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Respondents: 22
Answer Count: 8

Answer Frequency: 36,36 %

General opinion

Give your opinion in the scale 1-5.

1 = very negative
2 = negative
3 = neutral
4 = positive
5 = very positive

The comment field in the end is very important! It will help us understand what is 
to be kept when the grade is good, and what to change when the grade is poor.

What is your general opinion of...

the course?   
the course? Number of Responses
1 0 (0,0%)
2 0 (0,0%)
3 0 (0,0%)
4 2 (25,0%)
5 6 (75,0%)
Total 8 (100,0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
the course? 4,8 0,5



"A  first course in general relativity" by B.F. Schutz?   
"A  first course in general relativity" by B.F. 
Schutz?

Number of 
Responses

1 0 (0,0%)
2 0 (0,0%)
3 0 (0,0%)
4 4 (50,0%)
5 4 (50,0%)
Total 8 (100,0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
"A  first course in general relativity" by B.F. Schutz? 4,5 0,5

the extra material available on the course home page?   
the extra material available on the course 
home page?

Number of 
Responses

1 0 (0,0%)
2 0 (0,0%)
3 2 (28,6%)
4 3 (42,9%)
5 2 (28,6%)
Total 7 (100,0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
the extra material available on the course home page? 4,0 0,8



the lectures?   
the lectures? Number of Responses
1 0 (0,0%)
2 0 (0,0%)
3 1 (12,5%)
4 3 (37,5%)
5 4 (50,0%)
Total 8 (100,0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
the lectures? 4,4 0,7

the problem solving sessions?   
the problem solving sessions? Number of Responses
1 0 (0,0%)
2 0 (0,0%)
3 2 (25,0%)
4 3 (37,5%)
5 3 (37,5%)
Total 8 (100,0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
the problem solving sessions? 4,1 0,8



the balance between lectures and problem-solving sessions?   
the balance between lectures and 
problem-solving sessions?

Number of 
Responses

1 0 (0,0%)
2 0 (0,0%)
3 2 (25,0%)
4 5 (62,5%)
5 1 (12,5%)
Total 8 (100,0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
the balance between lectures and problem-solving sessions? 3,9 0,6

the hand-in exercises?   
the hand-in exercises? Number of Responses
1 0 (0,0%)
2 0 (0,0%)
3 0 (0,0%)
4 6 (75,0%)
5 2 (25,0%)
Total 8 (100,0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
the hand-in exercises? 4,3 0,5



the presentations?   
the presentations? Number of Responses
1 0 (0,0%)
2 1 (14,3%)
3 1 (14,3%)
4 3 (42,9%)
5 2 (28,6%)
Total 7 (100,0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
the presentations? 3,9 1,1

the oral exam?   
the oral exam? Number of Responses
1 0 (0,0%)
2 0 (0,0%)
3 3 (42,9%)
4 2 (28,6%)
5 2 (28,6%)
Total 7 (100,0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
the oral exam? 3,9 0,9



the information given when the course started?   
the information given when the course 
started?

Number of 
Responses

1 0 (0,0%)
2 1 (12,5%)
3 0 (0,0%)
4 2 (25,0%)
5 5 (62,5%)
Total 8 (100,0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
the information given when the course started? 4,4 1,1

the information about what was expected of you?   
the information about what was expected of 
you?

Number of 
Responses

1 0 (0,0%)
2 0 (0,0%)
3 0 (0,0%)
4 4 (50,0%)
5 4 (50,0%)
Total 8 (100,0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
the information about what was expected of you? 4,5 0,5



Comment (help us interpret your grades!)
I think it might be nice to have sessions during which you can get help to solve some problems, while those problems are maybe not the ones 
you hand in. The problem solving sessions during the course were good but you didn't really get any help during the process of solving. I don't 
really like oral exams as I tend to get nervous and forget things. Also, I think it's easier to answer a question if you get some time to think and 
do not have to answer it immediately. I liked the home-exam, then you have time to learn stuff better. I thought Hans was a very good lecturer 
so I am happy with that!
The course was very interesting, as were the subjects it dealt with. The book explained these well, though could be a bit abstract at times, 
which is why it was good that the course page had solutions to the problems in the book. I give a good grade to this course. In fact, I usually 
never fill these forms out - the only reason I do so this time is out of gratitude for being able to study such interesting phenomena!  I don't quite 
know what is meant by "the balance between lectures and problem-solving sessions". I suppose it was nice to get a reminder of what had 
happened the last week and to get an understanding of how to apply it.  I would probably be hopelessly lost without the hand-in exercises, 
which forced me to continuously invest time in the course.    It could, however, be a problem, if you did not quite understand one part of the 
course, because the concepts from previous lectures are later used almost without any context. Imagine, for example, if you don't understand 
the concept of the Riemann tensor and the next lecture it is used to demonstrate all sort of properties of curved space (I can't remember how 
well this specific example mirrors reality, but I have vague memories to this effect).  You did not have time to study your presentation topic in 
depth, and I don't think they added very much to the course.  I think the idea of splitting the exam into one oral and one hand-in was great! For 
large parts of the course you had to remember very many calculations and expressions, which would be hard to fit into a regular exam. It is 
also much easier to show your understanding if you present the subjects to a living, thinking and responsive individual.   I can't remember much
about what information I received when the course started, which would call for a 3, but I remember at one point that I was annoyed because I 
was ready to start working on the next weeks problem, but they weren't on the homepage (yet). Perhaps these should be on the homepage for 
a longer time, in case someone has time and know-how to do them before they are usually handed out.
It would have been nice to have two problem solving sessions (or one longer) per homework, because now as it were there was never enough 
time to go through all the exercises in satisfactory detail.
I thoroughly enjoyed the course but did not take part in the examination since I participated out of curiosity.
I felt that the presentations were a bit needless. They didn't really contribute a lot to the course and took up valuable time.
Alexey did an amazing job with the exercises. Hans's lectures were good, if a bit confusing at times; I don't know if this is due to the new 
concepts introduced or if it can be made slightly clearer, perhaps by stopping every so often and restating our goal with the current derivation, 
etc. 

Did you have enough prior knowledge for this course?
Did you have enough prior knowledge for 
this course?

Number of 
Responses

not at all 0 (0,0%)
not quite 0 (0,0%)
yes 8 (100,0%)
yes, the course was a bit easy 0 (0,0%)
I did not really learn anything new 0 (0,0%)
Total 8 (100,0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
Did you have enough prior knowledge for this course? 3,0 0,0

If your prior knowledge was not fairly appropriate, please comment!
What prior knowledge was missing/overlapping?
What is your background (year of higher education, relevant courses)?
I think I had enough prior knowledge. Everything new introduced was explained well, and I pretty much understood the earlier parts of the 
course before it, the course, started. The later parts of the course were more difficult.
Good introduction to tensors. The course was very difficult, but manageable since we got properly (albeit a bit briefly) introduced to all concepts
we were not expected to know of beforehand.
I had 3 years of engineering physics behind me and that seemed to encapsulate the prerequisite knowledge. 
3 semester Master; I participated in the QFT course and the Theoretical particle physics course before so I notation was not alien to me. 
However, I would have benefited more from the other two courses having this one prior to them.
Y. 4 physics. 



How much time have you spent on this course? (100% means 9-10 weeks, 20 
hours per week)   

How much time have you spent on this course? 
(100% means 9-10 weeks, 20 hours per week)

Number of 
Responses

0-30% 0 (0,0%)
30-50% 2 (28,6%)
50-70% 1 (14,3%)
70-90% 0 (0,0%)
90-110% 1 (14,3%)
more 3 (42,9%)
Total 7 (100,0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
How much time have you spent on this course? (100% means 9-10 weeks, 20 hours per week) 4,3 1,9

Comment
Wasn't quite sure of how to grade this, but I spent roughly half of my time during the course working with the course. It was less in the 
beginning, more in the end.
No Idea what so ever. I usually wander aimlessly around in a confused, semiconscious state, barely aware of the four dimensions that surround
me.
I spent close to 200 % on this course, which I had to do considering the course's difficulty level in order to pass at all. Therefore I think that the 
course should either be scaled down or give more credits (i.e. take more time). Preferably the latter, since everything we learned in the course 
was relevant and interesting.
I had a pretty cramped schedule already and unfortunately could spend as much time on it as I would have wanted.
I was tied up with my master thesis and took the course for curiosity's sake.
This course took up almost all of my study time to the detriment of my other courses.
Lots of time needed. The most time-intensive course I've taken. Compared to the other hard-hitters at tfys, like QFT or theoretical particle 
physics, this takes a bit more time. 

What did you particularly like with the course?   
What did you particularly like with the course?
The connection to cosmology and how you can describe stars and black holes and wormholes etc with GR. I thought the teachers were good 
and motivating. I particularly enjoyed Alexey being very friendly and answering my questions. 
Se my comments under question 1.
The lectures on recent developments, tie-ins with observations and cosmological implications of GR were really interesting. Also that the 
course really started from the basics and built its way up to more advanced stuff in a logical (but maybe too fast) way.
Very interesting stuff, the cosmology part especially. 
Very well lectured!
The subject is very interesting and Hans presented it in a good way. The drawings and visualizations made special relativity easier to grasp. 
The staff, the material. 

What in the course do you think could improve?   
What in the course do you think could improve?
Maybe some sessions when you can actually work on solving problems.. 
Se my comments under question 1.
Allow for it to take more time. All of its contents are really interesting and the teaching was good, but it was too much and too difficult to take in 
during such a short time. The work load of the course more resembled that of a full-time course, especially considering the many mandatory 
examination forms. If assigning the course more credits is not an option, then maybe putting in a few extra lectures and more time during the 
exercise sessions to allow for explaining the same things just in a slower tempo might be a solution.
I think the presentations could be dropped as they are not needed. Maybe some kind of theoretical hand in questions could be presented along
side the normal problems. This would basically help to keep students on track with reading through the course material.
I question the need for as many forms of examination. With hand-ins, a presentation, a take-home exam and orals, there was very little time for 
my other course. 


