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Your answers are anonymous, but keep in mind that the lecturer of the course has access to all the filled-out

papers. This evaluation is performed by Fysisk fagutvalg, which is responsible for the choice of courses that

are being evaluated. The Department of Physics has an objective to ensure that the students make the most

out of their physics-courses. Therefore they have to take into account the students’ opinions. It is therefore

important that you take this evaluation seriously, answer honestly and spend some time thinking and writing

down your suggestions for improvements of the course. Thank you for your help.

The numbering system for the cross-out questions is as follows (unless otherwise stated).

1 = Awful

2 = Bad

3 = Satisfactory

4 = Good

5 = Excellent

General information

• I’m a program student / I follow a suggested course plana

6 2 yes 2 no 1

• This semester I plan to acquire the following number of ECTS credits

2Zero said >30 2Five said 30 2Two said <30

• How often do you check out the homeplan for this course?

2 Every day 0 2 Every week 7 2 Every month 0 2 Never 0
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1 = Awful, 2 = Bad, 3 = Satisfactory, 4 = Good, 5 = Excellent

avr 3 5

a My academic theoretical background for participating in this course 3,4

b My academic practical background for participating in this course (lab

experience)

2,8

c Difficulty of the course (1 = too easy, 5 = too hard) 3,7

d Amount of required work in FYS-GEO4500 compared to other courses 3,3

e How much time have you spent working with course material (1 = very

little, 5 = very much)

3,1

f Attendance to the lectures (1 = rare, 5 = often) 4,9

g Attendance to the groups (1 = rare, 5 = often) -

Organization of the course

(Lectures and internet-pages)

avr 3 5

a Information about the compulsory assignements 4,1

b Information about how the final exam will be conducted 4,0

c Information in advance of the lectures’ subject before you attend it 4,7

d Information in advance about the group’s subject before you attend it 4,5

e Internet pages for the course as a source of information 4,3

f The lecturer as a source of information 4,7

g The correspondence between the given information and actual execu-

tion

4,6

h Overall impression of the organization of the course 4,6

• Do you have any other or complementary comments of the organization of the course?

Lectures

avr 3 5

a Proceeding of the lectures (1 = slow, 5 = fast) 3,6

b The lecturers ability to motivate 4,1

c The lecturer’s presentation of the curriculum 4,4

d The lecturer’s use of blackboards 4,0

e The lecturer’s use of voice (no. stemmebruk) 4,3

f Lecture coherences 4,4

g The lecturer’s answers to given questions 4,4

h Is the lecture room suited for its purpose? 4,7

i Overall impression of the lectures 4,4
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1 = Awful, 2 = Bad, 3 = Satisfactory, 4 = Good, 5 = Excellent

• Do you have any complementary comments on the lectures?

Groups

avr 3 5

a The workload of the weekly assignements (1 = too little, 5 = too much) 3,6

b Difficulty (1 = too easy, 5 = too hard) 3,6

c Help with assignements 4,5

d The group teacher’s pedagogical ability -

e The weekly assignements’ contribution to understanding of the course

curriculum

3,8

f Overall impression of the groups 4,0

• Do you have any further comments about the groups?

Compulsory assignements

avr 3 5

a The compulsory assignement’s relevance to the curriculum 4,3

b The compulsory assignement’s contribution to understanding the cur-

riculum

4,4

c Amount of time spent related to amount of material learned 4,0

d Overall impression of the compulsory assignments 4,0

• Do you have any complementary comments on the compulsory assignements?

Curriculum litterature

Book: Finite Volume Methods for Hyperbolic Problems

avr 3 5

a The books clarity 3,2

b Examples quality 3,3

c Number of examples 3,1

d Book exercises 3,7

e Exercise solution quality 3,5

f Overall impression of the book 3,3
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1 = Awful, 2 = Bad, 3 = Satisfactory, 4 = Good, 5 = Excellent

• Do you have any complementary comments on the curriculum litterature?

A little confusing, much information. No information on axis and so on. Some improvements should be

done, but the lecturer is good at asking us for constructive critics.

• Do you have any other comments to the course, positive or negative?

- Excellent, well-planned course.

- It would be a good idea to include a precourse/first few lectures on programming(general) in relevant

languages as Fortran and Python.

- The lecturer is good at making slides for the lectures. What the book is missing, the lecture notes makes

up for, as the lecturer seems to know about the deficiencies in the book

Report from Fagutvalget

As can be seen from the report, the students are overall positive to this course. Seven students filled in the

forms, which is all students more or less. The students attend most of the lectures, and use about the same

amount of time on this course as other courses. They might find this course a bit difficult, though.

The information flow is excellent, at least in the eyes of the students. The lectures proceed a bit fast, but

otherwise gets very good marks from the students.

The course do not exactly have a group, but the students said they get together at the lecturers office, where

they get the help they need. The amount of assignments each week seems to be a bit high, and they might be a

bit difficult for some, but nothing too worrying. And the students are content with the compulsory assignments.

It is the textbook that seems to be the problem, but even that is satisfactory on an average. One of the

students comments that the lecturer is aware of the problems with the book, and makes up for it in the lecture

notes. The students are somewhat pleased with the exercises in the book.

In conclusion, we must say that there seems to be very few problems with FYS-GEO4500, which is a bit im-

pressive as this is a new course. The students seemed happy and on good terms with their lecturer. If the

lecturer tries to adjust the course, as he sees fit, to the few small issues brought forward by this survey, he will

be moving towards a perfect course, as seen from our point of perspective.

Fagutvalget, ved Espen og Adrian
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