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Respondents: 1
Answer Count: 1
Answer Frequency: 100.00 %

Please note that there is only one respondent to this form: the person that performs the course analysis.

Course analysis carried out by (name, e-mail):

Jack Lidmar <jlidmar@kth.se>

COURSE DESIGN
Briefly describe the course design (learning activities, examinations) and any changes that have been implemented since the last
course offering.

Kursen bestar av forelasningar som ger teorin och 6vningar som trénar problemlésning.

En 6vningstenta gavs i tva delar under kursens gang som studenterna I6ser hemma.

Kursen examineras med en skriftlig tentamen som omfattar 6 problem som tacker kursmalen.

Varje problem (pa 6vningstentan och pa sluttentan) betygsatts A-F. Tva tal fran 6vningstentan far ersatta motsvarande tal pa sluttentan. Lagst
E krévs pa alla tal for att bli godkénd. Slutbetyget raknas ut som ett medelvarde. Inga stdrre forandringar genomfordes sedan forra
kursomgangen.

THE STUDENT'S WORKLOAD
Does the students' workload correspond to the expected level (40 hours/1.5 credits)? If there is a significant deviation from the
expected, what can be the reason?

Studenterna har jobbat bra med kursen. Uppslutningen pa féreldsningar och évningar har varit relativt stor. Nastan alla gjorde hemtentan och
sluttentan.

THE STUDENTS' RESULTS
How well have the students succeeded on the course? If there are significant differences compared to previous course offerings,
what can be the reason?

Studenterna har 6verlag lyckats mycket val i kursen. Manga har valfértjant fatt hdga betyg, trots att tentan formodligen var nagot svarare én
forra aret.

OVERALL IMPRESSION OF THE LEARNING ENVIRONMENT

What is your overall impression of the learning environment in the polar diagrams, for example in terms of the students’ experience
of meaningfulness, comprehensibility and manageability? If there are significant differences between different groups of students,
what can be the reason?

Eftersom fa svarade pa LEQ-enkaten ar det svart att dra nagra langtgaende slutsatser fran den.
Men det verkar &nda som att kursens aktiviteter, foreldsningar, évningar, och inte minst hemtentan har fungerat bra.
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ANALYSIS OF THE LEARNING ENVIRONMENT

Can you identify some stronger or weaker areas of the learning environment in the polar diagram - or in the response to each
statement - respectively? Do they have an explanation?

Mest positiv respons. Eftersom kursen fortfarande ar ganska ny fér mig finns manga sma detaljer att justera.
Att tanka pa: Fa studenterna att i hogre grad diskutera och reflektera 6ver det de lart.
Systemet med betygssattning pa varje problem har fungerat bra.

ANSWERS TO OPEN QUESTIONS

What emerges in the students' answers to the open questions? Is there any good advice to future course participants that you want
to pass on?

Delta i kursens aktiviteter.

PRIORITY COURSE DEVELOPMENT
What aspects of the course should primarily be developed? How could these aspects be developed in the short or long term?

Kursens upplégg och genomforande tycker jag fungerar bra. Det viktigaste till ndsta omgang &r att utveckla nya intressanta hemtal.



= Medelvirde

Average response to LEQ statements - all respondents




Course data 2019-03-11
SI12371 - Special Relativity, HT 2018

Course facts

Course start: 2018 w.44

Course end: 2019 w.3

Credits: 6,0

Examination: TEN1 - Examination, 6.0, Grading scale: A, B, C,D,E,FX,F
Grading scale: A,B,C,D,E,FX,F

Staff

Examiner: Jack Lidmar <jlidmar@kth.se>

Course responsible teacher: Jack Lidmar <jlidmar@kth.se>

Teachers: Jack Lidmar <jlidmar@Xkth.se>

Assistants: Marcus Pernow

Number of students on the course offering

First-time registered: 0

Total number of registered: 34

Achievements (only first-time registered students)

Pass rate! [%] FherearenmocourseresuitsTeported 82%
Performance rate? [%] Fherearenocourseresuitsreported 82%
Grade distribution’ [% ,number] Fherearenocourseresuttsreported A:32%, B: 29%, C: 21%, D: 0%, E: 0%, F: 18%

1 Percentage approved students
2 Percentage achieved credits
3 Distribution of grades among the approved students


Jack Lidmar


Jack Lidmar


Jack Lidmar


Jack Lidmar
82%

Jack Lidmar
82%

Jack Lidmar
Marcus Pernow

Jack Lidmar
A: 32%, B: 29%, C: 21%, D: 0%, E: 0%, F: 18%


