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STUDENT FEEDBACK ANALYSIS

M.SC 2ND SEMESTER  (Batch 2018-20)
AND 
M.SC 4TH SEMESTER) (Batch 2017-19)


M.SC 2ND SEMESTER (2018-2020 Batch)

1. Relevance of the course in regards of students overall learning of the subject
	Q1
	Course code
	HIGHLY RELEVANT
	RELEVANT
	RELEVANT TO SOME EXTENT
	OF LITTLE RELEVANCE

	
	201
	11
	4
	0
	0

	
	202
	4
	9
	2
	0

	
	203
	8
	7
	0
	0

	
	204
	10
	5
	0
	0

	
	205
	7
	5
	2
	1

	
	TOTAL
	40
	30
	4
	1




Interpretation:53.33 per cent student respondents (M.Sc. second semester) pursuing course code 224201, 224202,224203,224204 and 224205 opined that the relevance of the course in regards of students overall learning of the subject was highly relevant.


2. Present content of the course in regards of relevance to future career
	Q2
	Course code
	HIGHLY RELEVANT
	RELEVANT
	RELEVANT TO SOME EXTENT
	OF LITTLE RELEVANCE

	
	201
	1
	14
	0
	0

	
	202
	4
	10
	1
	0

	
	203
	11
	4
	0
	0

	
	204
	8
	6
	1
	0

	
	205
	7
	7
	1
	0

	
	TOTAL
	31
	41
	3
	0





Interpretation: 41.33 per cent student respondents (M.Sc. second semester) pursuing course code 224201, 224202,224203,224204 and 224205 opined that the present content of the course in regards of relevance to future career was highly relevant.


3. Overall teaching of the course
	Q3
	Course code
	EXCELLENT
	VERY GOOD
	GOOD
	SATISFACTORY
	AVERAGE

	
	201
	5
	7
	2
	0
	1

	
	202
	4
	6
	4
	1
	0

	
	203
	5
	7
	2
	1
	0

	
	204
	4
	10
	1
	
	0

	
	205
	4
	5
	2
	2
	2

	
	TOTAL
	22
	35
	11
	4
	3






Interpretation: 46.66 per cent student respondents (M.Sc. second semester) pursuing course code 224201,224202,224203,224204 and 224205 opined that the Overall teaching of the course was very good.


4. Teacher’s skill to explain the subject clearly
	Q4
	Course code
	EXCELLENT
	VERY GOOD
	GOOD
	SATISFACTORY
	AVERAGE

	
	201
	9
	4
	1
	0
	1

	
	202
	5
	7
	3
	0
	0

	
	203
	7
	7
	1
	0
	0

	
	204
	10
	5
	0
	0
	0

	
	205
	5
	6
	3
	1
	0

	
	TOTAL
	36
	29
	8
	1
	1





Interpretation: 48 per cent student respondents (M.Sc. second semester) pursuing course code 224201, 224202,224203,224204 and 224205 opined that the teacher’s skill to explain the subject clearly was excellent.

5. Teacher’s response in addressing questions in the class

	Q5
	Course code
	EXCELLENT
	VERY GOOD
	GOOD
	SATISFACTORY
	AVERAGE

	
	201
	9
	4
	1
	1
	0

	
	202
	7
	4
	3
	1
	0

	
	203
	7
	4
	4
	0
	0

	
	204
	11
	4
	0
	0
	0

	
	205
	10
	2
	2
	1
	0

	
	TOTAL
	44
	18
	10
	3
	0







Interpretation: 58.66 per cent student respondents (M.Sc. second semester) pursuing course code 224201, 224202,224203,224204 and 224205 opined that the teacher’s response in addressing questions in the classwas excellent.


6. Present content of the course needs revision/ upgradation
	Q6
	COURSE CODE
	YES
	NO
	NO COMMENT

	
	201
	8
	2
	5

	
	202
	5
	4
	6

	
	203
	2
	7
	6

	
	204
	2
	6
	7

	
	205
	6
	4
	5

	
	TOTAL
	23
	23
	29





Interpretation:30.66 per cent student respondents (M.Sc second semester) pursuing course code 224201, 224202,224203,224204 and 224205 opined that the present content of the course needs revision/ upgradation and 30.66 per cent student respondents opined that the present content of the course does not need revision/ upgradation.

7. Other suggestion for improving the course or the teaching methodology
	Q6
	COURSE CODE
	YES
	NO
	NO COMMENT

	
	201
	13
	0
	2

	
	202
	8
	2
	5

	
	203
	12
	2
	1

	
	204
	9
	2
	4

	
	205
	12
	2
	1

	
	TOTAL
	54
	8
	13





Interpretation: 72 per cent student respondents (M.Sc. second semester) pursuing course code 224201, 224202,224203,224204 and 224205 gave suggestion for improving the course or the teaching methodology.


OPEN-ENDED COMMENTS MADE BY THE STUDENT OF THE DEPARTMENT
A. Regarding the Present content of the course needs revision/ upgradation
1. PHYSIOLOGY PORTION SHOULD BE NUTRITION RELATED.
2. SOME TOPICS IS NOT RELATED TO HUMAN NUTRITION.
3. MOLECULAR BIOLOGY SHOULD BE EMPHASIZED.
B. REGARDING THE IMPROVEMENT IN THE COURSE OR THE TEACHING METHODOLOGY
1. .NEED MORE CLASSROOM AND LABORATORY.
2. NEED POWERPOINT PRESENTATION.


M.SC 4thSEMESTER (2017-2019 Batch)

1. Relevance of the course in regards of students overall learning of the subject
	Q1
	COURSE CODE
	HIGHLY RELEVANT
	RELEVANT
	RELEVANT TO SOME EXTENT
	OF LITTLE RELEVANCE

	
	401
	1
	10
	0
	0

	
	402
	6
	5
	0
	0

	
	403
	5
	6
	0
	0

	
	TOTAL
	12
	21
	0
	0





Interpretation: 63.33 per cent student respondents (M.Sc. 4th semester) pursuing course code 224401, 224402, and 224403 opined that the relevance of the course in regards of students overall learning of the subject was relevant.


2. Present content of the course in regards of relevance to future career

	Q2
	COURSE CODE
	HIGHLY RELEVANT
	RELEVANT
	RELEVANT TO SOME EXTENT
	OF LITTLE RELEVANCE

	
	401
	7
	3
	1
	0

	
	402
	8
	3
	0
	0

	
	403
	4
	5
	1
	1

	
	TOTAL
	19
	11
	2
	1




Interpretation: 57.57 per cent student respondents (M.Sc. 4th semester) pursuing course code 224401, 224402, and 224403 opined that the present content of the course in regards of relevance to future career were highly relevant.


3. Overall teaching of the course
	Q3
	COURSE CODE
	EXCELLENT
	VERY GOOD
	GOOD
	SATISFACTORY
	AVERAGE

	
	401
	4
	4
	3
	0
	0

	
	402
	7
	4
	0
	0
	0

	
	403
	6
	2
	3
	0
	0

	
	TOTAL
	17
	10
	6
	0
	0





Interpretation: 51.51.per cent student respondents (M.Sc. 4th semester) pursuing course code 224401, 224402, and 224403 opined that the overall teaching of the course was Excellent.

4. Teacher’s skill to explain the subject clearly

	Q4
	COURSE CODE
	EXCELLENT
	VERY GOOD
	GOOD
	SATISFACTORY
	AVERAGE

	
	401
	2
	9
	0
	0
	0

	
	402
	10
	1
	
	0
	0

	
	403
	7
	2
	1
	1
	0

	TOTAL
	19
	12
	1
	1
	0





Interpretation: 57.57 per cent student respondents (M.Sc. 4th semester) pursuing course code 224401, 224402, and 224403 opined that the teacher’s skill to explain the subject clearly was excellent.


5. Teacher’s response in addressing questions in the class


	Q4
	COURSE CODE
	EXCELLENT
	VERY GOOD
	GOOD
	SATISFACTORY
	AVERAGE

	
	401
	9
	2
	0
	0
	0

	
	402
	11
	0
	0
	0
	0

	
	403
	8
	3
	0
	0
	0

	
	TOTAL
	28
	5
	0
	0
	0








Interpretation: 84.84per cent student respondents (M.Sc. 4th semester) pursuing course code 224401, 224402, and 224403 opined that the teacher’s response in addressing questions in the class was excellent.


6. Present content of the course needs revision/ upgradation
	Q4
	COURSE CODE
	YES
	NO
	NO COMMENT

	
	401
	1
	9
	1

	
	402
	5
	5
	1

	
	403
	9
	1
	1

	
	TOTAL
	15
	15
	3





Interpretation:45.45 per cent student respondents (M.Sc 4th  semester) pursuing course code 224401, 224402, and 224403 opined that the present content of the course needs revision/ upgradation and 45.45 per cent student respondents opined that the present content of the course does not need revision/ upgradation.







7. Other suggestion for improving the course or the teaching methodology
	Q4
	COURSE CODE
	YES
	NO
	NO COMMENT

	
	401
	1
	10
	0

	
	402
	0
	11
	0

	
	403
	1
	10
	0

	
	TOTAL
	2
	31
	0





Interpretation: 93.93 per cent student respondents (M.Sc 4th semester) pursuing course code 224401, 224402, and 224403 opined no need for improving the course or the teaching methodology.


OPEN-ENDED COMMENTS MADE BY THE STUDENT OF THE DEPARTMENT
A. REGARDING THE PRESENT CONTENT OF THE COURSE NEEDS REVISION/ UPGRADATION
1. FOOD HABIT RELATED PART AND CATERING RELATED PART SHOULD BE IN BRIEF.
2. NEED MORE INSTRUMENTS IN PRACTICAL
3. SYLLABUS IS NOT PROPRLY RELATED TO THE SUBJECT.
4. NUTRIGENOMICS PORTION SHOULD BE ENLARGED AND APPLED IN PRACTICAL FIELD.
B. REGARDING THE IMPROVEMENT IN THE COURSE OR THE TEACHING METHODOLOGY
1. FOOD INDUSTRY VISIT SHOULD BE MANDATORY.
2. NEED SMART CLASSSES.
3. NEED MORE INSTRUMENTS IN PRACTICAL CLASS.

HIGHLY RELEVANT	RELEVANT	RELEVANT TO SOME EXTENT	OF LITTLE RELEVANCE	36.3636363636363	63.6363636363636	0	0	
Pecentage(%)


HIGHLY RELEVANT	RELEVANT	RELEVANT TO SOME EXTENT	OF LITTLE RELEVANCE	57.5757575757576	33.3333333333333	6.06060606060606	0	
Percentage (%)


EXCELLENT	VERY GOOD 	GOOD	SATISFACTORY	AVERAGE	51.5151515151515	30.3030303030303	18.1818181818182	0	0	
Percentage(%)


EXCELLENT	VERY GOOD 	GOOD	SATISFACTORY	AVERAGE	57.5757575757576	36.3636363636363	3.03030303030303	3.03030303030303	0	
Percentage(%)


EXCELLENT	VERY GOOD 	GOOD	SATISFACTORY	AVERAGE	84.8484848484848	15.1515151515152	0	0	0	
Percentage(%)


YES	NO	NO COMMENT	45.4545454545454	45.4545454545454	9.0909090909091	
Percentage(%)


YES	NO	NO COMMENT	6.06060606060606	93.939393939394	0	
Percentage (%)


HIGHLY RELEVANT	RELEVANT	RELEVANT TO SOME EXTENT	OF LITTLE RELEVANCE	53.3333333333333	40	5.33333333333334	1.33333333333333	
Percentage (%)


HIGHLY RELEVANT	RELEVANT	RELEVANT TO SOME EXTENT	OF LITTLE RELEVANCE	41.3333333333333	54.6666666666666	4	0	
Percentage (%)


EXCELLENT	VERY GOOD 	GOOD	SATISFACTORY	AVERAGE	29.3333333333333	46.6666666666666	14.6666666666667	5.33333333333334	4	
Percentage (%)


EXCELLENT	VERY GOOD 	GOOD	SATISFACTORY	AVERAGE	48	38.6666666666666	10.6666666666667	1.33333333333333	1.33333333333333	
Percentage(%)


EXCELLENT	VERY GOOD 	GOOD	SATISFACTORY	AVERAGE	58.6666666666666	24	13.3333333333333	4	0	
Percentage (%)


YES	NO	NO COMMENT	30.6666666666667	30.6666666666667	38.6666666666666	
Percentage(%)


YES	NO	NO COMMENT	72	10.6666666666667	17.3333333333333	
Percentage (%)
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