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

Some topics taught last year were removed to consolidate the lectures. A mid-term
open-book exam was added to test students understanding of the subjects. For the
final project, more focus is put on presentation, instead of the written report.

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):

The course content seems to be relevant to most students. The resources provided
are adequate. The assessment is able to reflect how well the students are able to
achieve the intended learning outcomes. The teaching style was mostly praised. The
flexibility of the course schedule is also largely appreciated.



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):

The mid-term exam should be counted to more points towards the final grade,
given the efforts to prepare it. The course site is not always easy to explore. The

red thread of the course is not always obvious for everyone. Some explanations
are a bit too fast.

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

Some of course topics can be further reduced to save space for other topics. This
will help address the comments about "red thread" of the course and to have more
time for the elaboration of difficult topics. The mid-term exam is helpful but indeed
this should account for more final points. The final project is still very useful to help

students' learning. Two of the planned exercise were not able to implemented that
needs to be improved next time.

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:

I will remove two topics from the schedule and use the time for other topics. | will
use the extra time for exercise.



6. Other comments:
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