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Respondents: 19
Answer Count: 7

Answer Frequency: 36.84 %

5. Overall impression
Overall I am satisfied with this 
course

Number of 
Responses

1 Not at all 0 (0.0%)
2 0 (0.0%)
3 2 (28.6%)
4 3 (42.9%)
5 Completely 2 (28.6%)
Don't know 0 (0.0%)
Total 7 (100.0%)

6. Student contribution

I am satisfied with my own effort in the course   

I am satisfied with my own effort 
in the course

Number of 
Responses

1 Not at all 0 (0.0%)
2 1 (14.3%)
3 2 (28.6%)
4 1 (14.3%)
5 Completely 3 (42.9%)
Don't know 0 (0.0%)
Total 7 (100.0%)



I took responsibility for my own learning in the course   

I took responsibility for my own 
learning in the course

Number of 
Responses

1 Not at all 0 (0.0%)
2 0 (0.0%)
3 2 (28.6%)
4 1 (14.3%)
5 Completely 4 (57.1%)
Don't know 0 (0.0%)
Total 7 (100.0%)

7.  Work load
Indicate how many hours per week on 
average you have spent on the course, 
including self-studies and scheduled 
study time

Number of
Responses

<5 0 (0.0%)
5-15 3 (42.9%)
15-25 3 (42.9%)
25-35 1 (14.3%)
35-45 0 (0.0%)
45-55 0 (0.0%)
>55 0 (0.0%)
Total 7 (100.0%)

8. Clear aims

It was clear to me what I was expected to learn   

It was clear to me what I was 
expected to learn

Number of 
Responses

1 Not at all 0 (0.0%)
2 1 (14.3%)
3 3 (42.9%)
4 1 (14.3%)
5 Completely 2 (28.6%)
Don't know/
Not relevant 0 (0.0%)
Total 7 (100.0%)

I felt that the course content and teaching methods were relevant to the 
learning outcomes   

I felt that the course content and 
teaching methods were relevant to the 
learning outcomes

Number of
Responses

1 Not at all 0 (0.0%)
2 0 (0.0%)
3 0 (0.0%)
4 3 (42.9%)
5 Completely 4 (57.1%)
Don't know/
Not relevant 0 (0.0%)
Total 7 (100.0%)



The examination tested how well I had achieved the learning outcomes   

The examination tested how well I had 
achieved the learning outcomes

Number of 
Responses

1 Not at all 0 (0.0%)
2 1 (14.3%)
3 1 (14.3%)
4 2 (28.6%)
5 Completely 2 (28.6%)
Don't know/
Not relevant 1 (14.3%)
Total 7 (100.0%)

The course corresponded to my expectations   

The course corresponded to my 
expectations

Number of 
Responses

1 Not at all 0 (0.0%)
2 0 (0.0%)
3 3 (42.9%)
4 3 (42.9%)
5 Completely 1 (14.3%)
Don't know/
Not relevant 0 (0.0%)
Total 7 (100.0%)

I feel that I will have use of what I have learnt after my studies   

I feel that I will have use of what I 
have learnt after my studies

Number of 
Responses

1 Not at all 0 (0.0%)
2 2 (28.6%)
3 3 (42.9%)
4 0 (0.0%)
5 Completely 2 (28.6%)
Don't know/
Not relevant 0 (0.0%)
Total 7 (100.0%)

9. Good teaching

The course prerequisites were sufficient to follow the course   

The course prerequisites were 
sufficient to follow the course

Number of 
Responses

1 Not at all 0 (0.0%)
2 0 (0.0%)
3 0 (0.0%)
4 0 (0.0%)
5 Completely 7 (100.0%)
Don't know/
Not relevant 0 (0.0%)
Total 7 (100.0%)



I felt that the course was well structured   

I felt that the course was well 
structured

Number of 
Responses

1 Not at all 0 (0.0%)
2 0 (0.0%)
3 0 (0.0%)
4 3 (42.9%)
5 Completely 4 (57.1%)
Don't know/
Not relevant 0 (0.0%)
Total 7 (100.0%)

I felt that the teachers have helped me to reach the learning outcomes   

I felt that the teachers have helped me 
to reach the learning outcomes

Number of 
Responses

1 Not at all 0 (0.0%)
2 0 (0.0%)
3 0 (0.0%)
4 0 (0.0%)
5 Completely 7 (100.0%)
Don't know/
Not relevant 0 (0.0%)
Total 7 (100.0%)

I could understand what was being taught   

I could understand what was 
being taught

Number of 
Responses

1 Not at all 0 (0.0%)
2 0 (0.0%)
3 0 (0.0%)
4 4 (57.1%)
5 Completely 3 (42.9%)
Don't know/
Not relevant 0 (0.0%)
Total 7 (100.0%)

I have received constructive feedback on my performance   

I have received constructive 
feedback on my performance

Number of 
Responses

1 Not at all 0 (0.0%)
2 0 (0.0%)
3 1 (14.3%)
4 3 (42.9%)
5 Completely 3 (42.9%)
Don't know/
Not relevant 0 (0.0%)
Total 7 (100.0%)



I was encouraged to reflect on my learning during the course   

I was encouraged to reflect on my 
learning during the course

Number of 
Responses

1 Not at all 0 (0.0%)
2 0 (0.0%)
3 3 (42.9%)
4 2 (28.6%)
5 Completely 2 (28.6%)
Don't know/
Not relevant 0 (0.0%)
Total 7 (100.0%)

The course material helped me in my work to achieve the learning outcomes 
(literature, e-resources etc.)   

The course material helped me in my 
work to achieve the learning outcomes 
(literature, e-resources etc.)

Number of
Responses

1 Not at all 0 (0.0%)
2 0 (0.0%)
3 1 (14.3%)
4 2 (28.6%)
5 Completely 4 (57.1%)
Don't know/
Not relevant 0 (0.0%)
Total 7 (100.0%)

10. Administration and study environment

I felt that the course was well organized   

I felt that the course was well 
organized

Number of 
Responses

1 Not at all 0 (0.0%)
2 0 (0.0%)
3 1 (14.3%)
4 3 (42.9%)
5 Completely 3 (42.9%)
Don't know/
Not relevant 0 (0.0%)
Total 7 (100.0%)

I have been able to find the information I felt I needed before and during the 
course   

I have been able to find the information 
I felt I needed before and during the 
course

Number of
Responses

1 Not at all 0 (0.0%)
2 0 (0.0%)
3 0 (0.0%)
4 2 (28.6%)
5 Completely 5 (71.4%)
Don't know/
Not relevant 0 (0.0%)
Total 7 (100.0%)



I was able to get support when I needed it   

I was able to get support when I 
needed it

Number of 
Responses

1 Not at all 0 (0.0%)
2 0 (0.0%)
3 1 (14.3%)
4 1 (14.3%)
5 Completely 5 (71.4%)
Don't know/
Not relevant 0 (0.0%)
Total 7 (100.0%)

12.  What do you think about the lectures given in this course?
What do you think about the lectures 
given in this course?

Number of 
Responses

Very good 6 (85.7%)
Good 1 (14.3%)
Acceptable 0 (0.0%)
Bad 0 (0.0%)
Very bad 0 (0.0%)
No opinion 0 (0.0%)
Total 7 (100.0%)

13.  What do you think about the tutorials given in this course?
What do you think about the tutorials
given in this course?

Number of 
Responses

Very good 1 (14.3%)
Good 3 (42.9%)
Acceptable 2 (28.6%)
Bad 1 (14.3%)
Very bad 0 (0.0%)
No opinion 0 (0.0%)
Total 7 (100.0%)



Course Summary for Statistical physics FK7058 (VT 2019)

VT 2019 was the second time this course was taught in the Physics Master’s program at

Stockholm University.

There were about 17 students registered for this course. About 8-12 attended lecture

sessions regularly. The hand-in submission rate was particularly good for this course this

year, with 11 students getting 5 bonus points or more, for the hand-ins (the maximum

possible bonus points was 6). 15 students took the final exam. In general, I found the

students who attended regularly, submitted their hand-ins and took the exam, exception-

ally motivated this year, even comparing with the previous year, where the results were

good too.

I will briefly summarize some of the survey results in the following. 7 students answered

the survey.

Everyone seems satisfied with the course in general, and the lectures and administrative

aspects in particular. Opinions were a bit more divided on how useful the things learnt in

this course could be for the future as well as whether the examination tested the learning

outcomes. However there were no comments clarifying this further. Opinions were also

divided on whether it was clear to the students what they were expected to learn as well

as whether they were satisfied with the effort they put in. I will have to consider what I

can do to address all these issues, especially since everyone also simultaneously seems to

feel that the teachers helped them reach the learning outcomes and that the course was

well structured.

Some improvements were made in this course since last year. I have added one extra

lecture every week (last year we had only two lectures a week). As a result, we have been

able to cover a little more material as well as have more exercise sessions. In addition,

this time I addressed many more side-issues , like Monte Carlo simulations, quantum-

classical correspondences etc, which though not strictly part of the course, was I felt

useful information to be aware of. In response to a couple of comments on how we could

do more in the course, I will have to think about how this can be managed. One of

the students suggests to cut down the revision lectures at the start of the course! But

I feel those are important so we all begin with (or are at least are aware of) what the

background for this course is.

This year, I went in to more details of the renormalization procedure than last year,

even if it was only about the 1-d Ising model. For next year, maybe I will also try and

find a more illustrative and non-trivial example. In addition, I was a little dissatisfied

myself with not being able to say enough about continuous symmetries. That will have

to be addressed too. To make the course more interesting for the computational physics

students, maybe I will try and have a little more on monte carlo simulations, perhaps
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integrating it into the hand-ins and the exam.

Opinions were also divided on the format as well as content of the exercise sessions. There

is one comment to the effect that there was a difference in level between the lectures and

the exercises. Another comment about it not being useful to do the calculations in class

and a third comment on not feeling that the time was used optimally. I will have to think

carefully about this before next year. Since the exercise sessions account for one-third of

this course, it is an extemely important resource that shouldn’t be wasted.

This class did exceptionally well in the exam (maybe, like last year, the exam was again

a bit easy :-). There were 5 A’s, 5 B’s, 2 C’s, 1 D, 1 E and 1 Fx. So more than half

the class got an A or a B and amongst some of those who got a lower grade, it was

more bad luck than anything else, despite their having put in the effort and done very

well in the hand-ins. So this was really exceptionally good. I would like to think it was

because of good teaching :) but the credit mainly only goes to the students for keeping

up with this course despite having other (sometimes much heavier) courses to deal with

simultaneously.

Supriya Krishnamurthy
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