@ TeComp ,  sirengthening Teaching Competences Co-funded by the

‘\‘ in Higher Education Erasmus+ Programme [ .
in Natural and Mathematical Sciences of the European Union

e 1eComp

R\

End-term questionnaires for students
On the quality of teaching
July 2021



@ TeComp ,  sirengthening Teaching Competences Co-funded by the

‘\‘ in Higher Education Erasmus+ Programme
in Natural and Mathematical Sciences of the European Union

Needs analysis study programs 2020/21

Introduction

All universities' evaluations of all courses and teachers are regularly organized every
semester, and we used these evaluations to compare students’ opinions about teachers
and courses before and after the pandemic.

In the following table evaluations of teachers’ performance are given in school years
2020/21. We calculated the average of evaluation marks in school years (semesters)
before the pandemic and during the pandemic when the new methods were performed.
Since the grades were in different ranges, we made unifications on a scale [1,5]. Since
another scale was [5,10], we used the formula f(x)=5-((10-x)*4/5) to obtain a number in
scale [1,5]. In the calculations, it was important to have data from at least one semester
before the pandemic and one semester during the pandemic. Finally, we use the average
in years before the pandemic and years during the pandemic when the new methodology
of teaching (online) is used.

2020/21
UNI biology 4.58
UNI chemistry 4.44
UNI geography 4.50
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ONLINE LEARNING QUESTIONNAIRE REPORT NOVEMBER 2020

In the framework of the progress of the learning process through "ONLINE" platforms
The Curriculum and Quality Assurance Sector has prepared the questionnaire for ONLINE learning, which is a

preliminary questionnaire that was sent to a limited number of students to find out the problems of online
learning; after that it will be redistributed to all students.

- The questionnaire was completed by 53 students, 3 of whom were from the Faculty of Agriculture, 9 from the
Faculty of Education and Philology, 16 from the Faculty of Economics and 23 from the Faculty of Natural
Sciences and Humanities.

FEF
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Regarding the study program, 8 were 2-year professional programs, 36 bachelor's and 9 master's,
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respectively 17 in the first year, 25 in the second year, 11 in the third year
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Almost 99% of participating students answered that online learning is
developed regularly, with some problems mainly in the first days of online learning.

Difficulties and problems encountered

62% of the participating students encountered various problems or
difficulties, among which the most important and most mentioned ones
are listed below:

1. As the main problem most mentioned and encountered by 21% of the participating
students, recognition and access to the platform, especially in the first days, until the
students have adapted and learned how to use it, has been identified.

2. The second can be listed the problem of connecting to the Internet and the main cause
of the disconnection of the voice due to the quality of the Internet of each student, which has
also affected the incorrect understanding of what is being communicated, also not all students
have had the opportunity to access the Internet, this problem is present at the level of 19%.

3. Another problem is the equipment that students use, where not everyone can have a quality
desktop or laptop computer or smart phone to be able to easily use the platform, this problem
was listed by 5% of participating students

4. The lack of announcements has been described as problematic in some cases (5% of

students), for example the announcement about the start of classes and how to join online
classes.

5. Online learning in general is rated by about 5% of students as not accessible or as
effective as in the classroom

6. Likewise, students with the same or similar first and last names had a problem when they were
selected by the lecturers in the creation of groups, 2% of them were included in the wrong
groups

7.
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As concrete problems encountered, students mainly list access to the platform, and accessing the Internet,
and then the lack of equipment, lack of information, etc.

Undeveloped subjects

35% of the students answered that in some of the subjects they have not yet developed lessons and listed
them as follows:

- Visual arts and performing arts

- The art of kinetics and game methodology
-Musical education

-Laboratory for professional training
- Design, documentation and evaluation
- Developmental psychopathology
-Sociology of organizations

- Social psychology

-Informatics

- Archaeology

- English

-Financial Accounting

-Applied mathematics

-Cultural bases of education

Regardless of the subjects listed, we can say that some of them have not been completed due to technical issues,
since their completion online is difficult due to the form of explanation as well as the practical and laboratory
subjects. On the other hand, a good part of the courses are taught by external lecturers who do not have access to
the OFFICE 365 platform.

In terms of rating the online process from 1 to 5, where 1 indicates the weakest point and 5 the strongest
point, the total rating was at an average level of 2.92
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About 17% of students gave an additional opinion or comment about the
questions above, which are found below:

9% of them expressed that they are not satisfied with the lack of internet or waves due to the
destination where they live, or technology because there are several people in the family who
conduct online learning and do not have a way to share devices. Online learning has been described
as inefficient or a platform that has not been used before, also some have expressed that online

learning is a bit difficult, especially in the exact sciences and in Mathematics.

But about 8% of them also gave positive opinions and comments, according to which interest and
commitment has been shown by both the academic staff and the students, the staff is very well
prepared, the commitment of the lecturers and the university is maximum, however, online learning is

itself problematic.

A good part of them want to return to the auditoriums as soon as possible.
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RECOMMENDATIONS FROM STUDENTS:

11% of students have given their recommendations about the questions above or about possible solutions
for the listed problems, they have expressed that:

If a choice could be found where for one week there would be an online lesson and the next week in the auditorium, it

would be much better, especially for the subjects of mathematics, physics, biology, chemistry, etc.

The teachers go to the school and explain the lesson as if they were in the classroom

Doing online learning on an unfamiliar platform is a bit difficult for students, but doing online learning for science

subjects is even more difficult

An alternation should be made between online learning in terms of lectures or seminars and doing practical

work

The use of videocall can be replaced by another method

Regarding online learning, they do not agree, especially the Biology-Chemistry study program as it is a scientific
branch that needs participation and more developed teaching, especially in the exact sciences such as mathematics,
physics or chemistry where there are always exercises and need a lot of explanations and online time is not only not

enough but also does not give good results.

The development of seminars in the auditorium

CONCLUSIONS AND SUGGESTIONS

The purpose of the development of this questionnaire addressed in its introduction aims to bring out problems
during online learning in order to take measures for improvement from the main units and basic units. y Regarding

the undeveloped subjects mentioned by the students (which may have been
solved by the basic units) it is suggested to be verified once again by the basic units so that the
lesson is completed.

y Regarding the development of online learning by external lecturers, because the latter do not have access
to the OFFICE 365 platform, they can develop the learning through other platforms (G-Classroom, G-Meet,

etc.).

y As an effective model, it is suggested to equip the UK environments, especially the Laboratories, with

equipment for online learning so that the students feel like part of the

audience and learn more easily, especially the subjects that require a concrete explanation on the table.
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Although the questionnaire was developed only in a part of the students to get their preliminary
opinions, from their answers we understand that online learning has developed but with some
problems, especially in the use of the platform or in the explanation of the exact subjects as well as
in reaching the Internet or used equipment, some of the problems have been solved.

The final thoughts of the students are that despite the commitments, online learning is a
temporary solution but not as effective as classroom learning.

The questionnaire will be carried out again in a larger number of students to get even more answers or
to understand more about the problems that require solutions.

Curriculum and Quality Assurance Sector Evis Kapurani
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REPUBLIC OF ALBANIA
"FAN S. NOLI" UNIVERSITY
FACULTY OF NATURAL SCIENCES AND HUMANITIES

Date: september 2021

STUDENT QUESTIONNAIRE DATA REPORT
(Faculty of Natural Sciences and Humanities- FNSH)

The questionnaire was sent to personal electronic addresses and accounts in the system (ESSE 3 system) to
1269 students of FNSH of which 405 students or 31.91 % of them answered. The chart below shows the
student density charts, once based on the study program and once based on the year of study.

Study program

= Bachelor = MSc
= Professional Master 2-year professional course

Graph 1. Source: survey results, author's calculations
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= First Year = Second Year = Third Year

Chart 2. Source: survey results, author's calculations

The data provided by the questionnaire are presented below divided by topic and illustrated with a graph.

1. Assessments on learning materials (basic texts, exercise texts, supporting literature) made
available

For the above issues, students have expressed their opinion through statements scaled from 0 to 5.

2. Evaluations on the technology used and the effectiveness of this teaching method

In this case too, the students expressed themselves through statements scaled from 0 to 5.

All student responses to the above are detailed below in Chart 3.
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Teaching material and online tools

Amount of learning materials 28.7% _

Quality of learning materials 27.6% _

Diversity of learning materials 24.1% _

Efficient online teaching tools ' 24.1% _

Efficient use of teaching methods (student- ‘26. 4(%) _
oriented)
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Chart 3. Source: survey results, author's calculations

3. Evaluating the performance of lecturers

Lecturers' performance

Use of effective teaching methods (student
centered)

Communication (respect towards students)

Use of internet and interactive tools

Connecting theory-practice through examples and
activities

Student evaluation (objectivity)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

EMBad M Good MFairlyGood M VeryGood M Excellent
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Chart 4. Source: survey results, author's calculations

4. About literature requested by students

From the answers of FNSH students, it appears that the majority of them are satisfied with the basic and
additional literature that has been offered to them according to the subjects. Specifically:

60.9% of students affirmed that they do not need additional literature.

72.4% of them claim that the literature was not difficult to understand.

67.8% of them claim that lecturers suggest additional literature.

79.3% of the surveyed students agree with the opinion that the additional literature served to further deepen
the knowledge about the subject.

And 90.8% of students think that the literature that was offered to you was related to the topic that the

course deals with.

Prepared by: Silvja Cobani (Internal Quality Assurance Unit, FNSH,UNIKO)
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REPUBLIC OF ALBANIA
"FAN S. NOLI" UNIVERSITY
FACULTY OF NATURAL SCIENCES AND HUMANITIES

Date:

STUDENT QUESTIONNAIRE DATA REPORT
(Faculty of Natural Sciences and Humanities-FINSH)

The questionnaire was sent to personal e-mail accounts in the system to 1162 students of FNSH of which 209
students responded or approximately 18% of them, a not very significant number considering the number of
students studying programs offered by our faculty.

Study program

6.20%
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O Bachelor [ Msc Professional Master 2- year professional course

Graph 1. Source: survey results, author's calculations
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The data provided by the questionnaire are presented below divided by topic and illustrated with a graph.

5. Assessments on the learning materials (core texts, exercise texts, supporting literature) made
available and the technology used.

For the above issues, students have expressed their opinion through statements scaled from O to 5. Their
answers are presented in graph 3.

Learning materials and technology used

ICT has been very useful to the lesson 19.0% 6.9% 19.8% | 16.4% | 18.1% 19.8%

5.8%13.0% 27.1% 25.1% 25.1%

The study material has been useful to the
lesson

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

00 o1 02 03 04 4ds

Chart 3. Source: survey results, author's calculations
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6. Evaluating the performance of lecturers

The students evaluated the lecturers' performance through statements on a Likert scale (from bad to excellent).

For more detailed information on the students' assessment of the lecturers' performance, you can refer to

Graph 4, presented below.

Teachet's performance

Use of effective teaching methods (student . . . -
centered) | 33.0% 12.9%  321%  116.3%

Communication (respect towards students) | 28.7%  [12.9%  28.2% 21.5%
Use of internet and interactive tools 29.2% 16.3%  18.2% 30.6%

Connecting theory-practice through examples | 29.7% 201% 23.9% | 17.2%

and activities

Student evaluation (objectivity) | 28.7% 18.7% | 24.4% |17.2%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%100%
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Chart 4. Source: survey results, author's calculations

7. About literature requested by students

From the answers of students of our Faculty, it appears that the majority of them are satisfied with the basic
and additional literature that has been offered to them according to the subjects. Specifically:

e 56.5% of students affirmed that they do not need additional literature.
e 71.3% of them think that the literature has helped them deepen their knowledge.
e 87.6% of them think that the courses help them aquire the needed knowledge.
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The questionnaire was sent to personal electronic addresses and accounts in the system (ESSE 3 system) to
1269 students of FNSH of which 405 students or 31.91 % of them answered. The chart below shows the
student density charts, once based on the study program and once based on the year of study.
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The data provided by the questionnaire are presented below divided by topic and illustrated with a graph.

8. Assessments on learning materials (basic texts, exercise texts, supporting literature) made
available

For the above issues, students have expressed their opinion through statements scaled from 0 to 5.

9. Evaluations on the technology used and the effectiveness of this teaching method

In this case too, the students expressed themselves through statements scaled from 0 to 5.

All student responses to the above are detailed below in Chart 3.
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10. Evaluating the performance of lecturers

Lecturers' performance

Use of effective teaching methods (student
centered)

Communication (respect towards students)

Use of internet and interactive tools

Connecting theory-practice through examples and
activities

Student evaluation (objectivity)
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11. About Iiterature requested by students

From the answers of FNSH students, it appears that the majority of them are satisfied with the basic and
additional literature that has been offered to them according to the subjects. Specifically:

60.9% of students affirmed that they do not need additional literature.

72.4% of them claim that the literature was not difficult to understand.

67.8% of them claim that lecturers suggest additional literature.

79.3% of the surveyed students agree with the opinion that the additional literature served to further deepen
the knowledge about the subject.

And 90.8% of students think that the literature that was offered to you was related to the topic that the

course deals with.

Prepared by: Silvja Cobani (Internal Quality Assurance Unit, FNSH,UNIKO)
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The questionnaire was sent to personal e-mail accounts in the system to 1162 students of FNSH of which 209
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The data provided by the questionnaire are presented below divided by topic and illustrated with a graph.

12. Assessments on the learning materials (core texts, exercise texts, supporting literature) made
available and the technology used.

For the above issues, students have expressed their opinion through statements scaled from 0 to 5. Their
answers are presented in graph 3.

Learning materials and technology used

ICT has been very useful to the lesson 19.0% 6.9% 19.8% | 16.4% | 18.1% 19.8%
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13. Evaluating the performance of lecturers

The students evaluated the lecturers' performance through statements on a Likert scale (from bad to excellent).

For more detailed information on the students' assessment of the lecturers' performance, you can refer to
Graph 4, presented below.
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14. About literature requested by students

From the answers of students of our Faculty, it appears that the majority of them are satisfied with the basic
and additional literature that has been offered to them according to the subjects. Specifically:

e 56.5% of students affirmed that they do not need additional literature.
e 71.3% of them think that the literature has helped them deepen their knowledge.
e 87.6% of them think that the courses help them aquire the needed knowledge.
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Annex |-2

Report on the results of the Survey of students
of the Faculty of Sciences and Mathematics, University of Nis

(Academic year 2020/21)

The survey of students was conducted in the period 16/06 - 10/07/2021, for the winter semester, and
16/08 — 23/08/2020, for the summer semester of the 2020/21 school year.

The survey evaluated the implementation of teaching and learning during this period, as well as quality
of study programs and teaching materials. The survey system was available online through the student
portal application. The marks in the survey have the following meaning:

1 - completely disagree, 2 - mostly disagree, 3 - neither agree nor disagree, 4 - mostly agree, 5 -
completely agree.

Teachers and assistants received the complete information about the assessment only of the subjects
they are engaged in. Dean of the Faculty receives information about teachers and associates who are
rated 3 or less.

The following table shows the percent of the evaluated students per study program.

Study program Winter/ summer semester %
BSc Biology 82,22/ 81,25
BSc Geography 78,00/ 77,70
BSc Mathematics 81,60/ 77,60
BSc Computer Science 76,60/ 71,20
BSc Physics 61,02/ 54,24
BSc Chemistry 84,25/ 76,86
MSc Biology 81,48/ 71,70
MSc Ecology and environmental protection 80,00/ 70,83
MSc Geography 47,89/ 45,45
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MSc Tourism

52,5/ 58,33

MSc Mathematics

53,03/ 61,29

MSc Computer Science

37,50/ 29,79

MSc Physics

70,59/ 47,06

MSc Chemistry

70,00/ 60,00

MSc Applied Chemistry

84,62/ 92,31

DSc Biology 8,51/ 10,87
DSc Mathematics 13,33/ 16,67
DSc Computer Science 13,33/ 6,25
BSc Physics 11,76/ 5,88

BSc Chemistry

15,38/ 11,54

DEPARTMENT FOR BIOLOGY AND ECOLOGY

The following table shows the results of the evaluation of the quality of the teaching process by
surveying 288 students of Bachelor academic studies - Biology study program. Total number of

completed surveys for subjects is 1687.

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF GRADES FOR QUALITY

Percentage of students’ grades

classes.

OF TEACHING

1 2 3 4 5 Average
Statements about the quality of teaching
1. The prior knowledge | had was enough to follow 3% | 4% | 13% | 14% | 66% | 4.35
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2. Students are, on time, familiar with the content/ 1% | 1% | 7% | 12% | 78% | 4.64
program of the subject and assessment method.

3. Teaching units (subject content) are well designed. 2% | 2% | 9% | 13% | 74% | 4.55

4. Forms of teaching (lectures, exercises, practice, 2% | 3% | 8% | 13% | 74% | 4.58

seminars, projects...) correspond to the course content.

5. Equipment and technical support fit the forms of 2% | 2% | 8% | 13% | 75% | 4.55
teaching.

6. Teaching contents enable the acquisition of advocate 1% | 2% | 8% | 13% | 76% | 4.60
levels of knowledge.

7. The workload of students in the course is in accordance | 3% | 3% | 8% | 13% | 72% | 4.46
with assigned ECTS points.

8. Teaching is interactive and includes examples from 2% | 2% | 7% | 13% | 75% | 4.58
practice.

Statements about the quality of teaching materials

9. The teacher and assistant (associate) apply the 2% | 1% | 8% | 11% | 78% | 4.63
literature listed in the subject specification.

10. The literature covers the entire material necessary for | 2% | 2% | 7% | 11% | 80% | 4.62

the exam.
11. Teaching material is available. 1% | 2% | 8% | 10% | 79% | 4.64
12. The teaching material is clear, understandable and 2% [ 2% | 9% | 12% | 77% | 4.59

technical well done

Statements about the objectivity of assessment

13. The student's work is monitored and evaluated during | 2% | 3% | 9% | 13% | 73% | 4.52
classes.

14. Teacher’s assessment during classes and at the final 2% | 2% | 8% | 13% | 76% | 4.58

the exam is professional and in accordance with the
defined criteria.

15. Through assessment process, the teacher assesses 2% | 2% | 8% | 12% | 77% | 4.59
understanding and ability to apply knowledge, as well as
analytical thinking.

Statements on the quality of teaching staff




@ TeComp ,  strengthening Teaching Competences Co-funded by the

r(-\\‘ in Higher Education Erasmus+ Programme (RSN

in Natural and Mathematical Sciences of the European Union

16. They are well-prepared for teaching units 1% | 1% | 6% | 9% | 83% | 4.72

17. They tackle the material in a clear and understandable | 1% | 1% | 7% | 11% | 80% | 4.67
way

18. They regularly hold all forms of classes, following the 1% | 1% | 7% | 11% | 80% | 4.67
established schedule

19. They encourage active participation of students during | 1% | 1% | 6% | 10% | 82% | 4.71
classes

20. They are available for all student questions and 1% [ 2% | 7% | 12% | 79% | 4.65
consultations

21. They value and take into account the student’s free 1% | 2% | 6% | 11% | 80% | 4.67
time and duties when deciding on the time of the
knowledge assesment

The lowest grade of 4.35 was given to the statements about the quality of teaching: “Prior knowledge
that | had was enough to follow classes”, and the highest grade of 4.72 is an indication of the quality of
the teaching staff: “They are well-prepared for teaching units.” The average marks per subject range
from 3.77 to 4.91.

The following table shows the results of the evaluation of the quality of the teaching process by
surveying 33 students of Master academic studies - Biology study program. Total number of completed
surveys for subjects is 202

Results of the assessment of the quality of teaching process on master academic
studies

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF GRADES FOR QUALITY OF | Percentage of students’ grades
TEACHING

1 2 3 4 5 Average

Statements about the quality of teaching

1. The prior knowledge | had was enough to follow classes. | 1% | 1% | 5% | 8% | 85% | 4.76
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2. Students are, on time, familiar with the content/ 1% | 1% | 4% | 5% | 89% | 4.81
program of the subject and assessment method.

3. Teaching units (subject content) are well designed. 1% | 1% | 6% | 6% | 86% | 4.76

4. Forms of teaching (lectures, exercises, practice, 3% | 1% | 5% | 5% | 86% | 4.72

seminars, projects...) correspond to the course content.

5. Equipment and technical support fit the forms of 3% | 1% | 5% | 5% | 84% | 4.66
teaching.
6. Teaching contents enable the acquisition of advocate 2% | 1% | 4% | 7% | 86% | 4.76

levels of knowledge.

7. The workload of students in the course is in accordance 2% | 1% | 5% | 5% | 87% | 4.75
with assigned ECTS points.

8. Teaching is interactive and includes examples from 2% | 0% | 5% | 6% | 87% | 4.76
practice.

Statements about the quality of teaching materials

9. The teacher and assistant (associate) apply the literature | 1% | 1% | 6% | 4% | 88% | 4.78
listed in the subject specification.

10. The literature covers the entire material necessary for 1% | 1% | 5% | 6% | 87% | 4.78

the exam.
11. Teaching material is available. 2% | 0% | 5% | 5% | 88% | 4.77
12. The teaching material is clear, understandable and 1% | 0% | 7% | 6% | 86% | 4.75

technical well done

Statements about the objectivity of assessment

13. The student's work is monitored and evaluated during | 3% | 2% | 7% | 5% | 84% | 4.66
classes.

14. Teacher’s assessment during classes and at the final 2% | 0% | 5% | 5% |87% | 4.76

the exam is professional and in accordance with the
defined criteria.

15. Through assessment process, the teacher assesses 2% | 1% | 5% | 4% | 88% | 4.77
understanding and ability to apply knowledge, as well as
analytical thinking.

Statements on the quality of teaching staff
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16. They are well-prepared for teaching units. 1% | 1% | 4% | 5% | 90% | 4.83

17. They tackle the material in a clear and understandable | 2% | 1% | 4% | 5% | 89% | 4.79
way.

18. They regularly hold all forms of classes, following the 2% | 1% | 4% | 4% | 89% | 4.78
established schedule.

19. They encourage active participation of students during | 2% | 1% | 5% | 4% | 88% | 4.76
classes.

20. They are available for all student questions and 1% | 1% | 4% | 5% | 89% | 4.79
consultations.

21. They value and take into account the student’s free 2% | 1% | 5% | 3% | 88% | 4.75
time and duties when deciding on the time of the
knowledge assessment.

The lowest grade of 4.66 was given to the statements about the quality of teaching: “Equipment and
technical support fit the forms of teaching.”, and the highest grade of 4.83 is an indication of the quality
of the teaching staff: “They are well-prepared for teaching units.” The average marks per subject range
from 4.28 to 4.93.

The following table shows the results of the evaluation of the quality of the teaching process by
surveying 33 students of Master academic studies - Ecology and environmental protection study
program. Total number of completed surveys for subjects is 164.

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF GRADES FOR QUALITY OF | Percentage of students’ grades
TEACHING

1 2 3 4 5 Average

Statements about the quality of teaching

1. The prior knowledge | had was enough to follow classes. | 7% | 2% | 4% | 12% | 76% | 4.48

2. Students are, on time, familiar with the content/ 7% | 1% | 2% | 6% | 84% | 4.58
program of the subject and assessment method.

3. Teaching units (subject content) are well designed. 8% | 2% | 4% | 5% | 80% | 4.48

4. Forms of teaching (lectures, exercises, practice, 7% | 4% | 4% | 4% | 80% | 4.48
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seminars, projects...) correspond to the course content.

5. Equipment and technical support fit the forms of 8% | 2% | 4% | 6% | 80% | 4.49
teaching.

6. Teaching contents enable the acquisition of advocate 6% | 2% | 5% | 5% | 82% | 4.54
levels of knowledge.

7. The workload of students in the course is in accordance | 7% | 4% | 2% | 8% | 79% | 4.47
with assigned ECTS points.

8. Teaching is interactive and includes examples from 7% | 2% | 4% | 7% | 80% | 4.52
practice.

Statements about the quality of teaching materials

9. The teacher and assistant (associate) apply the 7% | 1% | 2% | 5% | 85% | 4.60
literature listed in the subject specification.

10. The literature covers the entire material necessaryfor | 5% | 1% | 4% | 3% | 86% | 4.63

the exam.
11. Teaching material is available. 6% | 1% | 4% | 2% | 87% | 4.64
12. The teaching material is clear, understandable and 6% | 1% | 4% | 2% | 86% | 4.61

technical well done

Statements about the objectivity of assessment

13. The student's work is monitored and evaluated during | 9% | 1% | 3% | 4% | 84% | 4.54
classes.

14. Teacher’s assessment during classes and at the final 7% | 1% [ 2% | 7% | 84% | 4.59

the exam is professional and in accordance with the
defined criteria.

15. Through assessment process, the teacher assesses 8% | 1% | 2% | 4% | 84% | 4.55
understanding and ability to apply knowledge, as well as
analytical thinking.

Statements on the quality of teaching staff

16. They are well-prepared for teaching units. 4% | 1% | 1% |4% | 90% | 4.74

17. They tackle the material in a clear and understandable | 5% | 1% | 4% | 4% | 87% | 4.67
way.
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18. They regularly hold all forms of classes, following the 5% | 1% | 2% | 3% | 90% | 4.73
established schedule.

19. They encourage active participation of students during | 6% | 1% | 3% | 4% | 87% | 4.64
classes.

20. They are available for all student questions and 6% | 1% | 3% | 3% | 87% | 4.64
consultations.

21. They value and take into account the student’s free 6% | 0% | 1% | 4% | 88% | 4.68
time and duties when deciding on the time of the
knowledge assessment.

The lowest grade of 4.47 was given to the statements about the quality of teaching: “The workload of
students in the course is in accordance with assigned ECTS points.”, and the highest grade of 4.74 is an
indication of the quality of the teaching staff: “They are well-prepared for teaching units.” The average
marks per subject range from 1.07 to 4.93.

The following table shows the results of the evaluation of the quality of the teaching process by
surveying 8 students of Master academic studies — Biology study program. Total number of completed
surveys for subjects is 17.

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF GRADES FOR QUALITY Percentage of students’ grades
OF TEACHING

1 2 3 4 5 Average

Statements about the quality of teaching

1. The prior knowledge | had was enough to follow 0% | 0% |6% | 18% | 76% | 4.71
classes.
2. Students are, on time, familiar with the content/ 0% | 0% | 6% |6% |88% |4.82

program of the subject and assessment method.

3. Teaching units (subject content) are well designed. 0% | 0% |0% | 12% | 88% | 4.88

4. Forms of teaching (lectures, exercises, practice, 0% | 0% | 0% |12% | 88% | 4.88

seminars, projects...) correspond to the course content.
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5. Equipment and technical support fit the forms of 6% | 0% | 6% | 0% | 88% | 4.65
teaching.

6. Teaching contents enable the acquisition of advocate 0% | 0% |0% | 12% | 88% | 4.88
levels of knowledge.

7. The workload of students in the course is in 0% | 0% |[6% |6% | 78% | 4.82
accordance with assigned ECTS points.

8. Teaching is interactive and includes examples from 0% | 0% | 0% | 12% | 88% | 4.88
practice.

Statements about the quality of teaching materials

9. The teacher and assistant (associate) apply the 0% | 0% |0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
literature listed in the subject specification.

10. The literature covers the entire material necessary for | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
the exam.

11. Teaching material is available. 0% [ 0% |0% | 6% |94% | 4.94

12. The teaching material is clear, understandable and 0% | 0% | 0% |[6% |94% | 4.94
technical well done

Statements about the objectivity of assessment

13. The student's work is monitored and evaluated 0% | 0% | 0% |6% | 88% |4.71
during classes.

14. Teacher’s assessment during classes and at the final 0% | 0% | 0% | 12% | 88% | 4.88

the exam is professional and in accordance with the
defined criteria.

15. Through assessment process, the teacher assesses 0% | 0% | 0% | 12% | 88% | 4.88
understanding and ability to apply knowledge, as well as
analytical thinking.

Statements on the quality of teaching staff

16. They are well-prepared for teaching units. 0% | 0% |0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00

17. They tackle the material in a clear and 0% | 0% |0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
understandable way.

18. They regularly hold all forms of classes, followingthe | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
established schedule.
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time and duties when deciding on the time of the
knowledge assessment.

19. They encourage active participation of students 0% | 0% |0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
during classes.
20. They are available for all student questions and 0% | 0% |0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
consultations.
21. They value and take into account the student’s free 0% | 0% |0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00

The lowest grade of 4.65 was given to the statements about the quality of teaching: “Equipment and
technical support fit the forms of teaching.”, and the highest grade of 5.00 was given to a total of 7
statements. The average marks per subject range from 4.48 to 4.93.

DEPARTMENT OF GEOGRAPHY

The following table shows the results of the evaluation of the quality of the teaching process by
surveying 231 students of Bachelor academic studies — Geography study program. Total number of

completed surveys for subjects is 1217.

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF GRADES FOR QUALITY

Percentage of students’ grades

teaching.

OF TEACHING

1 2 3 4 5 Average
Statements about the quality of teaching
1. The prior knowledge | had was enough to follow 5% | 4% | 13% | 13% | 65% | 4.30
classes.
2. Students are, on time, familiar with the content/ 3% [ 2% | 8% | 10% | 77% | 4.57
program of the subject and assessment method.
3. Teaching units (subject content) are well designed. 3% | 2% | 8% | 13% | 74% | 4.53
4. Forms of teaching (lectures, exercises, practice, 3% | 1% | 8% | 12% | 76% | 4.57
seminars, projects...) correspond to the course content.
5. Equipment and technical support fit the forms of 3% [ 2% | 9% | 12% | 75% | 4.54
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6. Teaching contents enable the acquisition of advocate 3% | 1% | 8% | 11% | 77% | 4.59
levels of knowledge.

7. The workload of students in the course is in accordance | 3% | 2% | 7% | 11% | 76% | 4.55
with assigned ECTS points.

8. Teaching is interactive and includes examples from 3% | 1% | 9% | 11% | 76% | 4.54
practice.

Statements about the quality of teaching materials

9. The teacher and assistant (associate) apply the 3% | 1% | 6% | 10% | 80% | 4.62
literature listed in the subject specification.

10. The literature covers the entire material necessary for | 3% | 1% | 7% | 10% | 79% | 4.62

the exam.
11. Teaching material is available. 3% | 1% | 6% | 11% | 79% | 4.63
12. The teaching material is clear, understandable and 3% | 1% | 8% | 12% | 76% | 4.56

technical well done

Statements about the objectivity of assessment

13. The student's work is monitored and evaluated during | 3% | 1% | 8% | 12% | 76% | 4.56
classes.

14. Teacher’s assessment during classes and at the final 2% | 2% | 7% | 11% | 78% | 4.61

the exam is professional and in accordance with the
defined criteria.

15. Through assessment process, the teacher assesses 3% | 2% | 6% | 10% | 79% | 4.61
understanding and ability to apply knowledge, as well as
analytical thinking.

Statements on the quality of teaching staff

16. They are well-prepared for teaching units. 3% [ 2% | 6% | 8% | 82% | 4.65

17. They tackle the material in a clear and understandable | 3% | 1% | 7% | 10% | 79% | 4.62
way.

18. They regularly hold all forms of classes, following the 3% | 1% | 6% | 9% | 81% | 4.63
established schedule.

19. They encourage active participation of students during | 3% | 1% | 6% | 10% | 79% | 4.62
classes.
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20. They are available for all student questions and 3% | 1% | 6% | 9% | 81% | 4.65
consultations.

21. They value and take into account the student’s free 3% |[1% | 6% | 9% | 81% | 4.63
time and duties when deciding on the time of the
knowledge assessment.

The lowest grade of 4.30 was given to the statements about the quality of teaching: “The prior
knowledge | had was enough to follow classes.”, and the highest grade of 4.65 is an indication of the
quality of the teaching staff: “They are well-prepared for teaching units.” The average marks per subject
range from 4.03 to 4.90.

The following table shows the results of the evaluation of the quality of the teaching process by
surveying 63 students of Master academic studies — Geography study program. Total number of
completed surveys for subjects is 253.

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF GRADES FOR QUALITY Percentage of students’ grades
OF TEACHING

1 2 3 4 5 Average

Statements about the quality of teaching

1. The prior knowledge | had was enough to follow 2% | 1% | 13% | 20% | 64% | 4.41
classes.
2. Students are, on time, familiar with the content/ 2% | 3% | 7% | 15% | 74% | 4.55

program of the subject and assessment method.

3. Teaching units (subject content) are well designed. 2% | 2% | 8% | 15% | 73% | 4.55

4. Forms of teaching (lectures, exercises, practice, 1% [ 2% | 9% | 17% | 71% | 4.56

seminars, projects...) correspond to the course content.

5. Equipment and technical support fit the forms of 2% | 3% | 6% | 18% | 71% | 4.55
teaching.

6. Teaching contents enable the acquisition of advocate 2% | 1% | 9% | 17% | 72% | 4.57
levels of knowledge.

7. The workload of students in the course is in accordance | 3% | 4% | 6% | 15% | 72% | 4.51
with assigned ECTS points.
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8. Teaching is interactive and includes examples from 2% | 2% | 7% | 15% | 74% | 4.58
practice.

Statements about the quality of teaching materials

9. The teacher and assistant (associate) apply the 2% | 1% | 6% | 17% | 74% | 4.61
literature listed in the subject specification.

10. The literature covers the entire material necessary for | 2% | 1% | 6% | 13% | 78% | 4.64

the exam.
11. Teaching material is available. 1% | 1% | 5% | 15% | 77% | 4.67
12. The teaching material is clear, understandable and 2% | 3% | 8% | 15% | 72% | 4.53

technical well done

Statements about the objectivity of assessment

13. The student's work is monitored and evaluated during | 1% | 3% | 9% | 18% | 69% | 4.50
classes.

14. Teacher’s assessment during classes and at the final 2% | 1% | 7% | 14% | 76% | 4.62

the exam is professional and in accordance with the
defined criteria.

15. Through assessment process, the teacher assesses 2% | 2% | 6% | 17% | 75% | 4.61
understanding and ability to apply knowledge, as well as
analytical thinking.

Statements on the quality of teaching staff

16. They are well-prepared for teaching units. 1% [ 0% | 5% | 14% | 79% | 4.70

17. They tackle the material in a clear and understandable | 1% | 0% | 7% | 13% | 79% | 4.68
way.

18. They regularly hold all forms of classes, following the 1% [ 2% | 7% | 10% | 81% | 4.68
established schedule.

19. They encourage active participation of students during | 1% | 2% | 7% | 13% | 77% | 4.63
classes.

20. They are available for all student questions and 1% | 2% | 8% | 11% | 79% | 4.64
consultations.
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21. They value and take into account the student’s free 1% | 2% | 6% | 11% | 81% | 4.68
time and duties when deciding on the time of the
knowledge assessment.

The lowest grade of 4.41 was given to the statements about the quality of teaching: “The prior
knowledge | had was enough to follow classes.”, and the highest grade of 4.70 is an indication of the
quality of the teaching staff: “They are well-prepared for teaching units.” The average marks per subject
range from 2.93 to 4.93.

The following table shows the results of the evaluation of the quality of the teaching process by
surveying 39 students of Master academic studies — Tourism study program. Total number of completed
surveys for subjects is 185.

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF GRADES FOR QUALITY Percentage of students’ grades
OF TEACHING

1 2 3 4 5 Average

Statements about the quality of teaching

1. The prior knowledge | had was enough to follow 1% | 2% | 11% | 27% | 60% | 4.44
classes.
2. Students are, on time, familiar with the content/ 1% [ 0% | 6% |23% | 70% | 4.62

program of the subject and assessment method.

3. Teaching units (subject content) are well designed. 1% | 1% | 8% | 26% | 64% | 4.52

4. Forms of teaching (lectures, exercises, practice, 1% | 1% | 8% 26% | 65% | 4.55

seminars, projects...) correspond to the course content.

5. Equipment and technical support fit the forms of 1% | 3% | 8% | 22% | 67% | 4.51
teaching.

6. Teaching contents enable the acquisition of advocate 1% | 2% | 6% | 23% | 68% | 4.55
levels of knowledge.

7. The workload of students in the course is in accordance | 0% | 1% | 7% | 24% | 69% | 4.61
with assigned ECTS points.

8. Teaching is interactive and includes examples from 0% | 2% | 8% |23% | 68% | 4.57
practice.

Statements about the quality of teaching materials
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9. The teacher and assistant (associate) apply the 0% | 0% |[5% |19% | 76% | 4.71
literature listed in the subject specification.

10. The literature covers the entire material necessary for | 1% | 1% | 6% | 16% | 77% | 4.69

the exam.
11. Teaching material is available. 1% | 2% | 8% | 14% | 76% | 4.63
12. The teaching material is clear, understandable and 0% | 1% | 5% | 17% | 76% | 4.69

technical well done

Statements about the objectivity of assessment

13. The student's work is monitored and evaluated during | 0% | 1% | 4% | 21% | 75% | 4.70
classes.

14. Teacher’s assessment during classes and at the final 1% | 1% | 4% | 16% | 79% | 4.73

the exam is professional and in accordance with the
defined criteria.

15. Through assessment process, the teacher assesses 1% | 1% | 4% | 13% | 82% | 4.75
understanding and ability to apply knowledge, as well as
analytical thinking.

Statements on the quality of teaching staff

16. They are well-prepared for teaching units. 0% | 0% |4% | 15% | 80% | 4.75

17. They tackle the material in a clear and understandable | 0% | 1% | 5% | 16% | 78% | 4.71
way.

18. They regularly hold all forms of classes, following the 0% | 1% | 5% | 12% | 82% | 4.75
established schedule.

19. They encourage active participation of students during | 0% | 0% | 5% | 17% | 78% | 4.72
classes.

20. They are available for all student questions and 1% | 1% | 3% | 15% | 81% | 4.75
consultations.

21. They value and take into account the student’s free 0% | 2% | 3% | 13% | 81% | 4.74
time and duties when deciding on the time of the
knowledge assessment.

The lowest grade of 4.44 was given to the statements about the quality of teaching: “The prior
knowledge | had was enough to follow classes.”, and the highest grade of 4.75 is an indication of the
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quality of the teaching staff: “They are well-prepared for teaching units.” and “They are available for all
student questions and consultations.”, as well as the objectivity of assessment: “Through assessment
process, the teacher assesses understanding and ability to apply knowledge, as well as analytical

thinking.” . The average marks per subject range from 4.37 to 4.93.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

The following table shows the results of the evaluation of the quality of the teaching process by
surveying 197 students of Bachelor academic studies — Mathematics study program. Total number of

completed surveys for subjects is 820.

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF GRADES FOR QUALITY

Percentage of students’ grades

OF TEACHING

1 2 3 4 5 Average
Statements about the quality of teaching
1. The prior knowledge | had was enough to follow 1% | 4% | 15% | 17% | 60% | 4.24
classes.
2. Students are, on time, familiar with the content/ 0% | 1% | 9% | 15% | 74% | 4.60
program of the subject and assessment method.
3. Teaching units (subject content) are well designed. 0% | 1% | 11% | 15% | 72% | 4.58
4. Forms of teaching (lectures, exercises, practice, 1% | 1% | 9% 16% | 73% | 4.59
seminars, projects...) correspond to the course content.
5. Equipment and technical support fit the forms of 1% | 2% | 10% | 18% | 69% | 4.53
teaching.
6. Teaching contents enable the acquisition of advocate 0% | 1% | 9% | 17% | 72% | 4.59
levels of knowledge.
7. The workload of students in the course is in accordance | 3% | 2% | 12% | 15% | 69% | 4.45
with assigned ECTS points.
8. Teaching is interactive and includes examples from 2% | 2% | 12% | 17% | 67% | 4.45
practice.
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Statements about the quality of teaching materials

9. The teacher and assistant (associate) apply the 1% | 1% | 8% | 13% | 78% | 4.66
literature listed in the subject specification.

10. The literature covers the entire material necessary for | 2% | 1% | 9% | 14% | 75% | 4.59

the exam.
11. Teaching material is available. 0% | 0% |8% | 12% | 79% | 4.69
12. The teaching material is clear, understandable and 2% | 2% | 11% | 16% | 70% | 4.50

technical well done

Statements about the objectivity of assessment

13. The student's work is monitored and evaluated during | 3% | 4% | 14% | 16% | 63% | 4.31
classes.

14. Teacher’s assessment during classes and at the final 1% [ 2% | 8% | 14% | 76% | 4.61

the exam is professional and in accordance with the
defined criteria.

15. Through assessment process, the teacher assesses 1% | 1% | 8% | 14% | 75% | 4.60
understanding and ability to apply knowledge, as well as
analytical thinking.

Statements on the quality of teaching staff

16. They are well-prepared for teaching units. 1% | 1% | 8% | 11% | 79% | 4.67

17. They tackle the material in a clear and understandable | 1% | 1% | 10% | 13% | 75% | 4.58
way.

18. They regularly hold all forms of classes, following the 1% | 1% | 8% | 11% | 79% | 4.67
established schedule.

19. They encourage active participation of students during | 2% | 1% | 11% | 13% | 73% | 4.53
classes.

20. They are available for all student questions and 1% | 1% | 9% | 11% | 78% | 4.64
consultations.

21. They value and take into account the student’s free 2% | 1% | 9% | 11% | 77% | 4.62
time and duties when deciding on the time of the
knowledge assessment.
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The lowest grade of 4.24 was given to the statements about the quality of teaching: “The prior
knowledge | had was enough to follow classes.”, and the highest grade of 4.67 are indications of the
quality of the teaching staff: “They are well-prepared for teaching units.” and “They regularly hold all
forms of classes, following the established schedule.” The average marks per subject range from 4.22 to
4.93.

The following table shows the results of the evaluation of the quality of the teaching process by
surveying 70 students of Master academic studies — Mathematics study program. Total number of
completed surveys for subjects is 288.

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF GRADES FOR QUALITY Percentage of students’ grades
OF TEACHING

1 2 3 4 5 Average

Statements about the quality of teaching

1. The prior knowledge | had was enough to follow 1% | 3% | 15% | 13% | 68% | 4.44
classes.
2. Students are, on time, familiar with the content/ 1% [ 1% | 8% |5% | 85% | 4.74

program of the subject and assessment method.

3. Teaching units (subject content) are well designed. 0% | 1% | 9% | 10% | 79% | 4.67

4. Forms of teaching (lectures, exercises, practice, 0% | 1% | 10% | 10% | 78% | 4.66

seminars, projects...) correspond to the course content.

5. Equipment and technical support fit the forms of 0% | 1% | 13% | 9% | 76% | 4.60
teaching.

6. Teaching contents enable the acquisition of advocate 0% |1% | 12% | 8% | 79% | 4.65
levels of knowledge.

7. The workload of students in the course is in accordance | 1% | 2% | 11% | 6% | 81% | 4.65
with assigned ECTS points.

8. Teaching is interactive and includes examples from 1% | 3% | 11% | 8% | 77% | 4.59
practice.

Statements about the quality of teaching materials

9. The teacher and assistant (associate) apply the 0% 1% [ 9% |4% | 86% | 4.76
literature listed in the subject specification.
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10. The literature covers the entire material necessaryfor | 0% | 1% | 8% |3% | 88% | 4.76

the exam.
11. Teaching material is available. 0% | 0% |8% |4% | 88% | 4.80
12. The teaching material is clear, understandable and 0% | 1% | 9% | 9% | 80% | 4.67

technical well done

Statements about the objectivity of assessment

13. The student's work is monitored and evaluated during | 6% | 3% | 13% | 6% | 73% | 4.36
classes.

14. Teacher’s assessment during classes and at the final 0% | 1% | 10% | 4% | 86% | 4.75

the exam is professional and in accordance with the
defined criteria.

15. Through assessment process, the teacher assesses 0% | 1% | 10% | 7% | 82% | 4.70
understanding and ability to apply knowledge, as well as
analytical thinking.

Statements on the quality of teaching staff

16. They are well-prepared for teaching units. 0% | 1% | 7% | 6% | 86% | 4.78

17. They tackle the material in a clear and understandable | 0% | 1% | 7% | 6% | 86% | 4.77
way.

18. They regularly hold all forms of classes, following the 0% | 1% | 7% | 4% | 88% | 4.79
established schedule.

19. They encourage active participation of students during | 1% | 1% | 10% | 7% | 81% | 4.67
classes.

20. They are available for all student questions and 0% |1% | 7% |4% | 88% | 4.79
consultations.

21. They value and take into account the student’s free 1% | 1% | 7% | 4% | 88% | 4.77
time and duties when deciding on the time of the
knowledge assessment.

The lowest grade of 4.36 was given to the statements about the objectivity of assessment: “The
student's work is monitored and evaluated during classes.”, and the highest grade of 4.80 id an
indication of the quality of the teaching material: “Teaching material is available.” The average marks
per subject range from 2.96 to 4.94.
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The following table shows the results of the evaluation of the quality of the teaching process by
surveying 8 students of Doctorial academic studies — Mathematics study program. Total number of
completed surveys for subjects is 19.

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF GRADES FOR QUALITY Percentage of students’ grades
OF TEACHING

1 2 3 4 5 Average

Statements about the quality of teaching

1. The prior knowledge | had was enough to follow 0% | 0% |0% | 5% |95% | 4.95
classes.
2. Students are, on time, familiar with the content/ 0% | 0% | 0% |11% | 89% | 4.89

program of the subject and assessment method.

3. Teaching units (subject content) are well designed. 0% | 0% |0% | 11% | 89% | 4.89

4. Forms of teaching (lectures, exercises, practice, 0% | 0% | 0% | 11% | 89% | 4.89

seminars, projects...) correspond to the course content.

5. Equipment and technical support fit the forms of 0% | 0% |5% | 5% |89% | 4.84
teaching.

6. Teaching contents enable the acquisition of advocate 0% | 0% |0% |21% | 79% | 4.79
levels of knowledge.

7. The workload of students in the course is in 0% | 0% | 0% |11% | 89% | 4.89
accordance with assigned ECTS points.

8. Teaching is interactive and includes examples from 0% | 0% |0% |21% | 79% | 4.79
practice.

Statements about the quality of teaching materials

9. The teacher and assistant (associate) apply the 0% | 0% [0% |5% |95% | 4.95
literature listed in the subject specification.

10. The literature covers the entire material necessary for | 0% | 0% | 0% | 16% | 84% | 4.84
the exam.

11. Teaching material is available. 0% | 0% |5% | 11% | 84% | 4.79

12. The teaching material is clear, understandable and 0% | 0% | 0% |5% |95% | 4.95
technical well done

Statements about the objectivity of assessment
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13. The student's work is monitored and evaluated 0% | 0% | 0% |11% | 89% | 4.89
during classes.

14. Teacher’s assessment during classes and at the final 0% | 0% |0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00

the exam is professional and in accordance with the
defined criteria.

15. Through assessment process, the teacher assesses 0% | 0% |0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
understanding and ability to apply knowledge, as well as
analytical thinking.

Statements on the quality of teaching staff

16. They are well-prepared for teaching units. 0% [ 0% | 0% [5% |95% |4.78

17. They tackle the material in a clear and 0% | 0% 0% | 0% | 100% | 4.77
understandable way.

18. They regularly hold all forms of classes, followingthe | 0% | 0% | 0% | 10% | 90% | 4.79
established schedule.

19. They encourage active participation of students 0% | 0% |0% | 15% | 85% | 4.67
during classes.

20. They are available for all student questions and 0% | 0% |0% | 0% | 100% | 4.79
consultations.

21. They value and take into account the student’s free 0% | 0% 0% | 0% | 100% | 4.77
time and duties when deciding on the time of the
knowledge assessment.

The lowest grade of 4.79 was given to the statements about the quality of teaching: “Teaching contents
enable the acquisition of advocate levels of knowledge.”, and the highest grade of 5.00 was given to 2
statements in the “objectivity of assessment” category. The average marks per subject range from 4.18
to 4.93.

DEPARTMENT OF COMPUTER SCIENCES

The following table shows the results of the evaluation of the quality of the teaching process by
surveying 271 students of Bachelor academic studies — Computer Sciences study program. Total number
of completed surveys for subjects is 1114.
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PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF GRADES FOR QUALITY Percentage of students’ grades
OF TEACHING

1 2 3 4 5 Average

Statements about the quality of teaching

1. The prior knowledge | had was enough to follow 5% | 5% | 16% | 17% | 57% | 4.17
classes.
2. Students are, on time, familiar with the content/ 2% | 1% | 11% | 17% | 69% | 4.48

program of the subject and assessment method.

3. Teaching units (subject content) are well designed. 3% | 1% | 13% | 19% | 64% | 4.39

4. Forms of teaching (lectures, exercises, practice, 2% | 1% | 10% | 19% | 68% | 4.50

seminars, projects...) correspond to the course content.

5. Equipment and technical support fit the forms of 2% | 1% | 10% | 17% | 70% | 4.52
teaching.

6. Teaching contents enable the acquisition of advocate 2% | 2% | 12% | 18% | 67% | 4.46
levels of knowledge.

7. The workload of students in the course is in accordance | 4% | 2% | 13% | 17% | 64% | 4.35
with assigned ECTS points.

8. Teaching is interactive and includes examples from 3% | 2% | 13% | 17% | 65% | 4.39
practice.

Statements about the quality of teaching materials

9. The teacher and assistant (associate) apply the 2% | 1% | 10% | 15% | 71% | 4.53
literature listed in the subject specification.

10. The literature covers the entire material necessary for | 2% | 1% | 11% | 16% | 70% | 4.51

the exam.
11. Teaching material is available. 2% | 1% | 10% | 14% | 72% | 4.52
12. The teaching material is clear, understandable and 3% [ 2% | 12% | 17% | 66% | 4.41

technical well done

Statements about the objectivity of assessment
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13. The student's work is monitored and evaluated during | 4% | 4% | 14% | 17% | 61% | 4.27
classes.

14. Teacher’s assessment during classes and at the final 2% | 2% | 11% | 19% | 66% | 4.45

the exam is professional and in accordance with the
defined criteria.

15. Through assessment process, the teacher assesses 2% | 1% | 11% | 18% | 67% | 4.46
understanding and ability to apply knowledge, as well as
analytical thinking.

Statements on the quality of teaching staff

16. They are well-prepared for teaching units. 2% | 1% | 9% | 12% | 75% | 4.56

17. They tackle the material in a clear and understandable | 3% | 2% | 11% | 15% | 69% | 4.46
way.

18. They regularly hold all forms of classes, following the 2% | 1% | 10% | 13% | 74% | 4.56
established schedule.

19. They encourage active participation of students during | 3% | 3% | 12% | 14% | 68% | 4.41
classes.

20. They are available for all student questions and 2% | 1% | 10% | 13% | 73% | 4.52
consultations.

21. They value and take into account the student’s free 3% | 2% | 10% | 13% | 72% | 4.49
time and duties when deciding on the time of the
knowledge assessment.

The lowest grade of 4.17 was given to the statements about the quality of teaching: “The prior
knowledge | had was enough to follow classes.”, and the highest grade of 4.56 is an indication of the
quality of the teaching staff: “They are well-prepared for teaching units.” And “They regularly hold all
forms of classes, following the established schedule.” The average marks per subject range from 3.87 to
4.87.

The following table shows the results of the evaluation of the quality of the teaching process by
surveying 32 students of Master academic studies — Computer sciences study program. Total number of
completed surveys for subjects is 138.
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PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF GRADES FOR QUALITY Percentage of students’ grades
OF TEACHING

1 2 3 4 5 Average

Statements about the quality of teaching

1. The prior knowledge | had was enough to follow 0% | 1% | 17% | 7% | 75% | 4.56
classes.
2. Students are, on time, familiar with the content/ 0% | 0% | 14% | 3% | 83% | 4.68

program of the subject and assessment method.

3. Teaching units (subject content) are well designed. 0% | 0% | 14% | 6% | 80% | 4.65

4. Forms of teaching (lectures, exercises, practice, 1% | 0% | 14% | 4% | 81% | 4.64

seminars, projects...) correspond to the course content.

5. Equipment and technical support fit the forms of 0% | 1% | 14% | 4% | 81% | 4.66
teaching.

6. Teaching contents enable the acquisition of advocate 1% | 1% | 14% | 6% | 79% | 4.62
levels of knowledge.

7. The workload of students in the course is in accordance | 1% | 1% | 14% | 4% | 80% | 4.62
with assigned ECTS points.

8. Teaching is interactive and includes examples from 1% | 0% | 16% | 6% | 78% | 4.59
practice.

Statements about the quality of teaching materials

9. The teacher and assistant (associate) apply the 0% | 0% | 14% | 6% | 80% | 4.65
literature listed in the subject specification.

10. The literature covers the entire material necessary for | 0% | 1% | 14% | 6% | 80% | 4.64

the exam.
11. Teaching material is available. 0% 0% | 14% | 5% | 81% | 4.67
12. The teaching material is clear, understandable and 0% | 0% | 15% | 7% | 78% | 4.63

technical well done

Statements about the objectivity of assessment

13. The student's work is monitored and evaluated during | 1% | 1% | 15% | 7% | 75% | 4.52
classes.
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14. Teacher’s assessment during classes and at the final 0% | 0% | 13% | 5% | 82% | 4.69

the exam is professional and in accordance with the
defined criteria.

15. Through assessment process, the teacher assesses 0% | 0% | 13% | 5% | 82% | 4.69
understanding and ability to apply knowledge, as well as
analytical thinking.

Statements on the quality of teaching staff

16. They are well-prepared for teaching units. 0% | 0% | 13% | 5% | 83% | 4.70

17. They tackle the material in a clear and understandable | 0% | 0% | 14% | 5% | 80% | 4.66
way.

18. They regularly hold all forms of classes, following the 0% 0% | 13% | 5% | 81% | 4.68
established schedule.

19. They encourage active participation of students during | 0% | 0% | 14% | 6% | 80% | 4.66
classes.

20. They are available for all student questions and 0% | 0% | 14% | 4% | 82% | 4.67
consultations.

21. They value and take into account the student’s free 0% | 0% | 13% | 5% | 82% | 4.69
time and duties when deciding on the time of the
knowledge assessment.

The lowest grade of 4.52 was given to the statements about the objectivity of assessment: “The
student's work is monitored and evaluated during classes.”, and the highest grade of 4.70 is an
indication of the quality of the teaching staff: “They are well-prepared for teaching units.” The average
marks per subject range from 2.93 to 4.96.

The following table shows the results of the evaluation of the quality of the teaching process by
surveying 2 students of Doctorial academic studies — Computer sciences study program. Total number of
completed surveys for subjects is 10.

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF GRADES FOR QUALITY Percentage of students’ grades
OF TEACHING

1 2 3 4 5 Average

Statements about the quality of teaching
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1. The prior knowledge | had was enough to follow 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
classes.
2. Students are, on time, familiar with the content/ 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00

program of the subject and assessment method.

3. Teaching units (subject content) are well designed. 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00

4. Forms of teaching (lectures, exercises, practice, 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00

seminars, projects...) correspond to the course content.

5. Equipment and technical support fit the forms of 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
teaching.

6. Teaching contents enable the acquisition of advocate 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
levels of knowledge.

7. The workload of students in the course is in 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
accordance with assigned ECTS points.

8. Teaching is interactive and includes examples from 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
practice.

Statements about the quality of teaching materials

9. The teacher and assistant (associate) apply the 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
literature listed in the subject specification.

10. The literature covers the entire material necessary for | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
the exam.

11. Teaching material is available. 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00

12. The teaching material is clear, understandable and 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
technical well done

Statements about the objectivity of assessment

13. The student's work is monitored and evaluated 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
during classes.

14. Teacher’s assessment during classes and at the final 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00

the exam is professional and in accordance with the
defined criteria.
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15. Through assessment process, the teacher assesses 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
understanding and ability to apply knowledge, as well as
analytical thinking.

Statements on the quality of teaching staff

16. They are well-prepared for teaching units. 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00

17. They tackle the material in a clear and 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
understandable way.

18. They regularly hold all forms of classes, followingthe | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
established schedule.

19. They encourage active participation of students 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
during classes.

20. They are available for all student questions and 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
consultations.

21. They value and take into account the student’s free 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
time and duties when deciding on the time of the
knowledge assessment.

All statements were rated a perfect score of 5.00 .

DEPARTMENT OF PHYSICS

The following table shows the results of the evaluation of the quality of the teaching process by
surveying 68 students of Bachelor academic studies — Physics study program. Total number of
completed surveys for subjects is 353.

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF GRADES FOR QUALITY Percentage of students’ grades
OF TEACHING

1 2 3 4 5 Average

Statements about the quality of teaching

1. The prior knowledge | had was enough to follow 4% | 2% | 14% | 14% | 62% | 4.25
classes.
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2. Students are, on time, familiar with the content/ 2% [ 2% | 7% | 7% | 83% | 4.67
program of the subject and assessment method.

3. Teaching units (subject content) are well designed. 2% | 2% | 8% | 13% | 75% | 4.56

4. Forms of teaching (lectures, exercises, practice, 2% | 3% | 8% | 12% | 76% | 4.56

seminars, projects...) correspond to the course content.

5. Equipment and technical support fit the forms of 2% | 4% | 8% | 16% | 69% | 4.46
teaching.

6. Teaching contents enable the acquisition of advocate 1% | 3% | 7% | 11% | 77% | 4.60
levels of knowledge.

7. The workload of students in the course is in accordance | 3% | 2% | 8% | 11% | 77% | 4.57
with assigned ECTS points.

8. Teaching is interactive and includes examples from 3% [ 3% | 8% | 15% | 72% | 4.49
practice.

Statements about the quality of teaching materials

9. The teacher and assistant (associate) apply the 2% | 2% | 6% | 8% | 82% | 4.67
literature listed in the subject specification.

10. The literature covers the entire material necessaryfor | 3% [ 2% | 7% | 9% | 80% | 4.67

the exam.
11. Teaching material is available. 2% 2% | 6% | 7% | 83% | 4.67
12. The teaching material is clear, understandable and 3% [ 4% | 9% | 16% | 68% | 4.67

technical well done

Statements about the objectivity of assessment

13. The student's work is monitored and evaluated during | 3% | 2% | 10% | 12% | 73% | 4.50
classes.

14. Teacher’s assessment during classes and at the final 2% | 3% | 5% | 10% | 80% | 4.64

the exam is professional and in accordance with the
defined criteria.

15. Through assessment process, the teacher assesses 2% | 2% | 7% | 10% | 78% | 4.60
understanding and ability to apply knowledge, as well as
analytical thinking.

Statements on the quality of teaching staff
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16. They are well-prepared for teaching units. 2% | 1% | 5% | 5% |87% | 4.74

17. They tackle the material in a clear and understandable | 2% | 2% | 7% | 9% | 80% | 4.64
way.

18. They regularly hold all forms of classes, following the 2% | 1% | 6% | 6% | 86% | 4.72
established schedule.

19. They encourage active participation of students during | 2% | 2% | 6% | 13% | 77% | 4.60
classes.

20. They are available for all student questions and 2% | 2% | 5% | 7% | 84% | 4.69
consultations.

21. They value and take into account the student’s free 3% [ 2% | 6% | 8% | 82% | 4.65
time and duties when deciding on the time of the
knowledge assessment.

The lowest grade of 4.25 was given to the statements about the quality of teaching: “The prior
knowledge | had was enough to follow classes.”, and the highest grade of 4.74 is an indication of the
quality of the teaching staff: “They are well-prepared for teaching units.” The average marks per subject
range from 3.04 to 4.93.

The following table shows the results of the evaluation of the quality of the teaching process by
surveying 19 students of Master academic studies — Physics study program. Total number of completed
surveys for subjects is 113.
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PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF GRADES FOR QUALITY Percentage of students’ grades
OF TEACHING

1 2 3 4 5 Average

Statements about the quality of teaching

1. The prior knowledge | had was enough to follow 0% | 3% | 19% | 12% | 67% | 4.43
classes.
2. Students are, on time, familiar with the content/ 0% | 1% | 18% | 9% | 73% | 4.53

program of the subject and assessment method.

3. Teaching units (subject content) are well designed. 1% | 3% | 21% | 10% | 65% | 4.35

4. Forms of teaching (lectures, exercises, practice, 0% | 2% | 20% | 8% | 70% | 4.46

seminars, projects...) correspond to the course content.

5. Equipment and technical support fit the forms of 2% | 2% | 26% | 8% | 63% | 4.28
teaching.

6. Teaching contents enable the acquisition of advocate 0% | 3% | 20% | 11% | 66% | 4.41
levels of knowledge.

7. The workload of students in the course is in accordance | 3% | 4% | 22% | 8% | 63% | 4.24
with assigned ECTS points.

8. Teaching is interactive and includes examples from 1% | 4% | 20% | 9% | 66% | 4.36
practice.

Statements about the quality of teaching materials

9. The teacher and assistant (associate) apply the 1% | 0% | 19% | 7% | 73% | 4.50
literature listed in the subject specification.

10. The literature covers the entire material necessary for | 1% | 1% | 19% | 10% | 69% | 4.45

the exam.
11. Teaching material is available. 2% | 0% | 21% | 5% | 72% | 4.45
12. The teaching material is clear, understandable and 2% | 1% | 19% | 9% | 70% | 4.44

technical well done

Statements about the objectivity of assessment

13. The student's work is monitored and evaluated during | 2% | 1% | 21% | 6% | 70% | 4.42
classes.
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14. Teacher’s assessment during classes and at the final 3% | 2% | 19% | 3% | 73% | 4.42

the exam is professional and in accordance with the
defined criteria.

15. Through assessment process, the teacher assesses 2% | 3% | 19% | 4% | 73% | 4.42
understanding and ability to apply knowledge, as well as
analytical thinking.

Statements on the quality of teaching staff

16. They are well-prepared for teaching units. 0% | 0% |19% | 10% | 71% | 4.52

17. They tackle the material in a clear and understandable | 0% | 1% | 21% | 8% | 70% | 4.48
way.

18. They regularly hold all forms of classes, following the 1% [ 0% | 20% | 5% | 73% | 4.51
established schedule.

19. They encourage active participation of students during | 1% | 1% | 19% | 8% | 72% | 4.49
classes.

20. They are available for all student questions and 0% | 1% | 22% | 5% | 71% | 4.46
consultations.

21. They value and take into account the student’s free 1% | 1% | 20% | 6% | 72% | 4.46
time and duties when deciding on the time of the
knowledge assessment.

The lowest grade of 4.25 was given to the statements about the quality of teaching: “The workload of
students in the course is in accordance with assigned ECTS points.”, and the highest grade of 4.53 is an
indication of the quality of the teaching: “Students are, on time, familiar with the content/ program of
the subject and assessment method.” The average marks per subject range from 3.45 to 4.94.

The following table shows the results of the evaluation of the quality of the teaching process by
surveying 3 students of Doctorial academic studies — Physics study program. Total number of completed
surveys for subjects is 3.

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF GRADES FOR QUALITY Percentage of students’ grades
OF TEACHING

1 2 3 4 5 Average

Statements about the quality of teaching
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1. The prior knowledge | had was enough to follow 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
classes.
2. Students are, on time, familiar with the content/ 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00

program of the subject and assessment method.

3. Teaching units (subject content) are well designed. 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00

4. Forms of teaching (lectures, exercises, practice, 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00

seminars, projects...) correspond to the course content.

5. Equipment and technical support fit the forms of 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
teaching.

6. Teaching contents enable the acquisition of advocate 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
levels of knowledge.

7. The workload of students in the course is in 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
accordance with assigned ECTS points.

8. Teaching is interactive and includes examples from 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
practice.

Statements about the quality of teaching materials

9. The teacher and assistant (associate) apply the 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
literature listed in the subject specification.

10. The literature covers the entire material necessary for | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
the exam.

11. Teaching material is available. 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00

12. The teaching material is clear, understandable and 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
technical well done

Statements about the objectivity of assessment

13. The student's work is monitored and evaluated 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
during classes.

14. Teacher’s assessment during classes and at the final 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00

the exam is professional and in accordance with the
defined criteria.
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15. Through assessment process, the teacher assesses 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
understanding and ability to apply knowledge, as well as
analytical thinking.

Statements on the quality of teaching staff

16. They are well-prepared for teaching units. 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00

17. They tackle the material in a clear and 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
understandable way.

18. They regularly hold all forms of classes, followingthe | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
established schedule.

19. They encourage active participation of students 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
during classes.

20. They are available for all student questions and 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
consultations.

21. They value and take into account the student’s free 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
time and duties when deciding on the time of the
knowledge assessment.

All statements received the perfect rating of 5.00.

DEPARTMENT OF CHEMISTRY

The following table shows the results of the evaluation of the quality of the teaching process by
surveying 200 students of Bachelor academic studies — Chemistry study program. Total number of
completed surveys for subjects is 1036.

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF GRADES FOR QUALITY Percentage of students’ grades
OF TEACHING

1 2 3 4 5 Average

Statements about the quality of teaching




@ TeComp ,  strengthening Teaching Competences Co-funded by the

r(-\\‘ in Higher Education Erasmus+ Programme (RSN

in Natural and Mathematical Sciences of the European Union

1. The prior knowledge | had was enough to follow 3% | 4% | 13% | 15% | 65% | 4.35
classes.
2. Students are, on time, familiar with the content/ 2% [ 1% | 7% | 10% | 80% | 4.65

program of the subject and assessment method.

3. Teaching units (subject content) are well designed. 2% [ 2% | 7% | 11% | 77% | 4.58

4. Forms of teaching (lectures, exercises, practice, 2% [ 1% | 7% | 12% | 78% | 4.62

seminars, projects...) correspond to the course content.

5. Equipment and technical support fit the forms of 2% | 2% | 7% | 11% | 78% | 4.62
teaching.

6. Teaching contents enable the acquisition of advocate 2% [ 2% | 8% | 12% | 77% | 4.60
levels of knowledge.

7. The workload of students in the course is in accordance | 4% | 3% | 8% | 10% | 76% | 4.52
with assigned ECTS points.

8. Teaching is interactive and includes examples from 2% | 2% | 8% | 11% | 76% | 4.56
practice.

Statements about the quality of teaching materials

9. The teacher and assistant (associate) apply the 2% | 2% | 5% | 10% | 81% | 4.65
literature listed in the subject specification.

10. The literature covers the entire material necessary for | 2% | 1% | 7% | 10% | 79% | 4.63

the exam.
11. Teaching material is available. 2% | 2% | 5% | 9% | 82% | 4.66
12. The teaching material is clear, understandable and 3% [ 2% | 7% | 13% | 75% | 4.56

technical well done

Statements about the objectivity of assessment

13. The student's work is monitored and evaluated during | 3% | 3% | 7% | 12% | 75% | 4.54
classes.

14. Teacher’s assessment during classes and at the final 2% | 2% | 8% | 11% | 78% | 4.60

the exam is professional and in accordance with the
defined criteria.
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15. Through assessment process, the teacher assesses 3% | 2% | 7% | 10% | 78% | 4.59
understanding and ability to apply knowledge, as well as
analytical thinking.

Statements on the quality of teaching staff

16. They are well-prepared for teaching units. 2% | 1% | 5% | 9% | 83% | 4.71

17. They tackle the material in a clear and understandable | 2% | 2% | 6% | 10% | 80% | 4.64
way.

18. They regularly hold all forms of classes, following the 2% | 1% | 5% | 8% | 84% | 4.72
established schedule.

19. They encourage active participation of students during | 2% [ 2% | 7% | 9% | 79% | 4.61
classes.

20. They are available for all student questions and 2% | 1% | 6% | 9% | 81% | 4.64
consultations.

21. They value and take into account the student’s free 3% [ 2% | 5% | 9% | 81% | 4.64
time and duties when deciding on the time of the
knowledge assessment.

The lowest grade of 4.35 was given to the statements about the quality of teaching: “The prior
knowledge | had was enough to follow classes.”, and the highest grade of 4.72 is an indication of the
quality of the teaching staff: “They regularly hold all forms of classes, following the established
schedule.” The average marks per subject range from 2.97 to 4.93.

The following table shows the results of the evaluation of the quality of the teaching process by
surveying 26 students of Master academic studies — Chemistry study program. Total number of
completed surveys for subjects is 130.

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF GRADES FOR QUALITY OF | Percentage of students’ grades
TEACHING

1 2 3 4 5 Average

Statements about the quality of teaching

1. The prior knowledge | had was enough to follow classes. | 1% | 2% | 7% | 21% | 70% | 4.58

2. Students are, on time, familiar with the content/ 1% | 2% | 2% | 14% | 82% | 4.73
program of the subject and assessment method.
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3. Teaching units (subject content) are well designed. 1% | 5% | 5% | 16% | 74% | 4.58

4. Forms of teaching (lectures, exercises, practice, 1% | 3% | 3% | 13% | 80% | 4.68

seminars, projects...) correspond to the course content.

5. Equipment and technical support fit the forms of 3% | 4% | 1% | 14% | 78% | 4.61
teaching.

6. Teaching contents enable the acquisition of advocate 1% | 3% | 3% | 13% | 80% | 4.68
levels of knowledge.

7. The workload of students in the course is in accordance | 1% | 2% | 6% | 15% | 75% | 4.62
with assigned ECTS points.

8. Teaching is interactive and includes examples from 1% | 5% | 7% | 15% | 72% | 4.52
practice.

Statements about the quality of teaching materials

9. The teacher and assistant (associate) apply the 1% | 3% | 2% | 12% | 82% | 4.72
literature listed in the subject specification.

10. The literature covers the entire material necessary for | 1% | 4% | 3% | 12% | 81% | 4.68

the exam.
11. Teaching material is available. 2% | 2% | 2% | 12% | 82% | 4.69
12. The teaching material is clear, understandable and 2% | 5% | 7% | 15% | 72% | 4.52

technical well done

Statements about the objectivity of assessment

13. The student's work is monitored and evaluated during | 2% | 3% | 9% | 18% | 68% | 4.48
classes.

14. Teacher’s assessment during classes and at the final 1% | 3% | 2% | 15% | 79% | 4.68

the exam is professional and in accordance with the
defined criteria.

15. Through assessment process, the teacher assesses 1% | 1% | 2% | 15% | 82% | 4.75
understanding and ability to apply knowledge, as well as
analytical thinking.

Statements on the quality of teaching staff

16. They are well-prepared for teaching units. 0% | 3% | 2% | 10% | 84% | 4.73
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17. They tackle the material in a clear and understandable | 1% | 1% | 3% | 12% | 83% | 4.75
way.

18. They regularly hold all forms of classes, following the 1% | 1% | 1% | 10% | 86% | 4.79
established schedule.

19. They encourage active participation of students during | 1% | 3% | 3% | 17% | 75% | 4.63
classes.

20. They are available for all student questions and 1% [ 3% | 1% | 9% | 86% | 4.75
consultations.

21. They value and take into account the student’s free 0% | 1% | 2% | 13% | 84% | 4.77
time and duties when deciding on the time of the
knowledge assessment.

The lowest grade of 4.48 was given to the statements about the objectivity of assessment: “The
student's work is monitored and evaluated during classes.” and the highest grade of 4.79 is an indication
of the quality of the teaching staff: “They regularly hold all forms of classes, following the established
schedule.” The average marks per subject range from 4.13 to 4.95.

The following table shows the results of the evaluation of the quality of the teaching process by
surveying 46 students of Master academic studies — Applied chemistry study program. Total number of
completed surveys for subjects is 255.

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF GRADES FOR QUALITY OF | Percentage of students’ grades
TEACHING

1 2 3 4 5 Average

Statements about the quality of teaching

1. The prior knowledge | had was enough to follow classes. | 2% | 3% | 6% | 16% | 73% | 4.56

2. Students are, on time, familiar with the content/ 2% | 2% | 2% | 14% | 80% | 4.67
program of the subject and assessment method.

3. Teaching units (subject content) are well designed. 2% | 3% | 4% | 14% | 77% | 4.62
4. Forms of teaching (lectures, exercises, practice, 1% | 3% | 5% | 12% | 80% | 4.67

seminars, projects...) correspond to the course content.

5. Equipment and technical support fit the forms of 2% | 2% | 4% | 12% | 79% | 4.64
teaching.
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6. Teaching contents enable the acquisition of advocate 2% | 4% | 5% | 14% | 76% | 4.58
levels of knowledge.

7. The workload of students in the course is in accordance | 7% | 3% | 6% | 16% | 69% | 4.36
with assigned ECTS points.

8. Teaching is interactive and includes examples from 3% | 3% | 3% | 14% | 77% | 4.59
practice.

Statements about the quality of teaching materials

9. The teacher and assistant (associate) apply the 1% | 3% | 2% | 13% | 80% | 4.69
literature listed in the subject specification.

10. The literature covers the entire material necessary for | 2% | 3% | 3% | 12% | 80% | 4.66

the exam.
11. Teaching material is available. 2% | 2% | 3% | 12% | 81% | 4.69
12. The teaching material is clear, understandable and 2% | 4% | 4% | 14% | 76% | 4.58

technical well done

Statements about the objectivity of assessment

13. The student's work is monitored and evaluated during | 5% | 4% | 4% | 15% | 73% | 4.46
classes.

14. Teacher’s assessment during classes and at the final 2% | 4% | 3% | 13% | 79% | 4.63

the exam is professional and in accordance with the
defined criteria.

15. Through assessment process, the teacher assesses 2% | 3% | 6% | 13% | 77% | 4.61
understanding and ability to apply knowledge, as well as
analytical thinking.

Statements on the quality of teaching staff

16. They are well-prepared for teaching units. 1% | 2% | 2% | 11% | 84% | 4.75

17. They tackle the material in a clear and understandable | 1% | 2% | 3% | 11% | 83% | 4.72
way.

18. They regularly hold all forms of classes, following the 1% | 2% | 2% | 11% | 84% | 4.75
established schedule.

19. They encourage active participation of students during | 1% | 3% | 3% | 10% | 83% | 4.71
classes.
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20. They are available for all student questions and 1% | 2% | 2% | 13% | 82% | 4.72
consultations.

21. They value and take into account the student’s free 1% | 2% | 2% | 11% | 84% | 4.74
time and duties when deciding on the time of the
knowledge assessment.

The lowest grade of 4.36 was given to the statements about the quality of teaching: “The workload of
students in the course is in accordance with assigned ECTS points.” and the highest grade of 4.75 is an
indication of the quality of the teaching staff: “They regularly hold all forms of classes, following the
established schedule.” and ” They are well-prepared for teaching units.” The average marks per subject
range from 4.39 to 4.96.

The following table shows the results of the evaluation of the quality of the teaching process by
surveying 7 students of Doctorial academic studies — Chemistry study program. Total number of
completed surveys for subjects is 15.

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF GRADES FOR QUALITY Percentage of students’ grades
OF TEACHING

1 2 3 4 5 Average

Statements about the quality of teaching

1. The prior knowledge | had was enough to follow 0% | 0% [0% | 7% |93% | 4.93
classes.
2. Students are, on time, familiar with the content/ 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00

program of the subject and assessment method.

3. Teaching units (subject content) are well designed. 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00

4. Forms of teaching (lectures, exercises, practice, 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00

seminars, projects...) correspond to the course content.

5. Equipment and technical support fit the forms of 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
teaching.

6. Teaching contents enable the acquisition of advocate 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
levels of knowledge.

7. The workload of students in the course is in 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
accordance with assigned ECTS points.
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8. Teaching is interactive and includes examples from 0% | 0% [0% | 7% | 93% | 4.93
practice.

Statements about the quality of teaching materials

9. The teacher and assistant (associate) apply the 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
literature listed in the subject specification.

10. The literature covers the entire material necessary for | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
the exam.

11. Teaching material is available. 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00

12. The teaching material is clear, understandable and 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
technical well done

Statements about the objectivity of assessment

13. The student's work is monitored and evaluated 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
during classes.

14. Teacher’s assessment during classes and at the final 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00

the exam is professional and in accordance with the
defined criteria.

15. Through assessment process, the teacher assesses 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
understanding and ability to apply knowledge, as well as
analytical thinking.

Statements on the quality of teaching staff

16. They are well-prepared for teaching units. 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00

17. They tackle the material in a clear and 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
understandable way.

18. They regularly hold all forms of classes, followingthe | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
established schedule.

19. They encourage active participation of students 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
during classes.

20. They are available for all student questions and 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 100% | 5.00
consultations.




@ TeComp ,  strengthening Teaching Competences Co-funded by the

r‘:\Y in Higher Education

Erasmus+ Programme ' .
in Natural and Mathematical Sciences of the European Union

21. They value and take into account the student’s free 0% | 0% | 0%
time and duties when deciding on the time of the
knowledge assessment.

0%

100%

5.00

The lowest grade of 4.36 was given to the statements about the quality of teaching: “The prior
knowledge | had was enough to follow classes.” and “Teaching is interactive and includes examples

from practice.”, while all other statements were rated a perfect 5.00 score!
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HACTABHO-HAYYHOM BERY NPUPOAHO-MATEMATUYKOT ®AKY/ITETA

YHUBEP3UTETA 'Y KPATYJEBLY

MNpeamet: U3BELLTAJ O PE3YITATUMA CTYOEHTCKE AHKETE — 3MMCKU 1 neThun
cemecTap WwKoscke 2020/21. roanHe

Komucuja 3a obesbehere kBannTeTa MpupoaHO-maTemaTMyKor dakynTeTa YHuBep3suTeTa y Kparyjesuy,
Koja je obopmsbeHa oanykom HactasHo-HaydHor Beha MM ®-a 6poj 230/X11I-1 oa 24.04.2019. roanHe, y
OKBMpPY cnpoBoherba NOCTYNKa CTYAEHTCKOr BpeAHOBAtba KBaUTETa CTYAMjCKMX Nporpama u

negaroLwkKor paga v NoAHOLWeHa U3BeLwTaja 0 pe3yiTaTuma BpeAaHOBaa Ha [NpupoaHo-maTtemaTUyKom

daKynTeTy, je TOKomM aBrycta u centembpa 2021. roanHe cnpoBesia CTYAEHTCKY aHKeTy Ha PaKkynTeTy.

Y npunory goctas/bamo M3BeLuTaj o pesyataTMuma CTyAEHTCKE aHaKeTe.

C nowToBareM

MpoaeKaH 3a HacTaBy

-

/] —
;, ) (/(CC{'C)\J/

Mpod. ap AnekcaHaap OcTojuh

MNpeacenHuK Komucuje 3a obesbehere KBanuTeTa
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Mpodo. ap Cnasko PageHKosuh
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[IpuposHO-MaTeMaTUUKU (PaKyJITeT

Yuuep3utet y Kparyjesiy

CTYAEHTCKA AHKETA
SUMCKH U JICTEbH CCMCCTApP

mkoJjicka 2020/2021. roauua
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AHAJIN3A PE3YJITATA CTYAEHTCKE AHKETE

VY umiby npahema KBaIUTETa HACTABE U pajia CTPYUHUX ciyx0u Ha [IpupoJHO-MaTeMaTHUKOM
tdhaxynrery YHuBep3uteTa y Kparyjesity y aBrycty u cenremopy 2021. ronrHe CIIpoBe/IcHa je aHKeTa ca
ctyneHTuMa. [lnan cipoBolema CTYJICHTCKE aHKETe YCBOjeH je Ha ceauuiu Komucuje 3a 00e30eheme

kBasuTeTa oapkanoj 09.06.2021. ronune.

Toxkom mikoscke 2020/21. roauHe IOLUIO j€ 0 OJCTYIIamka 0 yOOHUajeHOT HaurHa JIp)Kara HaCTaBe
300r nocneanna nanaemuje KOBU/I-19. [leo HactaBe y Toky mkosicke 2020/21. rogune oapxaH je Ha
JaJbuHy. Y LHJbY IPOBEPE KBAJIMTETa HACTaBHOT npoieca Komucuja je mpunpemuia npunarohexne
aHKeTHe (popMyJiape, Koje Cy CTyICHTH MOIYHhaBali MPHIMKOM IIPHjaBe UCIHUTA 33 aBIYCTOBCKU H

cenTeMOapcKu PoK.

Ankera je Bpiena online. [IpunnkomM npujaBprBama Ha CBOj €IEKTPOHCKH HAJIOT MTPEKO KOTa Ce BPIIX
TpHjaBa UCITUTA, CBAKU CTYICHT je MMao MOTYhHOCT Jla mpeko TuHKa mohe mo ankeror obpaciia. Ha oBaj
Ha4WH, aHOHUMHOCT CTyJleHaTa Owia je 3arapantoBana. ObaBemTema 0 TEpMUHIMA clIpoBo)erha AHKETe
Cy Ha BpeMe UCTaKHYTa, TaKO Ja Cy CTYAEHTH OJaroBpeMeHo OMJIM YIIO3HATH ca [IUJbEM H TEPMHUHHAMA
cripoBohema AHKeTe. 3a IpUIpeMame, OpraHnu3aInjy, YHOC TlojlaTaka i lbUXOBY 00pady Owia je
3anyxeHa Komucuja 3a 00e30eheme kBanmureTa [IpuponHo-mareMaTiukor hakysirera Y HUBEP3UTETa y
KparyjeBuy, koja je odpopmibeHa ognykom HactaBHo-Hayunor Beha [IM®-a 6poj 230/X111-1 ox
24.04.2019. rogure. O6pany pesynrara cy obasmim wiaHoBu Komucuje ca IHCTUTYTa 32 MaTeMaTHKY U

WH(POPMATHKY.

VY anketH je yuectBoBasio 933 cryaenata (69.99% on ykymnHor Opoja cTy[eHaTa), IITO j¢ HEIITO claduju
O/I3MB y OJIHOCY Ha ITPETXO/IHE TOJIMHE Kajla Ce HacTaBa oJp)kaBaia peryiapHo. [Iperien no
Hucturytuma nat je y Tabenu 1. Kao mrto ce Buan U3 NprKa3aHUX MoaTaka, Ha CBUM HHCTUTYTHMA j€
3a0eJIe’eH BUCOK CTeneH u3aa3snoctu. Hajsehu on3uB je Ha HCTUTYTY 32 MAaTEMaTHKA H HHOOPMATHKY

(71.50%), a Hajmamu Ha UHCTHTYTY 32 n3uKy (62.82%).

Taobena 1. I1 ermen0d o 'a aHKETH aHUXC JIeHATA IO UHCT TUMA.

e TR

WucrutyT Ykyman 6poj | bpoj ankerupanux | IlpouenTHn yaeo
crypenara* CTy/leHaTa AQHKETHPAHUX CTyIeHATa
WHCTHTYT 3a MATEMATUKY U 577 409 71.50%
HHGD)OPMATHKY
I/IHCTHTy.T 3a Ouosorujy u 392 272 69.39%
CKOJIOTH]Y
WHCTHTYT 32 XEMH]Y 291 203 70.00%
78 62.82%
1333 69.99%
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*y yKynaH Opoj CTy/ieHaTa cy yKJbyUeHH TPEHYTHO aKTUBHM CTYAEHTH OCHOBHUX M MacTep CTyAHja, KOjU Cy IPBU

MyT ynucainu oaroapajyhy romuHy, Kao ¥ OHU KOjU Cy OOHOBHJIH T'OJIMHY.

AHaJIM3a Be3aHa 3a KBAJIUTET HACTaBe pPC€ain30BaHE Y TOKY HIKOJICKE

2020/21. roogune

AmnkeTHH JucTHh KOjU ce OJJHOCH Ha HACTaBY je MOApa3yMeBao OLeHy HACTABHOT Mpolieca O]l CTpaHe
CTyJICHTA 3a CBaK{ OJI TIpeIMeTa Koju je ciymaH y mkosickoj 2020/2021. rogure. Kako je HacTaBa y
mkosckoj 2020/2021. ronuHe HajBehuM NIenoM pean3oBaHa Ha JaJbUHY, aHKETHA IMATAkA CY

MPOMEHCHA Y OJJHOCY Ha MPETXOJAHE IMIKoJcke roguHe. OneHa* ce popmupa Ha OCHOBY: @ 5 CTaBKH Koje

ce OJIHOCE Ha TpejiaBaralpeaBaya u

* 5 cTaBKH KOje ce 0JJHOCE Ha BexkOe/capaHuKa.

BpennoBame je u3BpieHO U300poM olieHe Ha ckamu of 1 o 5. Msrnen ankeTHUX nucTHha Koju ce
OJIHOCE HA HACTABHU Kajap MpPUKa3aHu cy y Tabenama 2 u 3.

Tabemna 2. [Iutama Be3aHa 3a KBAJIMTET aJa HACTABHUKA.

HacraBuuk

je u3marao HactaBHe cajiKaje jacHO U Pa3yMIbUBO.

MpUIpeMame UCIIHUTA.

CKPHIITA...)/TIPE3CHTAIIN]¢/CHUMIIH NIPE/IaBama/ ...) KOjU je TOBOJbaH 3a

2. je 0Jlp’KaBa0 PEIOBHO U Ha BpEME. 1 2 3 4
HacTaBy

3. MMa KO €KTaH OJJHOC TpeMa CTyICHTHMA. 1 2 3 4

4. j€ MOCTIIaH 3a KOHC JTanuje CTyACHTHMA.

5, je locTaBHO HacCTaBHM Martepujai (Jiuteparypa (YIOCHUK,

VY okBuUpY Zena Koju ce OIHOCH Ha HacTaBy oOpaleHo je 6968 aHkeTHHX JucTHha KOjU ce OHOCE Ha pas
HacTaBHHMKA U 7581 aHkeTHH JMcTUh KOJU C€ OJIHOCH Ha paj capaanuka. [Ipernen pesyarara CTyICHTCKE
aHKeTe Be3aHe 3a MuTama Aarta y Tabenama 2 u 3 mpukasad je y cienehum Tadenama.

IMPEJABAYUN
Iurame Bpoj mucrrha Ipoceuna onena
6901 4.66
2 6910 4.74
3 6904 4.69
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4 6729 471
5 6894 471
IIpocedHa orieHa Ha OCHOBY CBUX JincTHha 6968 4.70

HAIIOMEHA: niox ,,i03UTHBHOM”’ OIICHOM KOJI OIICH-MBamka HACTABHHUKA U capaIHHKa Mmoapa3yMeBa ce YiaH 0.
[IpaBuiHKMKa 0 HAYMHY M ITOCTYIIKY 3aCHUBamba PaHOT OJTHOCA U CTHLAY 3Barba HACTAaBHUKA Y HUBEP3UTETA y
Kparyjesity, 1o xojem ce ,,IO3UTHBHOM OLICHOM cMaTpa oleHa Beha o7 3 MpocevHOo Y 11e10M U300pHOM IepHoy”.

y aHKETHHM JINCTHRUMA Cy JaTH TePMUHH ,,IpeiaBad’ 1 ,,aCUCTCHT ~ 1a OM ce CTYACHTH JaKIIe CHAJIa3MIN
TIPWJIMKOM TIOMyHaBamka aHKeTe (HUCY CTaBJbaHU 3BAaHUYHM TCPMHHH ,,ACHCTEHT U ,,CapaJHUK y HACTaBH na Ou ce
n30eriie eBeHTyalTHe HEOYMHUIIE.

CAPAJTHULIA
IMurame Bpoj nucruha [Ipoceuna oneHa

7547 4.58

2 7542 4.69

3 7528 4.66

4 7396 4.66

5 7505 4.66

ITpoceuna oneHa Ha OCHOBY CBUX JiicTiha 7581 4.65

oy

»

E:u- ‘
‘oo
T — ...v.~.~..-n"‘

R O B

Hacramnun
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CryneHTH Ccy paJl HACTaBHHMKA M paJi cCapaJHIKa OIESHWIN OJUIMYHUM IPOCEYHUM orieHamMa (u3Haz 4.50).
Bucoke mpoceuHe olieHe 3a HACTAaBHUKE U capaJHUKE yKa3yjy Ja CTYACHTH CMaTpajy Jla HaCTaBHO 0CO0Jbe
OJITOBOPHO Pajiv CBOj IMOCA0. 3a Pa3JINKy OJ CBHUX MPETXOMHUX aHKETa OBOT ITyTa paja HacTaBHuKA (4.70) je
OLICH,CH HEIIITO BUIIOM MIPOCEYHOM OIICHOM Y OJTHOCY Ha pajl capamnuka (4.65).

Kana ce ananmusupajy moaaiy o nuTamuMa 3a HACTAaBHUKE W CapaJHUKe, BUIU CE JIa CY CTYACHTH
HAaj3a0BOJbHH]H CTAaBKOM 2 KOja Ce OTHOCH Ha PEeIOBHO OZp>KaBame HacTaBe. 1peda HAarIacuTy 1a je U OJHOC

HaCTaBHUMKA IpEMa CTYACHTUMA OLCHCH BEOMa BUCOKOM OILICHOM (KOZ[ HAaCTaBHHUKaA 469, a Ko/l cCapaiHUKa
4.66).

WHCTUTYT 3a MaTeMaTUKy U UHPOPMATUKY
Amnanu3e Be3aHe 3a HacCTaBHH Kajap MHcTuTyTa

Crynentu MHCTHTYTA 32 MaTeMaTHKy U MHPOPMATHKY TIEJIATOIIKU paJi HACTABHUKA OI[CHUJIN CY OJUTMYHOM
mpoceyHoM orieHoM (4.69). Behrra HacTaBHHKA je OlleleHa OUIMIHOM IpocedHoM onieHoM (m3Hax 4.50), Ceu
HACTAaBHUIM Ha VHCTUTYTY 3a MaTeMaTHKy U MHQOPMATHKY UMa]jy mpoceuHy oreHy Behy on 4, a camo Tpoje
HaCTaBHHMKA MMajy MPOCEYHY OLIEHY OIICHY K0ja je Marba 01

4.50.
IMMPEJABAYU
[Murame Bpoj muctuha [Ipocedna omnena
2141 4.63
2 2144 4.74
2146 4.10
4 2061 4.72
5 2138 a7l
[Ipocedna orieHa Ha OCHOBY CBUX JIUCTHhA 2173 4.69
Capamn MHcTHTYTA 32 MaTeMaTHKy U HH)OPMATHKY Cy Takohe OLleHeH! OJITUYHOM IIPOCEYHOM OIICHOM
(4.52). Behuna capamauka uma npocedny oreHy Behy o 4.50, camo jena o BHUX je OLeHkhEeH OIEHOM MambOoM
on 4.
CAPAJTHULIU
[Muramwe Bpoj nmucruha IIpoceuna oueHa
3679 4.41
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2 3678 4.59
3 3660 4.55
4 3563 4,55
5 3655 4.54
IIpoceuna orieHa Ha OCHOBY CBHUX JincTHha 3697 4,52

capaJHHK

Ha ocHoBy aHanu3e aHkeTHUX JucTHha, CTYZAEHTH Cy KOJ HACTAaBHHKA U capaJHHUKA Haj3aI0BOJbHHUjU PEAOBHUM

Olp>KaBakb-EM HAaCTaBe.

Amnanuse Be3aHe 3a CTyJujcKe nmporpame Ha MHCTUTYTY

[Ipoceune onene 3a HactaBHUKe ¢y HAa OAC 1 MAC MatemaTHKe cy BeoMa BUCOKe U ca uzy3zeTkom MAC
MaTeMaTHKe, CBe IIPOCEeUHe oleHe ¢y oamuuHe. M kxox capiHuka cy 3a0elie’keHe BeoMa BUCOKE OIleHe, Koja je
jemHo y ciydajy OAC undopmaTuke Tek Hemro ucrox 4.50.

OAC OAC MAC MAC
HPETABAYM MATEMATUKE | Y HOOPMATUKE = MATEMATHKE | WH®OPMATHUKE
[Tpoceuna Ipoceuna Ipoceuna [poceuna
IInTame s oleHa oLeHa olena OlLlCHa
702 466 1845 | 463 68 4.37 37 4.95
2 702 478 1850 474 68 438 37 4.95
3 694 4.75 1854 4.68 68 4.41 37 4.97
4 666 | 47 1766 4.72 67 4.42 37 4.91
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5 702 4.73 1839 4.70 68 4.41 37
Tpoceuna onena na | 4 4.72 1878 4.69 68 4.40 37 4.96
OCHOBY CBUX JicTuha
OAC OAC MAC MAC
CAPAZIHULIA MATEMATHUKE | pHOOPMATHUKE | MATEMATHKE | WH®OPMATUKE
[Ipoceuna Tpoceuna Tpoceuna [Ipoceuna
ITurame oleHa I oleHa oleHa OIIeHa
700 465 2874 434 72 454 37 4.97
2 700 4.80 2874 4.54 72 4.61 37 4.97
3 693 4.79 2865 4.49 71 4.59 37 4.97
4 683 4.78 2778 4.49 71 4.56 37 5.00
S 698 4.78 2854 4.48 72 4.54 37 5.00
Tpoceuna ouenana | 54 4.76 2889 4.46 72 457 37 4.98
OCHOBY CBUX JincTrha

WHCTUTYT 32 OMOJIOTHjY U €KOJIOTHjY
AHanu3ze Be3aHe 3a HacTaBHU Kajap Ha MHCTUTYTY

CTylleHTH Cy KBaJHTET MEeIaroliKOT pajia HACTABHHUKA U capajHika Ha MHCTHTYTY 32 OMOIIOTH]Y U €KOJIOTH]Y
(UBE) otieHnny OITMYHUM MTPOCEYHUM OlleHamMa. HacTaBHUIM Cy OICH-CHH 1T OCEYHOM OIIeHOM 4.74 a ca HU U

4.78.
IMPEJABAYU
Iurame Bpoj nucrrha IIpoceuna onena

2014 4.72

2 2012 4.74

3 2014 4.73

4 1987 4.75

5 2012 4.76

IIpocedHa orieHa Ha OCHOBY CBUX JInCTHNA 2022 4,74
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CAPAJHUILIN
[uTame Bpoj nuctuha [Ipocedna onena

1934 4.76

2 1930 4.80

1934 4.79

4 1912 4.78

5 1926 4.79

IIpoceuna orieHa Ha OCHOBY CBHUX Jinctuha 1940 4.78

» slmimlinlol
U AN E W R
Caprawms

00 100 | 11
(L

Kana cy y nmutamy mnojenHayHe OllCHE HACTAaBHUKA U CapaJHUKa, CBU HACTAaBHHULM U CapaJHULIU Cy OLCHCHH
MO3UTUBHOM MIPOCeUHOM orieHoM. CaMo JIBOje HacTaBHUKa UMa orieHy ucroj 4.5(). Kox capagnuka sehuna
Ma OJIJIMYHE OIIEHE, a caMo jeJIaH nuMa orieHy ucroj 4. CIIMYHO Kao ¥ Ha IPYTUM WHCTUTYTUMA HajBehom

MIPOCEYHOM OLICHOM OLICHCHE CYy CTaBKa 2 U CTaBKa 5.

Amnanmse Be3aHe 3a CTyIujcKke mporpame Ha MHCcTUTYTY

Kana je y muTamy oreHa mefaromkor pajia HACTaBHUKA U caplaHuKa, CTyIeHTH OMOJIOTH]€ U eKOJIOTHje

OLICHUJIU Cy paJl HACTABHUKA BEOMa BUCOKHM IPOCEYHUM olleHama. JeauHo y cirydajy MAC ekomnoruje

MIPOCEYHE OLIeHE CYy TeK HemTo Mame of 4.50.

IIPEJABAYNA OAC Ouomnormje OAC exomnoruje

MAC
ouosoruje

MAC morexk.
ouosoruja

MAC
€KOJIOTH] e
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k%

IIpoceuna [Ipoceuna IIpoceuna IIpoceuna IIpoceuna
[Murame i i v i

OlleHa oLleHa oLleHa OlleHa olleHa

1216 4.73 893 4.66 63 4.52 49 4.73 29 4.48

2 1214 4.80 893 4.70 4,52 49 4.82 29 4.21
3 1217 4,76 890 4.66 4.56 49 4,76 29 4.41
4 1194 477 | 882| 467 452 |49 484 28| 425
5 1214 478 888 469 462 |49 486 1281 g
IIpoceuna oueHa
HA OCHOBY CBHX 1222 4.76 895 4.67 4.55 49 4.80 29 4.38
nuctuha

MAC mornek, MAC

CAPAJIHUIIN OAC 6uonoruje OAC exonoruje | MAC Onosnormje 6uomoruja exostormje
Murame IIpoceuna IIpoceuna [Ipoceuna IIpoceuna . IIpoceuna
OLICHa OLICHA oleHa OLICHa OLleHa

1162 4.74 774 4.73 50 4.64 42 4.88 26 4.38

162 | 483 772|475 49| 465 |42| 486 26 419

162 4.80 774 4.73 50 4.72 4| 490 26| 442

144 480 |768| 471 |50 468 |41 488 |26 457

4 4.90 26

152 4.79 771 4.75 50 4.80 2 4.58
IIpoceuna oueHa Ha 1 4
OCHOBY CBHUX 165 4.79 778 4.74 50 4.69 2 4.89 26 4.37

nuctuha
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HHCTUTYT 32 XeMHjy

AHanu3ze Be3aHe 3a HacTaBHU Kajap Ha HCTUTYTY

W nacTaBHMIM U capagHuiid y MHCTUTUTY 3a XeMH]y ¢y y 1mkosickoj 2020/21. ronuHe OLeHeHH OIJTUIHAM 1T

oceuyHuM oreHama 4.68 u 4.73+

ITPEJABAYN
[Mutame Bpoj nucruha IIpoceuna orena

1480 4.66

2 1478 4.71

1478 4.68

4 1470 4.67

5 1481 4.69

[Ipoceyna oneHa Ha OCHOBY CBUX Jictuha 1489 4.68
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CAPAJHULIN
TTurame Bpoj nucruha IIpoceuna ouena
1402 4.71
2 1399 4.77
3 1403 4.72
4 1394 4.74
5 1392 4.74
IIpoceyna orieHa Ha OCHOBY CBUX Jinctuha 1409 4.73

Capun*k

Kana cy y muTamy olieHe 110 HaCTaBHUIIMMA U CapaJHUIIMMa, CAMO jeJlaH HACTaHWK j€ OIICHEH OIIEHOM MamkhOM
on 4, nox BehrHa uMa BUCOKe orieHe u3Haj 4.50. CBu capa HUIM Cy OlCHCHH TO3UTHBHOM OLleHOM BehoM 011
4. IllTo ce TH4e aHANM3E pe3yJiTaTa 10 MUTAkUMa Y aHKETHOM JUCTUlly, U OBJIe cy HajBehoM mpocedHoM

OLICHOM, Ka0 U Ha OCTaJIUM UHCTUTYTUMA, OLICHEHE CTaBKe 2 U 5.

AHanu3e Be3aHe 3a CTYUjCKe Iporpame

IMPEAJABAYN

OAC xemuje

MAC xemuje

IIurame

IIpoceuna oueHa

IIpoceuna ouena
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1462 4.62 170 4,76
2 1485 4.70 168 477
3 4.64 171 4.74
4 1448 4.65 170 4.78
> 4.68 170 4.73
IIpoceuna orieHa Ha OCHOBY CBHX JIucTHha 1470 4.65 175 4.72
CAPAITHULIN OAC xemuje MAC xemuje
ITurame IIpoceuna oueHa IIpoceuna ouena
1392 4.74 135 477
2 1387 4,79 136 4,78
1390 4,76 137 471
4 1384 4,77 139 4,73
5 1383 4.77 139 4,70
IIpocedHa oreHa Ha OCHOBY CBUX JcTHha 1394 4.76 4.71

Kana je y nutamy olieHa eJaroukor paja HacTaBHUKA U capaJHHUKa M0 CTYAWjCKUM IIporpaMmuma, Ha oba

CTyMjCKa HHBOA 3a0esekeHe Cy OIMIHE IPOCEUHE OICHE.

HNucTuTyT 32 QU3NKY

AHanu3e Be3aHe 3a HaCTaBHU Kazgap Ha I/IHCTI/ITYTy

OrieHe KBaNMUTETa MEJaroKor paja HacTaBHuKa (4.74) u capagnuka (4.85) Ha UHCTHTYTY 32 QHU3HKY C

omnyHe Buie of 4.5).

IMPEJABAYN
ITurame Bpoj muctuha IIpoceuna ouena
606 4.71
2 613 4.84
3 608 4.74
4 592 4.74
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5

612

4.75

[Ipoceuna oreHa Ha OCHOBY CBHX JicTHha

618

4.74

BN R M e R M e oMM

Hacraomux

CAPAJHUILIN
IIurame Bpoj nuctuha IIpoceuna ouena

345 4.82

2 347 4.87

3 343 4.83

4 340 4.89

5 344 4.85

IIpoceyHa orieHa Ha OCHOBY CBUX Jiuctuha 347 4.85

(A A L I BT PR TP A

c.p.1,,

Kana cy y muTamy olieHe 110 HaCTaBHUIIMMA U CapaJHUIIMA, CBH HACTABHUIIA U CapaJIHUIH CY OlCHCHH
MO3UTUBHOM MPOCEHYHOM olleHOM. CaMo jelaH HACTaBHUK U jellaH capaJHUK UMajy olleHy HIKy ol 4. Behuna
HACTaBHUKA M CapIHUKAje OleHheHa OJUIMIHUM MpocedHuM onieHama. [1Ito ce Tnye ananmse pesynraTa o
MATakIMa Y aHKEeTHOM JUCTHNY, ¥ OBJE Cy HajBehoM MTPOCEYHOM OIIEHOM, Kao M Ha OCTaJINM WHCTHTYTHMA,

OIICHCHE CTaBKe 2 (HaCTaBHUIM) U 4 (CapaJHUIN).
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AHanu3e Be3aHe 3a CTYIUjCKe MporpaMe
ITPEAJABAYN OAC ¢usuke MAC ¢wusuke
ITutame IIpoceuna oueHa il IIpoceuna oneHa
358 4.75 5.00
362 4.84 5.00
361 4.78 5.00
349 4.82 5.00
363 4.75 5.00
[Ipoceuna oneHa Ha OCHOBY CBUX JiicTuha 364 4.79 5.00
CAPAJIHUIIA OAC ¢wusuke MAC ¢wusuke
ITutame Mpoceuna omena IIpoceuna ouena
274 4.77 5.00
276 4.83 5.00
273 4.75 5.00
266 4.85 5.00
272 4.80 5.00
[TpoceyHa oreHa Ha OCHOBY CBUX JiucThha 276 4.80 5.00

Kana je y nutamy olieHa neIaroikor paja HacTaBHUKA U capaHHUKa 0 CTYAWjCKUM ITporpaMuma,
HACTAaBHUIIM U CapaJHUIM Ha 00a HUBOA CTYHja CY OLECHEHN OIJIMYHIM IPOCEYHNM olieHama, OneHe Ha
PasInYUTUM HUBOMMa CTyauja Ha HCTUTYTY 32 QU3HMKY Cy yjeAHAUeHe, KaKO 32 HaCTAaBHHUKE, TAKO U 32

capaJiHHKe.
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VY umiby npahema KBaIUTETa HACTABE U Pajia CTPYYHUX ciyx0u Ha [IpupoaHO-MaTeMaTHIKOM
¢bakyntery YauBepsutera y Kparyjesiy y aBrycty u centemopy 2021. ronuHe cpoBeicHa je aHKeTa 3a
o0a cemectpa mkosicke 2020/21. ronuHe. AHKeTa je OJpKaHa eeKTPOHCKH, Tj. CTyJICHTH cy OWIH y
MoryhHocTr na online momymaBajy aHkeTy Ha cajty dakynreta.! CTYyIeHTH Cy IPEKO CBOJUX
€NIEKTPOHCKHX HAJIOTa, KOje KOPHUCTE 3a MPUjaBy UCTINTA, MOTJIH JIa IPUCTYIIC aHKETHUM JIMCTUNMMA,
OBakaB MPUCTYI, y3 IPETXOAHO 00aB/HLEHY MPOMOIIHjY O] cCTpaHe wiaHoBa Komucuje, pe3ynToBao je y
BeoMa JoOpoM O/3UBY CcTyAeHaTa. bpoj anketnpanux crynenta je 933, mro je 69,99% on ykymHor 6poja
CpyJeHarTa.

Tokom mikoscke 2020/21. romuHe JOUIIO je 3HATHUX OJICTYNama 0J1 yoOHUajeHOT HauMHa JIPiKarbha
HacTaBe 300r mocneauna nangemuje KOBU/[-19. dakynrert je mpey3nmao Mepe y cKiIagy ca

€I IEMHOJIOIIKOM CUTYallljoM, TaKo Jia je Ae0 HacTaBe y mKojckoj 2020/21. ronuHe opskaH KIACUYHO,
a JIeo HacTaBe je OJpKaH Ha JaJbuHy. Y IUJbY MPOBEPE KBAIMTETa HACTABHOT mpoieca Komucuja je
MPUIIPEMIIA HOBE MpUjIaroheHe ankeTHe hopmymape.

Pesynratu aHkeTe mokasyjy Jia cy CTyJEHTH Y 3UMCKOM U JIETHeM ceMecTpy 1kosicke 2020/21. roaune y
OCHOBH 33JI0BOJEHH PaJIoM HaCTaBHUKA U capamHuka. [Ipocedne oreHe 3a HacTapHUKe (4.70) 1
capanauke (4.65) @akynreta cy omnnane (n3Han 4.50). OBako BUCOKE OIIEHE Cy TOKa3aTeb Jla CTyIEHTH
CMaTpajy J1a HaCTaBHO 0CO0JbE CBOje 00aBe3e U Jlajhe UCITyHhaBa Ha BEOMa BUCOKOM MPO(ECHOHATHOM
HuBoy. CBM HacTaBHUIM U capanauiy dakynrera cy onemeHn mo3uTuBHO (oreHa puma o 3.00). U oe
IITKOJICKE TOAWHE je YOUCHO Ja ce moBehara Opoj HacTaBHHUKA M CapaTHUKa KOjU CY OICHCHU OITUIHOM
MIPOCEYHOM OIICHOM U JIa je CMamkeH Opoj OHMX HACTaBHHUKA M Capa/IHAKa YHja je TIPOCeYHa OlleHa HUXKa
on 4. HajBuriie nmpocedHe olieHe T0OWIM Cy HACTABHMIIM U capaaHuiy ca MHcTutyTa 3a ®usuky u
HucTHTyTa 32 OHOJIOTH]Y ¥ €KOJIOTH]H.

AHanu3a aHKeTHOT MaTepujalia je mokasaia jaa o1 nmonyhenux pecypca @akynrera, CTyJICHTA HajMatbe
Kopucte ¢poHI bubnroTeke, a HajBUIE CE OCIamkajy Ha MOJATKE ca cajToBa CBOjUX MHCTUTYTA. U cajT
®daxkynreTa je Takohe mocta kopunrheH. OBaKkBY MOAAIN CY Y CKJIady J1a HAUMHOM Ha KOjU je
OpraHu30BaHa HACTaBa M YCIOBUMA Y OKOJHOCTHMA riiobanHe manaeMuje. CTyJCHTH Cy TeHEepatHo
3a710BOJbHHU pajioM bubmmoteke u Crynentcke cinyx0Oe. Kana je y nuramy olleHa TEXHUYKE
onpemibeHOCTH DakynTeTa, aHKeTa MOKa3yje Aa CTYICHTH 3aJ0BOJFHH OMIIHjaMa Koje Mmpyrka
CTYJICHTCKH HOPTaJI, aJIU | J1a ce (QyHKIMOHAIHOCT CajTOBA MHCTUTYTa MOXKE JaJbe YHAIIPEIUTH.

Pe3ynTaTu cTyIeHTCKE aHKTETE KOja je CIIPOBEICHA y 3UMCKOM H JIETEEM ceMecTpy mkosicke 2020/21.
TOJIMHE TI0KAa3yjy Jia Ce HACTABHO 0CO0JbE, KA0 U CTYJCHTH, PEIaTUBHO JOOPO MPHIATOTUIIO
HOBOHACTAJIMM OKOJIHOCTHMA U JIa je HacTaBa Ha JIAJbMHY Y HajBehoj MepH yCIENTHO peaan30BaHa.
CTyneHTH Cy BUCOKHM MPOCEYHUM OIICHaMa OIEHY]y KBAIUTET HACTABHOT/TIEAArOMIKOT paja
HacTaBHHKA U capanHika @akynrera. OBO jecTe pasior 3a 3aI0BOJLCTBO M MIOKA3yje Na je HACTABHU
kagap PakynTera KBAIUTETAaH HE CaMO Ha MMOJbY Hayke, Beh u y o0iactu Hactase. HapaBHo, BUCOKE
OIICHE yKa3yjy U Ha moTpedy 3a Ia/buM yHanpelhuBambeM aHKETHOT Mpolieca, Kako Ou ce J00ua mTo
pealiHHja CITMKa O KBAIUTETY HACTABHOT Mporieca Ha dakynTery.
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