ACADEMIC YEAR 2022 —-2023
FEEDBACK ANALYSIS REPORT
FACULTY
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Chikkarayapuram, Mangadu, Chennai -69

ACADEMIC YEAR : 2022-2023

FACULTY FEEDBACK ANALYSIS REPORT

Total Number of Faculty feedback participated : 65

Rating: 3 - Excellent 2 - Good

Feedback Score : 2—3=> Good 1-2=>Satisfactory Less than 1 => Action taken is

necessary

1 - Satisfactory

SRI MUTHUKUMARAN INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY

Average
S.No Statement Excellent | Good | Satisfactory | (outof 3
scale) :
1. | Rating of evaluation scheme designed for each course in the 42 10 13 2.6
curriculum
Opinion with reference to suitability of CO as laid down by 2.6
2. | university with respect to field of study 45 13 7
Opinion regarding the distribution of various topics and the 2.5
3. | time allotted for conveying syllabus content to meet 39 16 12
individual standards
2.4
4. | Syllabus content in meeting the individual Standards 36 13 1
= e i 2.4
5 | Availability of books/reference materials and ICT tools 38 17 10
suitable for the specified course
6. | The College provides adequate and smooth support for 41 11 13 24
projects and Research facilities
7 | Opinion with respect to conceptual,innovation, Application 38 12 15 2.3
reach in content of the syllabus to meet global changes
Assessment of whether additional training such as Faculty 2.5
) 8. Development Programs (FDPs), workshops, etc., is required 40 17 8
p P
to enhance the scope of the syllabus
Effectiveness of the teaching methodologies employed 2.7
9. |in the classroomto facilitate student learning and 48 12 >
engagement
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@ SRI MUTHUKUMARAN INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY
Chikkarayapuram, Mangadu, Chennai -69

\/' ACADEMIC YEAR : 2022-2023

FACULTY FEEDBACK ANALYSIS REPORT BAR CHART
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Faculty Feedback Analysis
Academic Year (2022-23)
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SRI MUTHUKUMARAN INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY
Chikkarayapuram, Mangadu, Chennai -69

ACADEMIC YEAR :2021-2022

FACULTY FEEDBACK ANALYSIS REPORT
Total Number of Faculty feedback participated : 58

Rating: 3 - Excellent 2 - Good 1 - Satisfactory

Feedback Score : 2—3=> Good 1-2=> Satisfactory Less than 1=> Action taken is

necessary
Average
Excelle Satisfac
S.No Statement Good (out of 3
nt tory
scale)
ils Rating of evaluation scheme designed for each course in the 42 7 9 2.6
curriculum
Opinion with reference to suitability of CO as laid down by 2.5
2. university with respect to field of study 38 12 8
Opinion regarding the distribution of various topics and the 2.3
3. time allotted for conveying syllabus content to meet 35 9 14
individual standards
24
4. Syllabus content in meeting the individual Standards 37 1 10
P . 2.6
5. Availability of books/reference materials and ICT tools 42 10 6
suitable for the specified course
6. The College provides adequate and smooth support for 34 14 10 2.4
projects and Research facilities |
7. Opinion with respect to conceptual, innovation, Application 39 10 9 £
reach in content of the syllabus to meet global changes
Assessment of whether additional training such as Faculty 2.7
8. Development Programs (FDPs), workshops, etc., is required 46 10 2
to enhance the scope of the syllabus
Effectiveness of the teaching methodologies employed 25
9. in the classroom to facilitate student learning and 41 9 8
engagement
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SRI MUTHUKUMARAN INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY
Chikkarayapuram, Mangadu, Chennai -69

ACADEMIC YEAR : 2021-2022
FACULTY FEEDBACK ANALYSIS REPORT BAR CHART
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Acadermic Year{2021-22}

w

3 -Point Scale
o - P
Ul o wn N} U

(@)

ox} Q2 a3 Q4 Qs Q6 Q7 Cc8 Qs

Tuestionnaire

Ry
IQAC Co-Ordinator PO
= b L 191 n AR
NETV 1 = " .'-’b:{
Shikkarayaoranm (fear oo o)
Syapurany, (Newr Mangacig

* *
el - SO005D



ACADEMIC YEAR 2020 —-2021
FEEDBACK ANALYSIS REPORT
FACULTY
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SRI MUTHUKUMARAN INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY

Chikkarayapuram, Mangadu, Chennai -69

ACADEMIC YEAR : 2020-2021

FACULTY FEEDBACK ANALYSIS REPORT

Total Number of Faculty feedback participated : 55

Rating: 3 - Excellent 2 - Good 1 - Satisfactory

Feedback Score : 2—3=> Good 1-2=>Satisfactory Less than 1=> Action taken is

necessary

Average
Excelle Satisfac
S.No Statement Good [ (out of 3
nt | tory
| scale)

1. Rating of evaluation scheme designed for each course in the 42 10 3 57
curriculum '
Opinion with reference to suitability of CO as laid down by

2. university with respect to field of study 28 12 15 2.2
Opinion regarding the distribution of various topics and the

3. time allotted for conveying syllabus content to meet 32 12 1

Y 2.4
individual standards

4. Syllabus content in meeting the individual Standards 38 10 7 2.6

5 | Availability of books/reference materials and ICT tools 32 0 | 13
suitable for the specified course 2.3

6. The College provides adequate and smooth support for 34 12 9 25
projects and Research facilities '

2 | Opinion with respect to conceptual, innovation, Application 27 17 11
reach in content of the syllabus to meet global changes [ 2.3
Assessment of whether additional training such as Faculty '

8. Development Programs (FDPs), workshops, etc., is required 39 10 6 26
to enhance the scope of the syllabus '
Effectiveness of the teaching methodologies employed

9. in the classroom to facilitate student learning and 33 12 10 24
engagement '
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SRI MUTHUKUMARAN INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY
Chikkarayapuram, Mangadu, Chennai -69

ACADEMIC YEAR : 2020-2021
FACULTY FEEDBACK ANALYSIS REPORT BAR CHART

Faculty Feedback Analysis
Academic Year{2020-21}
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ACADEMIC YEAR 2019 —-2020
FEEDBACK ANALYSIS REPORT
FACULTY
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SRI MUTHUKUMARAN INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY
Chikkarayapuram, Mangadu, Chennai -69

ACADEMIC YEAR : 2019-2020

FACULTY FEEDBACK ANALYSIS REPORT
Total Number of Faculty feedback participated : 57

Rating: 3 - Excellent 2 - Good 1 - Satisfactory

Feedback Score : 2—3=> Good 1-2=>Satisfactory Less than 1=> Action taken is

necessary
Average
Excelle Satisfac
S.No Statement Good (out of 3
nt tory
scale)

1. Rating of evaluation scheme designed for each course in the 35 10 12 24
curriculum :
Opinion with reference to suitability of CO as laid down by

2. university with respect to field of study 28 17 12 2.3
Opinion regarding the distribution of various topics and the

3. time allotted for conveying syllabus content to meet 29 16 12 2.3
individual standards '

4. Syllabus content in meeting the individual Standards 34 18 > 26

5. Availability of books/reference materials and ICT tools 37 15 5
suitable for the specified course 2.7

6. The College provides adequate and smooth support for 27 29 1 26
projects and Research facilities ]

il Opinion with respect to conceptual, innovation, Application 29 18 10
reach in content of the syllabus to meet global changes 2.4
Assessment of whether additional training such as Faculty

8. Development Programs (FDPs), workshops, etc., is required 34 12 1 2.4
to enhance the scope of the syllabus '
Effectiveness of the teaching methodologies employed

9. in the classroom to facilitate student learning and 38 1S 3 57
engagement '

IQAC éo-Ordinator

\€ ‘2'.-’ -3‘-" -




SRI MUTHUKUMARAN INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY
Chikkarayapuram, Mangadu, Chennai -69
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ACADEMIC YEAR : 2019-2020

FACULTY FEEDBACK ANALYSIS REPORT BAR CHART

Faculty Feedback Analysis
Academic Year{2015-20}
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ACADEMIC YEAR 2018 —2019
FEEDBACK ANALYSIS REPORT
FACULTY



m SRI MUTHUKUMARAN INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY

Mangadu Rd, Chikkarayapuram, Chennai, Tamil Nadu

“ ACADEMIC YEAR : 2018-2019
FACULTY FEEDBACK FORM
Rating: 3 - Excellent 2 - Good 1 - Satisfactory
Faculty Details:
1. Name of the Faculty Member (in Capital Letters) MY 9 R@ﬂhwm Ay an
2. Designation/Department M ant )Dm fo o , Cia
A Educational Qualifications including professional
' and technical qualifications m: Te 6"} _Qrut?‘WQ] L@jj
5 Date of appointment to the present post Ov 0T 2 < %

Facilities Metrics:

S.No Statement Excellent | Good | Satisfactory

1. | Rating of evaluation scheme designed for each course in the
curriculum \/\
Opinion with reference to suitability of CO as laid down by

2. | university with respect to field of study \/)
Opinion regarding the distribution of various topics and the

3. time allotted for conveying syllabus content to meet /
individual standards

4. Syllabus content in meeting the individual Standards v

5| Availability of books/reference materials and ICT tools /)
suitable for the specified course .

6. The College provides adequate and smooth support for g
projects and Research facilities

v Opinion with respect to conceptual,innovation, Application \/
reach in content of the syllabus to meet global changes
Assessment of whether additional training such as Faculty

8. Development Programs (FDPs), workshops, etc., is required /
to enhance the scope of the syllabus
Effectiveness of the teaching methodologies employed

9. lin the classroomto facilitate student learning and /
engagement

Suggestions if any: Praxagin 3 and fndivakng  Gu Cky f@ O(i'ﬁhe Colofed

jelds

A Bt -

OV ¢ s T

Signature of the Staff
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SRI MUTHUKUMARAN INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY
Chikkarayapuram, Mangadu, Chennai -69

ACADEMIC YEAR : 2018-19
FACULTY FEEDBACK ANALYSIS REPORT BAR CHART

Facuity Feadback Analysis

Academic Year {2018-159;
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