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Filled –in feedback Forms 

A. STUDENTS 

Filled in feedback forms of three Students 

1. Top Ranker, as a representative sample 
 

 

 

 

 
 

Filled in feedback 

forms 
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2. Slow Learner, as a representative sample 
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3. Student from Category, as a representative sample: 
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B. Teachers 

Filled –in feedback Forms of three Teachers: 

(i) Associate Professor, as a representative samples: 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 



14 | P a g e 
Curriculum Feedback Report A.Y. 2023-24 ECE Department, MITSOE. 

 

 
 

 

 
 



15 | P a g e 
Curriculum Feedback Report A.Y. 2023-24 ECE Department, MITSOE. 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 



16 | P a g e 
Curriculum Feedback Report A.Y. 2023-24 ECE Department, MITSOE. 

 

(ii) Associate Professor - as a representative sample 
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(iii) Assistant Professor, as a representative sample 
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C. Employers: 

Filled –in feedback Forms of Employers 

** For the analysis of employer feedback, Training & placement feedback 

(MITSOE) has been taken into consideration. ** 

 
Feedback was given by the following companies: 
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D. Alumni (Filled-in forms) 

Filled –in feedback Forms of three Alumni 
 

(i) Top Ranker, (ii) Female Student (iii) Student from Category, as a 

representative sample 

(i) Top Ranker, 
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(ii) Female Student (filled in-form): 
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(ii) Student from Category, 
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2. Analysis of Feedback with Graphical Representation 

Below the chart represents the percentage of feedback obtained from the different 

stockholders: 
 

A] Students Feedback 
I. tails of number of students and responses obtained course wise 

 
 

Total number of students enrolled in UG 

Course [SY, TY & Final Year] 

 

192 

Total number of feedbacks obtained 91 (47.39 %) 

 
Number Code Index for Ratings 

 
1. 2. Fair 3. Good 4. Very good 5. Excellent 

 
II. lowing Responses are obtained for the given questions 

 

 
 

 
 

Analysis of Feedback with Graphical 

Representation & Comparison of 

Feedback of different stockholders 
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III. themes identified [Stakeholder: UG – Students] 
 
 

What new component should be included in the curriculum for bridging the gap between 

Academia and Industry? 

● Internship should be added as mandatory part of curriculum, it should be allowed to second 

year student also. 

● More industrial workshop should be organized. 

● More Industrial visits and practical learning by Industry professionals should be included. 

● A hands-on experience must be there for technical subjects, so that's easy to understand. 

More workshops on technical topics should be arranged. 

● Recent technology/ software and theory content to be included in the course 

● Projects should be having teachers and industry experts as guide. 

● Industrial Visits should be more 

Strengths of the current syllabus. 

 Industry relevant and up to date 
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 Inclusion of new technology and Industry oriented syllabus 

 All the basic theory part is covered in very effective way. 

 Project based learning and practical approach. 

 Syllabus is good from placement point of view, in depth knowledge 

 Inculcation of SCIL which helps to improve our logical, critical, creative, etc. aspects. 

Observations / suggestions to improve the overall syllabus of the program 

 Adding new component in syllabus. 

 Include programming languages such as python and java. 

 Industry relevant projects and problem statements (related to software) should be included 

in syllabus, practicals of theory subjects should be conducted as per latest requirements.. 

 Implementation and the backend of hardware should be practically shown/explain by 

visualisation or industry visits 

 The syllabus need to be more detailed and complete. 
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B] Teachers Feedback 

I. Details of number of teachers and responses obtained course wise 
 
 

Total number of faculty members in 

department 

 

20 

Total number of feedbacks obtained 18 (90 %) 

 
Teachers Feedback Questions on Curriculum 
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What new component should be included in the curriculum for bridging the gap between 

Academia and Industry? 

● Inclusion of guest lecture, Value Added Program, Industrial Visit on the higher side. 

● Vocational training should be part of syllabus. 

● More industry-oriented hands-on training and programme. 

● VHDL/Verilog programming at SY Level ... So students will able to work on mini projects 

based on VLS using VHDL/Verilog/FPGA/CPLDs etc.. 

● Practical projects, pairing students with industry mentors 

Strengths of the current syllabus. 

● NEP based syllabus. 

● Stress on projects, blend of core, elective subjects 

● Project based learning (PBL), project is a part of every semester. 

● It fulfils the industry standard and provide current & latest syllabus. 

● Flexible and updated because of frequent revisions, industry oriented. 

● Latest developments inclusion, structure of curriculum. 

● Updated systematically and covers almost all aspects 

Observations / suggestions to improve the overall syllabus of the program 

● Domain-wise alignment of subjects from first year to last year, comment of industry 

persons on the syllabus 

● Current industry trends should be included but balance should be kept between required 

basics and current trends 

● ECO syllabus must including programming languages like JAVA , OOP , Python. 

● Need to give more importance to Product Development, Product Management and 

Innovation. 
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C) Employers 

I. No. of employers given the feedback: 15 
 
 

What new component should be included in the curriculum for bridging the gap between 

Academia and Industry? 

● Invite Industry professionals to train students on current technological trends 

● Engagement with local communities for their technical, resources need 

● The industry oriented practical and projects to be included in the curriculum. 

Strengths of the current syllabus. 

● well designed and in co-odination with current industrial demands 

● Good Curriculum designed as per current Market Situation 

● Industry oriented, taking care of future needs 

Observations / suggestions to improve the overall syllabus of the program 

● Observe the syllabus of foreign universities every year and follow their curriculum changes 

and causes to develop your own syllabus. 

● Engagement with local businesses especially mini and micro set ups. Provide them help 

from technical and resources perspectives... 

● The real time problems should be problem statements for projects. 
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D) Alumni 
 
 

I. Details of number of ALUMNI and responses obtained. 
 
 

Total number of students passed out (Alumni) 78 

Total number of feedbacks obtained 15 (19.23 %) 

 
Number Code Index for Ratings 

1. Poor 2. Fair 3. Good 4. Very good 5. Excellent 

 
II. Following Responses are obtained for the given questions. 

 

 

 

Alumni 
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III. Major themes identified [Stakeholder: Alumni] 
 
 

What new component should be included in the curriculum for bridging the gap between 

Academia and Industry? 

 More real time projects and intership opportunities.Internship programs from 4th year 

 Entrepreneurial skill enhancement subjects should be given more weightage. 

 Coding workshops/contents should be part of syllabus 

 Problem solving subjects such as Advanced DSA should be part of curriculum 

 Courses offered by companies should be offered as electives. 

Strengths of the current syllabus. 

 In-depth curriculum as well as Project in every semester 

 The theoretical and Practical content is balanced. 

 Having subjects for holistic growth such as Economics, SHD, foreign languages, e- 

commerce 

 Mini projects from 2nd year and research paper publishing in final year. 

Observations / suggestions to improve the overall syllabus of the program 

 More industry-oriented study and coding knowledge. 

 Workshops/VAPs to gain more expertise for better employability outside the campus. 

 Various software that are used in real life industries can be taught. 

 Mini projects should be more application based. 
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Q . 1 H O W W O U L D Y O U R A N K T H E C U R R I C U L U M ' S S T R U C T U R E A N D R E L E V A N C E 
T O R E A L - W O R L D C O N D I T I O N S ( I N T E R M S O F L O C A L , N A T I O N A L , R E G I O N A L , A N D 

W O R L D W I D E D E V E L O P M E N T A L T R E N D S ) ? 

 
1. Poor 2. Fair 3. Good 4. Very Good 5. Excellent 

S T U D E N T S A L U M N I T E A C H E R S 

 
 

Comparison of the feedback has been done as A] the Rubric 

questions (Q.1 TO Q.6) in the questionnaire and B] Descriptive 

questions in which strength/improvement/ suggestions asked. 

(Q.6.Q.7&Q.8) 
A] Comparison of feedback of different stakeholders on Rubric Questions (Q.1 TO Q.6) 

 

[Note: The values in the table shows the % rating given by the respective stakeholder.] 

Q.1 How would you rank the curriculum's structure and relevance to real-world conditions 

(in terms of local, national, regional, and worldwide developmental trends)? 

 

Stakeholders 1. Poor 2. Fair 3. Good 
4. Very 

Good 
5. Excellent 

Students 4.40 4.40 30.80 39.60 20.90 

Alumni 0.00 20.00 40.00 33.30 6.70 

Teachers 0.00 0.00 5.60 38.90 55.60 

Average 1.47 8.13 25.47 37.27 27.73 
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Q . 2 R A T E T H E C U R R I C U L U M ' S A L I G N M E N T W I T H T H E P R O G R A M M E ' S 
P R O G R A M M E O U T C O M E S ( P O S ) , P R O G R A M M E S P E C I F I C O U T C O M E S ( P S O S ) , A ND 

C O U R S E O U T C O M E S ( C O S ) , A S W E L L A S I T S M A P P I N G W I T H T H E U N I V E R S I T Y ' S 
C O U R S E S . 

1. Poor 2. Fair 3. Good 4. Very Good 5. Excellent 

S T U D E N T S A L U M N I T E A C H E R S 

Q. 2 Rate the curriculum's alignment with the Programme's Programme Outcomes (POs), 

Programme Specific Outcomes (PSOs), and Course Outcomes (COs), as well as its mapping 

with the University's courses. 

 

Stakeholders 1. Poor 2. Fair 3. Good 
4. Very 

Good 
5. Excellent 

Students 3.30 2.20 30.80 38.50 24.20 

Alumni 0.00 6.70 53.30 26.70 13.30 

Teachers 0.00 0.00 5.60 27.80 66.70 

Average 1.10 2.97 29.90 31.00 34.73 
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Q.3 Assess the inclusion of a ‘Recent Development/Research Component' and the 

appropriate balance of theory, practical, and project work, as well as training and internship 

opportunities with the curriculum 

 

Stakeholders 1. Poor 2. Fair 3. Good 
4. Very 

Good 
5. Excellent 

Students 5.50 12.10 24.20 45.10 13.20 

Alumni 0.00 13.30 26.70 46.70 13.30 

Teachers 0.00 0.00 11.10 38.90 50.00 

Average 1.83 8.47 20.67 43.57 25.50 
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Q . 3 A S S E S S T H E I N C L U S I O N O F A ‘ R E C E N T D E V E L O P M E N T / R E S E A R C H 
C O M P O N E N T ' A N D T H E A P P R O P R I A T E B A L A N C E O F T H E O R Y , P R A C T I C A L , A N D 

P R O J E C T W O R K , A S W E L L A S T R A I N I N G A N D I N T E R N S H I P O P P O R T U N I T I E S W I T H 

1. Poor 2. FaiT H E C U R R I C U L U M . 
r 3. Good 4. Very Good 5. Excellent 

S T U D E N T S A L U M N I T E A C H E R S 
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Q.4. Rate the revision of the syllabus as beneficial to constructive learning and the 

development of problem-solving abilities. 

 

Stakeholders 1. Poor 2. Fair 3. Good 
4. Very 

Good 
5. Excellent 

Students 5.50 4.40 35.20 36.30 18.70 

Alumni 0.00 6.70 33.30 46.70 13.30 

Teachers 0.00 0.00 0.00 27.80 72.20 

Average 1.83 3.70 22.83 36.93 34.73 
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Stakeholders 1. Poor 2. Fair 3. Good 
4. Very 

5. Excellent 

Q . 4 . RA T E T H E RE VI S I O N O F T H E S Y L L A BU S A S BE N E F I C I A L T O 
C O N S T RU C T I VE L E A RN I N G A N D T H E D E VE L O P M E N T O F P RO B L E M- S O L VI N G 

A BI L I T I E S . 

1. Poor 2. Fair 3. Good 4. Very Good 5. Excellent 

S T U D E N T S A L U M N I T E A C H E R S 

Q . 5 . 5 . H O W W O UL D Y O U R A T E T H E CUR R I CUL UM A N D I T S 
A P P R O P RI A TENE SS I N T E R MS O F E MP L O Y A B I L IT Y A N D 

E N T R EP RE NE URSH  IP ? 

1. Poor 2. Fair 3. Good 4. Very Good 5. Excellent 

S T U D E N T S A L U M N I T E A C H E R S 
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Q.5. How would you rate the curriculum and its appropriateness in terms of employability 

and entrepreneurship? 
 

 
 Good  

Students 5.50 9.90 29.70 36.30 18.70 

Alumni 13.30 13.30 40.00 20.00 13.30 

Teachers 0.00 0.00 5.60 44.40 50.00 

Average 6.27 7.73 25.10 33.57 27.33 
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Q. 6 . R A T E T H E ST A N DA R D / DE P T H O F T H E CUR R I CUL UM O FFE R E D I N 
T E R MS O F T H E CO MP E T E NCI ES E X P E CTE D B Y T H E I N DUST R Y . 

 
1. Poor 2. Fair 3. Good 4. Very Good 5. Excellent 

S T U D E N T S A L U M N I T E A C H E R S 

5
.6

0
 

Q.6 Rate the standard / depth of the curriculum offered in terms of the competencies expected 

by the industry. 
 

 

 

Stakeholders 1. Poor 2. Fair 3. Good 
4. Very 

Good 
5. Excellent 

Students 3.30 5.50 27.50 41.80 22.00 

Alumni 0.00 20.00 33.30 26.70 20.00 

Teachers 0.00 0.00 0.00 44.40 55.60 

Average 1.10 8.50 20.27 37.63 32.53 
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   SUMMARIZED ANALYSIS 
 

Average of all questions rated which shared with the all stakeholders 

 

Stakeholders 1. Poor 2. Fair 3. Good 
4. Very 

Good 
5. Excellent 

Q.1 1.47 8.13 25.47 37.27 27.73 

Q.2 1.10 2.97 29.90 31.00 34.73 

Q.3 1.83 8.47 20.67 43.57 25.50 

Q.4 1.83 3.70 22.83 36.93 34.73 

Q.5 6.27 7.73 25.10 33.57 27.33 

Q.6 1.10 8.50 20.27 37.63 32.53 

Average 2.27 6.58 24.04 36.66 30.43 

 

   OVERALL IMPRESSION: 
 

Stakeholders 1. Poor 2. Fair 3. Good 
4. Very 

Good 
5. Excellent 

Average 2.27 6.58 24.04 36.66 30.43 
 

 

 1. Poor, 2.27, 
2% 

 2. Fair, 6.58, 
7% 

 

 

5. Excellent, 
30.43, 30% 

3. Good, 
24.04, 24% 

 
 

4. Very Good, 
36.66, 37% 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Average of all questions rated shared with the all stakeholders 
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I. Pertinent pointers identified in Part A (Q.1 TO Q.6) 

from comparison of stakeholders: 

It is observed from the above analysis that all the stakeholders have rated with 

good (24.04 %), very good (36.66 %) and Excellent (30.43 %) in majority. Hence 

following conclusions are inferred. 

1. Curriculum is having balance between core, elective and project based courses. 

2. As per the stakeholders response, curriculum's alignment with the Programme's Programme 

Outcomes (POs), Programme Specific Outcomes (PSOs), and Course Outcomes (COs), as 

well as its mapping with the University's courses 

3. The inclusion of a 'Recent Development/Research Component' and an adequate balance of 

theory, practical, and project work within the curriculum, together with training and 

internship possibilities. 

4. Curriculum beneficial to constructive learning and the development of problem-solving 

abilities. 

5. The stakeholders have given a very high rating to alignment of syllabus towards industry 

needs 

 

 

II. Pertinent pointers identified in Part B (Q. 7 to Q. 9) 

from comparison of stakeholders: 

As per the feedback obtained from the stakeholders it can be understood that: 
 

Strengths: 

 Implementation of NEP 2020

 In-depth curriculum as well as Project in every semester

 The theoretical and Practical content is balanced.

 Updated syllabus according to Industry requirements
 

4. Pertinent pointers identified & 

drawn to enhance the learning 

effectiveness 
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 well designed and in co-odination with current industrial demands

 Good Curriculum designed as per current Market Situation

 Project based learning and project per semester.

 Syllabus is good from placement point of view, in depth knowledge

 Inculcation of SCIL which helps to improve our logical, critical, creative, etc. aspects

Improvement needed: 

 Domain-wise alignment of subjects from first year to last year, comment of industry 

persons on the syllabus

 More Industrial visits and practical learning from Industry professionals

 Mini Project should be assessed by external examiner also

 Include programming languages such as C++, python and java.

 Industry relevant projects and problem statements (related to software) should be 

included in syllabus, practicals of theory subjects should be conducted using latest 

software tools and equipments

 Add some weightage for online certification courses offered by NPTEL, COURSERA 

or any other platform
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(6) Screenshots of the Feedback Report displayed on 

website 
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