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1 Bitte beurteile die Gestaltung der Veranstaltung durch die Dozentin / den Dozenten.

Verstandlichkeit der Darstellung der Inhalte Struktur (roter Faden) der Inhalte Qualitat der Lehrmaterialien (Folien, Ubungsblatter, Skript, ...)
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Nutzlichkeit der Lehrmaterialien zur Vor-/Nachbereitung Veranschaulichung der Inhalte durch Beispiele Verstandlichkeit der Aussprache der Dozentin / des Dozenten
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Erkennbarkeit der fachlichen Kompetenz der Dozentin / des Dozenten Engagement der Dozentin / des Dozenten
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2 Bitte beurteile die Organisation der Veranstaltung.

Einteilung der Ubungsgruppen Verfligbarkeit der Lehr ialien (eCampus, ite, ...) g der 1 Ubung
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3 Bitte beurteile, inwiefern die folgenden Aussagen deiner Meinung nach zutreffen oder nicht

zutreffen.
Der Aufbau der lieR ein gut I . Die in der Veranstaltung vorausgesetzten Inhalte waren
Die Ubungs—/t waren N N
Konzept erkennen mir ausreichend bekannt
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Die Veranstaltungsinhalte passten zu der im In der wurden mir hilfrei Die Inhalte der Veranstaltung hatten einen Bezug zu
Mc ibung i i und i Konzepte vermittelt praktischen Problemen (Anwendungsbezug)
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In dieser Veranstaltung wurden mir fir eine spatere . . "
gL e . LA Die Veranstaltung hat mein Interesse an diesem
Berufstéatigkeit hilfreiche Kenntnisse und Fertigkeiten " . .
vermittelt Bereich / Fachgebiet gesteigert
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4 Bitte schitze den Aufwand und die Schwierigkeit der Veranstaltung ein.

Haufigkeit
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Die Geschwindigkeit des Vorgehens war ... Der Stoffumfang war ... Der Schwierigkeitsgrad der Vorlesung war ..
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Der Schwierigkeitsgrad der Ubungen war ... Der Aufwand fur die itung der Ubungs-—/t war ... Der Aufwand fur das Vor- und Nachbereiten der Vorlesung war ...
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Wie viele Stunden hast du durchschnittlich pro Woche insgesamt (inklusive dem Besuch der
Vorlesung / Ubung) fiir die Veranstaltung aufgewendet?
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Anzahl Stunden



6 Bitte beurteile, inwiefern die Ubungen zu dieser Lehrveranstaltung zum Verstindnis der
Veranstaltungsinhalte beigetragen haben.
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Nachbereitung des Stoffes der Veranstaltung
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Klarung von Fragen zur Veranstaltung
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Vorbereitung auf die Priifung (nach bisheriger Einschatzung)

7 Wie beurteilst du die Raum- und Gruppengrséfle?
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Der Vorlesungsraum (Horsaal) war ...
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Anwendung der Inhalte aus der Veranstaltung
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8 Welches Interesse an den Inhalten hattest du vor und nach dem Besuch der Veranstaltung?

Vor dem Besuch der Veranstaltung

GroRes
Interesse

Sehr groRes
Interesse

Geringes Sehr geringe: gerlnges
Interesse  Interesse

o -

Nach dem Besuch der Veranstaltung

Sehr groBes  GroRRes Geringes Sehr geringes




Bitte bewerte die Lehrveranstaltung insgesamt auf einer Schulnotenskala von sehr gut (1)

bis ungeniigend (6).
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sehr gut (1) gut (2)

10 Freitextkommentare

befriedigend (3) ausreichend (4)

mangelhatft (5) ungenigend (6)

Was hat dir an dieser Lehrveran-
staltung gut gefallen?

Was kénnte noch besser gemacht
werden?

Hier hast du Platz fiir weitere An-
merkungen und Feedback zu unse-
rem Fragebogen.

Contents of the course could emphasi-
ze more on real-world problems, rather
than theoretical knowledge. Number of
topics studies could be decreased to gi-
ve deeper knowledge on more important
ones.

if there were more practical examples
with notes on slides this would be hel-
pful to learn taught concepts. Some Sli-
des look confusing since the concepts
are almoste without explanation

Practical exercises where we were asked
to write a code were very interesting

Especially i liked lectures. And i lear-
ned more things during this course, not
only about this field, also to fight with
problems :)

In Exercise, some questions were
not understandable somehow, may be
change or ask questions in easy way
:) And in the begining we were three
person in exercise group, but one of us
dropped course and we were two, so it
was really difficult in exercise, maybe
it could solved by change or join some

groups :)

Firstlay, thanks all of you :) And i wish
good luck




Overall getting to know more about
theories behind software construction,
the anekdotes of Daniel Speicher. Hous-
sam as a tutor usually managed to ex-
plan things well and clarify what we
did’t understand in the lectures

Often, after visiting the lectures, i still
didn’t know how to sove the exerci-
ses. The slides were onlypartly hel-
pful, some additional material or ex-
amples would be good. Alternativesolu-
tions could be more ecouraged. It’s im-
portant to learn the concepts, but per-
haps omitting certain constraints ("the-
re are no 1:1-Relations”)when it makes
sense should be possible. Jan Nonnen
seems to have very good knowledge, but
he could improve rhetorically in the lec-
tures

it’s pretty good as it is. Questions 10
and 11 are the moste important ones in
my opinion, so prehaps there should be
a bit mor space for them

it was fun doing the exercises. All three
lecturerers did their job very good

The practical use of the topics presen-
ted is clear and thus it is very moti-
vating. The lectirer and the helpers are
very competent, friendly and helpful.
Thank you!

Their should be a bigger connection
of the lecture and the practical lecture
bypointing out clearer and which way
theory and practical work are related. It
was hard to have just one day to prepa-
re the theoretical part for the practical
lecture

It was very interesting. I’'m sorry that
the Agile Programming Lab is in the
semsester holidays because it’s impos-
sible for me to attend it then.

lecture hall. graphical presentation of
some example

well-explain the slides,clarify the slides,
more details. provide some materials on
the website

The ranking. The small groups

not almost every week a different tutor
(in the beginning of the course)

The exercise competition: ranking the
students (anonymously) was very mo-
tivating. Exercises were hands on and
practical

there were toomany slides per session.
Most topics (like AOP) were discusses
too briefly (leave some topics out and
handle the others more in depth). Tu-
tors for the exercises changed frequent-
ly. They were all good though

Lecture about aspectoriented program-
ming. Some Methods for software deve-
lopment

interesting topics were translated to bo-
ring Lectures. Don’t show a fast over-
view about everything. show the gene-
ral idea and a few concepts in more de-
tail

Exercises were the best part of the cour-
ses. The discussion method for exercises
was really helpful in understanding the
subject more

the lecture room is too big. smetimes its
hard to hear what lecturer is teaching.
so it canbe shifted to some other room.

Student assignment competition. very
practical topics. Small exercise groups.
manageable assignment sheets

More concepts and methods that are re-
ally applicable to real-worl software en-
gineering. Less fancy and purely theo-
retical methods taht have no relation
toeverydy software development. More
flexible exercise group slots. less focus
on Java/Eclipse-only technologies

1. Aspect (AOSD) 2. MOF Lecture 3.
Model Driven Approach

Every Lecture to be of same as it was.
So, Nothing much to improve

1. Good Outline given on Topics 2. Fle-
xible Timings

Aspect Oriented. Agile Development.
Visualization

More Practical Problems in the exerci-
se. Attachment of lecture with practical
Problems

I believe that somewhere in exercise
problems were focused mainly on JA-
VA. This could be improved. I was loo-
king forward for Design Patters. But
didn’t took Place :( Rest i believe the
course is well structured




| New topics in this area




