
Student Evaluation of Teaching
Fall 2018

Individual Report for MATH-3160-009-STORR-
Probability

Instructor: Ambar Sengupta (SET Primary Instructor)

Response Table

Fall 2018 Student Evaluation of Teaching

Raters Students

Responded 23

Invited 31

Response Ratio 74%

What is your overall rating of Ambar Sengupta's teaching?

Question
Course

Department
(MATH-Course

Level 3000-
FEIN)

School (CLAS-
Course Level

3000-FEIN)

University
(Course Level

3000-FEIN)

Mean Median Mean Median Mean Median Mean Median

What is your overall rating of the instructor's
teaching?

4.3 5.0 4.0 4.1 4.1 4.3 4.1 4.2

What is your overall rating of the course?

Question
Course

Department
(MATH-Course

Level 3000-
FEIN)

School (CLAS-
Course Level

3000-FEIN)

University
(Course Level

3000-FEIN)

Mean Median Mean Median Mean Median Mean Median

What is your overall rating of the course? 4.0 4.0 3.7 3.8 4.0 4.1 3.9 4.0

Overall Rating
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1. What is your overall rating of the instructor's
teaching?

2. What is your overall rating of the course?
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Section 1. Summary

Please respond to the following questions about instructor Ambar Sengupta:

Question
Course

Department
(MATH-Course

Level 3000-
FEIN)

School (CLAS-
Course Level

3000-FEIN)

University
(Course Level

3000-FEIN)

Mean Median Mean Median Mean Median Mean Median

The instructor presented the course material
clearly.

4.5 5.0 4.2 4.4 4.3 4.5 4.3 4.5

The instructor was well prepared for class. 4.4 4.0 4.5 4.6 4.5 4.7 4.5 4.7

The instructor responded to questions adequately. 4.7 5.0 4.3 4.4 4.5 4.6 4.4 4.6

The instructor stimulated interest in the subject. 4.5 5.0 4.2 4.4 4.4 4.7 4.4 4.6

The instructor showed interest in helping students
learn.

4.7 5.0 4.4 4.6 4.5 4.7 4.5 4.7

The instructor gave clear assignments. 4.2 4.0 4.4 4.6 4.4 4.6 4.3 4.5

The instructor was accessible to students. 4.3 4.0 4.5 4.6 4.5 4.7 4.5 4.6

The instructor gave useful feedback on my
performance.

4.3 4.0 4.2 4.3 4.3 4.6 4.3 4.5

The instructor returned graded work in a
reasonable amount of time.

4.5 5.0 4.5 4.8 4.5 4.6 4.4 4.6

The instructor used class time effectively. 4.5 5.0 4.4 4.6 4.4 4.6 4.4 4.6

The instructor treated all students with respect. 4.8 5.0 4.6 4.8 4.6 4.8 4.6 4.8

The instructor graded fairly. 4.6 5.0 4.4 4.7 4.5 4.7 4.5 4.7

The instructor's teaching methods promoted
student learning.

4.6 5.0 4.2 4.3 4.3 4.6 4.3 4.5

Please respond to the following questions about the course:

Question
Course

Department
(MATH-Course

Level 3000-
FEIN)

School (CLAS-
Course Level

3000-FEIN)

University
(Course Level

3000-FEIN)

Mean Median Mean Median Mean Median Mean Median

The methods of evaluating student learning
seemed appropriate.

4.7 5.0 4.3 4.4 4.4 4.5 4.3 4.4

The course content was well organized. 4.0 5.0 4.3 4.5 4.3 4.5 4.3 4.5

The course objectives were clear. 4.2 4.0 4.3 4.4 4.4 4.5 4.4 4.5

The course objectives were met. 4.3 5.0 4.3 4.4 4.4 4.5 4.4 4.5

The textbook made a valuable contribution. 3.2 3.0 3.9 4.0 4.1 4.3 4.0 4.2

The other course materials made a valuable
contribution.

3.9 4.0 4.2 4.4 4.3 4.5 4.3 4.5

The pace of the course seemed appropriate. 4.7 5.0 4.2 4.3 4.3 4.5 4.3 4.4
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1. The instructor presented the course material
clearly.

2. The instructor was well prepared for class.

3. The instructor responded to questions
adequately.

4. The instructor stimulated interest in the subject.

5. The instructor showed interest in helping
students learn.

6. The instructor gave clear assignments.

7. The instructor was accessible to students. 8. The instructor gave useful feedback on my
performance.

Section 2. Questions About the Instructor

Please respond to the following questions about instructor Ambar Sengupta:
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9. The instructor returned graded work in a
reasonable amount of time.

10. The instructor used class time effectively.

11. The instructor treated all students with respect. 12. The instructor graded fairly.

13. The instructor's teaching methods promoted
student learning.

Please respond to the following questions about instructor Ambar Sengupta:
(continued)
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1. The methods of evaluating student learning
seemed appropriate.

2. The course content was well organized.

3. The course objectives were clear. 4. The course objectives were met.

5. The textbook made a valuable contribution. 6. The other course materials made a valuable
contribution.

7. The pace of the course seemed appropriate.

Section 3. Questions About the Course

Please respond to the following questions about the course:
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Options Count Percentage

Freshman 0 0%

Sophomore 4 17%

Junior 10 43%

Senior 9 39%

Graduate 0 0%

Other 0 0%

Options Count Percentage

A 19 83%

B 4 17%

C 0 0%

D 0 0%

F 0 0%

Pass 0 0%

Fail 0 0%

Other 0 0%

Options Count Percentage

3.5 and above 14 61%

3.0-3.4 5 22%

2.5-2.9 4 17%

2.0-2.4 0 0%

< 2.0 0 0%

Options Count Percentage

0-2 17 74%

3-4 4 17%

5-6 0 0%

> 6 2 9%

Section 4. Student Information

What is your Academic Level?

What is your expected grade in this course?

What is your cumulative average (GPA)?

How many times did you miss this class?

   University of Connecticut: Student Evaluation of Teaching

    Ambar Sengupta - SET Primary Instructor 7/12



Options Count Percentage

0 3 13%

1-3 14 61%

4-6 5 22%

7-9 1 4%

10-14 0 0%

15+ 0 0%

Options Count Percentage

Requirement for my major 12 52%

General Education Requirement 0 0%

Other Requirement 8 35%

Elective 1 4%

Elective for my major 2 9%

Options Count Percentage

Much more than most courses 3 13%

More than most courses 9 39%

About the same as most courses 9 39%

Less than most courses 2 9%

Much less than most courses 0 0%

Options Count Percentage

Much more than most courses 1 4%

More than most courses 2 9%

About the same as most courses 11 48%

Less than most courses 7 30%

Much less than most courses 2 9%

Section 4. Student Information (continued)

On average, how many hours a week did you spend outside of class preparing for this
course?

Which best describes this course for you?

My desire to take this course was:

For me, the level of difficulty of the course content was:
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Options Count Percentage

Much more than most courses 2 9%

More than most courses 12 52%

About the same as most courses 8 35%

Less than most courses 1 4%

Much less than most courses 0 0%

Section 4. Student Information (continued)

Overall, how much do you feel you've learned in this course?
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Section 5. Comments

What was the most positive aspect of the way in which this instructor taught this
course?

Comment

HIs online lectures as a supplement were very helpful!

The instructed presented the course material and concepts elegantly and clearly so that it was readily understandable.

Professor Sengupta was an amazing professor, his way of teaching was great, I learned quite a bit

The online quizzes and study guides/ reviews on HuskyCT were extremely helpful and prepared me well for exams. I
also felt that class time was very well used and the way we took notes was very organized. It helped that we reviewed a
bit what we had done the class before in the beginning of lecture.

The instructor is clearly passionate about the subject and taught us beyond what was required for the course in order to
help our understanding of the subject and of mathematics in general.

He always answered questions in class very well. I liked that he would provide an example problem and even the proof
or abstract approach to almost all the topics we covered. I also find his grading to be very fair and representative of how
well I know the material.

Presented topics in an approachable way with plenty of examples to learn from.

The instructor showed simple proofs and examples in class. I thought the real-world examples were especially helpful.
I think they help non-math majors understand how the concepts may be relevant to the work they do in their own
majors. I am glad this was not a proof-heavy course.

Professor Sengupta provided clear examples in class, along with clear and easy to follow explanations. He is always
open to answering questions.

The most positive aspect of the way in which this instructor taught this course was that the professor stimualted interest
in the subject. He did not have the typical powerpoint, routine teaching style. He was clear in the way he explained
things and if he was unclear, he would double check to see if the students understood.

we knew what we needed to study for exams and the practice tests were very helpful

good

He was enthusiastic about the material

His lectures were excellent, they stimulated interest in the subject an in learning in general.

His ability to make difficult concepts accessible to anyone.

Allowing time for students to ask questions and responding to them by doing out examples fully for the entire class.

What can this instructor do to improve teaching effectiveness in the classroom?

Comment

n/a

The instructor could improve by organizing the course topics in such a way that transitions from one topic to another
were smoother and made sense in the grander scheme of the class.

I would like it if before class, Professor Sengupta announcing the topic we will go over that day

I found the online lectures very confusing at times- sometimes it was better for me to just take the quiz without looking
at the online lectures at all.

The instructor can be slightly more organized in terms of assignments.

Provide more example problems, even if only online, to give students more variation going into exams. This would help
ensure that we actually understand the material and aren’t just memorizing certain problems.

The instructor could have slowed down and explained more background on moment generating functions - what they
actually are, why we care about them, and what are their applications. I found that part of the course confusing. I think
understanding more of the practical applications of density and distribution functions would have also been useful.
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Perhaps the organization of the materials on HuskyCT could be improved on. However, it wasn't a major issue.

Nothing, I felt that Dr. Sengupta taught the class very well and should be a model for all other professors.

make more slides and video lectures on huskyct. After exam 2 it was harder to study the relevant information.

good

He can provide more examples to work through, especially during the latter part of the course when material gets
harder

Nothing that I can think of. I never had a problem with his teaching

Nothing, already near perfect.

Please write any comments you have about the course or course materials.

Comment

n/a/

N/A

very helpful that we could use our notes in class for exams, also encouraged people to go to class, pay attention and
take good notes.

N/a

It was very helpful to provide the online resource textbook. Maybe do more online quizzes, they stopped happening as
the semester went on but I found them very useful for studying for exams and mastering the material at home.

having practice quizzes that paralleled with online quizzes were very helpful for grasping a topic.

I really enjoyed this course. While taking this course, I was working on a thesis involving quantitative finance for
optimizing food production for robustness to markets and was able to use what I learned about covariance in this
course in that work.

Professor Sengupta provided helpful supplement lectures and videos online, which was very useful. Also, his practice
problems for each exam was very helpful as well.

I didn't use the textbook or powerpoints because my notes/class material was enough

The book wasnt that helpful but the slides and video lectures were relevant

good

I would recommend this course

The layout on huskyct was a bit confusing at times. For example, there was a folder for online quizzes, then a folder for
current and closed online quizzes, and then a folder for practice online quizzes. The online quizzes folder was empty al
semester, but led me astray a few times.

I am so glad I took this class.

For courses with laboratory and/or discussion sections: were the
laboratory/discussion sections helpful to your learning?

Comment

n/a

N/A

n/a

Not applicable.

N/A

N/A

N/A

yes

n/a
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not applicable
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