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Course Administration

Was a course syllabus or a course information sheet distributed or available online?

Options Count Percentage

Yes 12 100.00%

No 0 0.00%

Did the syllabus explain the content and administration of the course (e.g., office hours, grading)?

Options Count Percentage

Yes 11 91.67%

No 1 8.33%

Early in the semester, did your professor explain the expectations for academic integrity?

Options Count Percentage

Yes 12 100.00%

No 0 0.00%

Rating Scale Responses

Question
Score

Mean Median
Response
Count

Standard
Deviation

In retrospect, the syllabus was an accurate reflection of how the course was actually
taught.

6.58 7.00 12 0.67

The course matched the course catalog description. 6.75 7.00 12 0.45

1. In retrospect, the syllabus was an accurate reflection of how
the course was actually taught.

2. The course matched the course catalog description.
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1. In retrospect, the syllabus was an accurate reflection of how the course was actually taught.

2. The course matched the course catalog description.

Please rate how well Michael Wendl promoted an inclusive learning environment with regard to the
diversity of student personal backgrounds and identities.

Statistics Value

Response Count 11

Mean 6.91

Median 7.00

Standard Deviation 0.30

Where relevant, please give specific examples to explain your answer above.

Comments

The professor focused on conveying higher concepts and abilities to understand the material and not busy work. The derivations
didn't get too bogged down and I was able to see the importance in the minutia of the mathematics while appreciating the bigger
picture "real–world" applications via his examples and discussion on how to program the math. Very good course.

His examples related to many industries.
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Instructor Evaluation

Overall rating for teaching quality of Michael Wendl.

Statistics Value

Response Count 12

Mean 6.83

Median 7.00

Standard Deviation 0.39

Rating Scale Responses for Michael Wendl

Question
Score

Mean Median
Response
Count

Standard
Deviation

The instructor made the course interesting. 6.58 7.00 12 0.67

The instructor was enthusiastic about the course. 6.75 7.00 12 0.45

The material was covered at a reasonable pace. 6.42 6.50 12 0.67

The instructor was available to answer questions (through office hours, email, etc.). 6.50 7.00 12 0.67

The instructor was well-organized and prepared for class. 6.42 6.50 12 0.67

The instructor explained the course material so that you could understand it. 6.75 7.00 12 0.45
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1. The instructor made the course interesting. 2. The instructor was enthusiastic about the course.

3. The material was covered at a reasonable pace. 4. The instructor was available to answer questions (through
office hours, email, etc.).

5. The instructor was well-organized and prepared for class. 6. The instructor explained the course material so that you could
understand it.
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1. The instructor made the course interesting.

2. The instructor was enthusiastic about the course.

3. The material was covered at a reasonable pace.

4. The instructor was available to answer questions (through office hours, email, etc.).

5. The instructor was well-organized and prepared for class.

6. The instructor explained the course material so that you could understand it.
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Course Materials and Assignments

Overall rating of course content.

Statistics Value

Response Count 11

Mean 6.64

Median 7.00

Standard Deviation 0.67

Rating Scale Responses

Question
Score

Mean Median
Response
Count

Standard
Deviation

Textbooks/readings complemented the lectures. 6.83 7.00 12 0.58

Textbooks/readings were useful. 6.83 7.00 12 0.58

Assigned homeworks were helpful and relevant to the course. 6.67 7.00 12 0.65

There was reasonable time to complete assignments. 6.75 7.00 12 0.45

Assignments were returned within a reasonable period of time. 5.83 6.50 12 1.59

Comments on graded work were helpful. 5.82 6.00 11 1.47

Labs were an effective supplement to the course. 6.67 7.00 3 0.58

The course material drew upon real world applications. 6.33 6.50 12 0.78
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1. Textbooks/readings complemented the lectures. 2. Textbooks/readings were useful.

3. Assigned homeworks were helpful and relevant to the course. 4. There was reasonable time to complete assignments.

5. Assignments were returned within a reasonable period of
time.

6. Comments on graded work were helpful.

7. Labs were an effective supplement to the course. 8. The course material drew upon real world applications.
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1. Textbooks/readings complemented the lectures.

2. Textbooks/readings were useful.

3. Assigned homeworks were helpful and relevant to the course.

4. There was reasonable time to complete assignments.

5. Assignments were returned within a reasonable period of time.

6. Comments on graded work were helpful.
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7. Labs were an effective supplement to the course.

8. The course material drew upon real world applications.

TA and Recitation

Rating Scale Responses

Question
Score

Mean Median
Response
Count

Standard
Deviation

The assistant to the instructor was effective. 6.00 6.00 3 1.00

The assistant to the instructor was available and responsive to questions. 4.00 4.00 1 0.00

Recitation section served to enhance your understanding of the course material. 7.00 7.00 1 0.00
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1. The assistant to the instructor was effective. 2. The assistant to the instructor was available and responsive to
questions.

3. Recitation section served to enhance your understanding of
the course material.

1. The assistant to the instructor was effective.

2. The assistant to the instructor was available and responsive to questions.

3. Recitation section served to enhance your understanding of the course material.

11/16



Please comment on the effectiveness of the TA.

Comments

Grader was great. Would have been nice to get things back a little quicker though.

Exams and Grade

Expected grade for this course.

Options Count Percentage

A 10 100.00%

B 0 0.00%

C 0 0.00%

D 0 0.00%

F 0 0.00%

P 0 0.00%

Rating Scale Responses

Question
Score

Mean Median
Response
Count

Standard
Deviation

Exams reflected material taught. 6.83 7.00 12 0.39

Adequate time was given to complete exams. 6.75 7.00 12 0.45

Your grades to this point accurately reflect your understanding of the material. 6.75 7.00 12 0.45

The grading system was consistent and equitable. 6.75 7.00 12 0.45

1. Exams reflected material taught. 2. Adequate time was given to complete exams.

3. Your grades to this point accurately reflect your understanding
of the material.

4. The grading system was consistent and equitable.
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1. Exams reflected material taught.

2. Adequate time was given to complete exams.

3. Your grades to this point accurately reflect your understanding of the material.

4. The grading system was consistent and equitable.

Overall

About how many hours per week did you spend on this course outside of class?

Options Count Percentage

0 0 0.00%

1-3 1 8.33%

4-6 8 66.67%

7-9 2 16.67%

10-12 1 8.33%

13-15 0 0.00%

Over 15 0 0.00%
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What percentage of the lectures did you attend?

Options Count Percentage

0% 0 0.00%

10% 0 0.00%

20% 0 0.00%

30% 0 0.00%

40% 0 0.00%

50% 0 0.00%

60% 0 0.00%

70% 0 0.00%

80% 2 16.67%

90% 2 16.67%

100% 8 66.67%

Would you recommend this course to others?

Statistics Value

Response Count 12

Mean 6.75

Median 7.00

Standard Deviation 0.45

Any comments on why you did or did not attend lecture?

Comments

Lectures were great with explaining very difficult material.
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Comments

What did you like most about this course?

Comments

Step by step examples of how to solve problems.

Mathematics explanation of heat transfer

We got to dive deep into some problems in lecture, using mathematical techniques that I never had before.

very organized textbook, interesting math with numerical considerations

Detailed explanation of the math made the material very approachable

Made a difficult subject approachable and interesting

I enjoy the lectures and the homework. I find myself looking forward to doing the work for this class. I especially like the little asides
we take into the computational aspects of our solutions.

I liked that the material was interesting and was made engaging by the professor, and I felt like the homework was very useful to
understanding and not just busy work.

How could this course improve?

Comments

Videos showing examples of the heat transfer.

Maybe talk about a little on the conceptual things.

This is the first time I've ever said this, but it could stand to be a little more difficult. Perhaps the homework could come more often
or something.

More hands on experience with numerical computation

Better classroom

Honestly, I can't believe I am saying this but I think there could stand to be more HW assignments for this class.

There wasn't enough time to cover all of the material and it felt rushed at times.

What did you like the most about Instructor Michael Wendl?

Comments

He worked through problems and did not simply copy from the book.

Professor Wendl is a really nice and enthusiastic professor. He respect any comments from the students and always gives
explanation with full of patience

Strong mathematics background.

One of the best professors I've had– incredibly enthusiastic about the material, and eager to make sure everyone understands it.

Personable, helpful, understanding of students, clearly knowledgeable on the math and real life numerical application

Very knowledgeable and answered questions well.

Was able to present heat transfer in an intuitive and thoughtful way.

He is one of the best professors I have had at Wash U. His lecture style is interactive in a stimulating way. He makes me want to
ask more questions and learn more because I know that he has a lot of good answers to offer. He poses questions that really
make you think conceptually about a problem and is willing to take the time to answer a complicated question.

Professor Wendl make the course and material interesting and engaging. I liked that we discussed the material as we took notes.
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How could Instructor Michael Wendl improve?

Comments

Very little to improve on. Maybe provide videos of CFDs showing heat transfer.

Talk a little on the conceptual heat transfer.

Sometimes the lectures were a little hard to follow when he would selectively erase lines and parts of equations. This could
probably just be solved by getting a classroom with more boards, so he could just rewrite the line.

Should spend a little more on concepts and numerical application since much of the tedious math is given in the textbook. Lectures
should be more to complement rather than work purely through the textbook. Overall very good teaching quality that said.

Office hours

He is fantastic.

It could be hard to follow the notes on the board when he began writing on multiple boards at the same time.

What would you tell another student who asked you to describe this course?

Comments

Describes the basics of heat transfer and how the equations were derived.

It's a very good class if you want to learn deeper in heat transfer

Really good, and as interesting as a math/engineering course can get. The timing (7PM) made it difficult for me to give it 100%,
which was a bummer because he gave it 110%. Keep your head up and ask questions, and you'll be fine.

Gives interesting analytical/math perspective of physics we learn in engineering. Interesting considerations of numerical
computation

Surprisingly Excellent

Easy and fun, but also worthwhile.

It will give you a good understanding of methods to solve differential equations and how heat transfer equations are solved.

Have you observed any violations of academic integrity (e.g., cheating) in this course?

Comments

No

No

no

No

No

No

Any additional comments?

Comments

I love this class. I honestly want it to be harder at times though. I would love to explore some of the computational methods.
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