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Course Information

Lecturer: Anitha Thillaisundaram

Teaching assistants: Jorge Farina-Asategui

Number of students:

31 newly registered and 6 re-registered.

17 students answered the course evaluation, 11 of them are enrolled on programme name.

Examination

Assignment: 42 students passed.
Oral examination: 25 students passed.
Written examination: 26 students passed.

- Ordinary examination 02/06 2025: 31 students patticipated and 23 of them passed.
- Resit examination 29/08 2025: 6 students participated and 3 of them passed.

Final grades:

In all, 25 students, including 3 re-registered students, have got their final grade.
16 passed with distinction.

9 passed.

Course Evaluation

Summary of student’s answers:
See above

Teachers’ comments:

This course was given jointly for science students and engineering students with respective course
codes MATC31 and FMAN10 (though this survey was only sent to MATC31, as FMAN10 students
received a separate CEQ survey). The lectures and seminars were held on campus. The lecture notes
were uploaded on Canvas. For each seminar, a given list of exercises were to be discussed. The
participation in the lectures and seminars were good. The examination was carried out on campus.

Changes from the previous course realisation:
No changes were made.

Suggestions for the next course realisation:
Include some more challenging exercise questions.



MATC31VT25 Algebraic Structures

Respondents: 57
Answer Count: 16
Answer Frequency: 28.07%
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On the scale 1-5 select the option that best matches your opinion: 1= disagree completely —
3= partly agree — 5= agree completely

2.IMy prior knowledge has been sufficient to assimilate the contents of this course.

2.IMy prior knowledge has been
sufficient to assimilate the
contents of this course. Number of responses
1(6.2%)
1 (6.2%) 1
1(6.2%)
3 (18.8%)
10 (62.5%) 2
Total 16 (100.0%)

O wWwN -~

o

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 7...



Mean Standard Deviation

2.IMy prior knowledge has been sufficient to
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3.0l have participated actively in the course. 3.4 1.6

Average number of hours spent in total on the course per week (including scheduled
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Average number of hours spent in total on the
course per week (including scheduled activities): 125 6.4



The course in general

On the scale 1-5 select the option that best matches your opinion: 1= disagree completely —
3= partly agree — 5= agree completely

The way the course was taught and organised suited me.
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The way the course was taught and organised
suited me. 4.4 0.7

The number of teacher lead activities (lectures, seminars etc.) has been satisfactory.
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The number of teacher lead activities (lectures,
seminars etc.) has been satisfactory. 4.3 0.9



The lectures were valuable for my learning.
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The seminars were valuable for my learning. 3.4 1.2



Studying on my own was valuable for my learning.
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Studying on my own was valuable for my
learning. 4.7 0.5

The course literature/material was a valuable learning resource.
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The course literature/material was a valuable
learning resource. 4.7 0.6



The information | received before the course start was satisfactory.
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The information | received before the course start
was satisfactory. 4.2 1.2

The communication with the teaching staff during the course was good.
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The communication with the teaching staff during
the course was good. 4.6 0.6



It was clear throughout the course what was expected of me.

It was clear throughout the
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It was clear throughout the course what was
expected of me. 4.2 1.1

I have received valuable feedback from my teacher/teachers during the course.
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| have received valuable feedback from my
teacher/teachers during the course. 4.4 0.7



The course had a reasonable workload.
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The course had a reasonable workload. 4.1 1.1

The workload was evenly distributed throughout the course.

The workload was evenly

distributed throughout the course. Number of responses
0 (0.0%)
1(6.2%)
1(6.2%) 1
8 (50.0%)

6 (37.5%)

Total 16 (100.0%) 2

g wN =

I

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 6...

Mean Standard Deviation

The workload was evenly distributed throughout
the course. 4.2 0.8



The examination matched the contents and level of the course.

The examination matched the

contents and level of the course. Number of responses
0 (0.0%)

3 (18.8%)

4 (25.0%) 1
4 (25.0%)

5(31.2%)

Total 16 (100.0%) 2

a s wN =

I

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 3...

Mean Standard Deviation

The examination matched the contents and level
of the course. 3.7

Overall, | am satisfied with the course.
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Overall, | am satisfied with the course. 4.5 0.6



What did you appreciate most with the course?

What did you appreciate most with the course?

The lecture notes and extra reading books were great! And it's so helpful to get them before the lecture!

The plethora of examples

| thoroughly enjoyed attending as it was clear that Anitha was not just there due to mandatory duties but had a genuine interest in helping
students understand the material. The lectures where structured in away that allowed the core content of the course to be covered while
leaving a suitable amount of self study afterwards. | also thought the lectures were suitable in length and frequency.

Anitha's engagement and the clear structure

The lecture notes are amazing! The lectures were also very good and | appreciated that the exercises were always doable.

In general the course was well strucutred and covered a broad range of topics.

Clear structure and the examples in the compendium are incredibly useful.

The lecturer's approach to the examination was very comprehensive, considerate and adaptive, making it much less stressful for the students
as well.

The teacher is inspiring and all around great. The lecture notes were valuable.

For those who are considering taking this course, this is a very good course and the content is very essential to various of fields in
mathematics. It also challenges you to think differently in comparison to other analysis courses you had done up till now.

The lecture notes are really helpful and having different persons teaching and leading the seminars gives a broader perspective on the
subject.

Teachers actively find answers to all the questions.

The lecture notes are regularly updated.

The course litterature and the lectures were the star of the course

What do you think should be improved?

What do you think should be improved?

Dont have a 2 week break in the middle of the semester. It made the last couple weeks very stressful and | would've really liked a couple of
revision lectures aswell were the lecturer talks about the most important results.

| did not take the Discreate mathematics course before this one and it ment | lacked some knowledge before the course. It would be nice to
have an A4 on the contents from that course that are used in this one s.a. sets [5] (I forget the name)

Most lectures overlapped with another course | was taking, therefore | could not attend many of them. | do however think that Anitha is an
amazing lecturer, and | am sorry | missed her lectures!

On how to teach the subject - what do | know, but from my perspective it would be beneficial to draw clearer boundaries between the topics
Rings, IDs, and Fields. That may not be possible. Ring theory is used for fields and so on, but maybe it could be framed very clearly when
passing from one topic to the next. The way Groups were taught separately first was a good way to do it. Ultimately, it comes together well at
the end anyway when you put in the time. :)

Harder seminar questions and longer seminars would be nice. Maybe give two/three extra exercise sheets during the 2 week long holidays.
The course contents feel a little scattered during the ring theory section, although | can't come up with a better ordering.

Most of the proofs are a little too easy. | would like to spend more time studying, | felt like | did not have to work hard enough.

While | liked that there were always exercises | could do, | think there could have been more challenging exercises mixed in. | felt quite
unprepared when | began looking at old exams. | also think the results needed for the oral exam can be narrowed to just theorems, | don't see
the point of making us memorise the proofs to every single result.

More questions on the seminar sheets and then perhaps a longer seminar to go through more questions. Also more challenging questions like
those on the last seminar sheet would be a great addition.

| think the speed in the beginning could be a little faster. For me, a lot of the stuff was known already so the first few weeks felt quite
unnecessary (from a master's students perspective). This time could then be used better for the more advanced topics later on

The tasks for the seminar were very easy so it might be a good idea to include more difficult questions as well, so that the seminars don't just
focus on the rather easy questions.

| would remove the gap from teaching to move the lectures forward - allowing for more time to reconsolidate the material.

The workload is way too easy. The exercise sheets were also too simple to prepare for the exam; therefore, the final exam kind of surprised
me with some questions being quite difficult and some so easy that silly mistakes arose.

The exam was too difficult. More difficult than previous exams and did not match the level of the exercises.

Have you during this course experienced course literature, staff or teaching methods to be
discriminatory in any way (gender, ethnicity, etc.)?

Have you during this course experienced course literature, staff or teaching methods to be discriminatory in any way (gender, ethnicity, etc.)?

no
no
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No
No <3
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no
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