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Strongly Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly Disagree Notes:

1 found this course interesting and relevant

The course objectives were clearly presented and met

This course was interesting, and stimulated my interest in the subject matter
The course description accurately reflected the content of the course

The course documentation provided was clear and well organized

The course instructors were well prepared and helpful

The theory lectures met the course objectives
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"The practical sessions met the course objectives

Excellent Good Average Poor Very Poor

What overall rating would you give the course? E/ D D D D
Would you recommend this course to other students?
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What are the major strengths of this course? What are the major weaknesses of this course?
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I found this course interesting and relevant

The course objectives were clearly presented and met

This course was interesting, and stimulated my interest in the subject matter
The course description accurately reflected the content of the course

The course documentation provided was clear and well organized
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The practical sessions met the course objectives
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What overall rating would you give the course?

Would you recommend this course to other students?
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I found this course interesting and relevant

The course objectives were clearly presented and met

This course was interesting, and stimulated my interest in the subject matter
The course description accurately reflected the content of the course

The course documentation provided was clear and well organized

The course instructors were well prepared and helpful

The theory lectures met the course objectives

"The practical sessions met the course objectives

What overall rating would you give the course?

Would you recommend this course to other students?
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The course objectives were clearly presented and met

This course was interesting, and stimulated my interest in the subject matter
"The course description accurately reflected the content of the course

The course documentation provided was clear and well organized

The course instructors were well prepared and helpful
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I found this course interesting and relevant

The course objectives were clearly presented and met

This course was interesting, and stimulated my interest in the subject matter

"The course description accurately reflected the content of the course

"The course documentation provided was clear and well organized

"The course instructors were well prepared and helpful

The theory lectures met the course objectives

"The practical sessions met the course objectives

What overall rating would you give the course?

Would you recommend this course to other students?
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What are the major strengths of this course?

What are the major weaknesses of this course?
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What would you recommend to improve this course?

Additional comments?
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I found this course interesting and relevant

The course objectives were clearly presented and met

This course was interesting, and stimulated ny interest in the subject matter
The course description accurately reflected the content of the course

The course documentation provided was clear and well organized

"The course instructors were well prepared and helpful

The theory lectures met the course objectives

The practical sessions met the course objectives

What overall rating would you give the course?

Would you recommend this course to other students?

Yes |
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I found this course interesting and relevant

The course objectives were clearly presented and met

"This course was interesting, and stimulated my interest in the subject matter
"The course description accurately reflected the content of the course

"The course documentation provided was clear and well organized

The course instructors were well prepared and helpful

The theory lectures met the course objectives

"The practical sessions met the course objectives

What overall rating would you give the course?
Would you recommend this course to other students?
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Course tvaluation Survey

INSTRUCT/COST ISBio2015 Training Course ‘Integrative Structural Biology tools

for the study of protein-ligand interactions', July 13-19, 2015
Chemistry Department (UCIBIO-FCT-UNL)

Strongly Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly Disagree

I found this course interesting and relevant

The course objectives were clearly presented and met

"This course was interesting, and stimulated my interest in the subject matter
"The course description accurately reflected the content of the course

"The course documentation provided was clear and well organized

The course instructors were well prepared and helpful

"The theory lectures met the course objectives
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This course was interesting, and stimulated my interest in the subject matter
The course description accurately reflected the content of the course

The course documentation provided was clear and well organized

The course instructors were well prepared and helpful

"T'he theory lectures met the course objectives
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"T'he practical sessions met the course objectives

Excelient Good Average Poor Very Poor

What overall rating would you give the course? E D [I l:l EI

Would you recommend this course to other students?
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I found this course interesting and relevant

"The course objectives were clearly presented and met

This course was interesting, and stimulated my interest in the subject matter
"The course description accurately reflected the content of the course

The course documentation provided was clear and well organized

The course instructors were well prepared and helpful

"The theory lectures met the course objectives

"The practical sessions met the course objectives

What overall rating would you give the course?

Would you recommend this course to other students?
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What are the major strengths of this course?
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Strongly Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly Disagree Notes:

I found this course interesting and relevant

"T'he course objectives were clearly presented and met

This course was interesting, and stimulated my interest in the subject matter
"The course description accurately reflected the content of the course

The course documentation provided was clear and well organized

"T'he course instructors were well prepared and helpful

The theory lectures met the course objectives
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"T'he practical sessions met the course objectives
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What overall rating would you give the course? I:I/ D El D D

Would you recommend this course to other students?
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I found this course interesting and relevant

The course objectives were clearly presented and met

This course was interesting, and stimulated my interest in the subject matter
The course description accurately reflected the content of the course

The course documentation provided was clear and well organized

The course instructors were well prepared and helpful

The theory lectures met the course objectives

The practical sessions met the course objectives

What overall rating would you give the course?

Would you recommend this course to other students?
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‘What are the major strengths of this course?

What are the major weaknesses of this course?

_proad introduction to important biophysical techniques

_intercultural experience and exchange of scientific |
i ields

knowledge between different fie ‘

_dedicated advisors which gave a good feellr\gs forthe |

advantages and disadvantages of the techniques |

-the computer were very bad and it was frustrating, that the programs very often broke down
-the molecular modelling course was bad advised and to short to introduce the technique
-the afternoon lecture at monday was a bit long and boring \

‘What would you recommend to improve this course?

Additional comments?

-better computer
_more focus to one technique per course,
for instance a week only with NMR or crystallography |

for NMR for instance, i whished to hear more.abf)ut it . o
one week with only one of technique for protein ligand interacti

would be great
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