Accredited by NBA (AERO, CSE, ECE & MECH), NAAC wlth “A+” and R

KOMARAPALAYAM-637 303
DEPARTMENT OF SCIENCE AND HUMANITIES

Academic Year 2021-2022

EEC /ENGLISH / 2021-22 Yea,r'/Sem : 'm :
No of Responses :63 No of Subjects : 2 Feedback in Percenta
¢ ".vﬂﬁ 7 iy »
S.No Descriptions Excellent | Good | Moderate
1| What is the Depth of the syllabus content ? 40 29 17
2 |Whether Syllabus is carrier oriented? 41 17 29
3 Whether the course was well Structured to achieve course 40 29 17
outcomes?
4 |Rate the size of the syllabus in terms of students load 4 17 29
5 | Wheather Course objective is clear ? 40 29 17 14
g |Are the books prescribed as a text book/ Refrence book in 4] 17 29 13
related to syllabus
7 | Whether syllabus is relavant to real word problems? 40 29 167 14
8 | Whether the syllabus is covered with industry standards? - 41 17 29 13
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EXCEL ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(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 (:
KOMARAPALAYAM—637 303
DEPARTMENT OF SCIENCE@{EWANITIES

Academic Year 2021-2022
CONSOLIDATED SYLLABUS REVIEW FEEDBACK FORM : STUDENTS

EEC /PHYSICS /2021-22 Year /Sem : I/I :
No of Responses :63 No of Subjects : __Feedback in Percentage
S.No Descriptions Excellent | Good | Moderate
1 [What is the Depth of the syllabus content ? 40 29 17
2 |Whether Syllabus is carrier oriented? j 41 17 29
3 Whether the course was well Structured to achieve course 40 29 17
outcomes?
4 |Rate the size of the syllabus in terms of students load 41 17 29
5 | Wheather Course objective is clear 9 40 29 17
6 Are the books prescribed as a text book/ Refrence book in|** M 17 29
related to syllabus
7 | Whether syllabus is relavant to real word problems? 40 29 17
8  [Whether the syllabus is covered with industry standards? 41 17 29
45 -
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Aceredited by NBA (AERO, CSE, ECE & MECH), NAAC with “A+” and Ree‘, gnised by UGC
Df KOMARAPALAYAM-637 303 iy
& DEPARTMENT OF SCIENCE AND HUMANITIES N .
8 Academic Year 2021-2022
4l CONSOLIDATED SYLLABUS REVIEW FEEDBACK FORM : FACULTY =
EEC / ENGLISH / 2021-22 Year /Sem : I A
ik No of Responses : 7 No of Subjects : 1 Feedbackiin Dereeniagtly T
:* S.No Descriptions Excellent Good Moderate | Pd@'!“ i
g s the course objectives are illustrated clearly to the need of the 4 14 29 P |
students? 3
2 |Are you satisfy the existing syllabus which you are handling? 29 14 43 14 Il
3 |Is the syllabus designed based on average students level? 43 14 29 14 o
‘ 4 Is tl.we sy.llabus p.rovided the basic knowlledge to carry out the field 29 14 43 14 |
project/internship. 3
5 |Is the prerequest for the syllabus avilable in the curriculam? 43 14 29 14 ?]
| 6 |Is the syllabus well organized and easy to follow by the students? 29 14 43 14 '
| 7 Is the syllabus covered 1undamslal§.ad\ anced topics and ensures 4 14 29 14
balance between theory & applications.
8 Is the text and Reference books prescribed in the syllabus is 29 (4 " “
standard or not?
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[ Accredited by NBA (AERO, CSE, ECE & M:

, KOMARAPALAYAM-637 T
I DEPARTMENT OF SCIENCE AND HUMANITIES N
s < Academic Year 2021-2022 e
CONSOLIDATED SYLLABUS REVIEW FEEDBACK FORM :FACULTY
EEC / PHYSICS 7 2021-22 Year /Sem : m
No of Responses : § No of Subjects : 4 Feedback in Percenta e
S.No Descriptions Excellent | Good | Moderate |
| Is.lhe course objectives are illustrated clearly to the need 40 20 20 20
of the students? -
5 Are you satisfy the existing syllabus which you are 20 40 20 20 ‘
handling?
3 Is the syllabus designed based on average students 20 20 40 20
level?
4 Is the sy‘llabus p.rovi(.jcd the l?asic knowlledge to carry 40 20 20 20
out the field project/internship.
5 Is lh'e prere{quest for the syllabus avilable in the 20 40 20 20
curriculam?
6 Is the syllabus well organized and easy to follow by the 40 20 20 20
students?
7 Is the syllabus covered tundametals,ad\{an(?ed topics and 20 20 40 20
ensures balance between theory & applications.
g [s the 1cx‘1 and Reference books prescribed in the 40 20 20 20
syllabus is standard or not?
f.=
@ Excellent ‘
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Class / Sem / Year / Section: AMocls /T [ 000 /p

SCIENCE HUMANITIES

Academic Year 2021-2022
SYLLABUS REVIEW FEEDBACK FORM: STUDENT

Date: Ob[oh | 2022

S.No Descriptions Rating
1 What is the Depth of the syllabus content? B
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 [,
S Whether Course objective is clear? 1%
6 Are the books prescribed as a text book/ Reference book

in related to syllabus? 2
7 Whether syllabus is relevant to real word problems? =3
8 Whether the syllabus is covered with industry standards? £

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

Suggestions for further Improvement
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Academic Year 2021-2022
SYLLABUS REVIEW FEEDBACK FORM: STUDENT

Class / Sem / Year / Section: 11 [t |2625 /5 Date: OL)oL | 9022

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?

8 Whether the syllabus is covered with industry standards?

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

Suggestions for further Improvement
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Department of SCIENCE AND HUMANITIES
Academic Year 2021-2022
SYLLABUS REVIEW FEEDBACK FORM: FACULTY

Name of the Faculty ' R Sacoutbthan Date: 06 Joly ’M‘l
Designation Y pp ’Mr\ TN

r*lq(:; - Descriptions Rating

|4 Is the course objectives are illustrated clearly to the need
F———- of the students? -

‘Are you satlsfymg the e exnstmg syllabus which you are
handhng?

3 |s the syllabus desugned based on average student’s level?

Is the syllabus prowded the basic knowledge to carry out
1 the field project/internship

- 5 s the prerequisite for the syllabus available in the

curriculum?

6 Is the syllabus well organized and easy to follow by the
students? -
Is the syllabus covered fundamentals, advanced topics

7
and ensures balance between theory & applications

3 Is the text and Reference book prescribed in the syllabus
is standard or not?

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

Suggestions for further Improvement
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KOMAM LAYAM - 637303

Department of SCIENCE AND HUMANITIES

Academic Year 2021-2022
SYLLABUS REVIEW FEEDBACK FORM: FACULTY

Name of the Faculty PPy Peadacds M. Royath x Date: 06l ok 2022
Designation : AP /Phcgswx
S.No Descriptions Rating
1 Is the course objectives are illustrated clearly to the need
of the students?
’ Are you satisfying the existing syllabus which you are
handling?
3 Is the syllabus designed based on average student’s level?
4 Is the syllabus provided the basic knowledge to carry out
the field project/internship
: Is the prerequisite for the syllabus available in the
curriculum?
6 Is the syllabus well organized and easy to follow by the |
students?
- Is the syllabus covered fundamentals, advanced topics
and ensures balance between theory & applications
3 Is the text and Reference book prescribed in the syllabus
is standard or not?

Suggestions for further Improvement

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

(1) ;7[0 018 ruyrm '/\l\nHV/# ko /-Ioj(fcxl\oJ
m njfa VLQ Adyy nﬂaA I« _ﬂﬂn(ﬂ? o

.DIV\.’I\A? ARG




