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Institute Perception Analysis

Session:- 2020-2021  Feedback Type:- MID SESSION FEEDBACK
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1 Whether the infrastructure facilities are adequate? 84.25
2 Whether the labs are properly organized? 83.53
3 Whether the internet facility is up to the mark? 76.46
4 Whether proper water and electrical supply is available? 86.08
5 Whether services of library extended to students are adequate? 87.82
6 Whether sport facilities extended to students are adequate? 82.58
7 Whether Admin Staff(Non-Teaching) services extended to students are satisfactory? 86.03
8 Whether On-campus drives organized by Training & Placement department are adequate? 81.35
9 Whether training provided by Training & Placement department is up to the mark? 82.10
10 What is overall feedback about Training & Placement department? 82.20
11 Does Teacher-Guardian scheme help you solve your problem? 86.96
12 How do you rate Teacher - Guardian scheme in the scale of 1 to 5? 87.17

Total Score % 83.25
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Select Session: 2020-2021 v Select Academic Year: SECOND v
Select Semester Type:  Odd Sem.: O Even Sem.: @

Seclect Branch: Electronics & Telecommunication Engineering v
SEETA v

POST SESSION FEEDBACK

1. Theory Subject Analysis

1) Whether the lectures were well prepared, organized and course

material is well structured? 92.08 92.45 91.32 90.94 93.21 92.08
2) Wa§ The Blackbord writing/Audio Video Aids are cleared and 92.83 9170  91.32  92.45 93.58 90.57
organized?
3) Were The lectures Delivered with emphasis on Fundamental
Concepts, illustrative examples and using proper analogy? . 93.58  91.70 93.21 94.34 .32
4) V{he_ther the teacher engaged classes regularly and maintained the 93.96 93.58 93.58  93.21 94.34 92.08
discipline?

2;::\ether difficult topics were tought with adequete attention and 92.08 93.21 89.43 91.32 90.94 89,81
:l)j:jl:c:?culty provide you new knowledge and has command over the 90.94 90.57 89.06 89.06  92.45 89.06
7) Was the instructor enthusiastic about teaching? 89.81 93.96 89.06 91.32 89.81 88.30
E&i\lﬁas the teacher able to deliver lecture with good communication 91.70 92.83  92.08 92.83 92.08 91.32
zlg::e you encourage to ask questions to make lectures interactive & 91.70 9434 90.94 9170  90.94 91.32
10) Did course improve your understanding of concept,Priciples in this

field and motivated you to think & learn? 88.30 89.43 88.30 89.43  89.81 89.06
11) Whether teacher was an effective in preparing students for exam? 87.92 89.81 87.55 88.30  88.68 86.79
12) Were the Unit tests(Sessional Examinations) challenging? 92.45 93.21 9132 91.70 90.94 92.45
13) Was the evaluation fair and impartial? Did it help you to improve? 92.83 92.45 92.08 91.70  92.83 91.70
14) Did Teacher give additional technical/Non Technical inputs by

refering to internet/Additional Books? 037 89.06  89.43 90.57 92.83 88.30
15) Whether teacher was always accesible to the student for

: : . . . . .32 90.19

counselling,guidance and solving queries off classrooms hours? 92.45 93.58 9170 92.83 91

Total Score % 91.44 92.25 90.59 91.36 91.87 90.28

Dr.
Prof. E. Prof. N. :
Name of Faculty Prof. S. S ) Dr. P. R. - Avinash Dr. K. V. Pawar
Tawani . Gumble .
Rajgure Gadare Gawande
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Select Session: 2020-2021 v Select Academic Year: THIRD v
Select Semester Type:  Odd Sem.: O Even Sem.: @

Select Branch: Electronics & Telecommunication Engineering v
TEETA v

POST SESSION FEEDBACK

1. Theory Subject Analysis

(3 6ET2 :
Microcontroller| Control ;ig;:l
Programing & | System
Application Engg Communication
1) Whether the lectures were well prepared, organized and 92.11 91.32 90.79 90.79 90.26 91.32
course material is well structured? ’ ' ' ’ ’
2) Was The Blackbord writing/Audio Video Aids are cleared and 89.74 90.53 89.74 89.47 90.00 89.74
organized? ’ ) ’
3) Were The lectures Delivered with emphasis on Fundamental 91.05 91.58 91.32 90.53 90.26 90.53
Concepts, illustrative examples and using proper analogy? : '
4) Whether the teacher engaged classes regularly and 90.53 91.05 91.58 91.32 91.32 91.32
maintained the discipline?
5) Whether difficult topics were tought with adequete 90.93 91.73 91.20 90.93 90.13 90.13
attention and ease?
6) Did faculty provide you new knowledge and has command 90.67 89.87 89.87 90.40 90.13 90.40
over the subject?
7) Was the instructor enthusiastic about teaching? 91.47 89.87 90.67 89.87 89.33 90.13
8) Was the teacher able to deliver lecture with good 91.20 92.80 90.93 92.53 90.93 92.27
communication skill?
9) Were you encourage to ask questions to make lectures 92.00 90.40 91.20 91.47 91.73 90.40
interactive & lively?
10) Did course improve your understanding of concept,Priciples 91.20 91.20 91.20 90.67 90.40 91.20
in this field and motivated you to think & learn?
11) Whether teacher was an effective in preparing students for 91.20 90.93 92.27 91.47 90.40 91.47
exam?
12) Were the Unit tests(Sessional Examinations) challenging? 90.93 93.07 93.07 92.53 92.00 93.07
13) Was the evaluation fair and impartial? Did it help you to 90.93 92.80 91.47 92.80 92.80 93.07
improve?
14) Did Teacher give additional technical/Non Technical inputs 90.93 90.40 91.20 90.67 90.40 90.93
by refering to internet/Additional Books?
15) Whether teacher was always accesible to the student for 90.93 91.47 90.93 91.20 91.20 92.00
counselling,guidance and solving queries off classrooms hours?
Total Score % 91.15 91.35 91.25 91.17 90.84 91.26
Prof. M
' Dr. S. S. Dr. U.S.  Prof. A. M. V. V. Rathi
Name of Faculty Dr. N. N. Kasat A, Mungona Ghate Meshkar  TTor V- V- Rathi

Gawande
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Select Semester Type:  Odd Sem.: O Even Sem.: @

Sclect Branch: Electronics & Telecommunication Engineering v
BEETA v

POST SESSION FEEDBACK

1. Theory Subject Analysis

1) Whether the lectures were well prepared, organized and

BeT4_ 3 | BET4-2 | gprq 4 8ET3

PE-II »
PE- PE-I . Data
liAuToMoTIVE | (Embedded| oo o dical Communication

ELECTRONICS) SV;.:;';')Q Engineering) Network

Communication |Microvaves

course material is well structured? 100.00 96.67 94.12 93.73 95.22 94.03

2) Was The Blackbord writing/Audio Video Aids are cleared 95.00 98.33 93.73 93.13 94.03 93.43

and organized? : : . : ' ’

3) Were The lectures Delivered with emphasis on

Fundamental Concepts, illustrative examples and using 95.00 95.00 93.33 92.84 94.63 93.73

proper analogy?

4) Whether the teacher engaged classes regularly and

maintained the discipline? 95.00 95.00 94.90 93.43 94.63 93.43

5) Whether difficult topics were tought with adequete

attention and ease? 100.00 96.67 94.12 93.73 95.22 94.03

6) Did faculty provide you new knowledge and has command

over the subject? 90.00 95.00 92.55 92.84 93.73 92.24

7) Was the instructor enthusiastic about teaching? 95.00 93.33 94.12 92.54 95.22 92.54

8) Was the teacher able to deliver lecture with good

communication skill? 95.00 96.67 94.90 95.22 95.82 95.82

9) Were you encourage to ask questions to make lectures

interactive & lively? 95.00 95.00 94.51 94.03 94.63 94.93

10) Did course improve your understanding of

lconcept,Priciples in this field and motivated you to think & 100.00 93.33 94.12 92.84 94.03 93.13
earn?

11) Whether t ive i i

oot r teacher was an effective in preparing students 95.00 95.00 95.69 94.03 94.93 94.63

12) Were the Unit tests(Sessional Examinations) challenging? 95.00 95.00 93.73 92.84 94.93 94.03

13) Was th ion fai i ial? Did i

im:)rov:?t e evaluation fair and impartial? Did it help you to 100.00 95.00 96.08 93.43 95.22 93.73

14) Did Teacher give additional technical/Non Technical

inputs by refering to internet/Additional Books? 90.00 90.00 jases 264 93.73 9284

15) Whether teacher was always accesible to the student for

;wns)elhng,guldance and solving queries off classrooms 100.00 95.00 94.90 93.13 93.73 93.73
ours?

Total Score % 96.0 95.0 94.32 93.37 94.64 93.75

Name of Faculty Dr. Avinash D.  Prof. V. A,  Prof. A. H. Dr. A. P. Dr. A. A. Dr. A. S. Joshi

Gawande Soliv Kadu Thakare Gurjar



Section Wise Feedback Summery

Branch Name: Electronics & Telecommunication Engineering
Academic Session: 2020-2021 Academic Year: F OURTH
Feedback Type: Post Session Feedback
Section Code:BEETA

1. Theory Subject Analysis

ot T SRR L T i ailect e i L TS

Dr Avinash D. Gawande 8!:‘I'4 3--PE- II(AUTOMOTIVE ELECTRONICS) 96.0

Prof. V. A. Soliv 8ET4_2-- PE-Il (Embedded System & RTOS) 95.0

Prof. A. H. Kadu 8ET4_1-- PE-ll (Biomedical Engineering) 94.32

Dr. A. P. Thakare 8ET2-- Wireless Communication 93.37

Dr. A. A. Gurjar 8ET1-- UHF & Microvaves 94.64

Dr. A. S. Joshi 8ET3--Data Communication Network 93.75
Section Code:BEETB

1. Theory Subject Analysis
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