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1. Please specify how far you agree or disagree with the following statements concerning this course.

Please cross only one box.

fully disagree

fully disagree

n=30
av.=2
dev.=1,1

n=30
av.=2,1
dev.=1,2

n=30
av.=2,6
dev.=1,1

n=29
av.=1,6
dev.=1

n=29
av.=1,6
dev.=0,9

n=30
av.=2,2
dev.=1,3

n=30
av.=2
dev.=1,2

n=25
av.=1,7
dev.=1,1
ab.=5

. . 43,3% 33,3% 10% 10% 3,3% 0%
Y The structure of the course content is logical/ fully agree - | — T T T
comprehensible.
T 2 3 4 5 6
. 40% 333% 10% 10% 6,7% 0%
2 The lecturer is able to make complex contents fully agree - I — T 7T
comprehensible.
1 2 3 4 5 6
: . : . 16,7% 26,7% 43,3% 33% 10% 0%
3 The course is taught in an interesting way. fully agree —=T I — T
T2 3 4 5 6
: . . . 69% 13,8% 6,9% 10,3% 0% 0%
) Discussions are well moderated (stimulation of fully agree - i — T
contributions, thoroughness in answering to
contributions, timing, halting of non-stop talkers).
1 2 3 4 5 6
. . . . . 69% 13,8% 103% 69% 0% 0%
¥ There is sufficient discussion/ there is enough fully agree I
opportunity for questions.
1 2 3 4 5 6
. . . 36,7% 30% 233% 33% 3,3% 33%
® The course enhances my interest in my studies. fully agree I
1 2 3 4 5 6
. . . T . 40% 40% 6,7% 6,7% 6,7% 0%
') The accompanying materials (scripts, bibliographies, fully agree —1 T T T T
internet, etc.) are helpful
T 2 3 4 5 6
. _ . 64% 12% 20% 0% 4% 0%
% The lecturer is sufficiently reachable outside the fully agree - I — T T T T
course times as well.
1 2 3 4 5 6

2. Assessment of knowledge gains
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Instructor profile

2.1)

22)

This is my assessment after the module/ unit.

This is my assessment before the module/ unit.

fully agree

33,3% 16,7%

2

fully disagree

n=30
av.=2
dev.=1,1

n=30
av.=2,9
dev.=1,4

2.3)

2.4)

This is my assessment after the module/ unit.

This is my assessment before the module/ unit.

40%

n=30
dev.=1,2

n=30
av.=3,9
dev.=1,7

2.5)

3.1)

This is my assessment after the module/ unit.

This is my assessment before the module/ unit.

. Requirements and Workload

Was your previous knowledge sufficient to follow the
course?

How would you evaluate the required preparatory
work in relationship to the module content?

The workload corresponds to the ECTS earned in
the module/ unit (1 ECTS = 30 hours)

fully agree

too little

36,7% 33,3%

10%

7%

fully disagree

fully sufficient

n=30
av.=4,4
dev.=1,7

n=30
av.=4,1
dev.=1,6

n=30
av.=5,3
dev.=0,9

n=30
av.=4,6
dev.=0,9

How much time do you spend per week for preparatioon and homework for this course?

18.02.2022

none

up to 1 hour C]

up to 3 hours (

up to 5 hours :]
5-10 hours S

over 10 hours
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4. Student contribution to the teaching quality and general conditions

6,9% 17.2% 6,9% 3.4% 10,3% 55,2%

*" Fidgeting, chatting, and disturbances of participants fully agree I fully disagree n=29
interfere with the course. Goveto

T2 3 4 5 6

. . , 27,6% 345% 27.6% 10.3% 0% 0%
*? The students contributed to a productive working fully agree - '° — T fully disagree n=29

atmosphere. prha
1 2 3 4 5 6
. " . 37,9% 241% 27.6% 34% 34% 34%

*3 The spatial conditions of the event are appropriate. fully agree I fully disagree n=29
av.=2,
dev.=1,3

1 2 3 4 5 6
5. A few more things we would like you to tell us...
. . . . 33.3% 50% 10% 3,.3% 33% 0%

> Which grade would you give this module/ unit Excellent (1) - I — T T T T Very poor (6) n=30
av.=1,
dev.=0,9

Are you an exchange student?

ves( ) 23.3% n=30

No ( ) 76.7%
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Profile

'|' Compilation:

|

Values used in the profile line: Mean

Instructor profile

1. Please specify how far you agree or disagree with the following statements concerning this course.
Please cross only one box.

1.1) i i i
Igris:;uh%ﬁ;?b?ef.the course content is logical/ fully agree J\ fully disagree =30 av=20  md=20  dev=1
1.2) i i
Igrigﬁgtrtgﬁ;;&:ble to make complex contents fully agree L\ fully disagree =30 av=21  md=20  deve!2
1.3) i i i i i
The course is taught in an interesting way. fully agree } fully disagree =30 av=26 md=30  dev=1
/
14)  Discussions are well moderated (stimulation of fully agree 7z fully disagree
contributions, thoroughness in answering to I n=29 av=16 md=10 dev=10
contributions, timing, halting of non-stop 1
15)  There is sufficient discussion/ there is enough fully agree fully disagree
opportunity for questions. "\ n=29 av=1,6 md=10 dev=0,9
1.6) i i i
Itr&%i%?rse enhances my interest in my fully agree D. fully disagree =30 =22  md=20  dev=13
1.7) The accompanying materials (scripts, fully agree .y fully disagree
bibliographies, internet, etc.) are helpful /‘ n=30 av=20 md=20 dev=12
18)  The lecturer is sufficiently reachable outside fully agree ./ ‘ fully disagree
the course times as well. ‘ n=25 av=17 md=1,0 dev.=1,1
2. Assessment of knowledge gains
2.1) i itisi i l i
LI:: topic of the module/ unit is interesting to fully agree T\ fully disagree =30 ave20  md=20  develd
- This is my assessment after the module/ unit. \
22) L}: topic of the module/ unit is interesting to fully agree } > fully disagree =30 av20  md=30  develd
- This is my assessment before the module/ l//
23) | know a lot about the topic of the module/ fully agree fully disagree
unit. - This is my assessment after the module/ T\ n=30 av.=20 md=20 dev=12
unit. N ~
24) | know a lot about the topic of the module/ fully agree \J fully disagree 5 _ _ B
unit. - This is my assessment before the /T n=30 av=3,9 md=4,0 dev=17
module/ unit. i
25) | can apply the content of the module/ unit. - fully agree - fully disagree
This is my assessment after the module/ unit. -\\ n=30 av=22 md=20 dev=13
~
~
26) | can apply the content of the module/ unit. - fully agree Ny fully disagree
This is my assessment before the module/ unit. n=30 av=44  md=50 dev=17
3. Requirements and Workload
31 Was your previous knowledge sufficient to too little - fully sufficient
follovalthe gourse? 9 \ y n=30 av.=4,1 md=4,0 dev.=1,6
N
32) i i 2 o o
How many lectures/ seminars did you attend? 0% (none )’_ 100% (all) =30 =53  md=50  dev.=0,9
33)  How would you evaluate the required low ‘ / high B B 5 N
preparatory work in relationship to the module )/’ n=30 av.=4,6 md=5,0 dev.=0,9
content? e
34)  The workload corresponds to the ECTS earned fully agree J/ fully disagree 5 _ » _
in the module/ unit (1 ECTS = 30 hours) ‘ n=30 av=29 md=30 dev=16
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[4. Student contribution to the teaching quality and general conditions

J

4.1)  Fidgeting, chatting, and disturbances of fully agree fully disagree
participants interfere with the course. // n=29 av=46 md=60 dev=19
~
. . -~ .
42)  The students contributed to a productive fully agree fully disagree
working atmosphere. I n=29 av.=2,2 md=2,0 dev.=1,0
43) i iti i
Zggr(s)gﬂtal?é.condltlons of the event are fully agree 1 fully disagree =29 av=22  md=20 dev=13
[5. A few more things we would like you to tell us... }
5.1) Which grade would you give this module/ unit Excellent (1) | I I I I Very poor (6) =30 el md=20  dev=09
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Outcome-based evaluation

Statements to be rated low < Level of agreement —> high Percentage of students CSA Gain
6 5 4 3 2 1 0% 20% 40% 60% 80%  100%
—8 | | | | | i i i | |
© The topic of the module/ unit is
3 interesting to me. f— [ | ﬁ pre 47.37%
o)) t s o
o L] pos
3 1 1 —
g | know a lot about the topic of the # pre
s module/ unit. .* = post 65,91%
€ —
g | |
A | can apply the content of the module/
@ : pre
g [umit ____F ost 65,35%
N | | —— ‘ ‘ ‘ ’

M low (6)
| high (1)

W before the course

Ti f
Ime of survey [ after the course

Perceived knowledge/
ability

Data presentation adapted from Raupach et al. Med Teach 2011; 33: e446-ee453.
Error bars indicate standard errors of the mean.
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Comments Report

5. A few more things we would like you to tell us...

3 What did you especially like about this course?

B -Well structured
-Good overview about the OSI model

gudt Verlsenien . 7 . . )
Dw mel(‘h Gond € Kr i CReCes, gui oW Se cufieri e orn <« ploakiny
£s waeden af€e Aemen c;.,qulp Jai14¢ n

OT NT EhLL . T . .
e POWERPOINT T¢ RALYHeop ‘7&\ {Gomcu:) Poofesyoc That's nacessery Jo make Modents onderslond &

(omicpt

By vstmg fhe termaned | weicreonlolles o other lools | the $heorehad
pret of the lechore s brooght cleser o pmelice.

Examples and analogies made to explain terms or concepts.

Exercises

| liked the opportunity to ask a lot of questions in the exercises and the summary of the last lecture in the ex.

Prof. Dr. Oliver Hahm explain everything excellent. | really like that he upload the answers for the exercises. This is relly helpful when |
revise the exercises.

The tutor is always helpful, answers every question ( even basic ones) ad is quick with response. realy liked it

how professor hahm explain the exercice and to help to understand all content

4 Your suggestions for improvement:

Noae e« erticen omdd mione Aforleh comtech o

Lowey  atbéreriacions

T hecrrrree—edemsneck | wil ke Mot flee yhould ke oo (/amp

P Gntept n Te lechue Sticdes ety lﬁe(w}e o prerciel Jugh Lo WJ

diffcult whecog \MQ ot ?L\g h—we:)——tlé—%—v)—rrwﬁ hd a [LJ(]vp}*nn

o how Tl e Y\f#e Hecfur Shcly g ot Fmvjk A yolved anmplt ) ey
bether.
B | do not have any suggestions. Everything is very good.

B | had problems with the order you choose for teaching the different layers. To me it would be more accessable if we would have
started from top down (Application layer first -> Physical last).

B The course is missing of real life examples and explanations of the use of the content. There is no "big picture" of the content. So it's
difficult to understand if you don't inform yourself about the content.

B There is too much content in the full course and in the lecture slices too.
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W it's a bit difficult sometimes to get a proper understanding for the usecases of the tought stuff.

B the content of lecture is too much
difficult to understand with few example

B the lecturer presents the content in a monotone/boring way.

® there are a lot of abbreviations, it is not easy to follow them, maybe would be better to write the whole definition more times
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