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1. Students Feedback report

2. Teachers Feedback report
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(Autonomous)
Approved by AICTE, New Delhi & Affiliated to Anna University, Chennai
Accredited by NBA, NAAC with “A*” and Recognised by UGC (2f &12B)

KOMARAPALAYAM - 637303

Department of Food Technology
Academic Year 2021 — 22
Syllabus Review Feedback from Students

Feedback Consolidated (30) Il Year / IV sem
S. No. | Descriptions % Excellent (4) | % Good (3) | % Average (2) | % Poor (1)
1 | What is the depth of the syllabus 47 30 20 3
content?
2 Whether the syllabus is carrier 40 33 17 10
oriented?
3 Whether the course was well
structured to achieve Course 43 32 23 2
Outcomes?
4 | Rate the size of syllabus in terms 53 18 20 8
of students load
5 | Whether course objective is 45 28 20 7
clear?
6 Are the books prescribed as a
text /reference book in related to 43 37 17 3
syllabus
7 | Whether the syllabus is relevant 43 33 23 0
to real world problems?
8 | Whether the syllabus is covered 30 20 3
with industry standards? 47
Syllabus is relevant to real world problems
Books prescribed as a term / Reference Book
Course objective is clear
. . = Poor (1)
size of the syllabus interms of students load = Average (2)
m Good (3)
the course was well structured to achieve CO = Excellent (4)
syllabus is carrier oriented
Depth of the syllabus content
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EXCEL ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(Autonomous)

Approved by AICTE, New Delhi & Affiliated to Anna University, Chennai
Accredited by NBA, NAAC with “A*” and Recognised by UGC (2f &12B)
KOMARAPALAYAM - 637303
Department of Food Technology
Academic Year 2021 — 22
Syllabus Review Feedback from Students

Feedback Consolidated (30) Il Year /V sem
S. No. | Descriptions % Excellent (4) | % Good (3) | % Average (2) | % Poor (1)

1 | What is the depth of the syllabus 57 33 7 3
content?

2 | Whether the syllabus is carrier 57 37 3 3
oriented?

3 | Whether the course was well
structured to achieve Course 57 30 7 7
Outcomes?

4 | Rate the size of syllabus in terms 57 40 0 3
of students load

5 | Whether course objective is 57 27 10 7
clear?

6 Are the books prescribed as a
text /reference book in related to 57 43 0 0
syllabus

7 | Whether the syllabus is relevant 57 30 13 0
to real world problems?

8 | Whether the syllabus is covered 33 7 3
with industry standards?

Syllabus is relevant to real world problems

Books prescribed as a term / Reference B ook

Course objective is clear

m Poor (1)
size of the syllabus interms of students load
m Average (2)
= Good (3)

the course was well structured to achieve CO m Excellent (4)

syllabus is carrier oriented

Depth of the syllabus content
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EXCEL ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(Autonomous)
Approved by AICTE, New Delhi & Affiliated to Anna University, Chennai
Accredited by NBA, NAAC with “A*” and Recognised by UGC (2f &12B)

KOMARAPALAYAM - 637303

Department of Food Technology
Academic Year 2021 — 22
Syllabus Review Feedback from Students

Feedback Consolidated (30) 111 Year / VI sem
S. No. | Descriptions % Excellent (4) | % Good (3) | % Average (2) | % Poor (1)

1 | What is the depth of the syllabus 60 27 7 7
content?

2 | Whether the syllabus is carrier 60 33 7 0
oriented?

3 Whether the course was well
structured to achieve Course 67 27 7 0
Outcomes?

4 | Rate the size of syllabus in terms 67 27 0 7
of students load

5 | Whether course objective is 60 27 13 0
clear?

6 Are the books prescribed as a
text /reference book in related to 73 27 0 0
syllabus

7 | Whether the syllabus is relevant 60 27 7 7
to real world problems?

8 | Whether the syllabus is covered 27 7 7
with industry standards? 60

Syllabus is relevant to real world problems

Books prescribed as a term / Reference Book

Course objective is clear

m Poor (1)
size of the syllabus interms of students load
m Average (2)
m Good (3)

the course was well structured to achieve CO = Excellent (4)

syllabus is carrier oriented

Depth of the syllabus content
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EXCEL ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(Autonomous)
Approved by AICTE, New Delhi & Affiliated to Anna University, Chennai
Accredited by NBA, NAAC with “A*” and Recognised by UGC (2f &12B)

KOMARAPALAYAM - 637303
Department of Food Technology
Academic Year 2021 — 22
Syllabus Review Feedback from Students

Feedback Consolidated (30) IV Year / VIl sem
S. No. | Descriptions % Excellent (4) | % Good (3) | % Average (2) | % Poor (1)
1 | What is the depth of the syllabus 67 27 7 0
content?
2 | Whether the syllabus is carrier 60 27 7 7
oriented?
3 Whether the course was well
structured to achieve Course 67 33 0 0
Outcomes?
4 | Rate the size of syllabus in terms 60 27 13 0
of students load
5 | Whether course objective is 67 27 0 13
clear?
6 Are the books prescribed as a
text /reference book in related to 60 27 7 7
syllabus
7 | Whether the syllabus is relevant 60 27 7 7
to real world problems?
8 | Whether the syllabus is covered 27 7 0
with industry standards? 67
Syllabus is relevant to real world problems
Books prescribed as a term / Reference Book
Course objective is clear
m Poor (1)
size of the syllabus interms of students load = Average (2)
m Good (3)
the course was well structured to achieve CO I = Excellent (4)
syllabus is carrier oriented h
Depth of the syllabus content h
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EXCEL ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(Autonomous)

Approved by AICTE, New Delhi & Affiliated to Anna University, Chennai
Accredited by NBA, NAAC with “A*” and Recognised by UGC (2f &12B)

KOMARAPALAYAM - 637303

Department of Food Technology
Academic Year 2021 — 22
Syllabus Review Feedback from Teachers
Odd Semester - Feedback Consolidated

S. No. Descriptions % Excellent | % Good % Average % Poor
(4) @) (&) ()
1 Is the Course objectives are illustrated
clearly to the need of the students? 67 17 17 0
2 Are you satisfy with existing syllabus
which you are handling? 50 33 17 0
3 Is the syllabus designed based on
average student level? 50 17 33 0

4 Is the syllabus provided the basic
knowledge to carryout field

project/internship? 67 33 0 0
5 Is the prerequisite for the syllabus

available in the curriculum? 67 17 17 0
6 Is the syllabus well organized and easy

to follow by the students? 67 17 17 0
7 Is the syllabus covered fundamentals,

advanced topics ensures balance between

theory and applications? 50 17 33 0
8 Is the text and reference books

prescribed in the syllabus standard? 67 17 17 0

syllabus covered fundamentals and
advanced topics

Syllabus is well organized and easy to
students

Prerequieste for the syllabus is
available in the curriculum

Syllabus provided the basic m Poor (1)
knowledge = Average (2)
The syllabus was average students = Good (3)

level m Excellent (4)

satisfied with exisiting syllabus

Course objective is clear
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EXCEL ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(Autonomous)
Approved by AICTE, New Delhi & Affiliated to Anna University, Chennai
Accredited by NBA, NAAC with “A*” and Recognised by UGC (2f &12B)

KOMARAPALAYAM - 637303
Department of Food Technology
Academic Year 2021 — 22
Syllabus Review Feedback from Teachers
Even Semester - Feedback Consolidated

S. No. Descriptions % Excellent | % Good % Average % Poor
(4) ) ) 1)
1 Is the Course objectives are illustrated 50 o5 25 0
clearly to the need of the students?
2 Are you satisfy with existing syllabus 63 25 13 0
which you are handling?
3 Is the syllabus designed based on 50 25 25 0

average student level?

4 Is the syllabus provided the basic

knowledge to carryout field 50 38 13 0
project/internship?

5 Is the prerequisite for the syllabus 50 25 25 0
available in the curriculum?

6 Is the syllabus well organized and easy 63 13 25 0
to follow by the students?

7 Is the syllabus covered fundamentals,
advanced topics ensures balance between 63 25 13 0
theory and applications?

8 Is the text and reference books 25 25 0
prescribed in the syllabus standard? 50

syllabus covered fundamentals and
advanced topics

Syllabus is well organized and easy
to students

Prerequieste for the syllabus is
available in the curriculum

Syllabus provided the basic = Poor (1)
knowledge m Average (2)
The syllabus was average students m Good (3)
level m Excellent (4)

satisfied with exisiting syllabus

Course objective is clear

0 20 40 60 80 100
Rating
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(Autonomous)
E, New Delhi & Affiliated to Anna University, Chennai b
SE, ECE, MECH), NAAC with “A*” and Recognised by UGC (2f &12B) 1
KOMARAPALAYAM - 637303

Department of Food Technology
Academic Year 2021 - 2022
SYLLABUS REVIEW FEEDBACK FORM: STUDENT

Class / Sem / Year / Section: v / IV Sem /,C) Date: 24 loi |2002
| S.No Descriptions Rating

1 | What s the Depth of the syllabus content? -4

2 Whether Syllabus is carrier oriented? 2

3 Whether the course was well Structured to achieve 2
course outcomes?

4 Rate the size of the syllabus in terms of students load 2

B 5 Whether Course objective is clear? 2
Are the books prescribed as a text book/ Reference book

6 q 2
in related to syllabus?

7 Whether syllabus is relevant to real word problems?

8 Whether the syllabus is covered with industry standards? /q

Feedback Rate: Excellent - 4, Good - 3, Moderate - 2, Poor-1

Suggestions for further Improvement

INIL

Scanned by CamScanner



KOMARAPALAYAM - 637303
epartment of Food Technology

Academic Year 2021 - 2022
= 'v“f‘ 0 4
m * : SYLLABUS REVIEW FEEDBACK FORM: STUDENT

-l

.‘ " 5 b _le

s -

' ._:m/Year/ Section: Wﬁﬁef"/ A Seckion Date: k4 / o/ l 20922 8
Descriptions Réting
1 What is the Depth of the syllabus content? DL
D Whether Syllabus is carrier oriented? 4
3 Whether the course was well Structured to achieve g
course outcomes?
4 Rate the size of the syllabus in terms of students load A
a‘l, 5 Whether Course objective is clear? 32
] Are the books prescribed as a text book/ Reference book
6 d 2
in related to syllabus?
‘ 7 Whether syllabus is relevant to real word problems? 2
" 8 | Whether the syllabus is covered with industry standards? 4

BT | Feedback Rate: Excellent - 4, Good - 3, Moderate - 2, Poor — 1

Suggestions for further Improvement
VLU

Student Sign

Scanned by CamScanner



\ICTE, New Delhi & Affiliated to Anna University,
CSE, ECE, MECH), NAAC with “A*" and Recognised b
KOMARAPALAYAM - 637303

Department of Food Technology
Academic Year 2021 - 2022
SYLLABUS REVIEW FEEDBACK FORM: STUDENT

~ Class/Sem / Year / Section: @ Y / W Som /A Date: 2} [on / 22
S.No Descriptions Rating
1 | What is the Depth of the syllabus content? H
7) Whether Syllabus is carrier oriented? e
: 3 Whether the course was well Structured to achieve
course outcomes? -
A 4 Rate the size of the syllabus in terms of students load 2
A 5 | Whether Course objective is clear? 2
E 6 Are the books prescribed as a text book/ Reference book
in related to syllabus? H
7 Whether syllabus is relevant to real word problems? 2
b 8 Whether the syllabus is covered with industry standards? H

Feedback Rate: Excellent - 4, Good - 3, Moderate - 2, Poor -1

Suggestions for further Improvement

a NiL
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ew Delhi & Affiliated to Anna !
ECE, MECH), NAAC with “A*” and Recognised by
KOMARAPALAYAM - 637303

Department of Food Technology

Academic Year 2021 - 2022
SYLLABUS REVIEW FEEDBACK FORM: STUDENT

. L~ ed ~ h :
F ‘_C],ass/Sem/Year/Sectlon. i -,d_acm. /1 Sem /f} Date: .?-A-/Ol },;z.;_
| S.No Descriptions Rating
1 | What is the Depth of the syllabus content? A4
2 | Whether Syllabus is carrier oriented? A4
3 Whether the course was well Structured to achieve 3
course outcomes?
4 Rate the size of the syllabus in terms of students load 2
5 Whether Course objective is clear? A !
k 6 Are the books prescribed as a text book/ Reference book 2
g | in related to syllabus?
7 Whether syllabus is relevant to real word problems? 2
8 Whether the syllabus is covered with industry standards? 4

Feedback Rate: Excellent - 4, Good - 3, Moderate - 2, Poor — 1

Suggestions for further Improvement 2

N
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m / Year / Section: _ﬁ:y;/ M / A.

Iﬁtme"t of Food Technology
| ‘Academic Year 2021 - 2022
' SYLLABUS REVIEW FEEDBACK FORM: STUDENT

Date: 99 . ©8 . 9_0_9_2_ ‘

Descriptions

Rating

What is the Depth of the syllabus content?

4

2 | Whether Syllabus is carrier oriented? ﬁ
3 Whether the course was well Structured to achieve
course outcomes? é
4 Rate the size of the syllabus in terms of students load 3
5 Whether Course objective is clear? £
6 Are the books prescribed as a text book/ Reference book
in related to syllabus? 3
7 Whether syllabus is relevant to reai word problems? 3
8 Whether the syllabus is covered with industry standards? il

‘ Feedback Rate: Excellent - 4, Good - 3, Moderate - 2, Poor — 1

Suggestions for further Improvement

s P R T
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: ECH), NAAC with “A*" and Recognisad by U
OMARAPALAYAM - 637303

‘Dépa'rhment of Food Technology

Academic Year 2021 - 2022
SYLLABUS REVIEW FEEDBACK FORM: STUDENT

~ Class / Sem / Year / Section:'Eys‘ /ﬂ&m /A Date: & ‘/ 08‘1 &P,
S.No Descriptions Rating
1 | Whatis the Depth of the syllabus content? 2
. 2 | Whether Syllabus is carrier oriented? | 1)
P 3 Whether the course was well Structured to achieve
| course outcomes? 3
4 | Rate the size of the syllabus in terms of students load 9
5 Whether Course objective is clear? )
| Are the books prescribed as a text book/ Reference book
6 ;
b, in related to syllabus? =
i 7 Whether syllabus is relevant to real word problems? 3
8 Whether the syllabus is covered with industry standards? Y

Feedback Rate: g(cellent - 4, Good - 3, Moderate - 2, Poor — 1

Suggestions for further Improvement
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omous) k-
New Delhi & Affiliated to Anna University, Cher

CE, MECH), NAAC with “A*” and Recognised b
KOMARAPALAYAM - 637303

Department of Food Technology

Academic Year 2021 - 2022

SYLLABUS REVIEW FEEDBACK FORM: STUDENT

, Class / Sem / Year / Section: I’\{}\ lﬂgaw\ /A Date: 2 108' o

N
i W

L N
S.No Descriptions Rating
1 What is the Depth of the syllabus content? /AL
2 | Whether Syllabus is carrier oriented? [
3 Whether the course was well Structured to achieve
course outcomes? 3
4 Rate the size of the syllabus in terms of students load 3
5 Whether Course objective is clear? 9
X e Are the books prescribed as a text book/ Reference book
-' in related to syllabus? 4
BE.
b 7 Whether syllabus is relevant to real word problems? 9
8 Whether the syllabus is covered with industry standards? 5

Feedback Rate: Excellent - 4, Good - 3, Moderate - 2, Poor - 1

Suggestions for further Improvement
Ourie cyedst Louise .
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CSE, : ECE, 'MECH), NAAC with “A®” and Recognised by UGC (2f &12B)
KOMARAPALAYAM - 637303

Department of Food Technology

Academic Year 2021 - 2022

SYLLABUS REVIEW FEEDBACK FORM: STUDENT

,' 3"‘_'§G5l'ass‘/ Sem / Year / Section:ﬁxlx/\/, Kem. ]p‘ Date: Q_D_/OS }9.:93_1 i

| s.No

Descriptions - Rating

1 What is the Depth of the syllabus content?

2 Whether Syllabus is carrier oriented?

3 Whether the course was well Structured to achieve
course outcomes?

4 Rate the size of the syllabus in terms of students load

5 Whether Course objective is clear?

6 Are the books prescribed as a text book/ Reference book
in related to syllabus?

7 Whether syllabus is relevant to real word problems?

r.rpwfﬂe‘:pbi

8 Whether the syllabus is covered with industry standards?

; jii?eedback Rate: Excellent - 4, Good - 3, Moderate - 2, Poor — 1

- Suggestions for further Impr‘oTement
i Nl
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Department of Food Technology

Academic Year 2021 - 2022
SYLLABUS REVIEW FEEDBACK FORM: STUDENT

Class / Sem / Year / Section: \\| Y/ sem [ A Date: 22 | o8 2022 E
". = : - ) 3
- | S.No Descriptions Rating
1 What is the Depth of the syllabus content? Ly
2 | Whether Syllabus is carrier oriented? 4
3 Whether the course was well Structured to achieve
course outcomes? )
4 Rate the size of the syllabus in terms of students load L
5 Whether Course objective is clear? L
B
6 Are the books prescribed as a text book/ Reference book
in related to syllabus? L
7 Whether syllabus is relevant to real word problems? L
8 Whether the syllabus is covered with industry standards? Ly

Feedback Rate: Excellent - 4, Good - 3, Moderate - 2, Poor — 1

Suggestions for further Improvement A
v )

Student Sign

Scanned by CamScanner



- KOMARAPALAYAM - 637303
- Department of Food Technology

Academic Year 2021 - 2022

: SYLLABUS REVIEW FEEDBACK FORM: STUDENT

/ Sem / Year / Section: ,:; "AW I S Gt Date: 29 Joe/ 22
Descriptions Rating
1 | What is the Depth of the syllabus content? 32

2 Whether Syllabus is carrier oriented?

3 Whether the course was well Structured to achieve
course outcomes?

4 Rate the size of the syllabus in terms of students load

5 Whether Course objective is clear?

6 Are the books prescribed as a text book/ Reference book
in related to syllabus?

% Whether syllabus is relevant to real word problems?

3 'l{t 8 Whether the syllabus is covered with industry standards?

SN VR I S S A RIS

| r_ Feedback Rate: Excellent - 4, Good - 3, Moderate - 2, Poor — 1

~ Suggestions for further Improvement A

e
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~_ (Autonomous) T
AICTE, New Delhi & Affiliated to Anna University, Chennai s
ERO, CSE, ECE, MECH), NAAC with “A*” and Recognised by UGC (2f&128)
KOMARAPALAYAM - 637303 |

Department of Food Technology

Academic Year 2021 - 2022

SYLLABUS REVIEW FEEDBACK FORM: FACULTY

Name of the Faculty . PRy Date: .24 - @Y Zeza
Designation 2 AL et P

S.No Descriptions Rating
1 Is the course objectives are illustrated clearly to the need
of the students? 7
7 Are you satisfying the existing syllabus which you are
handling? =
3 Is the syllabus designed based on average student’s level? 4
4 Is the syllabus provided the basic knowledge to carry out 2
the field project/internship
5 Is the prerequisite for the syllabus available in the 4
curriculum?
6 Is the syllabus well organized and easy to follow by the
1 students? 7
' Is the syllabus covered fundamentals, advanced topics
/ and ensures balance between theory & applications 5
Is the text and Reference book prescribed in the syllabus
8 : R
is standard or not?

~ Feedback Rate: Excellent - 4, Good - 3, Moderate - 2, Poor - 1

~ Suggestions for further Improvement
| Qot  Cierdip (ovvpe Unile o schhcimy s
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o5 8 (Autonomous)
._ ~ Approved by AICTE, New Delhi & Affiliated to Anna University, Chennai

- Accredited by NBA (AERO, CSE, ECE, MECH), NAAC with “A*" and Recognised by UGC (2f &12B)

i KOMARAPALAYAM - 637303

Department of Food Technology
Academic Year 2021 - 2022
SYLLABUS REVIEW FEEDBACK FORM: FACULTY

' Name of the Faculty . Do r2 P #Feringede s Date: 24 ~ 08 r20 22
Designation V Pioecsets Prrjeos
3
S.No Descriptions Rating
1 Is the course objectives are illustrated clearly to the need g H
' of the students?
: ) Are you satisfying the existing syllabus which you are
handling? 7l
. 3 Is the syllabus designed based on average student’s level? ﬁ
4 Is the syllabus provided the basic knowledge to carry out '15‘
the field project/internship
5 Is the prerequisite for the syllabus available in the ‘)f
B curriculum?
~ Is the syllabus well organized and easy to follow by the
| 6 | students? ’g:
7 Is the syl.labus covered fundamentals, advanced topics \T
and ensures balance between theory & applications
s the text and Reference book prescribed in the syllabus
gl | \T
is standard or not?

~ Feedback Rgte:éxcellent - 4, Good - 3, Moderate - 2, Poor — 1
Suggestions for er Improvement
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Department of Food Technology
Academic Year 2021 - 2022
SYLLABUS REVIEW FEEDBACK FORM: FACULTY

& Name of the Faculty s S Vheayen) Date:
~ Designation PP Gk Prakaoe
S.No Descriptions ' Rating
| Is the course objectives are illustrated clearly to the need
N of the students? <
g 7 Are you satisfying the existing syllabus which you are
handling? 2
.F_. . 3 Is the syllabus designed based on average student’s level? 2
- 4 Is the syllabus provided the basic knowledge to carry out
_ the field project/internship N
5 Is the prerequisite for the syllabus available in the 2
3 curriculum? v
f‘ 6 Is the syllabus well organized and easy to follow by the 2
students?
, Is the syllabus covered fundamentals, advanced topics
L 4 and ensures balance between theory & applications 3
'ﬁ_ g Is the text and Reference book prescribed in the syllabus 2

is standard or not?
Feedback Rate: Excellent - 4, Good - 3, Moderate - 2, Poor — 1

Suggestions for further Improvement

NP
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& Affiliated to Anna University, Chennal -
CE, MECH), NAAC with “A*" and Recognised by UGC (2f &TZ'B)E :

KOMARAPALAYAM - 637303
Department of Food Technology

Academic Year 2021 - 2022
SYLLABUS REVIEW FEEDBACK FORM: FACULTY

?f' 'Name of the Faculty 2 9P e jesnn Date: 24 .o (-2022
;’ Designation R petes o
b S.No Descriptions Rating
’ 1 Is the course objectives are illustrated clearly to the need
--' of the students? b
L 5 Are you satisfying the existing syllabus which you are
handling? L
_»*-"_ : ' 3 Is the syllabus designed based on average student’s level? U
’ 4 Is the syllabus provided the basic knowledge to carry out r
B the field project/internship 5]
:} ‘ . 5 Is the prerequisite for the syllabus available in the
S curriculum? )
TR 6 Is the syllabus well orgamzed and easy to follow by the
students? S
Is the syllabus covered fundamentals, advanced topics
4 and ensures balance between theory & applications L{
Is the text and Reference book prescribed in the syllabus
8 is standard or not? L{

Feedback Rate: Excellent - 4, Good - 3, Moderate - 2, Poor —1

- Suggestions for further Improvement
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. (Autonomous)
pproved by AICTE, New Delhi & Affiliated to Anna University, Chennai
y NBA (AERO, CSE, ECE, MECH), NAAC with “A*” and Recognised by UGC (2f &128)

KOMARAPALAYAM - 637303
Department of Food Technology

Academic Year 2021 - 2022
SYLLABUS REVIEW FEEDBACK FORM: FACULTY

Name of the Faculty R Afa—-l(qjc,n?« Date: 24 ~0&-2¢22
ke Designation L PNDIL e P feie
| S.No Descriptions Rating
Y 1 Is the course objectives are illustrated clearly to the need
of the students? . i
2 Are you satisfying the emstmg syllabus which you are 3
- handling?
"‘ 3 Is the syllabus designed based on average student’s level? e
| 4 Is the syllabus provided the basic knowledge to carry out
the field project/internship i
g 5 Is the prerequisite for the syllabus available in the
I curriculum? /f‘
6 Is the syllabus well organized and easy to follow by the
students? ’1‘
i y Is the syllabus covered fundamentals, advanced topics
and ensures balance between theory & applications 3
3 Is the text and Reference book prescribed in the syllabus
is standard or not? 4‘

Feedback Rate: Excellent - 4, Good - 3, Moderate - 2, Poor — 1

Suggestions for further Improvement

s
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