scale for the exam has been changed to 7-scale in the course description for next year.

	Behandlet af undervisningsudvalget på: 
	Dato: 


