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Agenda of the mecting

\nalysis of the feedback collected from various stakeholders such as Alumni, Employers,
Faculty and Students during the academic year 2020-21.

The follow ing are the important points of analysis obtained from various stakeholders:

The feedback analysis reveals that laboratory sessions help to improve the student’s technical
skills and the courses placed in the curriculum supports both the advanced learners as well as
slow learners.

Fime (o time meetings were conducted at the department level to leverage new and advanced
techniques to combat the learning difficulties of the students by considering their Employer’s
teedback.

lhe feedback analysis reveals that laboratory sessions help to improve the student’s technical
skills and the courses placed in the curriculum supports both the advanced learners as well as
slow learners.

Detailed feedback analysis report is enclosed as Annexure-1

Fhe outcames of the meeting will be placed before the BoS for further discussion and
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ANNEXURE 1

Feedback from Students 2020-21 (Academic Year) - PG - M.Tech-

(Farm Machinery)

Feedback has been received from the Student on the following parameters:

Ji
2

(8]

wh

The Course Contents of Curriculum in adapt with the Program Outcomes

The Course Contents designed to enable Problem Solving Skills and Core
competencies

Courses placed in the curriculum serves the needs of both advanced and slow learners
Contact Hour Distribution among the various Course Components (LTP) is
sPatisfiable

Electives have enabled the passion to learn new technologies in emerging areas of
Agricultural Engineering

The Curriculum providing opportunity towards Self learning to realize the
expectations

The Composition of Basic Sciences, Engineering, Humanities and Management
Courses is a right mix and satisfiable

No. of Laboratory sessions Integrated with Theory Courses have been sufficient to
improve the technical as well as practical skills in Agricultural Engineering
Integration of Minor Project with Theory Courses have enhanced the technical
competency and leadership skills.

The categorization of rating is as follows; Strongly Agree (5), Agree (4), Moderate (3),
Disagree (2) and Strongly Disagree £y

Feedback Analysis is carried based on Average Satisfaction Rating. Rating categorization is
carried based on Excellent (>4); Very Good (>3.5&<4); Good (23&<3.5); Moderate (>2 &<3)
and Unsatisfactory (<2)

Feedback from Student 2020-21 (Academic Year) - PG — M.Tech (FM)

The result derived in terms of percentage of Student with common views, average score, and
ratings is presented in Table 1.

Table 1: Analysis of fcedback from Student 2020-21

Parameters | Strongly | Agree | Moderate | Disagree Strongly | Avg. Grade
Agree Disagree | Rating

Ql 60 30 10 0 0 4.5 Excellent
Q2 60 30 10 0 0 4.5 Excellent
Q3 60 40 0 0 Q 4.6 Excellent
Q4 60 30 10 0 0 4.5 Excellent
Q5 60 40 0 0 0 4.6 Excellent
Q6 60 20 20 0 0 4.4 Excellent
Q7 70 20 10 0 0 4.6 Excellent
Qs 50 30 10 10 0 4.2 | Excellent




[ Q9 [T s0 [ 40 | 10 [ 0 | 0 1 44 | Excellent |
The highest score of 4.6 was given to the parameter “Courses placed in the curriculum serves
the needs of both advanced and slow learners”, “Electives have enabled the passion to learn
new technologies in emerging areas of Agricultural Engineering 7, “The Composition of
Basic Sciences, Engineering, Humanities and Management Courses is a right mix and
satistiuble”. Followed by “The Course Contents of Curriculum in adapt with the Program
Outcomes”. “The Course Contents designed to enable Problem Solving Skills and Core
competencies”. “Contact Hour Distribution among the various Course Components (LTP) is
Satisfiable,” ~The Curriculum providing opportunity towards Self learning to realize the
expectation”. ~No. of Laboratory sessions Integrated with Theory Courses have been
sufticient to improve the technical as well as practical skills in Agricultural Engineering,” and
“|ntegration of Minor Project with Theory Courses have enhanced the technical competency
and leadership skills™.

Feedback from Alumni 2020-21 (Academic Year) - PG - M.Tech-(Farm
Machinery)
Feedback has been received from the Alumni on the following parameters:

1. “The Curriculum has paved a good foundation in understanding the basic concepts of

Agriculure Engineering

The Course Contents of Curriculum in adapt with the Program Outcomes

The Curriculum imparted all the required Job Oriented Skills

Professional and Open Electives of Curriculum served the technical advancements

qeeded 1o serve the requirements of Agriculture farming community and Industry

Practices

5. Agriculture equipment and Technologies learnt during laboratory sessions has
enriched the problem solving skills

6. Competing with your peers from other Universities

7. Current Curriculum is superior than your studied Curriculum

oW 12

The categorization ol rating is as follows: Strongly Agree (5), Agree (4), Moderate (3),
Disagree (2) and Strongly Disagree (1).

Feedback Analysis is carried based on Average Satisfaction Rating. Rating categorization is
carried based on Excellent (>4); Very Good (23.58&<4); Good (=3&<3.5); Moderate (>2 &<3)
and Unsatisfactory (<2)

Feedback from Alumni 2020-21 (Academic Year) - PG — M.Tech (FM)

The result derived in terms of percentage of Alumni with common views, average score, and
ratings is presented in Table 2.




Table 2: Analysis of feedback from Alumni 2020-21

Parameters | Strongly| Agree | Moderate Disagree | Strongly | Avg. Grade
Agree Disagree| Rating
Ql 50 50 0 0 0 3.5 Very Good
Q2 50 25 25 0 0 3.0 Good
Q3 50 25 25 0 0 3.0 Good
Q4 50 25 25 0 0 3.5 Very Good
Q> 50 0 50 0 0 3.25 Good
Q6 5 50 0 0 0 3.5 Very Good
Q7 25 25 50 0 0 3.75 Very Good

The highest score of 3.75 was given 0 the parameter “Current Curriculum is superior than
your studied Curriculum”. Followed by *The Curriculum has paved a good foundation in
understanding the basic concepts of Agriculture Engineering”. It is clearly visible from the
table that the parameters **Professional and Open Electives of Curriculum served the technical
advancements needed to serve the requirements of Agriculture farming community and
Industry Practices 7, “Competing with your peers from other Universities”, “The Course
Contents of Curriculum in adapt with the Program Outcomes”, and “The Curriculum
imparted all the required Job Oriented Skills 3.5, 3.5, 3.5, 3 and 3 respectively has been rated
as Good and Very Good.

Feedback from Faculty 2020-21 (Academic Year) - PG - M.Tech-(Farm

Machinery)

Feedback has been received from the Student Faculty on the following parameters:

I. The Course Contents of Curriculum in tune with the Program Outcomes

2. Course Contents enhance the Problem Solving Skills and Core competencies

3. Allocation ol Credits to the Courses are satisfiable

4 Contact Hour Distribution among the various Course Components (LTP) is Satisfiable
5. Do Electives enable the passion to learn new technologies in emerging areas of

Engineering

6. The Curriculum providing opportunity towards Self learning to realize the
expectations of present trend in design and research needs

7. The inclusion of Employability Orientation Program and Research Methodology in
the curriculum satistiable

8. The number of theoretical courses amalgamated with laboratory sessions sufficient to
improve the technical skills of students

9. tnroducing Mini Projects and Socio-centric Projects along with Theory Courses
improved the research competency and leadership skills among the students

The categorization of rating is as follows: Strongly Agree (5), Agree (4), Moderate (3),
Disagree (2) and Strongly Disagree (1).




Feedback Analysis is carried based on Averuge Satisfaction Rating. Rating catcgorization is
carried based on Mecellent (24): Very Good (23 3&-4); Good {(=3&<3.5); Moderate (>2 &<3)
and Unsatisfactory (<2).

Feedback from Faculty 2020-21 (Academic Year) - PG — M. Tech (FM)
The result derived in terms of percentage of Student with common views. average score, and

ratifgs is presented in Table 3.

Table 3: Analysis of feedback from Faculty 2020-21

!mu:.lﬁm Strongly | Apree Moderate | Disagree Stroagly | Avg. Girade
Agrae Disagree Raling

Q1 333 22 |44 I 0 BEE Very Good |
Qz 133 |22 14,4 0 0 3.8 | Very Gooa |
03 33,3 556 1.1 0 0 | 4.2 Very Good |
04 133 223 44.4 0 0 38 Vervy Good |
G 333 44.4 222 0 0 1.1 Very Goad |
Q6 32.3 55.6 0 1.1 0 T8 | Wery Goud |
(a7 333 333 333 ( 0 i9 Very Good

[ o8 313 222|444 0 8 (38 [t Casd

|9 333|333 |5 0 0 3.9 Very Good |

The highest scare of 4.2 was given to the parameter “Allocation of Credits 10 the Ciurses are
satisfinble” has been rated Very Good Followed by 4.1 was given to the parameter “Do
Eleetives cnable the passion to leamn new fechnologies in emerging areas of Engineering™.
Followed by 4.1 wus given (o the parameter “The Curriculun providing opportunity towards
Self learning w realize the expectations of present rend in design and research needs” his heen
rated Very Good. Followed by “The inclusion of Employability Orientation Program and
Rescarch Methodology in the curriculum satizfiable” und “Intraducing Mini Projeets and
Sacio-centric Projects along with Theory Courses improved the research competency and
leadership skills among the students™with u score of 3.0 has becn rafed as Very Good, “The
Course Contents of Curriculum in tune with the Program Oulcomes” und “Course Contents
enhance the Problem Solving Skills and Core competencies™ and Followed by “Contact Hour
Distribution ameng the various Course Contponents (L1P) is Satisfiable™ and The number of
theoretical conrses armalpamated with laboralory sessions sufficient (o improve the technical
skills of students"oblained average scores 3.8 has been rated as Very Good,

Feedback From Employer 2020-21{Academic Yea r)— PG - M.Tech -
(Farm Machinery)

1. The Course Contents of Curriculum in adapt with the Program Outeomes.

Z. The Course Conlents in adapt with the Agricultural lndustry Demands and Rescarch

Needs.

Core Electives and Open Elective are in-lige with the technology advancements in the

Agriculture field,

Lad



4. Applicability of the Device and Agricultural technologies described in the curriculum

£ ill be cholGh o practice in Existing in industries as well as Farming community

Problem Solving and Soft Skills acquired by the students throPGh the course contents
[ enable them to be place in Public Sector Units, MNC’s, Government Sectors and

3
noAgencies.
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Feedback trom Kmployer 2020-21 (Academic Year) - PG — M.Tech (FM)

in terms of percentage of EMPLOYER with common views, average score,
and ratines is presented in Table 4.

The result derived

Table 4: Analysis of feedback from Employer 2020-21

U’;u.u:ul.-: L L Strongly : f\grcc-i Moderate Fﬁisagree Strongly | Avg. Grade

; \prey ) I Disagree | Rating

{_(_‘H oo |0 | 0 | 0 0 4 Excellent
| Q2 0 100 '| 0 0 0 4 Moderate
Q3 U L 100 |0 0 0 2 Moderate
Q4 o | 0 | 100 0 0 3 Good

| Q5 100 0o | 0 | 0 0 4 Excellent

[he livhest score of 4 was given to the parameter “The Course Contents of Curriculum in

adapt with the Program Outcome™
Industry and
“Applicability ol the Device and

Demuands

Research

and ~The Course Contents in adapt with the Agricultural
Needs™ has been rated Excellent. Followed by
Agricultural technologies described in the curriculum will

be enougli to practice in Existing in indu

istries as well as Farming community” with a score of

5 : -
J |l.l\ UCedtl rated as G
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oud. 1t is clearly visible from the table that the parameters “The Course
h the Agricultural Industry Demands and Research Needs ”, and “Core
lective are in-line with the technology advancements in the Agriculture
scores 2 and 2 respectively and has been rated as Moderate.
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