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Number of students who completed the course: 12

Course evaluation answer count: 9

1. Description of changes since the last course and decisions already made since last
course date (if any was made):

The type of mid-term exam has changed from open-book in-class exam to closed-
book in-class exam. The level of the exam is also lowered due to the change in
exam format.

2. The strengths of the course's according to the students (summary based on quantitative
results, text responses from the survey and any other evaluation during the course):

- interactive teaching style

- Supportive and motivating teacher

- relevant and interesting course content
- Good in explaining difficult concepts

- relevant exam and fair evaluation

- Good task-based final project



3. The weaknesses of the course according to the students (summary based on

quantitative results, text responses from the survey and any other evaluation during the
course):

- timing of the exam, preferably not before the break
- More lecture about modeling (last assignment)

- More days for exam and more days for final project
- Second half was a bit rush

- Better instruction for the final project

- Less home work

- Solid deadline for submitting peers' presentations

4. The teachers' analysis of the course's implementation and results:

The change of exam style between 2024/2025 (open book) and 2025/2026 (closed
book) is mostly to demand more memorization from the student. A study guild was
sent to the students to help them prepare the exam. | however sensed a lot of "
GenAl help" when grading the exam. It seems that a number of students were
using GenAl to help them going through the study guild. They then memorized the
responses to answer the questions during exam. The answers then became
shallow and not necessarily covered all aspects taught in class. Though this is not
against any guidelines of GenAl usage, it prevents the students from actually
reviewing and thinking about the course content.

5. Conclusions and suggestions for possible changes in order to develop the course and any
decisions already made to develop the course before future course dates:

In response to the use of GenAl on the study guild. | will make the guild less
specific the next time, so that the questions actually asked in the mid-term will be
more different from the study guild.

Many students commented on the timing of mid-term and the arrangement of the
second-half of the lecture & final project. While | acknowledge these suggestions, it
is an inherit issue for the timing of the course (Dec-Jan with a long break in
between). | can potentially reduce some of the buffering lectures next year to buy
the students more time for the preparation of mid-term exam and final project. I will
ask the students for the next round what will be there preference (ie buffer lectures
vs. more time for exam/project preparation).



6. Other comments:
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