University of Tennessee at Martin
2025 Fall Evaluations

Course: MATH140: MATH140_002_FA2025-MATH 140-002
Instructor: Shalmali Bandyopadhyay *
Response Rate: 20/22 (90.91 %)

1 - 1. The instructor’s explanation of course requirements

Shalmali Bandyopadhyay

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means
Very Effective (5) 14 70.00% | 4.55 4.44 4.31 4.39
Effective (4) 4 20.00% | W
Moderately Effective (3) 1 5.00% |
Somewhat Effective (2) 1 5.00% |
Ineffective 1) 0 0.00% ||
Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% |
0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department
Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD |[Median| Department Mean STD | Median
20/22 (90.91%) 4.55 0.83 5.00 13844 4.44 0.91 5.00 3275 4.31 1.00 5.00 1419 4.39 0.97 5.00
2 - 2. The instructor's preparation for each class period
Shalmali Bandyopadhyay
Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means
Very Effective (5) 16 80.00% | I 4.50 4.41 4.47
Effective (4) 3 15.00% | Il
Moderately Effective 3) 1 5.00% |
Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00% |
Ineffective (1) 0 0.00% |
Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% ||
0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department
Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD | Median Department Mean STD | Median
20/22 (90.91%) 4.75 0.55 5.00 13805 4.50 0.86 5.00 3280 4.41 0.93 5.00 1418 4.47 0.88 5.00
3 - 3. The instructor’s use of class time
Shalmali Bandyopadhyay
Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means
Very Effective (5) 16 80.00% | 4.48 4.44 457
Effective (4) 4 20.00% [ ]
Moderately Effective (3) 0 0.00% |
Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00% |
Ineffective (1) 0 0.00% |
Not Applicable 0) 0 0.00% |
0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department
Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD | Median Department Mean STD | Median
20/22 (90.91%) 4.80 0.41 5.00 13773 4.48 0.90 5.00 3280 4.44 0.93 5.00 1419 4.57 0.79 5.00

4 - 4 . The instructor’s way of summarizing or emphasizing important points in class

Shalmali Bandyopadhyay

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 13 65.00% | I 4.45 4.34 416 428

Effective 4) 5 25.00% | .

Moderately Effective (3) 0 0.00% |

Somewhat Effective (2) 2 10.00% [ |

Ineffective 1) 0 0.00% ||

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% |

[} 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD |[Median| Department Mean STD | Median
20/22 (90.91%) 4.45 0.94 5.00 13762 4.34 1.01 5.00 3274 4.16 1.13 5.00 1414 4.28 1.07 5.00

Page 1 of 6



University of Tennessee at Martin
2025 Fall Evaluations

MATH140: MATH140_002_FA2025-MATH 140-002
Shalmali Bandyopadhyay *

20/22 (90.91 %)

Course:

Instructor:

Response Rate:

5 - 5. The instructor's ability to make clear and understandable presentations
Shalmali Bandyopadhyay
Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means
Very Effective (5) 10 52.63% | NN 4.37 4.33 412 4.24
Effective 4) 7 36.84% | NN
Moderately Effective (3) 1 5.26% |
Somewhat Effective (2) 1 5.26% |
Ineffective 1) 0 0.00% |
Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% |
0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department
Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD |[Median| Department Mean STD | Median
19/22 (86.36%) 4.37 0.83 5.00 13754 4.33 1.03 5.00 3275 412 1.16 5.00 1416 4.24 1.1 5.00
6 - 6 . The instructor's use of examples or illustrations to clarify course material
Shalmali Bandyopadhyay
Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses
Very Effective (5) 11 55.00% | (N 431
Effective (4) 5 25.00% | N
Moderately Effective 3) 2 10.00% [ |
Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00% |
Ineffective (1) 2 10.00% | M
Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% |
0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department
Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD | Median Department Mean STD | Median
20/22 (90.91%) 4.15 1.27 5.00 13748 4.40 0.96 5.00 3274 4.25 1.08 5.00 1416 4.31 1.04 5.00
7 - 7. The instructor’s use of challenging questions or problems
Shalmali Bandyopadhyay
Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means
Very Effective (5) 8 40.00% | I 4.36 4.25 4.33
Effective @) 6 30.00% | N Sl
Moderately Effective (3) 3 15.00% |
Somewhat Effective (2) 2 10.00% [ |
Ineffective (1) 1 5.00% |
Not Applicable 0) 0 0.00% |
0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department
Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD | Median Department Mean STD | Median
20/22 (90.91%) 3.90 1.21 4.00 13743 4.36 0.96 5.00 3276 4.25 1.05 5.00 1416 4.33 0.98 5.00
8 - 8 . The instructor’s enthusiasm for the course material
Shalmali Bandyopadhyay
Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means
Very Effective (5) 10 52.63% | N 426 4.52 438 439
Effective 4) 7 36.84% | (NN
Moderately Effective (3) 0 0.00% |
Somewhat Effective (2) 1 5.26% |
Ineffective 1) 1 5.26% |
Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% |
0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department
Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD |[Median| Department Mean STD | Median
19/22 (86.36%) 4.26 1.10 5.00 13739 4.52 0.87 5.00 3273 4.38 0.99 5.00 1415 4.39 0.98 5.00
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University of Tennessee at Martin
2025 Fall Evaluations

Course:

Instructor:

Response Rate:

MATH140: MATH140_002_FA2025-MATH 140-002
Shalmali Bandyopadhyay *

20/22 (90.91 %)

9 - 9. The instructor's helpfulness and responsiveness to students

Shalmali Bandyopadhyay

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 15 78.95% | . 4.45 4.32 4.44

Effective (4) 3 15.79% | W

Moderately Effective (3) 1 5.26% |

Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00% |

Ineffective 1) 0 0.00% ||

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% |

0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD |[Median| Department Mean STD | Median
19/22 (86.36%) 4.74 0.56 5.00 13746 4.45 0.97 5.00 3273 4.32 1.08 5.00 1416 4.44 0.99 5.00

10 - 10 . The instructor's respect for students

Shalmali Bandyopadhyay

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 20 100.00% | . 451 458

Effective (4) 0 0.00% ||

Moderately Effective 3) 0 0.00% |

Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00% |

Ineffective 1) 0 0.00% |

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% ||

0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD | Median Department Mean STD | Median
20/22 (90.91%) 5.00 0.00 5.00 13752 4.60 0.82 5.00 3273 4.51 0.91 5.00 1413 4.58 0.83 5.00

11 - 11. The availability of extra help for this class

Response Option

Weight Frequency

Percent

Percent Responses

Very Effective (5) 16 80.00% | N 4.35 425 4.41
Effective (4) 2 10.00% | M
Moderately Effective (3) 2 10.00% | M
Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00% |
Ineffective (1) 0 0.00% |
Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% ||
0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department
Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD |Median Department Mean STD | Median
20/22 (90.91%) 4.70 0.66 5.00 13324 4.35 1.00 5.00 3231 4.25 1.09 5.00 1414 4.41 0.97 5.00
12 -12. The instructor’s willingness to listen to student questions and opinions
Shalmali Bandyopadhyay
Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means
Very Effective (5) 16 80.00% | I 4.55 443 4.52
Effective (4) 3 15.00% | Il
Moderately Effective 3) 1 5.00% |
Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00% |
Ineffective (1) 0 0.00% |
Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% |
0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin | College Department
Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD | Median Department Mean STD | Median
20/22 (90.91%) 4.75 0.55 5.00 13736 4.55 0.85 5.00 3265 4.43 0.96 5.00 1412 4.52 0.90 5.00
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University of Tennessee at Martin
2025 Fall Evaluations

Course: MATH140: MATH140_002_FA2025-MATH 140-002
Instructor: Shalmali Bandyopadhyay *

Response Rate: 20/22 (90.91 %)

13 - 13 . The information given to students about how they would be graded

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses

Very Effective (5) 12 60.00% | I 4.45 4.46 4.38 4.50

Effective (4) 6 30.00% | N

Moderately Effective 3) 1 5.00% |

Somewhat Effective (2) 1 5.00% |

Ineffective (1) 0 0.00% |

Not Applicable 0) 0 0.00% |

0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin | College Department

Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD | Median Department Mean STD | Median
20/22 (90.91%) 4.45 0.83 5.00 13337 4.46 0.91 5.00 3226 4.38 0.96 5.00 1414 4.50 0.87 5.00

14 - 14 . The clarity of exam questions

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses

Very Effective (5) 14 70.00% | I 4.40 4.32 a7 4.41

Effective (4) 2 10.00% | M

Moderately Effective 3) 3 15.00% [ ]

Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00% |

Ineffective (1) 1 5.00% |

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% |

0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD [ Median Department Mean STD | Median
20/22 (90.91%) 4.40 1.10 5.00 13331 4.32 1.01 5.00 3236 417 1.1 5.00 1417 4.41 0.94 5.00

15 - 15 . The exam’s coverage of important aspects of the course

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses

Very Effective (5) 15 75.00% I 4.48

Effective (4) 4 20.00% | .

Moderately Effective 3) 0 0.00% |

Somewhat Effective (2) 1 5.00% |

Ineffective (1) 0 0.00% |

Not Applicable 0) 0 0.00% ||

0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD [ Median Department Mean STD | Median
20/22 (90.91%) 4.65 0.75 5.00 13324 4.45 0.90 5.00 3232 4.34 0.96 5.00 1413 4.48 0.86 5.00

16 - 16 . The instructor’'s comments on assignments and exams

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses

Very Effective (5) 11 55.00% | I 417 427

Effective (4) 3 15.00% | W

Moderately Effective (3) 1 5.00% [ |

Somewhat Effective (2) 2 10.00% | M

Ineffective (1) 1 5.00% |

Not Applicable (0) 2 10.00% [ |

0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD [ Median Department Mean STD | Median
20/22 (90.91%) 417 1.29 5.00 13317 4.31 1.05 5.00 3227 412 1.16 5.00 1412 4.27 1.06 5.00
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University of Tennessee at Martin
2025 Fall Evaluations

MATH140: MATH140_002_FA2025-MATH 140-002
Shalmali Bandyopadhyay *
20/22 (90.91 %)

Course:
Instructor:

Response Rate:

17 - 17 . The helpfulness of assignments in understanding course material

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses

Very Effective (5) 12 60.00% | I 4.53 432 a7 437

Effective (4) 5 25.00% | .

Moderately Effective (3) 2 10.00% | M

Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00% |

Ineffective (1) 0 0.00% |

Not Applicable (0) 1 5.00% |

[} 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD | Median Department Mean STD | Median
20/22 (90.91%) 4.53 0.70 5.00 13308 4.32 1.03 5.00 3228 417 1.14 5.00 1413 4.37 1.00 5.00

18 - 18. Rate the quality of instruction in this course as it contributed to your learning

Response Option

Weight Frequency

Percent

Percent Responses

Very Effective (5) 12 60.00% [ 4.38 4.24 4.36
Effective (4) 6 30.00% | .
Moderately Effective 3) 2 10.00% [ |
Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00% |
Ineffective (1) 0 0.00% |
0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD | Median Department Mean STD | Median

20/22 (90.91%) 4.50 0.69 5.00 13315 4.38 0.99 5.00 3229 4.24 1.08 5.00 1411 4.36 1.02 5.00
19 - 19. What did you like most about this course?

Response Rate [ 17122 (77.27%)

» How our professor teaches and interacts with us!

« i like how understanding and helpful she is

« | liked that the professor was always willing and able to help with any questions or concerns regarding the lectures, exams, and quizzes.

« Dr shamali is a great teacher and i would 100% recommend her for math 140.

« Dr. Shalmali makes the class very enjoyable and is extremely knowledgeable about what she is teaching, while building a relationship with her students.
« | felt that all my concerns where listened to and validated. | also feel that she cared about us beyond just her class.

« How Dr. Shamali made the course engaging and energetic each day.

« | like the homework we had it helped me understand and raised my grade

« | knew what to expect every class period. There was a set schedule for assignments and exams.

« | liked the rate at which we went over the materials. Covering a topic or two a day and then having one homework assignment over it was very helpful in my understanding of the material. We would
also review almost all the covered material and important things to know for exams the class before the exam. Dr. Shalmali taught very well and always listened to any student's struggles.

« | liked that she gave us flexibility on the homework.

« Dr. Shalmali is a very nice and good professor. She makes jokes here and there which makes this course less stressful. Material may seem difficult if you look at it, however Dr. Shalmali explains
everything well and works out the questions with students. He ability to work with students and make the work clearer, to me, is the best part of the course.

« Learning new equations.
« shalmali is funny and very good at explaining the subject
« | enjoyed the way the homework was formatted, so | was able to complete some assignments ahead of time if | knew | was going to struggle with time management at a certain time.

« | like how Dr. Shalmali helped me understand the material and if there was a question she would answer it fully and completely.

« | liked how she always made us laugh while learning.
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University of Tennessee at Martin
2025 Fall Evaluations

Course: MATH140: MATH140_002_FA2025-MATH 140-002
Instructor: Shalmali Bandyopadhyay *
Response Rate: 20/22 (90.91 %)

20 - 20. What did you like least about this course?
Response Rate [ 16122 (72.73%)

« There wasn’t anything i really didn’t like about this class.

*n/a

« Nothing honestly, everything went how it should.

« the work is a little confusing sometimes

» Homework can be confusing at times

« | really enjoyed this course

» | just don't really like math so it was hard for me to grasp

+ | did not like how there was no feedback on the exams or homework.

« The thing | least liked about this course was that the homework was imbedded in the textbook online. If you didn't have access to the textbook for any sort of reason, like the internet going down,
you were unable to complete the homework until the internet was fixed again. | know some people in the class also had problems with MyLab and Pearson suddenly stop working and not let them in,
but Dr. Shalmali was very understanding and let those students still complete the homework after the due date.

« | didn't enjoy the notes, | felt that they weren't very helpful and just time consuming.

« There wasn't anything that | disliked during the course.

* Homework

*n/a

« N/A

* The quizzes had a few issues where you couldn't see some questions normally. They would appear as small squares.

* The long math homework

21 - 21. What suggestions do you have for improving this course?
Response Rate | 16/22 (72.73%)

* | have no ideal

* N/a

* Nothing, | felt challenged yet able the entire semester.

* not use pearson for homework

« N/A

* None

» Having more similar questions on the study guide and the exam

» Reviewing some homework as a class and having less workload on the student.

« | don't have any suggestions for improving the course as Dr. Shalmali is an excellent professor. She covers the information well, always offers support and help whenever a student needs it, and
gives compassion when students are struggling. She has been a great professor, and the class was very easy as long as you paid attention.

« | suggest that the teacher assigns not as much homework, but focusing more on helping people with the questions from the homework,
» No suggestions come to mind.

« | wish the professor was better at explaining things.

*n/a

* N/A

» Maybe go over some more challenging questions in class to help students understand what to do when they see a more challenging question.

* None
A - Course Organization and Planning 4.64
B - Communication 417
C - Faculty/Student Interactions 4.80
D - Assignments, Exams, and Grading 4.44
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University of Tennessee at Martin
2025 Fall Evaluations

Course:
Instructor:

Response Rate:

MATH140: MATH140_001_FA2025-MATH 140-001
Shalmali Bandyopadhyay *

26/29 (89.66 %)

1 - 1. The instructor’s explanation of course requirements

Shalmali Bandyopadhyay

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means
Very Effective (5) 8 30.77% | 4.44 431 4.39
Effective @) 11 42.31% | 3.81
Moderately Effective (3) 2 7.69% [ |
Somewhat Effective 2) 4 15.38% | W
Ineffective 1) 1 3.85% |
Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% |
0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department
Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD |[Median| Department Mean STD | Median
26/29 (89.66%) 3.81 1.17 4.00 13844 4.44 0.91 5.00 3275 4.31 1.00 5.00 1419 4.39 0.97 5.00
2 - 2. The instructor's preparation for each class period
Shalmali Bandyopadhyay
Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means
Very Effective (5) 15 62.50% | I 4.50 4.50 4.41 4.47
Effective (4) 7 29.17% [ ]
Moderately Effective 3) 1 417% |
Somewhat Effective (2) 1 4.17% |
Ineffective (1) 0 0.00% |
Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% |
0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department
Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD | Median Department Mean STD | Median
24/29 (82.76%) 4.50 0.78 5.00 13805 4.50 0.86 5.00 3280 4.41 0.93 5.00 1418 4.47 0.88 5.00
3 - 3. The instructor’s use of class time
Shalmali Bandyopadhyay
Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means
Very Effective (5) 14 56.00% | I 432 4.48 4.44 457
Effective (4) 7 28.00% [
Moderately Effective (3) 2 8.00% [ |
Somewhat Effective (2) 2 8.00% [ ]
Ineffective (1) 0 0.00% |
Not Applicable 0) 0 0.00% |
0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department
Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD | Median Department Mean STD | Median
25/29 (86.21%) 4.32 0.95 5.00 13773 4.48 0.90 5.00 3280 4.44 0.93 5.00 1419 4.57 0.79 5.00
4 - 4 . The instructor’s way of summarizing or emphasizing important points in class
Shalmali Bandyopadhyay
Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means
Very Effective (5) 8 30.77% | . 4.34 416 428
Effective 4) 7 26.92% | N 3.62
Moderately Effective 3) 6 23.08% |
Somewhat Effective (2) 3 11.54% [ ]
Ineffective 1) 2 7.69% [ |
Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% |
0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department
Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD |[Median| Department Mean STD | Median
26/29 (89.66%) 3.62 1.27 4.00 13762 4.34 1.01 5.00 3274 4.16 1.13 5.00 1414 4.28 1.07 5.00
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University of Tennessee at Martin
2025 Fall Evaluations

Course:

Instructor:

Response Rate:

MATH140: MATH140_001_FA2025-MATH 140-001

Shalmali Bandyopadhyay *

26/29 (89.66 %)

5 - 5. The instructor's ability to make clear and understandable presentations
Shalmali Bandyopadhyay
Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means
Very Effective (5) 7 28.00% | N 4.33 412 424
Effective 4) 10 40.00% | 3.56
Moderately Effective (3) 2 8.00% [ |
Somewhat Effective (2) 2 8.00% [ |
Ineffective 1) 4 16.00% | M
Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% |
0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department
Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD |[Median| Department Mean STD | Median
25/29 (86.21%) 3.56 1.42 4.00 13754 4.33 1.03 5.00 3275 412 1.16 5.00 1416 4.24 1.1 5.00
6 - 6 . The instructor's use of examples or illustrations to clarify course material
Shalmali Bandyopadhyay
Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses
Very Effective (5) 9 34.62% | NN 431
Effective (4) 7 26.92% [ ]
Moderately Effective (3) 5 19.23% | W
Somewhat Effective (2) 2 7.69% [ |
Ineffective (1) 3 11.54% | I
Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% ||
0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department
Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD | Median Department Mean STD | Median
26/29 (89.66%) 3.65 1.35 4.00 13748 4.40 0.96 5.00 3274 4.25 1.08 5.00 1416 4.31 1.04 5.00
7 - 7. The instructor’s use of challenging questions or problems
Shalmali Bandyopadhyay
Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means
Very Effective (5) 10 38.46% | NN 4.36 4.25 433
.92 -
Effective (4) 7 26.92% [ ] 22
Moderately Effective (3) 6 23.08% | N
Somewhat Effective (2) 3 11.54% [ ]
Ineffective (1) 0 0.00% |
Not Applicable 0) 0 0.00% |
0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department
Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD | Median Department Mean STD | Median
26/29 (89.66%) 3.92 1.06 4.00 13743 4.36 0.96 5.00 3276 4.25 1.0 5.00 1416 4.33 0.98 5.00
8 - 8. The instructor’s enthusiasm for the course material
Shalmali Bandyopadhyay
Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means
Very Effective (5) 10 38.46% | N 4.52 4.38 4.39
Effective @) 8 30.77% | . 2
Moderately Effective (3) 4 15.38% | M
Somewhat Effective (2) 3 11.54% [ ]
Ineffective 1) 1 3.85% |
Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% |
0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department
Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD |[Median| Department Mean STD | Median
26/29 (89.66%) 3.88 1.18 4.00 13739 4.52 0.87 5.00 3273 4.38 0.99 5.00 1415 4.39 0.98 5.00
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University of Tennessee at Martin
2025 Fall Evaluations

MATH140: MATH140_001_FA2025-MATH 140-001
Shalmali Bandyopadhyay *
26/29 (89.66 %)

Course:
Instructor:

Response Rate:

9 - 9. The instructor's helpfulness and responsiveness to students

Shalmali Bandyopadhyay

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 10 38.46% | NN 4.45 4.32 4.44

Effective @) 6 23.08% | 2

Moderately Effective 3) 8 30.77% |

Somewhat Effective (2) 1 3.85% |

Ineffective 1) 1 3.85% |

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% |

0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD |[Median| Department Mean STD | Median
26/29 (89.66%) 3.88 1.1 4.00 13746 4.45 0.97 5.00 3273 4.32 1.08 5.00 1416 4.44 0.99 5.00

10 - 10 . The instructor's respect for students

Shalmali Bandyopadhyay

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 11 42.31% | . a1 451 458

Effective (4) 8 30.77% |

Moderately Effective (3) 6 23.08% | N

Somewhat Effective (2) 1 3.85% |

Ineffective (1) 0 0.00% |

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% ||

0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD | Median Department Mean STD | Median
26/29 (89.66%) 412 0.91 4.00 13752 4.60 0.82 5.00 3273 4.51 0.91 5.00 1413 4.58 0.83 5.00

11 - 11. The availability of extra help for this class

Response Option

Weight Frequency

Percent

Percent Responses

Very Effective (5) 12 46.15% | N 423 4.35 425 4.41
Effective (4) 9 34.62% | N
Moderately Effective (3) 4 15.38% | Il
Somewhat Effective (2) 1 3.85% |
Ineffective (1) 0 0.00% |
Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% ||
[} 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department
Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD |Median Department Mean STD | Median
26/29 (89.66%) 4.23 0.86 4.00 13324 4.35 1.00 5.00 3231 4.25 1.09 5.00 1414 4.41 0.97 5.00
12 -12. The instructor’s willingness to listen to student questions and opinions
Shalmali Bandyopadhyay
Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means
Very Effective (5) 10 40.00% | S 408 4.55 443 4.52
Effective (4) 9 36.00% | N
Moderately Effective 3) 4 16.00% [ |
Somewhat Effective (2) 2 8.00% [ ]
Ineffective (1) 0 0.00% |
Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% |
0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin | College Department
Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD | Median Department Mean STD | Median
25/29 (86.21%) 4.08 0.95 4.00 13736 4.55 0.85 5.00 3265 4.43 0.96 5.00 1412 4.52 0.90 5.00
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Course:
Instructor:

Response Rate:

13 - 13 . The information given to students about how they would be graded

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses

Very Effective (5) 14 53.85% | N 4.35 4.46 4.38 4.50

Effective (4) 8 30.77% | .

Moderately Effective (3) 3 11.54% | M

Somewhat Effective (2) 1 3.85% |

Ineffective (1) 0 0.00% |

Not Applicable 0) 0 0.00% |

0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin | College Department

Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD | Median Department Mean STD | Median
26/29 (89.66%) 4.35 0.85 5.00 13337 4.46 0.91 5.00 3226 4.38 0.96 5.00 1414 4.50 0.87 5.00

14 - 14 . The clarity of exam questions

Response Option

Weight Frequency

Percent

Percent Responses

Very Effective (5) 13 50.00% | [ 4.42 4.32 a7 4.41

Effective (4) 11 42.31% [ ]

Moderately Effective 3) 2 7.69% [ |

Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00% |

Ineffective (1) 0 0.00% |

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% |

0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD [ Median Department Mean STD | Median
26/29 (89.66%) 4.42 0.64 4.50 13331 4.32 1.01 5.00 3236 417 1.1 5.00 1417 4.41 0.94 5.00

15 - 15 . The exam’s coverage of important aspects of the course

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses

Very Effective (5) 14 53.85% | N 4.35 4.48

Effective (4) 9 34.62% | N

Moderately Effective 3) 2 7.69% [ |

Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00% |

Ineffective (1) 1 3.85% |

Not Applicable 0) 0 0.00% ||

0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD [ Median Department Mean STD | Median
26/29 (89.66%) 4.35 0.94 5.00 13324 4.45 0.90 5.00 3232 4.34 0.96 5.00 1413 4.48 0.86 5.00

16 - 16 . The instructor’'s comments on assignments and exams

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses

Very Effective (5) 9 34.62% | N 427

Effective (4) 5 19.23% | W

Moderately Effective (3) 6 23.08% | W

Somewhat Effective (2) 1 3.85% |

Ineffective (1) 2 7.69% [ |

Not Applicable (0) 3 11.54% | M

[} 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD [ Median Department Mean STD | Median
26/29 (89.66%) 3.78 1.28 4.00 13317 4.31 1.05 5.00 3227 412 1.16 5.00 1412 4.27 1.06 5.00
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17 - 17 . The helpfulness of assignments in understanding course material

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses

Very Effective (5) 12 46.15% | N 415 4.32 417 4.37

Effective (4) 9 34.62% | N

Moderately Effective 3) 3 11.54% [ |

Somewhat Effective (2) 1 3.85% |

Ineffective (1) 1 3.85% |

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% |

[} 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD | Median Department Mean STD | Median
26/29 (89.66%) 4.15 1.05 4.00 13308 4.32 1.03 5.00 3228 417 1.14 5.00 1413 4.37 1.00 5.00

18 - 18. Rate the quality of instruction in this course as it contributed to your learning

Response Option

Weight Frequency

Percent

Percent Responses

Very Effective (5) 10 38.46% [ ] 392 4.38 4.24 4.36
Effective (4) 7 26.92% [ ]
Moderately Effective (3) 7 26.92% | N
Somewhat Effective (2) 1 3.85% |
Ineffective (1) 1 3.85% |
0 25 50 100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD | Median UT Martin Mean STD | Median College Mean STD | Median Department Mean STD | Median

26/29 (89.66%) 3.92 1.09 4.00 13315 4.38 0.99 5.00 3229 4.24 1.08 5.00 1411 4.36 1.02 5.00
19 - 19. What did you like most about this course?

Response Rate [ 22129 (75.86%)

* She passed up reviews and very helpful worksheets

« Dr. Shalmali was very informative.

« Something | liked most is that we were given a lot of homework, therefore giving us a bit of cushion in case of a bad exam grade.
* The use of Pearson. This enabled me to learn 50% of the material completely on my own without instruction needed.

* How she allowed us to have a notecard to help us on exams.

« | liked that the exams were very easy since she gave us a neat Exam Study Guide before the actual exam.

* | enjoyed how Dr.Shalmali allowed us ample opportunity to complete our work. She was a great instructor, in my opinion, for this class. She wanted to see us succeed and gave us plenty of
opportunities to know what would be on our exams. Definitely one of my favorite math teachers I've ever had!

« | liked that it was easy to understand and do.

« | liked and very much appreciated how she helped us during classes. Giving us the ability to a acheive higher marks on exams by attending class and engaging was very helpful.
« she teaches it well and if you do all the work there's no reason to fail any test

» How much homework was provided and how the homework helped me understand the content.

» The worksheets were very helpful, and so were review days.

« Shalmali would prepare us very well for exams and give us an accurate and effective study guide which, if completed, would really help a student on the exam.
* The ease of understanding each concept.

« | liked how clearly professor Shalmali taught. She did not waste any time and made sure students fully understood the material being presented to them.

« Her simple explanations on how to solve complex equations.

« the teacher

+ She gave us alot of time to do homework, and gave us notewcards.

* not complex

« Math has always been my favorite subject. She explains this so well and makes it easy to understand.

* It's quiet

» The exams and the way they were presented were very good, right amount of challenge vs amount learned.
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Instructor: Shalmali Bandyopadhyay *
Response Rate: 26/29 (89.66 %)

20 - 20. What did you like least about this course?

Response Rate | 23/29 (79.31%)

+ She sometimes didn't explain the stuff she handed out very well.
* Nothing

« Professor did not explain how to do things, almost as if students were just expected to know how to do it after seeing the professor work through a problem once. Professor was certainly more
concerned with getting through the material, not ensuring everyone understands and is learning.

» When we were given the wrong formulas and had no way to find out until we were doing the homework and Pearson told us.
» How she taught things. | didn’t understand much.
« | don't have any issues with this class. It was my favorite one this semester! | also love doing Math.

« | struggled with keeping up with the homework. Some of it was more difficult than others and had 25+ questions that were multiple parts. Therefore it could easily take 1-2 hours to do the
homework’s.

« the work

* The only thing | didn't like about it was that it was an 8:00 am class.

* Only that it was in the morning.

« every once in a while when you look back on an answer key she gave she'll have a few of the questions wrong.
* Nothing

+ | understand this class is important to you. However, so is our time. You run an 8am Precalculus lecture. It's a miracle anyone shows up at all. Please stop putting so much of your energy into
lecturing students who come in late or don’t come fully prepared. Instead, allow the people who do come fully prepared to make the most of their class time and place more focus on them.

« The homework. The amount of problems, some homework’s would take 2 hours just to complete which simply loses the students focus as they’re just focusing on completing the assignment and
not necessarily learning the material.

« the time it starts.

« The thing that | liked least about this course was that sometimes the homework felt repetitive. Often there would be multiple questions with the same formated problem just using different numbers.
« The amount of homeworks

*n/a

« She did not give paper homework. She didn't show us our mistakes or explain how to do work effectivity. The online homework takes hours and is very difficult to manage with other classes, and
responsibilities.

« meeting time
« The homework after every class but | know that’s apart of college
» Note taking

« The amount of assigned homework felt excessive at some points.
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Course: MATH140: MATH140_001_FA2025-MATH 140-001
Instructor: Shalmali Bandyopadhyay *
Response Rate: 26/29 (89.66 %)

21 - 21. What suggestions do you have for improving this course?
Response Rate | 23/29 (79.31%)

* none

* Nothing

* Professor needs to slow down and take her time, also explain things to students rather than just working out problems on the projector and expecting students to understand.
+» Spend more time on more challenging questions instead of taking more time on the easy ones and rushing through the harder ones.

* N/A

« | would recommend maybe playing games like kahoot before exams to make class a little more exciting at times!

« Overall | loved her teaching, however, if | could change one thing it would be making the class more interactive, as | feel it would keep those who are struggling more engaged and help them
understand the material better.

» maybe slow down a little

« | can think of no suggestions that could improve this course.

* Nothin

« none it all gets figured out eventually.

* Nothing

« Focus on the people who care. The people who don't are just wasting their money and your time.

* Less homework/ combine lessons into one homework assignment. Have extra assignments/ problems if students want to do more to help them for exams. But homework’s need to be shortened.
* no suggestions

« | think professor Shalmali should keep doing what she is doing because | really enjoyed this class.

« Nothing really it's a good course as it is.

*n/a

+» Paper homework where she can see how you did the work and correct it effectively. More group and board work.
* none that i can think of

* Nothing

+ Be more fun

» Maybe encourage more group work.

Mean of Means Calculations Mean

A - Course Organization and Planning 4.06
B - Communication 3.75
C - Faculty/Student Interactions 4.08
D - Assignments, Exams, and Grading 4.21
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