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OCE - COURSE SUMMARY REPORT

Instructor 1: Salvaggio, Carl

Course: 1051-462-01 Digital Image Proc Ii

Quarter: 20051

Total responses: 6

PART 1

1) What is your present feeling about how much you learned in this course?

(6 answered)

option text number percent

(a)
I learned an exceptional amount about his

subject.
3 50.0%

(b) I learned a lot. 3 50.0%

(c) I learned a moderate amount. 0 0.0%

(d) I learned a little. 0 0.0%

(e) I learned practically nothing. 0 0.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

2) What is your opinion of the principal course materials (textbooks, course

notes, CDs/videos, etc.) of this course? (5 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Exceptionally good materials for the course. 3 50.0%

(b) Good materials for the course. 2 33.3%

(c) Adequate materials for the course. 0 0.0%

(d)
The materials were somewhat deficient or

inadequate.
0 0.0%

(e) Decidedly inferior materials. 0 0.0%

Not Answered 1 16.7%
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3) In general, how do you feel about the assignments? (6 answered)

option text number percent

(a) This question is not applicable. 0 0.0%

(b)
Work was relevant to the course; the amount

was about right.
6 100.0%

(c)
Work was relevant to the course; but the

amount was too much.
0 0.0%

(d) Assignments were not relevant to the course. 0 0.0%

(e) More assignments would be helpful. 0 0.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

4) How adequate was your background for this course? (6 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Background courses were satisfactory. 6 100.0%

(b)
Not adequate because previous background

courses were too elementary.
0 0.0%

(c)
Not adequate because previous background

course were poorly taught.
0 0.0%

(d) Both (b) and (c). 0 0.0%

(e) Not adequate for other reasons. 0 0.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

5) Was the instructor's presentation effective in helping you understand the

material associated with the course? (6 answered)

option text number percent
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option text number percent

(a) Extremely effective. 5 83.3%

(b) Quite good. 1 16.7%

(c) Adequate. 0 0.0%

(d) Less than helpful. 0 0.0%

(e) Not helpful at all. 0 0.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

6) How do you feel about the instructor's handling of the class procedures

(planning work, making assignments, announcing quizzes, etc.)? (6

answered)

option text number percent

(a) Highly systematic, well organized. 5 83.3%

(b) Moderately well organized. 1 16.7%

(c) Somewhat organized. 0 0.0%

(d) Organization inadequate. 0 0.0%

(e) Confusing, unsystematic. 0 0.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

7) Was the instructor receptive and responsive to students' questions? (6

answered)

option text number percent

(a)
Encouraged questions; answered them very

effectively.
6 100.0%

(b)
Encouraged questions; answered them

adequately.
0 0.0%

(c)
Did not particularly encourage questions, but

answered them.
0 0.0%

(d)
Was ineffective in understanding and

answering questions.
0 0.0%

(e) Tended to discourage questions in class. 0 0.0%
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Not Answered 0 0.0%

8) How accessible and helpful was the instructor? (6 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Usually accessible and helpful. 6 100.0%

(b) Usually accessible but not helpful. 0 0.0%

(c) Rarely accessible but helpful. 0 0.0%

(d) Rarely accessible and not helpful. 0 0.0%

(e) I never sought assistance. 0 0.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

9) How intellectually stimulating was the instructor? (6 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Outstanding in this respect. 6 100.0%

(b)
Very intellectually stimulating and

challenging.
0 0.0%

(c)
Moderately stimulating and thought-

provoking.
0 0.0%

(d) Somewhat thought-provoking. 0 0.0%

(e) Not stimulating. 0 0.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

10) With regard to the number of examinations and/or quizzes in this

course, there were: (6 answered)

option text number percent
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option text number percent

(a) Too few. 1 16.7%

(b) About the right number. 5 83.3%

(c) Too many. 0 0.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

11) In general, how did you feel about the clearness of examination

questions? (5 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Consistently very clear. 4 66.7%

(b) Moderately clear. 1 16.7%

(c) Often vague and ambiguous. 0 0.0%

Not Answered 1 16.7%

12) Concerning the relevance of test questions to the course content, the

questions provided: (5 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Complete coverage of important points. 4 66.7%

(b) Adequate overall coverage. 1 16.7%

(c) Poor overall coverage. 0 0.0%

(d) Too much emphasis on details. 0 0.0%

Not Answered 1 16.7%
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13) Concerning strictness in grading the examination(s), the standards were:

(5 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Unreasonably strict. 0 0.0%

(b) Strict but fair. 1 16.7%

(c) About right. 4 66.7%

(d) Too lenient. 0 0.0%

Not Answered 1 16.7%

14) With regard to consistency in grading the examination(s), the standards

were: (5 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Always consistent. 4 66.7%

(b) Usually consistent. 1 16.7%

(c) Seldom consistent. 0 0.0%

Not Answered 1 16.7%

15) In general, were the laboratory experiments of value either in

developing techniques and experience or in contributing to understanding of

the subject? (0 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Extremely valuable. 0 0.0%

(b) Very valuable. 0 0.0%

(c) Moderately valuable. 0 0.0%

(d) Somewhat valuable. 0 0.0%

(e) Of little value. 0 0.0%
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Not Answered 6 100.0%

16) In explaining the laboratory and assisting the student during the

laboratory, the instructor was: (0 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Very helpful. 0 0.0%

(b) Sometimes helpful. 0 0.0%

(c) Of little help. 0 0.0%

(d) Seriously deficient. 0 0.0%

Not Answered 6 100.0%

17) Was the laboratory instructor receptive and responsive to students'

questions? (0 answered)

option text number percent

(a)
Encouraged questions; answered them

effectively.
0 0.0%

(b)
Encouraged questions; answered them

adequately.
0 0.0%

(c)
Did not particularly encourage questions, but

answered them.
0 0.0%

(d)
Was ineffective in understanding and

answering questions.
0 0.0%

(e) Tended to discourage questions in class. 0 0.0%

Not Answered 6 100.0%

18) How available and helpful was the laboratory instructor outside of class?

(0 answered)

option text number percent
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option text number percent

(a) Usually available and helpful. 0 0.0%

(b) Usually available but not helpful. 0 0.0%

(c) Rarely available but helpful 0 0.0%

(d) Rarely available and not helpful 0 0.0%

(e) I don't know; I never sought assistance. 0 0.0%

Not Answered 6 100.0%

19) For the laboratory, the written materials, manuals, instructions sheets,

etc. were: (0 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Extremely helpful. 0 0.0%

(b) Very helpful. 0 0.0%

(c) Adequate. 0 0.0%

(d) Somewhat helpful. 0 0.0%

(e) No helpful. 0 0.0%

Not Answered 6 100.0%

20) Concerning the grading of laboratory notebooks and reports, the

instructor was: (0 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Usually fair and thorough. 0 0.0%

(b) Usually too strict but thorough. 0 0.0%

(c) Often not thorough. 0 0.0%

(d) This question does not apply. 0 0.0%

Not Answered 6 100.0%
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21) Concerning the organization of the laboratory, the materials, supplies,

and room were usually: (0 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Very well organized, neat. 0 0.0%

(b) Moderately well organized, adequately neat. 0 0.0%

(c) Poorly organized, lacking in neatness. 0 0.0%

Not Answered 6 100.0%

22) How well did the printed, CD, or Web material, provided prior to the

beginning of the course, describe how the course would operate? (0

answered)

option text number percent

(a) Very good. 0 0.0%

(b) Good. 0 0.0%

(c) Adequate. 0 0.0%

(d) Inadequate. 0 0.0%

(e) Not applicable. 0 0.0%

Not Answered 6 100.0%

23) The technical quality of the lessons presented on video, TV, or over the

Web was: (0 answered)

option text number percent
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option text number percent

(a) Very good. 0 0.0%

(b) Good. 0 0.0%

(c) Adequate. 0 0.0%

(d) Inadequate. 0 0.0%

(e) Not applicable. 0 0.0%

Not Answered 6 100.0%

24) The instructional quality of the lessons on video, TV, or over the Web

was: (0 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Very good. 0 0.0%

(b) Good. 0 0.0%

(c) Adequate. 0 0.0%

(d) Inadequate. 0 0.0%

(e) Not applicable. 0 0.0%

Not Answered 6 100.0%

25) The Web access to course materials was: (0 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Very good. 0 0.0%

(b) Good. 0 0.0%

(c) Adequate. 0 0.0%

(d) Inadequate. 0 0.0%

(e) Not applicable. 0 0.0%

Not Answered 6 100.0%

26) Communication with other students in the class was: (0 answered)
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option text number percent

(a) Very valuable. 0 0.0%

(b) Somewhat valuable. 0 0.0%

(c) Not valuable. 0 0.0%

(d) Too complicated to both with. 0 0.0%

(e) Not applicable. 0 0.0%

Not Answered 6 100.0%

27) Compared with a face-to-face version of this course, this distance

learning course was: (0 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Superior. 0 0.0%

(b) Better. 0 0.0%

(c) The same. 0 0.0%

(d) Inferior. 0 0.0%

(e) Very inferior. 0 0.0%

Not Answered 6 100.0%

28) The College of Science is particularly interested your own comments and

suggestions. In the space below please tell us in your own words your

thoughts on any or all of the following. 

-the instructor 

-the course materials (notes, textbooks, videos, etc.) 

-the technology (computers, FirstClass, CourseInfo, etc.) 

-general comments on other aspects of the course (lecture style, distance

learning mode, etc.) (4 answered)

•

This course starts out a little slow, perhaps if the watermarking was

delivered first in the year that would be easier to have the first project

early also.

• Good course. Nicely done. You rock, Carl!

•
Mark this on your calendar....I admit I was wrong about image

registration. Oh well, Bruuuuuuuuuuuuuce!



12/09/2005 02:12 PMRIT - OCE - results

Page 12 of 12https://online.rit.edu/oce/admin/index.cfm?view=results/course_summary

•
Thanks Carl !! Class was fine, no need to change anything! (Maybe

some more time to work on image compression though...) BRUUUUCE!
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OCE - COURSE DETAIL REPORT

20051 1051-462-01 Digital Image Proc Ii

Instructor: Salvaggio, Carl

System Template #29

20051 Results Cumulative Results

order number question section course instructor department college course cumulative instructor cumulative department cumulative college cumulative

1. 427 MC What is your present feeling about how much you learned in this course?

number of responses (N) 6 6 11 238 3173 6 29 374 8105

1. I learned an exceptional

amount about his

subject.

3 (50.0%) 3 (50.0%) 4 (36.4%) 54 (22.7%) 573 (18.1%) 3 (50.0%) 11 (37.9%) 84 (22.5%) 1552 (19.1%)

2. I learned a lot. 3 (50.0%) 3 (50.0%) 7 (63.6%) 88 (37.0%) 1191 (37.5%) 3 (50.0%) 15 (51.7%) 158 (42.2%) 3218 (39.7%)

3. I learned a moderate

amount.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 59 (24.8%) 868 (27.4%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (10.3%) 89 (23.8%) 2141 (26.4%)

4. I learned a little. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 36 (15.1%) 419 (13.2%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 42 (11.2%) 905 (11.2%)

5. I learned practically

nothing.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (0.4%) 122 (3.8%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (0.3%) 289 (3.6%)

2. 428 MC What is your opinion of the principal course materials (textbooks, course notes, CDs/videos, etc.) of this course?

number of responses (N) 5 5 10 200 3029 5 26 327 7860

1. Exceptionally good

materials for the course.
3 (60.0%) 3 (60.0%) 5 (50.0%) 47 (23.5%) 504 (16.6%) 3 (60.0%) 13 (50.0%) 68 (20.8%) 1194 (15.2%)

2. Good materials for the

course.
2 (40.0%) 2 (40.0%) 3 (30.0%) 67 (33.5%) 1187 (39.2%) 2 (40.0%) 9 (34.6%) 124 (37.9%) 3382 (43.0%)

3. Adequate materials for

the course.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (20.0%) 56 (28.0%) 878 (29.0%) 0 (0.0%) 4 (15.4%) 82 (25.1%) 2231 (28.4%)

4. The materials were

somewhat deficient or

inadequate.

0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 21 (10.5%) 330 (10.9%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 42 (12.8%) 782 (9.9%)

5. Decidedly inferior

materials.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 9 (4.5%) 130 (4.3%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 11 (3.4%) 271 (3.4%)

3. 429 MC In general, how do you feel about the assignments?

number of responses (N) 6 6 11 235 3060 6 29 369 7904

1. This question is not

applicable.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 12 (5.1%) 341 (11.1%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 19 (5.1%) 605 (7.7%)

2. Work was relevant to

the course; the amount 6 (100.0%) 6 (100.0%) 11 (100.0%) 164 (69.8%) 2027 (66.2%) 6 (100.0%) 28 (96.6%) 259 (70.2%) 5572 (70.5%)
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was about right.

3. Work was relevant to

the course; but the

amount was too much.

0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 41 (17.4%) 418 (13.7%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (3.4%) 62 (16.8%) 1135 (14.4%)

4. Assignments were not

relevant to the course.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 10 (4.3%) 137 (4.5%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 11 (3.0%) 258 (3.3%)

5. More assignments would

be helpful.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 8 (3.4%) 137 (4.5%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 18 (4.9%) 334 (4.2%)

4. 430 MC How adequate was your background for this course?

number of responses (N) 6 6 10 210 2892 6 28 343 7644

1. Background courses

were satisfactory.
6 (100.0%) 6 (100.0%) 9 (90.0%) 154 (73.3%) 2109 (72.9%) 6 (100.0%) 24 (85.7%) 265 (77.3%) 5943 (77.7%)

2. Not adequate because

previous background

courses were too

elementary.

0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 18 (8.6%) 230 (8.0%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (3.6%) 26 (7.6%) 464 (6.1%)

3. Not adequate because

previous background

course were poorly

taught.

0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (1.4%) 157 (5.4%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (3.6%) 7 (2.0%) 417 (5.5%)

4. Both (b) and (c). 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (1.4%) 128 (4.4%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 4 (1.2%) 230 (3.0%)

5. Not adequate for other

reasons.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (10.0%) 32 (15.2%) 268 (9.3%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (7.1%) 41 (12.0%) 590 (7.7%)

5. 431 MC Was the instructor's presentation effective in helping you understand the material associated with the course?

number of responses (N) 6 6 11 231 3155 6 29 364 8084

1. Extremely effective. 5 (83.3%) 5 (83.3%) 7 (63.6%) 69 (29.9%) 818 (25.9%) 5 (83.3%) 16 (55.2%) 103 (28.3%) 2263 (28.0%)

2. Quite good. 1 (16.7%) 1 (16.7%) 4 (36.4%) 89 (38.5%) 1091 (34.6%) 1 (16.7%) 12 (41.4%) 146 (40.1%) 2838 (35.1%)

3. Adequate. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 55 (23.8%) 756 (24.0%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (3.4%) 86 (23.6%) 1826 (22.6%)

4. Less than helpful. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 15 (6.5%) 338 (10.7%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 25 (6.9%) 798 (9.9%)

5. Not helpful at all. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (1.3%) 152 (4.8%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 4 (1.1%) 359 (4.4%)

6. 432 MC How do you feel about the instructor's handling of the class procedures (planning work, making assignments, announcing quizzes, etc.)?

number of responses (N) 6 6 11 227 3144 6 29 365 8076

1. Highly systematic, well

organized.
5 (83.3%) 5 (83.3%) 9 (81.8%) 112 (49.3%) 1256 (39.9%) 5 (83.3%) 20 (69.0%) 170 (46.6%) 3483 (43.1%)

2. Moderately well

organized.
1 (16.7%) 1 (16.7%) 2 (18.2%) 74 (32.6%) 1164 (37.0%) 1 (16.7%) 9 (31.0%) 126 (34.5%) 2871 (35.5%)

3. Somewhat organized. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 27 (11.9%) 460 (14.6%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 50 (13.7%) 1090 (13.5%)

4. Organization
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4. Organization

inadequate.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 9 (4.0%) 124 (3.9%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 14 (3.8%) 327 (4.0%)

5. Confusing,

unsystematic.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 5 (2.2%) 140 (4.5%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 5 (1.4%) 305 (3.8%)

7. 433 MC Was the instructor receptive and responsive to students' questions?

number of responses (N) 6 6 12 226 3115 6 30 362 8018

1. Encouraged questions;

answered them very

effectively.

6 (100.0%) 6 (100.0%) 11 (91.7%) 131 (58.0%) 1469 (47.2%) 6 (100.0%) 29 (96.7%) 208 (57.5%) 3952 (49.3%)

2. Encouraged questions;

answered them

adequately.

0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (8.3%) 69 (30.5%) 992 (31.8%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (3.3%) 116 (32.0%) 2576 (32.1%)

3. Did not particularly

encourage questions,

but answered them.

0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 16 (7.1%) 407 (13.1%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 25 (6.9%) 901 (11.2%)

4. Was ineffective in

understanding and

answering questions.

0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 9 (4.0%) 197 (6.3%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 12 (3.3%) 483 (6.0%)

5. Tended to discourage

questions in class.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (0.4%) 50 (1.6%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (0.3%) 106 (1.3%)

8. 434 MC How accessible and helpful was the instructor?

number of responses (N) 6 6 12 222 3070 6 30 356 7923

1. Usually accessible and

helpful.
6 (100.0%) 6 (100.0%) 12 (100.0%) 157 (70.7%) 1771 (57.7%) 6 (100.0%) 27 (90.0%) 257 (72.2%) 4559 (57.5%)

2. Usually accessible but

not helpful.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 11 (5.0%) 195 (6.4%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 17 (4.8%) 483 (6.1%)

3. Rarely accessible but

helpful.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 7 (3.2%) 178 (5.8%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (6.7%) 19 (5.3%) 364 (4.6%)

4. Rarely accessible and

not helpful.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 4 (1.8%) 94 (3.1%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 6 (1.7%) 208 (2.6%)

5. I never sought

assistance.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 43 (19.4%) 832 (27.1%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (3.3%) 57 (16.0%) 2309 (29.1%)

9. 435 MC How intellectually stimulating was the instructor?

number of responses (N) 6 6 12 225 3077 6 30 361 7953

1. Outstanding in this

respect.
6 (100.0%) 6 (100.0%) 9 (75.0%) 76 (33.8%) 695 (22.6%) 6 (100.0%) 18 (60.0%) 108 (29.9%) 1827 (23.0%)

2. Very intellectually

stimulating and

challenging.

0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (25.0%) 52 (23.1%) 831 (27.0%) 0 (0.0%) 11 (36.7%) 110 (30.5%) 2337 (29.4%)

3. Moderately stimulating

and thought-provoking.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 67 (29.8%) 825 (26.8%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (3.3%) 97 (26.9%) 2133 (26.8%)



12/15/2005 10:54 AMRIT - OCE - results

Page 4 of 8https://online.rit.edu/oce/admin/index.cfm?view=results/course_detail

4. Somewhat thought-

provoking.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 19 (8.4%) 388 (12.6%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 30 (8.3%) 865 (10.9%)

5. Not stimulating. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 11 (4.9%) 338 (11.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 16 (4.4%) 791 (9.9%)

10. 436 MC With regard to the number of examinations and/or quizzes in this course, there were:

number of responses (N) 6 6 11 181 2656 6 29 300 7268

1. Too few. 1 (16.7%) 1 (16.7%) 1 (9.1%) 18 (9.9%) 270 (10.2%) 1 (16.7%) 2 (6.9%) 28 (9.3%) 638 (8.8%)

2. About the right number. 5 (83.3%) 5 (83.3%) 10 (90.9%) 157 (86.7%) 2288 (86.1%) 5 (83.3%) 27 (93.1%) 263 (87.7%) 6344 (87.3%)

3. Too many. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 6 (3.3%) 98 (3.7%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 9 (3.0%) 286 (3.9%)

11. 437 MC In general, how did you feel about the clearness of examination questions?

number of responses (N) 5 5 10 166 2591 5 28 285 7167

1. Consistently very clear. 4 (80.0%) 4 (80.0%) 8 (80.0%) 68 (41.0%) 1128 (43.5%) 4 (80.0%) 21 (75.0%) 131 (46.0%) 3443 (48.0%)

2. Moderately clear. 1 (20.0%) 1 (20.0%) 2 (20.0%) 88 (53.0%) 1164 (44.9%) 1 (20.0%) 7 (25.0%) 135 (47.4%) 3048 (42.5%)

3. Often vague and

ambiguous.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 10 (6.0%) 299 (11.5%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 19 (6.7%) 676 (9.4%)

12. 438 MC Concerning the relevance of test questions to the course content, the questions provided:

number of responses (N) 5 5 10 166 2579 5 28 283 7137

1. Complete coverage of

important points.
4 (80.0%) 4 (80.0%) 9 (90.0%) 75 (45.2%) 992 (38.5%) 4 (80.0%) 23 (82.1%) 126 (44.5%) 2943 (41.2%)

2. Adequate overall

coverage.
1 (20.0%) 1 (20.0%) 1 (10.0%) 73 (44.0%) 1248 (48.4%) 1 (20.0%) 5 (17.9%) 133 (47.0%) 3422 (47.9%)

3. Poor overall coverage. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 8 (4.8%) 143 (5.5%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 9 (3.2%) 327 (4.6%)

4. Too much emphasis on

details.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 10 (6.0%) 196 (7.6%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 15 (5.3%) 445 (6.2%)

13. 439 MC Concerning strictness in grading the examination(s), the standards were:

number of responses (N) 5 5 10 170 2632 5 28 287 7231

1. Unreasonably strict. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 18 (10.6%) 213 (8.1%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 21 (7.3%) 651 (9.0%)

2. Strict but fair. 1 (20.0%) 1 (20.0%) 1 (10.0%) 50 (29.4%) 899 (34.2%) 1 (20.0%) 4 (14.3%) 80 (27.9%) 2506 (34.7%)

3. About right. 4 (80.0%) 4 (80.0%) 9 (90.0%) 100 (58.8%) 1494 (56.8%) 4 (80.0%) 24 (85.7%) 184 (64.1%) 4023 (55.6%)

4. Too lenient. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (1.2%) 26 (1.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (0.7%) 51 (0.7%)

14. 440 MC With regard to consistency in grading the examination(s), the standards were:

number of responses (N) 5 5 10 166 2613 5 28 285 7147

1. Always consistent. 4 (80.0%) 4 (80.0%) 9 (90.0%) 83 (50.0%) 1470 (56.3%) 4 (80.0%) 21 (75.0%) 143 (50.2%) 4099 (57.4%)

2. Usually consistent. 1 (20.0%) 1 (20.0%) 1 (10.0%) 76 (45.8%) 1047 (40.1%) 1 (20.0%) 7 (25.0%) 132 (46.3%) 2778 (38.9%)
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3. Seldom consistent. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 7 (4.2%) 96 (3.7%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 10 (3.5%) 270 (3.8%)

15. 441 MC In general, were the laboratory experiments of value either in developing techniques and experience or in contributing to understanding of the subject?

number of responses (N) 0 0 0 123 1966 0 0 154 4576

1. Extremely valuable. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 19 (15.4%) 384 (19.5%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 30 (19.5%) 897 (19.6%)

2. Very valuable. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 26 (21.1%) 600 (30.5%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 39 (25.3%) 1486 (32.5%)

3. Moderately valuable. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 51 (41.5%) 596 (30.3%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 56 (36.4%) 1347 (29.4%)

4. Somewhat valuable. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 17 (13.8%) 230 (11.7%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 18 (11.7%) 491 (10.7%)

5. Of little value. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 10 (8.1%) 156 (7.9%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 11 (7.1%) 355 (7.8%)

16. 442 MC In explaining the laboratory and assisting the student during the laboratory, the instructor was:

number of responses (N) 0 0 0 115 1940 0 0 145 4513

1. Very helpful. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 44 (38.3%) 1027 (52.9%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 61 (42.1%) 2435 (54.0%)

2. Sometimes helpful. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 44 (38.3%) 657 (33.9%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 55 (37.9%) 1511 (33.5%)

3. Of little help. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 17 (14.8%) 168 (8.7%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 17 (11.7%) 377 (8.4%)

4. Seriously deficient. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 10 (8.7%) 88 (4.5%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 12 (8.3%) 190 (4.2%)

17. 443 MC Was the laboratory instructor receptive and responsive to students' questions?

number of responses (N) 0 0 0 111 1913 0 0 143 4473

1. Encouraged questions;

answered them

effectively.

0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 44 (39.6%) 857 (44.8%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 60 (42.0%) 2007 (44.9%)

2. Encouraged questions;

answered them

adequately.

0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 31 (27.9%) 567 (29.6%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 43 (30.1%) 1376 (30.8%)

3. Did not particularly

encourage questions,

but answered them.

0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 24 (21.6%) 321 (16.8%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 27 (18.9%) 707 (15.8%)

4. Was ineffective in

understanding and

answering questions.

0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 9 (8.1%) 138 (7.2%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 10 (7.0%) 318 (7.1%)

5. Tended to discourage

questions in class.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (2.7%) 30 (1.6%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (2.1%) 65 (1.5%)

18. 444 MC How available and helpful was the laboratory instructor outside of class?

number of responses (N) 0 0 0 112 1882 0 0 145 4379

1. Usually available and

helpful.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 47 (42.0%) 845 (44.9%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 70 (48.3%) 2001 (45.7%)

2. Usually available but not
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 7 (6.3%) 109 (5.8%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 8 (5.5%) 262 (6.0%)
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helpful.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 7 (6.3%) 109 (5.8%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 8 (5.5%) 262 (6.0%)

3. Rarely available but

helpful
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 9 (8.0%) 127 (6.7%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 12 (8.3%) 239 (5.5%)

4. Rarely available and not

helpful
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (1.8%) 71 (3.8%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (2.1%) 141 (3.2%)

5. I don't know; I never

sought assistance.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 47 (42.0%) 730 (38.8%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 52 (35.9%) 1736 (39.6%)

19. 445 MC For the laboratory, the written materials, manuals, instructions sheets, etc. were:

number of responses (N) 0 0 0 114 1883 0 0 144 4372

1. Extremely helpful. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 15 (13.2%) 359 (19.1%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 28 (19.4%) 848 (19.4%)

2. Very helpful. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 39 (34.2%) 620 (32.9%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 48 (33.3%) 1461 (33.4%)

3. Adequate. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 40 (35.1%) 638 (33.9%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 46 (31.9%) 1472 (33.7%)

4. Somewhat helpful. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 15 (13.2%) 200 (10.6%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 16 (11.1%) 430 (9.8%)

5. No helpful. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 5 (4.4%) 66 (3.5%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 6 (4.2%) 161 (3.7%)

20. 446 MC Concerning the grading of laboratory notebooks and reports, the instructor was:

number of responses (N) 0 0 0 113 1795 0 0 147 4222

1. Usually fair and

thorough.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 83 (73.5%) 1098 (61.2%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 103 (70.1%) 2645 (62.6%)

2. Usually too strict but

thorough.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 17 (15.0%) 342 (19.1%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 23 (15.6%) 801 (19.0%)

3. Often not thorough. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 10 (8.8%) 111 (6.2%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 11 (7.5%) 234 (5.5%)

4. This question does not

apply.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (2.7%) 244 (13.6%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 10 (6.8%) 542 (12.8%)

21. 447 MC Concerning the organization of the laboratory, the materials, supplies, and room were usually:

number of responses (N) 0 0 0 107 1817 0 0 135 4249

1. Very well organized,

neat.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 36 (33.6%) 939 (51.7%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 53 (39.3%) 2346 (55.2%)

2. Moderately well

organized, adequately

neat.

0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 60 (56.1%) 786 (43.3%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 71 (52.6%) 1700 (40.0%)

3. Poorly organized,

lacking in neatness.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 11 (10.3%) 92 (5.1%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 11 (8.1%) 203 (4.8%)

22. 448 MC How well did the printed, CD, or Web material, provided prior to the beginning of the course, describe how the course would operate?

number of responses (N) 0 0 0 45 1148 0 0 64 2358

1. Very good. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 10 (22.2%) 130 (11.3%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 11 (17.2%) 254 (10.8%)
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2. Good. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 5 (11.1%) 189 (16.5%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 10 (15.6%) 363 (15.4%)

3. Adequate. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 8 (17.8%) 134 (11.7%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 11 (17.2%) 231 (9.8%)

4. Inadequate. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (6.7%) 70 (6.1%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (4.7%) 119 (5.0%)

5. Not applicable. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 19 (42.2%) 625 (54.4%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 29 (45.3%) 1391 (59.0%)

23. 449 MC The technical quality of the lessons presented on video, TV, or over the Web was:

number of responses (N) 0 0 0 44 1141 0 0 63 2339

1. Very good. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 13 (29.5%) 114 (10.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 16 (25.4%) 221 (9.4%)

2. Good. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 7 (15.9%) 190 (16.7%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 12 (19.0%) 338 (14.5%)

3. Adequate. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (6.8%) 136 (11.9%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (4.8%) 212 (9.1%)

4. Inadequate. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (6.8%) 57 (5.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 6 (9.5%) 88 (3.8%)

5. Not applicable. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 18 (40.9%) 644 (56.4%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 26 (41.3%) 1480 (63.3%)

24. 450 MC The instructional quality of the lessons on video, TV, or over the Web was:

number of responses (N) 0 0 0 42 1118 0 0 61 2313

1. Very good. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 11 (26.2%) 97 (8.7%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 15 (24.6%) 208 (9.0%)

2. Good. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 7 (16.7%) 176 (15.7%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 11 (18.0%) 296 (12.8%)

3. Adequate. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (7.1%) 116 (10.4%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 4 (6.6%) 201 (8.7%)

4. Inadequate. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 4 (9.5%) 68 (6.1%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 5 (8.2%) 102 (4.4%)

5. Not applicable. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 17 (40.5%) 661 (59.1%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 26 (42.6%) 1506 (65.1%)

25. 451 MC The Web access to course materials was:

number of responses (N) 0 0 0 45 1181 0 0 65 2436

1. Very good. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 23 (51.1%) 210 (17.8%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 26 (40.0%) 396 (16.3%)

2. Good. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 4 (8.9%) 236 (20.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 9 (13.8%) 460 (18.9%)

3. Adequate. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (6.7%) 135 (11.4%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 6 (9.2%) 238 (9.8%)

4. Inadequate. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (2.2%) 67 (5.7%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (3.1%) 114 (4.7%)

5. Not applicable. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 14 (31.1%) 533 (45.1%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 22 (33.8%) 1228 (50.4%)

26. 452 MC Communication with other students in the class was:

number of responses (N) 0 0 0 42 1179 0 0 61 2427

1. Very valuable. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 10 (23.8%) 255 (21.6%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 14 (23.0%) 473 (19.5%)

2. Somewhat valuable. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 10 (23.8%) 302 (25.6%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 17 (27.9%) 565 (23.3%)

3. Not valuable. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 4 (9.5%) 81 (6.9%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 5 (8.2%) 163 (6.7%)
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4. Too complicated to both

with.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 32 (2.7%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 53 (2.2%)

5. Not applicable. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 18 (42.9%) 509 (43.2%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 25 (41.0%) 1173 (48.3%)

27. 453 MC Compared with a face-to-face version of this course, this distance learning course was:

number of responses (N) 0 0 0 26 476 0 0 35 861

1. Superior. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 5 (19.2%) 47 (9.9%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 5 (14.3%) 97 (11.3%)

2. Better. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 5 (19.2%) 104 (21.8%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 5 (14.3%) 170 (19.7%)

3. The same. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 6 (23.1%) 125 (26.3%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 10 (28.6%) 228 (26.5%)

4. Inferior. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (7.7%) 86 (18.1%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 6 (17.1%) 136 (15.8%)

5. Very inferior. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 8 (30.8%) 114 (23.9%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 9 (25.7%) 230 (26.7%)

Responses to open-ended questions

28. 454 OE The College of Science is particularly interested your own comments and suggestions. In the space below please tell us in your own words your thoughts on any or all of the following. 

-the instructor 

-the course materials (notes, textbooks, videos, etc.) 

-the technology (computers, FirstClass, CourseInfo, etc.) 

-general comments on other aspects of the course (lecture style, distance learning mode, etc.)

This course starts out a little slow, perhaps if the watermarking was delivered first in the year that would be easier to have the first project early also.

Good course. Nicely done. You rock, Carl!

Mark this on your calendar....I admit I was wrong about image registration. Oh well, Bruuuuuuuuuuuuuce!

Thanks Carl !! Class was fine, no need to change anything! (Maybe some more time to work on image compression though...) BRUUUUCE!



OCE - COURSE SUMMARY REPORT

Instructor 1: Salvaggio, Carl

Course: 1051-462-01 Digital Image Proc Ii

Quarter: 20062

Total responses: 4

PART 1

1) Your initial desire to take this course was: (4 answered)

option text number percent

(a) none at all 0 0.0%

(b) slight 0 0.0%

(c) moderate 1 25.0%

(d) strong 3 75.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

2) For your background and ability, this course was: (4 answered)

option text number percent

(a) very elementary 0 0.0%

(b) somewhat elementary 0 0.0%

(c) about right 4 100.0%

(d) somewhat difficult 0 0.0%

(e) very difficult 0 0.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

3) What grade do you expect to receive in this course? (3 answered)

option text number percent



option text number percent

(a) A 2 50.0%

(b) B 1 25.0%

(c) C 0 0.0%

(d) D 0 0.0%

(e) F 0 0.0%

Not Answered 1 25.0%

4) How concerned was the instructor that students learn? (4 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Worst possible rating 0 0.0%

(b) Below average 0 0.0%

(c) Average 0 0.0%

(d) Above average 1 25.0%

(e) Best possible rating 3 75.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

5) How much did the instructor stimulate your thinking and interest in the

subject? (4 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Worst possible rating 0 0.0%

(b) Below average 0 0.0%

(c) Average 0 0.0%

(d) Above average 1 25.0%

(e) Best possible rating 3 75.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

6) How effective was the method of presentation of the course material? (4

answered)

option text number percent



(a) Worst possible rating 0 0.0%

(b) Below average 0 0.0%

(c) Average 0 0.0%

(d) Above average 1 25.0%

(e) Best possible rating 3 75.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

7) What is your overall rating of this course? (4 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Worst possible rating 0 0.0%

(b) Below average 0 0.0%

(c) Average 0 0.0%

(d) Above average 1 25.0%

(e) Best possible rating 3 75.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

8) What is your overall rating of this instructor? (4 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Worst possible rating 0 0.0%

(b) Below average 0 0.0%

(c) Average 0 0.0%

(d) Above average 1 25.0%

(e) Best possible rating 3 75.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

9) In general, were the laboratory experiments of value either in developing

techniques and experience or in contributing to understanding the subject?

(3 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Of little value. 0 0.0%



(b) Somewhat valuable. 0 0.0%

(c) Moderately valuable. 1 25.0%

(d) Very valuable. 0 0.0%

(e) Extremely valuable. 2 50.0%

Not Answered 1 25.0%

10) Concerning the organization of the laboratory, the materials, supplies,

and room were usually: (3 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Extremely disorganized and inadequate. 0 0.0%

(b) Poorly organized and barely adequate. 0 0.0%

(c) Moderately organized and adequate. 1 25.0%

(d) Well organized and more than adequate. 0 0.0%

(e) Extremely well organized and excellent. 2 50.0%

Not Answered 1 25.0%

11) Your instructor would like to know what you think s/he has done

especially well in teaching this course. (3 answered)

•

The in class hand-outs were very helpful. I enjoyed the graphical

approach to teaching the material. Sometimes the math becomes

confusing so the graphs reduced that.

•

Carl is great at conveying complex ideas and theory in easy to digest

bits of information. I also think the presentations on projects was a

great idea. It's nice to be able to see the different approaches my

classmates took to the same project I was given. I think it increases

learning.

•

Carl's natural ability to simplify information and explain concepts in an

easygoing manner is what makes his classes so great. Having

presentations and papers instead of tests was really fun, and a lot

closer to the real scientific world. I wish I could retake this class every

quarter, with new topics covered each time.

12) Your instructor would like to know what should be done to improve the

teaching of this course. (2 answered)

•
Some of the handouts had conflicting information, and the labs were

confusing at times.



•

Having papers due a couple days after presentations was great. I think

that would be something to keep for the next quarter. I think Carl

should continue teaching undergrad DIP. He's helpful to so many

students, and he really does make what could be dry, boring, dull

material into something cool and exciting. You shouldn't take that

away from future undergraduate students. I can guarentee future

students will be much less satisfied with the course if Carl isn't the

professor.



OCE - COURSE SUMMARY REPORT

Instructor 1: Salvaggio, Carl

Course: 1051-462-01 Digital Image Proc Ii

Quarter: 20072

Total responses: 10

PART 1

1) Your initial desire to take this course was: (10 answered)

option text number percent

(a) none at all 0 0.0%

(b) slight 0 0.0%

(c) moderate 5 50.0%

(d) strong 5 50.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

2) For your background and ability, this course was: (10 answered)

option text number percent

(a) very elementary 0 0.0%

(b) somewhat elementary 0 0.0%

(c) about right 4 40.0%

(d) somewhat difficult 6 60.0%

(e) very difficult 0 0.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

3) What grade do you expect to receive in this course? (10 answered)

option text number percent

(a) A 5 50.0%

(b) B 4 40.0%

(c) C 1 10.0%

(d) D 0 0.0%

(e) F 0 0.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%



4) How concerned was the instructor that students learn? (10 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Worst possible rating 0 0.0%

(b) Below average 0 0.0%

(c) Average 1 10.0%

(d) Above average 2 20.0%

(e) Best possible rating 7 70.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

5) How much did the instructor stimulate your thinking and interest in the

subject? (10 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Worst possible rating 0 0.0%

(b) Below average 0 0.0%

(c) Average 1 10.0%

(d) Above average 1 10.0%

(e) Best possible rating 8 80.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

6) How effective was the method of presentation of the course material? (10

answered)

option text number percent

(a) Worst possible rating 0 0.0%

(b) Below average 0 0.0%

(c) Average 3 30.0%

(d) Above average 1 10.0%

(e) Best possible rating 6 60.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

7) What is your overall rating of this course? (10 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Worst possible rating 0 0.0%

(b) Below average 0 0.0%

(c) Average 1 10.0%



(d) Above average 4 40.0%

(e) Best possible rating 5 50.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

8) What is your overall rating of this instructor? (10 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Worst possible rating 0 0.0%

(b) Below average 0 0.0%

(c) Average 1 10.0%

(d) Above average 3 30.0%

(e) Best possible rating 6 60.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

9) In general, were the laboratory experiments of value either in developing

techniques and experience or in contributing to understanding the subject?

(4 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Of little value. 0 0.0%

(b) Somewhat valuable. 0 0.0%

(c) Moderately valuable. 0 0.0%

(d) Very valuable. 2 20.0%

(e) Extremely valuable. 2 20.0%

Not Answered 6 60.0%

10) Concerning the organization of the laboratory, the materials, supplies,

and room were usually: (1 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Extremely disorganized and inadequate. 0 0.0%

(b) Poorly organized and barely adequate. 0 0.0%

(c) Moderately organized and adequate. 0 0.0%

(d) Well organized and more than adequate. 1 10.0%

(e) Extremely well organized and excellent. 0 0.0%

Not Answered 9 90.0%

11) Your instructor would like to know what you think s/he has done

especially well in teaching this course. (7 answered)



•

It was nice being able to see in the presentations what the other

students had done, rather than everyone just submitting results that will

never be seen again.

•

The projects were certainly a LOT of work, but from that challenge I

learned a great deal and realized that I can be a capable

programmer/writer. Lectures were well organized and very interesting.

•
He has shown and introduced us to a bunch of advanced algorithms and

we were able to go out on our own to work on these and modifing these.

• DIP II was a great course!!

•
Carl has a very effective teaching manner and is always available to

help with projects.

• The prefecting sessions helped tremendously.

•
The material covered in this course was excellent, and most of the

lectures were very informative and interesting.

12) Your instructor would like to know what should be done to improve the

teaching of this course. (8 answered)

•
The topics were covered well, but having them out of sync with the

assignments wasn't the best arrangement.

•
Again, it was a lot of work, but the interesting material made it

worthwhile.

• Nothing very good course. Maybe more time for last project.

• 8am is a little hard, but otherwise this class was excellent.

•

Although it was nice to not have exams, it also made it hard to really

absorb material to not have exams. But then again, there isn't much

time for exams with all the projects...

•

i think there should be tests in this class cause it would make students

pay attention to each class and important topics rather than just

worrying about their projects

•

Have the class later than 8 am. Have the same (or similar) content at

each prefecting session. The TA should also be used as a resource in

addition to the perfecter. If the compression team project will continue

to be used, then the teams should be picked early in the quarter (after

add/drop), with the idea that parts of the program could be written

earlier in the quarter, or that parts of previous programs could be used

for the compression algorithm.

•

The pace of this class is too fast. It was hard to keep up with

everything. It might be better to slow down the lectures a little to go

more along with the current assignment.



COURSE SUMMARY REPORT

Instructor 1: Salvaggio, Carl

Course: 1051-462-01, Digital Image Proc Ii

Quarter: 20082

Total responses: 7 out of 14 students. Show Open-Ended Responses

Key: A = none at all ,   B = slight,   C = moderate,   D = strong

1) Your initial desire to take this course was: (7/14 Responded)

DA: 0 (0.0%) B: 1 (14.3%) C: 2 (28.6%) D: 4 (57.1%)

Key: A = very elementary,   B = somewhat elementary,   C = about right,   D = somewhat difficult,   E = very difficult

2) For your background and ability, this course was: (7/14 Responded)

CA: 0 (0.0%) B: 0 (0.0%) C: 7 (100.0%) D: 0 (0.0%) E: 0 (0.0%)

Key: A = A,   B = B,   C = C,   D = D,   E = F

3) What grade do you expect to receive in this course? (7/14 Responded)

BA: 3 (42.9%) B: 4 (57.1%) C: 0 (0.0%) D: 0 (0.0%) E: 0 (0.0%)

Key: A = Worst possible rating,   B = Below average,   C = Average,   D = Above average,   E = Best possible rating

4) How concerned was the instructor that students learn? (7/14 Responded)

DA: 0 (0.0%) B: 0 (0.0%) C: 0 (0.0%) D: 5 (71.4%) E: 2 (28.6%)

5) How much did the instructor stimulate your thinking and interest in the subject? (7/14 Responded)

EA: 0 (0.0%) B: 0 (0.0%) C: 0 (0.0%) D: 2 (28.6%) E: 5 (71.4%)

6) How effective was the method of presentation of the course material? (7/14 Responded)

DA: 0 (0.0%) B: 0 (0.0%) C: 0 (0.0%) D: 5 (71.4%) E: 2 (28.6%)

7) What is your overall rating of this course? (7/14 Responded)

EA: 0 (0.0%) B: 0 (0.0%) C: 0 (0.0%) D: 2 (28.6%) E: 5 (71.4%)

8) What is your overall rating of this instructor? (7/14 Responded)

EA: 0 (0.0%) B: 0 (0.0%) C: 0 (0.0%) D: 0 (0.0%) E: 7 (100.0%)

Key: A = Of little value.,   B = Somewhat valuable.,   C = Moderately valuable.,   D = Very valuable.,   E = Extremely valuable.

9) In general, were the laboratory experiments of value either in developing techniques and experience or in contributing

to understanding the subject? (2/14 Responded) D
A: 0 (0.0%) B: 0 (0.0%) C: 0 (0.0%) D: 1 (14.3%) E: 1 (14.3%)

Key:
A = Extremely disorganized and inadequate.,   B = Poorly organized and barely adequate.,   C = Moderately organized and adequate.,   D =
Well organized and more than adequate.,   E = Extremely well organized and excellent.

10) Concerning the organization of the laboratory, the materials, supplies, and room were usually: (1/14 Responded)
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10) Concerning the organization of the laboratory, the materials, supplies, and room were usually: (1/14 Responded)

DA: 0 (0.0%) B: 0 (0.0%) C: 0 (0.0%) D: 1 (14.3%) E: 0 (0.0%)

11) Your instructor would like to know what you think s/he has done especially well in teaching this course. (4/14 Responded)

• Very organized, yet flexible. Always trying to improve slides and programs available to help the students. Great

presentation of the material and the manner in which students are evaluated is great. Presenting about a specific

implementation of a technique and then writing a technical paper to summarize results is fantastic. Makes it more about

learning the concepts than emphasizing writing code. My favorite imaging science course thus far.

• Carl has passion for the subject that shows and helps keep the students interested. His presentation slides are very useful

as well...it is clear they have been fashioned and adjusted over time.

• I liked how we had to present and write papers. The feedback on the papers were helpful when writing the next one. Also

having the papers due after the presentations was good because it gave us a chance to go back and edit our programs and

correct the metrics we used for comparison. I liked seeing all the different ways to solve a problem.

• THe class is a lot of fun to be in, the atmosphere is relax and material is presented in an interactive way. Since the

problems discussed in this class have no solutions it was a different dynamic than usual. We didn't learn a best way of

solving a problem but rather some tools and methods used. This was a good way of presenting material that has no

solution and projects build on using things learned in class to come up with a unique solution.

12) Your instructor would like to know what should be done to improve the teaching of this course. (3/14 Responded)

• Maybe more encouragement or time for reviewing students' code to offer suggestions on optimizing/improving.

• Have a program due towards the beginning of January. The last 3 projects were close together.

• Make the projects due sooner. The quarter got very very busy at the end and the there is no reason the first two projects

should have taken 6 weeks while the last two were crammed in the end and combined with other classes made a very

stressful quarter. The group project didn't work too well but I have no suggestions for that.

13) In what ways did the content of this course build on or integrate material from previous or prerequisite courses in the

curriculum? (3/14 Responded)

• Used the coding techniques learned in Programming and DIP 1. Integrated concepts of all types from previous intro level

imaging courses.

• Tools learned in DIP I were critical in completing DIP II reports.

• This class fit well. It used materials from linear math, and dip 1. The material is very important and appropriate to learn in

imaging science.

Show Open-Ended Responses
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OCE - COURSE DETAIL REPORT

20082 1051-462-01 Digital Image Proc Ii

Instructor: Salvaggio, Carl

Department Template #206

 20082 Results Cumulative Results

order number question section course instructor department college course instructor department college

1. 967 MC Your initial desire to take this course was:

 number of responses (N) 7 7 8 146 162 21 109 1077 1147

 1. none at all 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (2.1%) 4 (2.5%) 0 (0.0%) 5 (4.6%) 59 (5.5%) 61 (5.3%)

 2. slight 1 (14.3%) 1 (14.3%) 1 (12.5%) 18 (12.3%) 18 (11.1%) 1 (4.8%) 5 (4.6%) 147 (13.6%) 147 (12.8%)

 3. moderate 2 (28.6%) 2 (28.6%) 2 (25.0%) 67 (45.9%) 71 (43.8%) 8 (38.1%) 43 (39.4%) 461 (42.8%) 480 (41.8%)

 4. strong 4 (57.1%) 4 (57.1%) 5 (62.5%) 58 (39.7%) 69 (42.6%) 12 (57.1%) 56 (51.4%) 410 (38.1%) 459 (40.0%)

2. 968 MC For your background and ability, this course was:

 number of responses (N) 7 7 8 146 162 21 110 1069 1141

 1. very elementary 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 4 (2.7%) 4 (2.5%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (2.7%) 53 (5.0%) 53 (4.6%)

 2. somewhat elementary 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 11 (7.5%) 12 (7.4%) 0 (0.0%) 8 (7.3%) 134 (12.5%) 137 (12.0%)

 3. about right 7 (100.0%) 7 (100.0%) 8 (100.0%) 97 (66.4%) 107 (66.0%) 15 (71.4%) 70 (63.6%) 608 (56.9%) 656 (57.5%)

 4. somewhat difficult 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 23 (15.8%) 27 (16.7%) 6 (28.6%) 19 (17.3%) 205 (19.2%) 223 (19.5%)

 5. very difficult 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 11 (7.5%) 12 (7.4%) 0 (0.0%) 10 (9.1%) 69 (6.5%) 72 (6.3%)

3. 969 MC What grade do you expect to receive in this course?

 number of responses (N) 7 7 7 136 151 20 101 1009 1076

 1. A 3 (42.9%) 3 (42.9%) 3 (42.9%) 74 (54.4%) 88 (58.3%) 10 (50.0%) 59 (58.4%) 530 (52.5%) 584 (54.3%)

 2. B 4 (57.1%) 4 (57.1%) 4 (57.1%) 50 (36.8%) 51 (33.8%) 9 (45.0%) 33 (32.7%) 397 (39.3%) 410 (38.1%)

 3. C 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 9 (6.6%) 9 (6.0%) 1 (5.0%) 9 (8.9%) 74 (7.3%) 74 (6.9%)

 4. D 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (2.2%) 3 (2.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 8 (0.8%) 8 (0.7%)

 5. F 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%)

4. 977 LS How concerned was the instructor that students learn?

 number of responses (N) 7 7 7 146 162 21 109 1076 1148

 1. Worst possible rating 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 13 (1.2%) 13 (1.1%)

 2. Below average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 8 (5.5%) 8 (4.9%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 52 (4.8%) 53 (4.6%)

 3. Average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 29 (19.9%) 30 (18.5%) 1 (4.8%) 6 (5.5%) 238 (22.1%) 244 (21.3%)

 4. Above average 5 (71.4%) 5 (71.4%) 5 (71.4%) 53 (36.3%) 57 (35.2%) 8 (38.1%) 30 (27.5%) 389 (36.2%) 413 (36.0%)

 5. Best possible rating 2 (28.6%) 2 (28.6%) 2 (28.6%) 56 (38.4%) 67 (41.4%) 12 (57.1%) 73 (67.0%) 384 (35.7%) 425 (37.0%)

5. 978 LS How much did the instructor stimulate your thinking and interest in the subject?

 number of responses (N) 7 7 7 144 160 21 109 1074 1145

 1. Worst possible rating 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (0.7%) 2 (1.3%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 31 (2.9%) 33 (2.9%)

 2. Below average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 15 (10.4%) 15 (9.4%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (2.8%) 91 (8.5%) 91 (7.9%)

How this report works:

this report compares the selected course to other courses that are in the OCE

to be compared to another course, the courses must use the same template

only courses offered in the same quarter, and up to 5 years before the selected course are compared

What do the columns mean:

Section: this is the totals for only the selected course (same as "course summary" report)

Course: all courses that match the quarter, college number, department number, and 3 digit course

number of the selected course

Instructor: all courses the faculty member has taught using the same template that quarter

Department: all courses that match the quarter, college number, and department number of the

selected course

College: all courses that match the quarter, and college number of the selected course

Cumulative: all cumulative results work the same way as the previously listed criteria, except they

ignore the quarter criteria

hide this
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 3. Average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 29 (20.1%) 30 (18.8%) 1 (4.8%) 8 (7.3%) 254 (23.6%) 264 (23.1%)

 4. Above average 2 (28.6%) 2 (28.6%) 2 (28.6%) 43 (29.9%) 47 (29.4%) 4 (19.0%) 32 (29.4%) 344 (32.0%) 369 (32.2%)

 5. Best possible rating 5 (71.4%) 5 (71.4%) 5 (71.4%) 56 (38.9%) 66 (41.3%) 16 (76.2%) 66 (60.6%) 354 (33.0%) 388 (33.9%)

6. 979 LS How effective was the method of presentation of the course material?

 number of responses (N) 7 7 7 145 161 21 108 1070 1142

 1. Worst possible rating 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (0.7%) 1 (0.6%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 42 (3.9%) 42 (3.7%)

 2. Below average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 17 (11.7%) 18 (11.2%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (2.8%) 163 (15.2%) 166 (14.5%)

 3. Average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 44 (30.3%) 47 (29.2%) 3 (14.3%) 18 (16.7%) 303 (28.3%) 317 (27.8%)

 4. Above average 5 (71.4%) 5 (71.4%) 5 (71.4%) 43 (29.7%) 44 (27.3%) 7 (33.3%) 40 (37.0%) 296 (27.7%) 313 (27.4%)

 5. Best possible rating 2 (28.6%) 2 (28.6%) 2 (28.6%) 40 (27.6%) 51 (31.7%) 11 (52.4%) 47 (43.5%) 266 (24.9%) 304 (26.6%)

7. 980 LS What is your overall rating of this course?

 number of responses (N) 7 7 7 145 161 21 108 1075 1146

 1. Worst possible rating 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (0.7%) 1 (0.6%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 24 (2.2%) 24 (2.1%)

 2. Below average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 11 (7.6%) 12 (7.5%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (1.9%) 109 (10.1%) 112 (9.8%)

 3. Average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 39 (26.9%) 41 (25.5%) 1 (4.8%) 15 (13.9%) 301 (28.0%) 312 (27.2%)

 4. Above average 2 (28.6%) 2 (28.6%) 2 (28.6%) 48 (33.1%) 50 (31.1%) 7 (33.3%) 36 (33.3%) 348 (32.4%) 369 (32.2%)

 5. Best possible rating 5 (71.4%) 5 (71.4%) 5 (71.4%) 46 (31.7%) 57 (35.4%) 13 (61.9%) 55 (50.9%) 293 (27.3%) 329 (28.7%)

8. 981 LS What is your overall rating of this instructor?

 number of responses (N) 7 7 7 145 161 21 107 1063 1134

 1. Worst possible rating 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 20 (1.9%) 20 (1.8%)

 2. Below average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 7 (4.8%) 8 (5.0%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (0.9%) 69 (6.5%) 71 (6.3%)

 3. Average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 32 (22.1%) 32 (19.9%) 1 (4.8%) 7 (6.5%) 245 (23.0%) 249 (22.0%)

 4. Above average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 39 (26.9%) 41 (25.5%) 4 (19.0%) 24 (22.4%) 331 (31.1%) 355 (31.3%)

 5. Best possible rating 7 (100.0%) 7 (100.0%) 7 (100.0%) 67 (46.2%) 80 (49.7%) 16 (76.2%) 75 (70.1%) 398 (37.4%) 439 (38.7%)

9. 984 LS
In general, were the laboratory experiments of value either in developing techniques and experience or in contributing to understanding the

subject?

 number of responses (N) 2 2 2 91 102 9 54 709 747

 1. Of little value. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 29 (4.1%) 29 (3.9%)

 2. Somewhat valuable. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 7 (7.7%) 7 (6.9%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (3.7%) 89 (12.6%) 90 (12.0%)

 3. Moderately valuable. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 25 (27.5%) 27 (26.5%) 1 (11.1%) 7 (13.0%) 190 (26.8%) 194 (26.0%)

 4. Very valuable. 1 (50.0%) 1 (50.0%) 1 (50.0%) 38 (41.8%) 39 (38.2%) 3 (33.3%) 25 (46.3%) 240 (33.9%) 254 (34.0%)

 5. Extremely valuable. 1 (50.0%) 1 (50.0%) 1 (50.0%) 21 (23.1%) 29 (28.4%) 5 (55.6%) 20 (37.0%) 161 (22.7%) 180 (24.1%)

10. 986 LS Concerning the organization of the laboratory, the materials, supplies, and room were usually:

 number of responses (N) 1 1 1 87 98 5 38 653 693

 
1. Extremely disorganized

and inadequate.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 16 (2.5%) 16 (2.3%)

 
2. Poorly organized and

barely adequate.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 8 (9.2%) 8 (8.2%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (2.6%) 70 (10.7%) 71 (10.2%)

 
3. Moderately organized

and adequate.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 28 (32.2%) 31 (31.6%) 1 (20.0%) 8 (21.1%) 220 (33.7%) 228 (32.9%)

 
4. Well organized and more

than adequate.
1 (100.0%) 1 (100.0%) 1 (100.0%) 38 (43.7%) 39 (39.8%) 2 (40.0%) 15 (39.5%) 239 (36.6%) 255 (36.8%)

 
5. Extremely well organized

and excellent.
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 13 (14.9%) 20 (20.4%) 2 (40.0%) 14 (36.8%) 108 (16.5%) 123 (17.7%)

Responses to open-ended questions

11. 975 OE Your instructor would like to know what you think s/he has done especially well in teaching this course.

  
Carl has passion for the subject that shows and helps keep the students interested. His presentation slides are very useful as well...it is clear they

have been fashioned and adjusted over time.

  

I liked how we had to present and write papers. The feedback on the papers were helpful when writing the next one. Also having the papers due

after the presentations was good because it gave us a chance to go back and edit our programs and correct the metrics we used for comparison. I

liked seeing all the different ways to solve a problem.

  

Very organized, yet flexible. Always trying to improve slides and programs available to help the students. Great presentation of the material and the

manner in which students are evaluated is great. Presenting about a specific implementation of a technique and then writing a technical paper to

summarize results is fantastic. Makes it more about learning the concepts than emphasizing writing code. My favorite imaging science course thus

far.

  

THe class is a lot of fun to be in, the atmosphere is relax and material is presented in an interactive way. Since the problems discussed in this class

have no solutions it was a different dynamic than usual. We didn't learn a best way of solving a problem but rather some tools and methods used.



  
This was a good way of presenting material that has no solution and projects build on using things learned in class to come up with a unique

solution.

12. 976 OE Your instructor would like to know what should be done to improve the teaching of this course.

  Maybe more encouragement or time for reviewing students' code to offer suggestions on optimizing/improving.

  Have a program due towards the beginning of January. The last 3 projects were close together.

  

Make the projects due sooner. The quarter got very very busy at the end and the there is no reason the first two projects should have taken 6

weeks while the last two were crammed in the end and combined with other classes made a very stressful quarter. The group project didn't work

too well but I have no suggestions for that.

13. 1611

OE
In what ways did the content of this course build on or integrate material from previous or prerequisite courses in the curriculum?

  Tools learned in DIP I were critical in completing DIP II reports.

  Used the coding techniques learned in Programming and DIP 1. Integrated concepts of all types from previous intro level imaging courses.

  This class fit well. It used materials from linear math, and dip 1. The material is very important and appropriate to learn in imaging science.



letters - numbersKey Style:
max - averageTotals Style:

COURSE SUMMARY REPORT

Instructor 1: Salvaggio, Carl

Course: 1051-462-01, Digital Image Proc Ii

Quarter: 20092

Total responses: 9 out of 15 students.

  
  

Show Open-Ended Responses

Key: A = none at all ,   B = slight,   C = moderate,   D = strong

1) Your initial desire to take this course was: (9/15 Responded)

DA: 0 (0.0%) B: 2 (22.2%) C: 1 (11.1%) D: 6 (66.7%)

Key: A = very elementary,   B = somewhat elementary,   C = about right,   D = somewhat difficult,   E = very difficult

2) For your background and ability, this course was: (9/15 Responded)

CA: 0 (0.0%) B: 0 (0.0%) C: 8 (88.9%) D: 1 (11.1%) E: 0 (0.0%)

Key: A = A,   B = B,   C = C,   D = D,   E = F

3) What grade do you expect to receive in this course? (9/15 Responded)

AA: 7 (77.8%) B: 2 (22.2%) C: 0 (0.0%) D: 0 (0.0%) E: 0 (0.0%)

Key: A = Worst possible rating,   B = Below average,   C = Average,   D = Above average,   E = Best possible rating

4) How concerned was the instructor that students learn? (9/15 Responded)

EA: 0 (0.0%) B: 0 (0.0%) C: 0 (0.0%) D: 2 (22.2%) E: 7 (77.8%)

5) How much did the instructor stimulate your thinking and interest in the subject? (9/15 Responded)

EA: 0 (0.0%) B: 0 (0.0%) C: 0 (0.0%) D: 1 (11.1%) E: 8 (88.9%)

6) How effective was the method of presentation of the course material? (9/15 Responded)

EA: 0 (0.0%) B: 0 (0.0%) C: 0 (0.0%) D: 4 (44.4%) E: 5 (55.6%)

7) What is your overall rating of this course? (9/15 Responded)

EA: 0 (0.0%) B: 0 (0.0%) C: 0 (0.0%) D: 3 (33.3%) E: 6 (66.7%)

8) What is your overall rating of this instructor? (9/15 Responded)

EA: 0 (0.0%) B: 0 (0.0%) C: 0 (0.0%) D: 0 (0.0%) E: 9 (100.0%)

Key: A = Of little value.,   B = Somewhat valuable.,   C = Moderately valuable.,   D = Very valuable.,   E = Extremely valuable.

9) In general, were the laboratory experiments of value either in developing techniques and experience or in contributing
to understanding the subject? (1/15 Responded) C

A: 0 (0.0%) B: 0 (0.0%) C: 1 (11.1%) D: 0 (0.0%) E: 0 (0.0%)

Key: A = Extremely disorganized and inadequate.,   B = Poorly organized and barely adequate.,   C = Moderately organized and adequate.,   D =
Well organized and more than adequate.,   E = Extremely well organized and excellent.

10) Concerning the organization of the laboratory, the materials, supplies, and room were usually: (2/15 Responded)

DA: 0 (0.0%) B: 0 (0.0%) C: 0 (0.0%) D: 1 (11.1%) E: 1 (11.1%)

11) Your instructor would like to know what you think s/he has done especially well in teaching this course. (7/15 Responded)

• You did a great job relating all that we have learned about programming and computers to real world applications and
helping us see the benefit to learning the things we did.
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• He knew the material very well and was able to answer questions effectively. He was very enthusiastic which made it more
fun to learn and was helpful to keep the class engaged at 8am. He was very receptive to student feedback, even
implementing an evaluation for the group project upon request. He was also very helpful with coding questions and just
very knowledgeable. Great Class! The independent project was a great idea because it allowed each student to explore
their own interest and exposed the class to many different subjects.

• Carl is the best! Making the class project-based was a great idea. I feel that I learned a lot more than I would have
otherwise. Carl's presentations are always interesting and he is such a happy guy I don't mind hauling myself out of a
warm bed to come to his class at eight am. The workload was manageable as long as projects are started in a timely
manner.

• Carl is a great professor. He is not only extremely enthusiastic while he is teaching but also always willing to help and great
at explaining things. He is really concerned that the students understand the material and he takes feedback and
suggestions and improves the course.

• Great presentation of material, always a pleasure to learn any topic from this man.

• I liked the 'freedom' in this class from the weekly homeworks and cumulative exams. The periodic projects seem more like
what I will be doing in my future, and I've learned from this class that I like that routine. I liked that we could pick our own
individual topics for the independent project. The group project was good too, I had never really worked on a coding
project with more than one other person, so it was a learning experience.

• Stimulating interest, being concerned, and beign considerate. Offering the free choice project was really awesome.

12) Your instructor would like to know what should be done to improve the teaching of this course. (7/15 Responded)

• The only thing I would like to see changed is maybe the "pace" of the last few projects. It was alright getting the
independent project and compression project coded up in time, but the write up/video due right at the end of that week
was definitely rushed. Maybe give the weekend after week10 and have the paper/video due on the monday ...

• The slides were a little bit hard to follow when going back to them. It would have been nice to have them in order in the
way that they were presented, or even broken up into categories (watermarking, compression, demosaicing, etc). I think
that the main problem with the class was that all of the projects were due around the same time. I know that it would
have been easier if they had been started earlier, but in some cases they were. Spreading out the due dates, or even
having intermediate due dates for parts of projects would have been better.

• Haha, no video!

• I guess the only thing would be the JPEG 2000 video. I appreciate the idea of learning it from the creator, but the video
was hard to pay attention to and I didn't absorb much.

• Nothing, structure was great and allowed for learning of concepts in the classroom and exploration of individual algorithms
outside of class. Great class, well designed and taught.

• I think the gap between the Demosaic project and the Independent project was too long. Maybe, with the Demosaic papers
still due the week after break, you could also require some sort of proposal for out Independent project.

• Really don't know.. maybe more other DIP video presentations on interesting topics

13) In what ways did the content of this course build on or integrate material from previous or prerequisite courses in the
curriculum? (6/15 Responded)

• You have to use the techniques from DIP I and programming in order to be able to implement the projects. Also, the
course taught a very valuable skill in that students had to implement an algorithm described in a paper and then write their
own paper. It was much more realistic than the assignments given in other courses and a valuable skill to learn.

• The course was entirely programming, so obviously Intro to Programming and DIP were drawn upon heavily. Other classes
came into play to understand the algorithms being implemented.

• The course used much of the information from linear math and digital image processing one. The background information
from digital image processing one could be a little stronger, there are some things that Carl thought we knew that we didn't
yet.

• This course built on the tools from DIP 1 and gave us new implementations and interesting applications.

• We used a lot of the concepts we learned in DIP II, such as how to handle images and the convolution and correlation of
images.

• It was a nice follow up from DIP one, and a bit more laid back
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OCE - COURSE DETAIL REPORT
20092 1051-462-01 Digital Image Proc Ii

Instructor: Salvaggio, Carl

Department Template #206

 20092 Results Cumulative Results

order number question section course instructor department college course instructor department college

1. 967 MC Your initial desire to take this course was:

 number of responses (N) 9 9 9 156 165 30 150 1545 1659

 1. none at all 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 9 (5.8%) 9 (5.5%) 0 (0.0%) 8 (5.3%) 82 (5.3%) 84 (5.1%)

 2. slight 2 (22.2%) 2 (22.2%) 2 (22.2%) 28 (17.9%) 28 (17.0%) 3 (10.0%) 13 (8.7%) 224 (14.5%) 225 (13.6%)

 3. moderate 1 (11.1%) 1 (11.1%) 1 (11.1%) 58 (37.2%) 58 (35.2%) 9 (30.0%) 53 (35.3%) 645 (41.7%) 673 (40.6%)

 4. strong 6 (66.7%) 6 (66.7%) 6 (66.7%) 61 (39.1%) 70 (42.4%) 18 (60.0%) 76 (50.7%) 594 (38.4%) 677 (40.8%)

2. 968 MC For your background and ability, this course was:

 number of responses (N) 9 9 9 157 166 30 151 1536 1651

 1. very elementary 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 6 (3.8%) 6 (3.6%) 0 (0.0%) 7 (4.6%) 74 (4.8%) 74 (4.5%)

 2. somewhat elementary 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 19 (12.1%) 19 (11.4%) 0 (0.0%) 8 (5.3%) 192 (12.5%) 196 (11.9%)

 3. about right 8 (88.9%) 8 (88.9%) 8 (88.9%) 75 (47.8%) 81 (48.8%) 23 (76.7%) 91 (60.3%) 841 (54.8%) 914 (55.4%)

 4. somewhat difficult 1 (11.1%) 1 (11.1%) 1 (11.1%) 42 (26.8%) 45 (27.1%) 7 (23.3%) 30 (19.9%) 317 (20.6%) 348 (21.1%)

 5. very difficult 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 15 (9.6%) 15 (9.0%) 0 (0.0%) 15 (9.9%) 112 (7.3%) 119 (7.2%)

3. 969 MC What grade do you expect to receive in this course?

 number of responses (N) 9 9 9 139 147 29 141 1429 1538

 1. A 7 (77.8%) 7 (77.8%) 7 (77.8%) 71 (51.1%) 77 (52.4%) 17 (58.6%) 82 (58.2%) 757 (53.0%) 845 (54.9%)

 2. B 2 (22.2%) 2 (22.2%) 2 (22.2%) 49 (35.3%) 51 (34.7%) 11 (37.9%) 46 (32.6%) 540 (37.8%) 561 (36.5%)

 3. C 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 17 (12.2%) 17 (11.6%) 1 (3.4%) 12 (8.5%) 118 (8.3%) 118 (7.7%)

 4. D 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (1.4%) 2 (1.4%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (0.7%) 13 (0.9%) 13 (0.8%)

 5. F 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (0.1%) 1 (0.1%)

4. 977 LS How concerned was the instructor that students learn?

 number of responses (N) 9 9 9 154 163 30 150 1545 1659

 1. Worst possible rating 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (1.3%) 2 (1.2%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 18 (1.2%) 18 (1.1%)

 2. Below average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 6 (3.9%) 6 (3.7%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (0.7%) 69 (4.5%) 71 (4.3%)

 3. Average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 25 (16.2%) 25 (15.3%) 1 (3.3%) 9 (6.0%) 326 (21.1%) 336 (20.3%)

 4. Above average 2 (22.2%) 2 (22.2%) 2 (22.2%) 55 (35.7%) 57 (35.0%) 10 (33.3%) 42 (28.0%) 547 (35.4%) 587 (35.4%)

 5. Best possible rating 7 (77.8%) 7 (77.8%) 7 (77.8%) 66 (42.9%) 73 (44.8%) 19 (63.3%) 98 (65.3%) 585 (37.9%) 647 (39.0%)

5. 978 LS How much did the instructor stimulate your thinking and interest in the subject?

 number of responses (N) 9 9 9 155 164 30 150 1541 1655

 1. Worst possible rating 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (0.6%) 1 (0.6%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 36 (2.3%) 38 (2.3%)

 2. Below average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 21 (13.5%) 21 (12.8%) 0 (0.0%) 5 (3.3%) 137 (8.9%) 139 (8.4%)

How this report works:
this report compares the selected course to other courses that are in the OCE
to be compared to another course, the courses must use the same template
only courses offered in the same quarter, and up to 5 years before the selected course are compared

What do the columns mean:
Section: this is the totals for only the selected course (same as "course summary" report)
Course: all courses that match the quarter, college number, department number, and 3 digit course
number of the selected course
Instructor: all courses the faculty member has taught using the same template that quarter
Department: all courses that match the quarter, college number, and department number of the
selected course
College: all courses that match the quarter, and college number of the selected course
Cumulative: all cumulative results work the same way as the previously listed criteria, except they
ignore the quarter criteria
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 3. Average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 31 (20.0%) 31 (18.9%) 1 (3.3%) 14 (9.3%) 349 (22.6%) 369 (22.3%)

 4. Above average 1 (11.1%) 1 (11.1%) 1 (11.1%) 51 (32.9%) 53 (32.3%) 5 (16.7%) 41 (27.3%) 504 (32.7%) 544 (32.9%)

 5. Best possible rating 8 (88.9%) 8 (88.9%) 8 (88.9%) 51 (32.9%) 58 (35.4%) 24 (80.0%) 90 (60.0%) 515 (33.4%) 565 (34.1%)

6. 979 LS How effective was the method of presentation of the course material?

 number of responses (N) 9 9 9 154 162 30 149 1537 1651

 1. Worst possible rating 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 5 (3.2%) 5 (3.1%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 54 (3.5%) 55 (3.3%)

 2. Below average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 16 (10.4%) 16 (9.9%) 0 (0.0%) 6 (4.0%) 210 (13.7%) 215 (13.0%)

 3. Average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 40 (26.0%) 41 (25.3%) 3 (10.0%) 27 (18.1%) 423 (27.5%) 449 (27.2%)

 4. Above average 4 (44.4%) 4 (44.4%) 4 (44.4%) 50 (32.5%) 51 (31.5%) 11 (36.7%) 50 (33.6%) 433 (28.2%) 462 (28.0%)

 5. Best possible rating 5 (55.6%) 5 (55.6%) 5 (55.6%) 43 (27.9%) 49 (30.2%) 16 (53.3%) 66 (44.3%) 417 (27.1%) 470 (28.5%)

7. 980 LS What is your overall rating of this course?

 number of responses (N) 9 9 9 156 165 30 149 1543 1657

 1. Worst possible rating 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (0.6%) 1 (0.6%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 29 (1.9%) 29 (1.8%)

 2. Below average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 18 (11.5%) 18 (10.9%) 0 (0.0%) 4 (2.7%) 151 (9.8%) 157 (9.5%)

 3. Average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 40 (25.6%) 40 (24.2%) 1 (3.3%) 19 (12.8%) 412 (26.7%) 429 (25.9%)

 4. Above average 3 (33.3%) 3 (33.3%) 3 (33.3%) 54 (34.6%) 58 (35.2%) 10 (33.3%) 52 (34.9%) 518 (33.6%) 557 (33.6%)

 5. Best possible rating 6 (66.7%) 6 (66.7%) 6 (66.7%) 43 (27.6%) 48 (29.1%) 19 (63.3%) 74 (49.7%) 433 (28.1%) 485 (29.3%)

8. 981 LS What is your overall rating of this instructor?

 number of responses (N) 9 9 9 156 165 30 147 1529 1643

 1. Worst possible rating 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (0.6%) 1 (0.6%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 27 (1.8%) 27 (1.6%)

 2. Below average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 11 (7.1%) 11 (6.7%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (1.4%) 92 (6.0%) 97 (5.9%)

 3. Average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 27 (17.3%) 27 (16.4%) 1 (3.3%) 11 (7.5%) 334 (21.8%) 342 (20.8%)

 4. Above average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 51 (32.7%) 54 (32.7%) 4 (13.3%) 31 (21.1%) 472 (30.9%) 513 (31.2%)

 5. Best possible rating 9 (100.0%) 9 (100.0%) 9 (100.0%) 66 (42.3%) 72 (43.6%) 25 (83.3%) 103 (70.1%) 604 (39.5%) 664 (40.4%)

9. 984 LS In general, were the laboratory experiments of value either in developing techniques and experience or in contributing to understanding the
subject?

 number of responses (N) 1 1 1 103 110 10 78 1020 1086

 1. Of little value. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (2.9%) 3 (2.7%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (1.3%) 39 (3.8%) 39 (3.6%)

 2. Somewhat valuable. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 16 (15.5%) 16 (14.5%) 0 (0.0%) 4 (5.1%) 125 (12.3%) 126 (11.6%)

 3. Moderately valuable. 1 (100.0%) 1 (100.0%) 1 (100.0%) 25 (24.3%) 25 (22.7%) 2 (20.0%) 10 (12.8%) 271 (26.6%) 277 (25.5%)

 4. Very valuable. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 34 (33.0%) 35 (31.8%) 3 (30.0%) 32 (41.0%) 343 (33.6%) 367 (33.8%)

 5. Extremely valuable. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 25 (24.3%) 31 (28.2%) 5 (50.0%) 31 (39.7%) 242 (23.7%) 277 (25.5%)

10. 986 LS Concerning the organization of the laboratory, the materials, supplies, and room were usually:

 number of responses (N) 2 2 2 92 101 7 56 933 1005

 1. Extremely disorganized
and inadequate.

0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (3.3%) 3 (3.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 21 (2.3%) 21 (2.1%)

 2. Poorly organized and
barely adequate.

0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (3.3%) 3 (3.0%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (1.8%) 80 (8.6%) 82 (8.2%)

 3. Moderately organized
and adequate.

0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 18 (19.6%) 19 (18.8%) 1 (14.3%) 12 (21.4%) 297 (31.8%) 310 (30.8%)

 4. Well organized and more
than adequate.

1 (50.0%) 1 (50.0%) 1 (50.0%) 44 (47.8%) 45 (44.6%) 3 (42.9%) 23 (41.1%) 351 (37.6%) 377 (37.5%)

 5. Extremely well organized
and excellent.

1 (50.0%) 1 (50.0%) 1 (50.0%) 24 (26.1%) 31 (30.7%) 3 (42.9%) 20 (35.7%) 184 (19.7%) 215 (21.4%)

Responses to open-ended questions

11. 975 OE Your instructor would like to know what you think s/he has done especially well in teaching this course.

  Stimulating interest, being concerned, and beign considerate. Offering the free choice project was really awesome.

  
Carl is the best! Making the class project-based was a great idea. I feel that I learned a lot more than I would have otherwise. Carl's presentations
are always interesting and he is such a happy guy I don't mind hauling myself out of a warm bed to come to his class at eight am. The workload
was manageable as long as projects are started in a timely manner.

  
I liked the 'freedom' in this class from the weekly homeworks and cumulative exams. The periodic projects seem more like what I will be doing in
my future, and I've learned from this class that I like that routine. I liked that we could pick our own individual topics for the independent project.
The group project was good too, I had never really worked on a coding project with more than one other person, so it was a learning experience.

  You did a great job relating all that we have learned about programming and computers to real world applications and helping us see the benefit to
learning the things we did.

  Great presentation of material, always a pleasure to learn any topic from this man.



  

He knew the material very well and was able to answer questions effectively. He was very enthusiastic which made it more fun to learn and was
helpful to keep the class engaged at 8am. He was very receptive to student feedback, even implementing an evaluation for the group project upon
request. He was also very helpful with coding questions and just very knowledgeable. Great Class! The independent project was a great idea
because it allowed each student to explore their own interest and exposed the class to many different subjects.

  Carl is a great professor. He is not only extremely enthusiastic while he is teaching but also always willing to help and great at explaining things. He
is really concerned that the students understand the material and he takes feedback and suggestions and improves the course.

12. 976 OE Your instructor would like to know what should be done to improve the teaching of this course.

  Really don't know.. maybe more other DIP video presentations on interesting topics

  Haha, no video!

  I think the gap between the Demosaic project and the Independent project was too long. Maybe, with the Demosaic papers still due the week after
break, you could also require some sort of proposal for out Independent project.

  
The only thing I would like to see changed is maybe the "pace" of the last few projects. It was alright getting the independent project and
compression project coded up in time, but the write up/video due right at the end of that week was definitely rushed. Maybe give the weekend after
week10 and have the paper/video due on the monday ...

  Nothing, structure was great and allowed for learning of concepts in the classroom and exploration of individual algorithms outside of class. Great
class, well designed and taught.

  

The slides were a little bit hard to follow when going back to them. It would have been nice to have them in order in the way that they were
presented, or even broken up into categories (watermarking, compression, demosaicing, etc). I think that the main problem with the class was that
all of the projects were due around the same time. I know that it would have been easier if they had been started earlier, but in some cases they
were. Spreading out the due dates, or even having intermediate due dates for parts of projects would have been better.

  I guess the only thing would be the JPEG 2000 video. I appreciate the idea of learning it from the creator, but the video was hard to pay attention
to and I didn't absorb much.

13. 1611
OE

In what ways did the content of this course build on or integrate material from previous or prerequisite courses in the curriculum?

  It was a nice follow up from DIP one, and a bit more laid back

  The course was entirely programming, so obviously Intro to Programming and DIP were drawn upon heavily. Other classes came into play to
understand the algorithms being implemented.

  We used a lot of the concepts we learned in DIP II, such as how to handle images and the convolution and correlation of images.

  This course built on the tools from DIP 1 and gave us new implementations and interesting applications.

  
You have to use the techniques from DIP I and programming in order to be able to implement the projects. Also, the course taught a very valuable
skill in that students had to implement an algorithm described in a paper and then write their own paper. It was much more realistic than the
assignments given in other courses and a valuable skill to learn.

  The course used much of the information from linear math and digital image processing one. The background information from digital image
processing one could be a little stronger, there are some things that Carl thought we knew that we didn't yet.
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Show Open-Ended Responses

Key: A = none at all ,   B = slight,   C = moderate,   D = strong

1) Your initial desire to take this course was: (15/20 Responded)

CA: 2 (13.3%) B: 1 (6.7%) C: 6 (40.0%) D: 6 (40.0%)

Key: A = very elementary,   B = somewhat elementary,   C = about right,   D = somewhat difficult,   E = very difficult

2) For your background and ability, this course was: (15/20 Responded)

CA: 1 (6.7%) B: 1 (6.7%) C: 7 (46.7%) D: 4 (26.7%) E: 2 (13.3%)

Key: A = A,   B = B,   C = C,   D = D,   E = F

3) What grade do you expect to receive in this course? (14/20 Responded)

BA: 5 (33.3%) B: 8 (53.3%) C: 1 (6.7%) D: 0 (0.0%) E: 0 (0.0%)

Key: A = Worst possible rating,   B = Below average,   C = Average,   D = Above average,   E = Best possible rating

4) How concerned was the instructor that students learn? (15/20 Responded)

EA: 0 (0.0%) B: 0 (0.0%) C: 2 (13.3%) D: 5 (33.3%) E: 8 (53.3%)

5) How much did the instructor stimulate your thinking and interest in the subject? (15/20 Responded)

EA: 0 (0.0%) B: 1 (6.7%) C: 2 (13.3%) D: 5 (33.3%) E: 7 (46.7%)

6) How effective was the method of presentation of the course material? (15/20 Responded)

EA: 0 (0.0%) B: 1 (6.7%) C: 4 (26.7%) D: 4 (26.7%) E: 6 (40.0%)

7) What is your overall rating of this course? (15/20 Responded)

CA: 1 (6.7%) B: 0 (0.0%) C: 5 (33.3%) D: 4 (26.7%) E: 5 (33.3%)

8) What is your overall rating of this instructor? (15/20 Responded)

EA: 0 (0.0%) B: 0 (0.0%) C: 4 (26.7%) D: 3 (20.0%) E: 8 (53.3%)

Key: A = Of little value.,   B = Somewhat valuable.,   C = Moderately valuable.,   D = Very valuable.,   E = Extremely valuable.

9) In general, were the laboratory experiments of value either in developing techniques and experience or in contributing
to understanding the subject? (5/20 Responded) E

A: 0 (0.0%) B: 1 (6.7%) C: 1 (6.7%) D: 0 (0.0%) E: 3 (20.0%)

Key: A = Extremely disorganized and inadequate.,   B = Poorly organized and barely adequate.,   C = Moderately organized and adequate.,   D =
Well organized and more than adequate.,   E = Extremely well organized and excellent.

10) Concerning the organization of the laboratory, the materials, supplies, and room were usually: (4/20 Responded)

CA: 0 (0.0%) B: 0 (0.0%) C: 2 (13.3%) D: 0 (0.0%) E: 2 (13.3%)

11) Your instructor would like to know what you think s/he has done especially well in teaching this course. (7/20 Responded)

• Carl is a genius and explains tough concepts in a way that everyone (paying attention) can understand. He already knows
how much we all love him and this class is a great stepping stone between introductory programming and more
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complicated algorithms. Also, when my video sucked, Carl gave me good feedback and his critique was positive.

• The professor did an excellent job presenting the material. Projects were challenging but fair, and definitely within the
abilities of the students. A variety of topics were covered, and projects were essentially up to the student. The professor
answered any questions students had, and was willing and available to help outside of class if necessary.

• Total different class type, but awesome. I loved getting to search for a project that interested me. Also, I thought the
assigned projects were good and there was a nice range of things to do.

• Lectures explain the material well and are easy to understand.

• A project-based course like DIP II at the undergraduate level is a great idea. This course provided a great opportunity to
get our hands dirty with actual techniques developed in the field of image processing, which is something lacking from
many other courses. I was able to develop my abilities writing technical papers, which will be important in the future. Great
class.

• The instructor presented good examples of papers which implemented algorithms that were taught in the course. I was
very satisfied with the fact that the professor was willing to offer help with programming questions while making sure that
the student first understood the technique that he or she was trying to implement. The instructor was very good at helping
students improve their presentation and technical paper writing skills. Along with everything mentioned previously, the
professor was very approachable and never wanted for a student to feel uncomfortable for asking any questions.

• I think Carl's flexibility to let us pick projects that work for our coding and academic performance level was great.

12) Your instructor would like to know what should be done to improve the teaching of this course. (6/20 Responded)

• The first few weeks were very laid back, and the last few were fairly hectic. Pushing the first project up a week would leave
time for students to comfortably fit in the final two and not have to cram it all into the last couple weeks.

• Not a fault of the course, or the instructor, but it was frustrating how the timing works out over winter quarter. With 5
weeks for the first project it was easy to put it off and get it done quickly as it was straight forward. This was due to the
break which always throws off the flow of a course. I'm not sure how it could be improved since the break just chops it up,
but the remaining weeks seemed to fly by.

• The timeline for assignments makes the course very stressful towards the end of the quarter. The two most difficult
assignments are due in the last two weeks. In theory, we would be able to complete the independent project earlier in the
quarter because it doesn't correspond to what's being taught in lecture, but because of the other courses most students are
taking simultaneously, there simply isn't time. The demands might be more realistic if the independent project required
only a paper or a presentation, not both, and if the compression presentation was due on finals week.

• The data structures lecture was hard to follow.

• The instructor of the class could have discussed a series of unique image processing algorithms on top of the ones which
were required for the course.

• I think the scheduling of the projects needs to be changed in the future. The projects decrease in work time while
increasing in difficulty which made the class super stressful. This may be something that already has solutions in the
semester conversion curriculum but I felt it was worth mentioning. I also didn't like the compression presentations to the
grad students for bonus points. They seemed upset that they had to wake up early and I think Carl could have awarded the
bonus points just as well himself and made more productive comments than the grads.

13) In what ways did the content of this course build on or integrate material from previous or prerequisite courses in the
curriculum? (5/20 Responded)

• The course built on knowledge gained in Programming for Imaging Science.

• Linear math for imaging and digital image processing I topics are extremely important to the course and expanded upon
further.

• Roger's DIP I class provided a good theoretical foundation for this class, although it did not provide enough coding
opportunities to prepare for this class.

• The course built on the programming skills previously learned in in Digital Image Processing I and in Programming for
Imaging Science. The course also built on technical writing skills along with presentation skills which were previously
practiced in several other courses in the Imaging Science curriculum.

• This course was was totally different than Dip1 but I think it was a good juxtaposition.

Show Open-Ended Responses
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OCE - COURSE SUMMARY REPORT

Instructor 1: Salvaggio, Carl

Course: 1051-462-01 Digital Image Proc Ii

Quarter: 20102

Total responses: 15

PART 1

1) Your initial desire to take this course was: (15 answered)

option text number percent

(a) none at all 2 13.3%

(b) slight 1 6.7%

(c) moderate 6 40.0%

(d) strong 6 40.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

2) For your background and ability, this course was: (15 answered)

option text number percent

(a) very elementary 1 6.7%

(b) somewhat elementary 1 6.7%

(c) about right 7 46.7%

(d) somewhat difficult 4 26.7%

(e) very difficult 2 13.3%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

3) What grade do you expect to receive in this course? (14 answered)

option text number percent

(a) A 5 33.3%

(b) B 8 53.3%

(c) C 1 6.7%

(d) D 0 0.0%

(e) F 0 0.0%

Not Answered 1 6.7%



4) How concerned was the instructor that students learn? (15 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Worst possible rating 0 0.0%

(b) Below average 0 0.0%

(c) Average 2 13.3%

(d) Above average 5 33.3%

(e) Best possible rating 8 53.3%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

5) How much did the instructor stimulate your thinking and interest in the
subject? (15 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Worst possible rating 0 0.0%

(b) Below average 1 6.7%

(c) Average 2 13.3%

(d) Above average 5 33.3%

(e) Best possible rating 7 46.7%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

6) How effective was the method of presentation of the course material? (15
answered)

option text number percent

(a) Worst possible rating 0 0.0%

(b) Below average 1 6.7%

(c) Average 4 26.7%

(d) Above average 4 26.7%

(e) Best possible rating 6 40.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

7) What is your overall rating of this course? (15 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Worst possible rating 1 6.7%

(b) Below average 0 0.0%

(c) Average 5 33.3%



(d) Above average 4 26.7%

(e) Best possible rating 5 33.3%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

8) What is your overall rating of this instructor? (15 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Worst possible rating 0 0.0%

(b) Below average 0 0.0%

(c) Average 4 26.7%

(d) Above average 3 20.0%

(e) Best possible rating 8 53.3%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

9) In general, were the laboratory experiments of value either in developing
techniques and experience or in contributing to understanding the subject?
(5 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Of little value. 0 0.0%

(b) Somewhat valuable. 1 6.7%

(c) Moderately valuable. 1 6.7%

(d) Very valuable. 0 0.0%

(e) Extremely valuable. 3 20.0%

Not Answered 10 66.7%

10) Concerning the organization of the laboratory, the materials, supplies,
and room were usually: (4 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Extremely disorganized and inadequate. 0 0.0%

(b) Poorly organized and barely adequate. 0 0.0%

(c) Moderately organized and adequate. 2 13.3%

(d) Well organized and more than adequate. 0 0.0%

(e) Extremely well organized and excellent. 2 13.3%

Not Answered 11 73.3%

11) Your instructor would like to know what you think s/he has done
especially well in teaching this course. (7 answered)



•

Carl is a genius and explains tough concepts in a way that everyone
(paying attention) can understand. He already knows how much we all
love him and this class is a great stepping stone between introductory
programming and more complicated algorithms. Also, when my video
sucked, Carl gave me good feedback and his critique was positive.

•

The professor did an excellent job presenting the material. Projects were
challenging but fair, and definitely within the abilities of the students. A
variety of topics were covered, and projects were essentially up to the
student. The professor answered any questions students had, and was
willing and available to help outside of class if necessary.

•
Total different class type, but awesome. I loved getting to search for a
project that interested me. Also, I thought the assigned projects were
good and there was a nice range of things to do.

• Lectures explain the material well and are easy to understand.

•

A project-based course like DIP II at the undergraduate level is a great
idea. This course provided a great opportunity to get our hands dirty
with actual techniques developed in the field of image processing, which
is something lacking from many other courses. I was able to develop my
abilities writing technical papers, which will be important in the future.
Great class.

•

The instructor presented good examples of papers which implemented
algorithms that were taught in the course. I was very satisfied with the
fact that the professor was willing to offer help with programming
questions while making sure that the student first understood the
technique that he or she was trying to implement. The instructor was
very good at helping students improve their presentation and technical
paper writing skills. Along with everything mentioned previously, the
professor was very approachable and never wanted for a student to feel
uncomfortable for asking any questions.

• I think Carl's flexibility to let us pick projects that work for our coding
and academic performance level was great.

12) Your instructor would like to know what should be done to improve the
teaching of this course. (6 answered)

•

The first few weeks were very laid back, and the last few were fairly
hectic. Pushing the first project up a week would leave time for students
to comfortably fit in the final two and not have to cram it all into the last
couple weeks.

•

Not a fault of the course, or the instructor, but it was frustrating how
the timing works out over winter quarter. With 5 weeks for the first
project it was easy to put it off and get it done quickly as it was straight
forward. This was due to the break which always throws off the flow of a
course. I'm not sure how it could be improved since the break just chops
it up, but the remaining weeks seemed to fly by.

•

The timeline for assignments makes the course very stressful towards
the end of the quarter. The two most difficult assignments are due in the
last two weeks. In theory, we would be able to complete the
independent project earlier in the quarter because it doesn't correspond
to what's being taught in lecture, but because of the other courses most
students are taking simultaneously, there simply isn't time. The
demands might be more realistic if the independent project required
only a paper or a presentation, not both, and if the compression



presentation was due on finals week.

• The data structures lecture was hard to follow.

•
The instructor of the class could have discussed a series of unique image
processing algorithms on top of the ones which were required for the
course.

•

I think the scheduling of the projects needs to be changed in the future.
The projects decrease in work time while increasing in difficulty which
made the class super stressful. This may be something that already has
solutions in the semester conversion curriculum but I felt it was worth
mentioning. I also didn't like the compression presentations to the grad
students for bonus points. They seemed upset that they had to wake up
early and I think Carl could have awarded the bonus points just as well
himself and made more productive comments than the grads.

13) In what ways did the content of this course build on or integrate
material from previous or prerequisite courses in the curriculum? (5
answered)

• The course built on knowledge gained in Programming for Imaging
Science.

• Linear math for imaging and digital image processing I topics are
extremely important to the course and expanded upon further.

•
Roger's DIP I class provided a good theoretical foundation for this class,
although it did not provide enough coding opportunities to prepare for
this class.

•

The course built on the programming skills previously learned in in
Digital Image Processing I and in Programming for Imaging Science. The
course also built on technical writing skills along with presentation skills
which were previously practiced in several other courses in the Imaging
Science curriculum.

• This course was was totally different than Dip1 but I think it was a good
juxtaposition.



OCE - COURSE SUMMARY REPORT

Instructor 1: Salvaggio, Carl

Course: 1051-462-01 Digital Image Proc Ii

Quarter: 20111

Total responses: 7

PART 1
Your evaluation of this course is an important means of collecting data for use
in improving teaching in the Center for Imaging Science. Please read the
questions carefully and answer them honestly. Your thoughtful answers will be
valuable to instructors and administrators. This evaluation is completely
anonymous. Results will be compiled after grades have been submitted at the
end of this quarter.

Section One: Student Data

1) Your initial desire to take this course was: (7 answered)

option text number percent

(a) none at all 0 0.0%

(b) slight 0 0.0%

(c) moderate 1 14.3%

(d) strong 6 85.7%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

2) For your background and ability, this course was: (7 answered)

option text number percent

(a) very elementary 0 0.0%

(b) somewhat elementary 0 0.0%

(c) about right 3 42.9%

(d) somewhat difficult 4 57.1%

(e) very difficult 0 0.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

3) What grade do you expect to receive in this course? (7 answered)

option text number percent



(a) A 5 71.4%

(b) B 1 14.3%

(c) C 0 0.0%

(d) D 1 14.3%

(e) F 0 0.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

Section Two: General Questions

4) How concerned was the instructor that students learn? (7 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Worst possible rating 0 0.0%

(b) Below average 0 0.0%

(c) Average 0 0.0%

(d) Above average 2 28.6%

(e) Best possible rating 5 71.4%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

5) How much did the instructor stimulate your thinking and interest in the
subject? (7 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Worst possible rating 0 0.0%

(b) Below average 0 0.0%

(c) Average 1 14.3%

(d) Above average 1 14.3%

(e) Best possible rating 5 71.4%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

6) How effective was the method of presentation of the course material? (7
answered)

option text number percent

(a) Worst possible rating 0 0.0%

(b) Below average 0 0.0%

(c) Average 0 0.0%



(d) Above average 5 71.4%

(e) Best possible rating 2 28.6%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

7) What is your overall rating of this course? (7 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Worst possible rating 0 0.0%

(b) Below average 0 0.0%

(c) Average 0 0.0%

(d) Above average 4 57.1%

(e) Best possible rating 3 42.9%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

8) What is your overall rating of this instructor? (7 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Worst possible rating 0 0.0%

(b) Below average 0 0.0%

(c) Average 0 0.0%

(d) Above average 0 0.0%

(e) Best possible rating 7 100.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

Section Three: Laboratory

9) In general, were the laboratory experiments of value either in developing
techniques and experience or in contributing to understanding the subject?
(2 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Of little value. 0 0.0%

(b) Somewhat valuable. 0 0.0%

(c) Moderately valuable. 0 0.0%



(d) Very valuable. 0 0.0%

(e) Extremely valuable. 2 28.6%

Not Answered 5 71.4%

10) Concerning the organization of the laboratory, the materials, supplies,
and room were usually: (2 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Extremely disorganized and inadequate. 0 0.0%

(b) Poorly organized and barely adequate. 0 0.0%

(c) Moderately organized and adequate. 0 0.0%

(d) Well organized and more than adequate. 0 0.0%

(e) Extremely well organized and excellent. 2 28.6%

Not Answered 5 71.4%

Section Four: Comments

11) Your instructor would like to know what you think s/he has done
especially well in teaching this course. (6 answered)

•
The instructor was very approachable and helped with any issues I had
with programming. Everything was presented clearly and I could
understand what was being taught.

• Providing tons of examples and suggestions

• Good presentation and slides. Helpful out of class.

•
Carl was especially good at generating discussions relating to the course
materials that involved student interests. As well as providing relevant
examples of material applications.

•
The course involved a lot of relevant image processing concepts that I
found interesting to learn about. Also, Carl is always attentive to his
students and is a great teacher.

•

Great courses urges student to be independent and think for self. Even
though specific projects assigned enjoyed the freedom of picking
implementation of method. Gave a chance to see other perspectives of
how same problem solved in different ways.

12) Your instructor would like to know what should be done to improve the
teaching of this course. (6 answered)



•

It would be better if it wasn't at 8am, I would've paid more attention.
The end of the course was very stressful. It would be better not to have
two projects due week 10 but rather one week 9 and one week 11. I
didn't like the requirement of making a video. I think it should've been
optional. I think my grade suffered because i couldn't communicate as
effectively in video as i would've on paper.

• trade off watermarking for seam carving or eigenfaces

•

I wasn't a fan of the demosaicing project. It was interesting but pretty
boring to do a project on. I liked the watermarking the best. I think it
would be nice if there was another project that was independent, not
fully independent, but more like give a few topics and let the student
pick which one they would want to do.

•

I found that if I used the entire work period for each project I had
enough time to complete all the assignments. And working as a group on
the final project proved to be very helpful and constructive. I can't think
of anything that could make the course better. Possibly including more
information video compression could be worthwhile.

•
I can't think of anything wrong with the course. It seemed like time was
always short for the project due dates, but that is possibly a result of a
combination of classes this past quarter.

• Bilateral was not my favorite project could have done without.

13) In what ways did the content of this course build on or integrate material
from previous or prerequisite courses in the curriculum? (5 answered)

•
Since DIP 1 was taught by someone else, it was difficult to know what
we were expected to know in DIP 2. I think Carl should teach all DIP
classes.

• Involved a lot of imaging techniques from DIP1

• More on feature detection would be nice, but apparently that was
supposed to be in DIP I.

•
It required the use of almost all my previous relevant course knowledge.
This class pushed me to really understand the material to a strict
expertise in order to successfully complete assignments.

•
Necessary to have some programming knowledge courses such as DIP I
and intro to programming for imaging science are highly necessary to
succeed in this class.



show how this report works

OCE - COURSE DETAIL REPORT
20111 1051-462-01 Digital Image Proc Ii

Instructor: Salvaggio, Carl

Department Template #206

 20111 Results Cumulative Results

order number question section course instructor department college course instructor department college

1. 967 MC Your initial desire to take this course was:

 number of responses (N) 7 7 7 204 214 52 223 2549 2733

 1. none at all 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 8 (3.9%) 8 (3.7%) 2 (3.8%) 13 (5.8%) 125 (4.9%) 127 (4.6%)

 2. slight 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 43 (21.1%) 43 (20.1%) 4 (7.7%) 16 (7.2%) 393 (15.4%) 395 (14.5%)

 3. moderate 1 (14.3%) 1 (14.3%) 1 (14.3%) 76 (37.3%) 78 (36.4%) 16 (30.8%) 71 (31.8%) 1034 (40.6%) 1076 (39.4%)

 4. strong 6 (85.7%) 6 (85.7%) 6 (85.7%) 77 (37.7%) 85 (39.7%) 30 (57.7%) 123 (55.2%) 997 (39.1%) 1135 (41.5%)

2. 968 MC For your background and ability, this course was:

 number of responses (N) 7 7 7 207 217 52 224 2552 2737

 1. very elementary 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 9 (4.3%) 10 (4.6%) 1 (1.9%) 8 (3.6%) 121 (4.7%) 123 (4.5%)

 2. somewhat elementary 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 26 (12.6%) 26 (12.0%) 1 (1.9%) 11 (4.9%) 308 (12.1%) 313 (11.4%)

 3. about right 3 (42.9%) 3 (42.9%) 3 (42.9%) 102 (49.3%) 106 (48.8%) 33 (63.5%) 133 (59.4%) 1350 (52.9%) 1465 (53.5%)

 4. somewhat difficult 4 (57.1%) 4 (57.1%) 4 (57.1%) 56 (27.1%) 61 (28.1%) 15 (28.8%) 48 (21.4%) 582 (22.8%) 631 (23.1%)

 5. very difficult 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 14 (6.8%) 14 (6.5%) 2 (3.8%) 24 (10.7%) 191 (7.5%) 205 (7.5%)

3. 969 MC What grade do you expect to receive in this course?

 number of responses (N) 7 7 7 192 202 50 211 2373 2546

 1. A 5 (71.4%) 5 (71.4%) 5 (71.4%) 99 (51.6%) 104 (51.5%) 27 (54.0%) 127 (60.2%) 1275 (53.7%) 1409 (55.3%)

 2. B 1 (14.3%) 1 (14.3%) 1 (14.3%) 69 (35.9%) 74 (36.6%) 20 (40.0%) 65 (30.8%) 875 (36.9%) 912 (35.8%)

 3. C 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 18 (9.4%) 18 (8.9%) 2 (4.0%) 16 (7.6%) 194 (8.2%) 196 (7.7%)

 4. D 1 (14.3%) 1 (14.3%) 1 (14.3%) 6 (3.1%) 6 (3.0%) 1 (2.0%) 3 (1.4%) 27 (1.1%) 27 (1.1%)

 5. F 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (0.1%) 2 (0.1%)

4. 977 LS How concerned was the instructor that students learn?

 number of responses (N) 7 7 7 206 216 52 223 2562 2746

 1. Worst possible rating 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (0.5%) 1 (0.5%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 25 (1.0%) 25 (0.9%)

 2. Below average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 7 (3.4%) 9 (4.2%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (0.4%) 100 (3.9%) 107 (3.9%)

 3. Average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 44 (21.4%) 46 (21.3%) 3 (5.8%) 13 (5.8%) 500 (19.5%) 519 (18.9%)

 4. Above average 2 (28.6%) 2 (28.6%) 2 (28.6%) 74 (35.9%) 76 (35.2%) 17 (32.7%) 54 (24.2%) 879 (34.3%) 937 (34.1%)

 5. Best possible rating 5 (71.4%) 5 (71.4%) 5 (71.4%) 80 (38.8%) 84 (38.9%) 32 (61.5%) 155 (69.5%) 1058 (41.3%) 1158 (42.2%)

5. 978 LS How much did the instructor stimulate your thinking and interest in the subject?

 number of responses (N) 7 7 7 207 217 52 223 2558 2742

 1. Worst possible rating 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 5 (2.4%) 6 (2.8%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 52 (2.0%) 55 (2.0%)

 2. Below average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 9 (4.3%) 10 (4.6%) 1 (1.9%) 6 (2.7%) 199 (7.8%) 205 (7.5%)

 3. Average 1 (14.3%) 1 (14.3%) 1 (14.3%) 52 (25.1%) 52 (24.0%) 4 (7.7%) 19 (8.5%) 568 (22.2%) 599 (21.8%)

 4. Above average 1 (14.3%) 1 (14.3%) 1 (14.3%) 61 (29.5%) 65 (30.0%) 11 (21.2%) 54 (24.2%) 814 (31.8%) 870 (31.7%)

 5. Best possible rating 5 (71.4%) 5 (71.4%) 5 (71.4%) 80 (38.6%) 84 (38.7%) 36 (69.2%) 144 (64.6%) 925 (36.2%) 1013 (36.9%)

6. 979 LS How effective was the method of presentation of the course material?

 number of responses (N) 7 7 7 207 217 52 222 2550 2732

 1. Worst possible rating 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (1.0%) 2 (0.9%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 78 (3.1%) 79 (2.9%)

 2. Below average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 22 (10.6%) 24 (11.1%) 1 (1.9%) 8 (3.6%) 320 (12.5%) 331 (12.1%)

 3. Average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 57 (27.5%) 59 (27.2%) 7 (13.5%) 35 (15.8%) 674 (26.4%) 713 (26.1%)

 4. Above average 5 (71.4%) 5 (71.4%) 5 (71.4%) 67 (32.4%) 70 (32.3%) 20 (38.5%) 72 (32.4%) 737 (28.9%) 785 (28.7%)

 5. Best possible rating 2 (28.6%) 2 (28.6%) 2 (28.6%) 59 (28.5%) 62 (28.6%) 24 (46.2%) 107 (48.2%) 741 (29.1%) 824 (30.2%)

7. 980 LS What is your overall rating of this course?

 number of responses (N) 7 7 7 208 218 52 222 2562 2746

 1. Worst possible rating 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (1.0%) 2 (0.9%) 1 (1.9%) 1 (0.5%) 46 (1.8%) 46 (1.7%)

 2. Below average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 14 (6.7%) 14 (6.4%) 0 (0.0%) 4 (1.8%) 210 (8.2%) 218 (7.9%)



 3. Average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 56 (26.9%) 59 (27.1%) 6 (11.5%) 29 (13.1%) 671 (26.2%) 700 (25.5%)

 4. Above average 4 (57.1%) 4 (57.1%) 4 (57.1%) 67 (32.2%) 71 (32.6%) 18 (34.6%) 72 (32.4%) 855 (33.4%) 918 (33.4%)

 5. Best possible rating 3 (42.9%) 3 (42.9%) 3 (42.9%) 69 (33.2%) 72 (33.0%) 27 (51.9%) 116 (52.3%) 780 (30.4%) 864 (31.5%)

8. 981 LS What is your overall rating of this instructor?

 number of responses (N) 7 7 7 208 218 52 220 2550 2734

 1. Worst possible rating 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (1.0%) 2 (0.9%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 41 (1.6%) 41 (1.5%)

 2. Below average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 6 (2.9%) 8 (3.7%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (0.9%) 137 (5.4%) 145 (5.3%)

 3. Average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 43 (20.7%) 44 (20.2%) 5 (9.6%) 15 (6.8%) 513 (20.1%) 533 (19.5%)

 4. Above average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 69 (33.2%) 72 (33.0%) 7 (13.5%) 43 (19.5%) 783 (30.7%) 839 (30.7%)

 5. Best possible rating 7 (100.0%) 7 (100.0%) 7 (100.0%) 88 (42.3%) 92 (42.2%) 40 (76.9%) 160 (72.7%) 1076 (42.2%) 1176 (43.0%)

9. 984 LS In general, were the laboratory experiments of value either in developing techniques and experience or in contributing to understanding the subject?

 number of responses (N) 2 2 2 138 139 17 121 1664 1765

 1. Of little value. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 9 (6.5%) 10 (7.2%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (0.8%) 76 (4.6%) 77 (4.4%)

 2. Somewhat valuable. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 16 (11.6%) 16 (11.5%) 1 (5.9%) 5 (4.1%) 201 (12.1%) 202 (11.4%)

 3. Moderately valuable. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 34 (24.6%) 34 (24.5%) 3 (17.6%) 11 (9.1%) 417 (25.1%) 424 (24.0%)

 4. Very valuable. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 40 (29.0%) 40 (28.8%) 3 (17.6%) 39 (32.2%) 529 (31.8%) 561 (31.8%)

 5. Extremely valuable. 2 (100.0%) 2 (100.0%) 2 (100.0%) 39 (28.3%) 39 (28.1%) 10 (58.8%) 65 (53.7%) 441 (26.5%) 501 (28.4%)

10. 986 LS Concerning the organization of the laboratory, the materials, supplies, and room were usually:

 number of responses (N) 2 2 2 138 141 13 93 1551 1660

 1. Extremely disorganized
and inadequate.

0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 28 (1.8%) 28 (1.7%)

 2. Poorly organized and
barely adequate. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 5 (3.6%) 6 (4.3%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (1.1%) 109 (7.0%) 113 (6.8%)

 3. Moderately organized
and adequate. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 31 (22.5%) 32 (22.7%) 3 (23.1%) 16 (17.2%) 471 (30.4%) 488 (29.4%)

 4. Well organized and more
than adequate. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 51 (37.0%) 52 (36.9%) 3 (23.1%) 30 (32.3%) 566 (36.5%) 602 (36.3%)

 5. Extremely well organized
and excellent. 2 (100.0%) 2 (100.0%) 2 (100.0%) 51 (37.0%) 51 (36.2%) 7 (53.8%) 46 (49.5%) 377 (24.3%) 429 (25.8%)

Responses to open-ended questions

11. 975 OE Your instructor would like to know what you think s/he has done especially well in teaching this course.

  Carl was especially good at generating discussions relating to the course materials that involved student interests. As well as providing relevant examples
of material applications.

  The instructor was very approachable and helped with any issues I had with programming. Everything was presented clearly and I could understand what
was being taught.

  Good presentation and slides. Helpful out of class.

  Great courses urges student to be independent and think for self. Even though specific projects assigned enjoyed the freedom of picking implementation
of method. Gave a chance to see other perspectives of how same problem solved in different ways.

  The course involved a lot of relevant image processing concepts that I found interesting to learn about. Also, Carl is always attentive to his students and
is a great teacher.

  Providing tons of examples and suggestions

12. 976 OE Your instructor would like to know what should be done to improve the teaching of this course.

  
I found that if I used the entire work period for each project I had enough time to complete all the assignments. And working as a group on the final
project proved to be very helpful and constructive. I can't think of anything that could make the course better. Possibly including more information video
compression could be worthwhile.

  
It would be better if it wasn't at 8am, I would've paid more attention. The end of the course was very stressful. It would be better not to have two
projects due week 10 but rather one week 9 and one week 11. I didn't like the requirement of making a video. I think it should've been optional. I think
my grade suffered because i couldn't communicate as effectively in video as i would've on paper.

  
I wasn't a fan of the demosaicing project. It was interesting but pretty boring to do a project on. I liked the watermarking the best. I think it would be
nice if there was another project that was independent, not fully independent, but more like give a few topics and let the student pick which one they
would want to do.

  Bilateral was not my favorite project could have done without.

  I can't think of anything wrong with the course. It seemed like time was always short for the project due dates, but that is possibly a result of a
combination of classes this past quarter.

  trade off watermarking for seam carving or eigenfaces

13. 1611
OE In what ways did the content of this course build on or integrate material from previous or prerequisite courses in the curriculum?

  It required the use of almost all my previous relevant course knowledge. This class pushed me to really understand the material to a strict expertise in
order to successfully complete assignments.

  Since DIP 1 was taught by someone else, it was difficult to know what we were expected to know in DIP 2. I think Carl should teach all DIP classes.

  Necessary to have some programming knowledge courses such as DIP I and intro to programming for imaging science are highly necessary to succeed in



  Necessary to have some programming knowledge courses such as DIP I and intro to programming for imaging science are highly necessary to succeed in
this class.

  More on feature detection would be nice, but apparently that was supposed to be in DIP I.

  Involved a lot of imaging techniques from DIP1
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COURSE SUMMARY REPORT

Instructor 1: Salvaggio, Carl
Course: 1051-462-01, Digital Image Processing II
Quarter: 20121
Total responses: 16 out of 26 students.

  
  

Show Open-Ended Responses

Key: A = none at all ,   B = slight,   C = moderate,   D = strong

1) Your initial desire to take this course was: (16/26 Responded)

DA: 0 (0.0%) B: 2 (12.5%) C: 5 (31.3%) D: 9 (56.3%)

Key: A = very elementary,   B = somewhat elementary,   C = about right,   D = somewhat difficult,   E = very difficult

2) For your background and ability, this course was: (16/26 Responded)

CA: 0 (0.0%) B: 0 (0.0%) C: 8 (50.0%) D: 6 (37.5%) E: 2 (12.5%)

Key: A = A,   B = B,   C = C,   D = D,   E = F

3) What grade do you expect to receive in this course? (16/26 Responded)

AA: 9 (56.3%) B: 7 (43.8%) C: 0 (0.0%) D: 0 (0.0%) E: 0 (0.0%)

Key: A = Worst possible rating,   B = Below average,   C = Average,   D = Above average,   E = Best possible rating

4) How concerned was the instructor that students learn? (16/26 Responded)

EA: 0 (0.0%) B: 0 (0.0%) C: 1 (6.3%) D: 6 (37.5%) E: 9 (56.3%)

5) How much did the instructor stimulate your thinking and interest in the subject? (16/26 Responded)

EA: 0 (0.0%) B: 1 (6.3%) C: 1 (6.3%) D: 5 (31.3%) E: 9 (56.3%)

6) How effective was the method of presentation of the course material? (16/26 Responded)

EA: 0 (0.0%) B: 1 (6.3%) C: 3 (18.8%) D: 5 (31.3%) E: 7 (43.8%)

7) What is your overall rating of this course? (16/26 Responded)

EA: 0 (0.0%) B: 1 (6.3%) C: 1 (6.3%) D: 6 (37.5%) E: 8 (50.0%)

8) What is your overall rating of this instructor? (16/26 Responded)

EA: 0 (0.0%) B: 0 (0.0%) C: 1 (6.3%) D: 4 (25.0%) E: 11 (68.8%)

Key: A = Of little value.,   B = Somewhat valuable.,   C = Moderately valuable.,   D = Very valuable.,   E = Extremely valuable.

9) In general, were the laboratory experiments of value either in developing techniques and experience or in contributing

to understanding the subject? (8/26 Responded) EA: 0 (0.0%) B: 0 (0.0%) C: 0 (0.0%) D: 3 (18.8%) E: 5 (31.3%)

Key: A = Extremely disorganized and inadequate.,   B = Poorly organized and barely adequate.,   C = Moderately organized and adequate.,   D = Well
organized and more than adequate.,   E = Extremely well organized and excellent.

10) Concerning the organization of the laboratory, the materials, supplies, and room were usually: (4/26
Responded) D,E
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Responded) D,E
A: 0 (0.0%) B: 0 (0.0%) C: 0 (0.0%) D: 2 (12.5%) E: 2 (12.5%)

11) Your instructor would like to know what you think s/he has done especially well in teaching this course. (13/26 Responded)

• The presentation of numerous different projects made this course a lot more personalized for each individual student; there
was no point at which I felt like I wasn't learning something that I was truly interested in because I chose what I wanted to
pursue. Also, though this is kind of a side note, but, I really enjoyed how the topics presented were topics that would be
very good resume builders for careers in the future. It's not too often that people can say they developed their own eigen
face method, or watermarking scheme, but now the students that took DIP2 can!

• He was very helpful outside of class and made the class fun

• The way the material was presented was very well done. Having a visual representation of what is going on in equations
inside of PP slides is always extremely helpful.

• Carl is one of the best professors I have had at this school. His ability to convey information to students is unrivaled in my
experience.

• This course was very difficult, but both Carl and Phil were very helpful. They had no problem explaining things two or three
times if we needed it. When it appeared we were not understanding a Huffman coding, Carl even let Phil teach his way of
doing it. It was really nice to get two perspectives. It was also really nice that we could pick our own groups. A lot of us
know who we work well with, and it made the projects go much smoother, in my opinnion.

• Examples in slides and corrections where pertinent were great.

• There were some really good examples and videos explaining things.

• The student presentation idea was a great idea. It was very nice to hear different projects people were working on. It was
nice to work on separate assignments so that we could learn from each other.

• Carl has done an excellent job in teaching the material and keeping the class interested.

• Explaining the real-world status of practices in the industry.

• I loved that we had so much freedom to choose what we worked on. I got to work on two projects I had wanted to do on my
own sometime anyway and so getting them to do them for this class was awesome.

• Nice layout, project progression, and instructing.

• Loved the whole thing.

12) Your instructor would like to know what should be done to improve the teaching of this course. (11/26 Responded)

• My only concern about this class is the fact that the independent project really isn't given much discussion time in class
before the compression techniques are picked up and starting to be talked about. I don't think it would be nearly as hard to
manage the two projects being due at the same time if we were given more time to reflect upon what we actually wanted to
do for the independent project while in class. I found it was extremely helpful to be able to talk to you after class about the
independent project, but there is not enough time for all students to be able to meet up with you after class hours, so
devoting a class to just open discussion and google searching for independent topics would be a great solution!

• Spread out the projects more evenly.

• The material that Phil presented was not the most interesting or the most useful in my opinion.

• It gets really difficult to focus on the current material when were working on assignments from previous materials.

• My biggest issue was that there was not enough time for the last two projects. The due dates were so close together that we

had to work on both at once. That, along with everything other class piling on the work in week 8 and 9, made it so that
neither of those projects were to their full potential. Also, the papers had to be in IEEE format, but we have never done
papers in that format before. It would have been nice to go over that a little more, so we wouldn't lose so many points on it.

• Reorganize slides with corrections and in order of instruction.

• I think that the independent project paper selection should have a due date which is a few weeks before the independent
project is due, so that students start to look for papers earlier. Also, it would be really helpful if there were some
suggestions on papers, or ways to search for papers for the independent project.

• Nothing.

• I think maybe making the independent project due a week earlier might have been a good idea. It would have forced people
to work on it earlier and then have more time to solely focus on the compression project.

• Talk about second project earlier, there was a big section from 1st to 2nd where we didn't do anything then at the end of the
quarter had a lot of material sqeezed in.



quarter had a lot of material sqeezed in.

• Teach at a different time! :]

13) In what ways did the content of this course build on or integrate material from previous or prerequisite courses in the
curriculum? (11/26 Responded)

• This course was an excellent step up from DIP1. It didn't directly build on topics from last year, but it did offer an
appropriate step up in difficulty and challenge with everything presented. The transition from a more dependent to a highly
independent workspace was a nice shift for the sequence, and both classes offered very different, valuable skills because of
that. In the moment, the class feels difficult and has you scurrying around to get things together, but it really did offer a
great set of skills to use for future employment and beyond.

• It was a good transition from DIP1 to DIP2.

• Many techniques and methods from DIP 1 were helpful to know for DIP 2's projects.

• This course expanded on what we learned in DIP I. It also, helped with classes we were currently taking.

• I used everything I learned from DIP I in this course, and then some.

• We used quite a few programs/concepts from DIP 1.

• It built nicely on DIP I. Having to follow and write papers seemed like a logical next step.

• This course took topics from previous curriculum and applied it to a programming sense, which is fundamentally important in
our field.

• Many ways. It did a great job of using stuff we used from DIP 1 as well as other courses.

• Worked well with DIP I

• Built off of skills in DIP 1

Show Open-Ended Responses
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OCE - COURSE SUMMARY REPORT

Instructor 1: Salvaggio, Carl

Course: 1051-462-01 Digital Image Processing II

Quarter: 20121

Total responses: 16

PART 1
Your evaluation of this course is an important means of collecting data for use
in improving teaching in the Center for Imaging Science. Please read the
questions carefully and answer them honestly. Your thoughtful answers will be
valuable to instructors and administrators. This evaluation is completely
anonymous. Results will be compiled after grades have been submitted at the
end of this quarter.

Section One: Student Data

1) Your initial desire to take this course was: (16 answered)

option text number percent

(a) none at all 0 0.0%

(b) slight 2 12.5%

(c) moderate 5 31.3%

(d) strong 9 56.3%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

2) For your background and ability, this course was: (16 answered)

option text number percent

(a) very elementary 0 0.0%

(b) somewhat elementary 0 0.0%

(c) about right 8 50.0%

(d) somewhat difficult 6 37.5%

(e) very difficult 2 12.5%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

3) What grade do you expect to receive in this course? (16 answered)

option text number percent



(a) A 9 56.3%

(b) B 7 43.8%

(c) C 0 0.0%

(d) D 0 0.0%

(e) F 0 0.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

Section Two: General Questions

4) How concerned was the instructor that students learn? (16 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Worst possible rating 0 0.0%

(b) Below average 0 0.0%

(c) Average 1 6.3%

(d) Above average 6 37.5%

(e) Best possible rating 9 56.3%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

5) How much did the instructor stimulate your thinking and interest in the
subject? (16 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Worst possible rating 0 0.0%

(b) Below average 1 6.3%

(c) Average 1 6.3%

(d) Above average 5 31.3%

(e) Best possible rating 9 56.3%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

6) How effective was the method of presentation of the course material? (16
answered)

option text number percent

(a) Worst possible rating 0 0.0%

(b) Below average 1 6.3%

(c) Average 3 18.8%



(d) Above average 5 31.3%

(e) Best possible rating 7 43.8%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

7) What is your overall rating of this course? (16 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Worst possible rating 0 0.0%

(b) Below average 1 6.3%

(c) Average 1 6.3%

(d) Above average 6 37.5%

(e) Best possible rating 8 50.0%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

8) What is your overall rating of this instructor? (16 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Worst possible rating 0 0.0%

(b) Below average 0 0.0%

(c) Average 1 6.3%

(d) Above average 4 25.0%

(e) Best possible rating 11 68.8%

Not Answered 0 0.0%

Section Three: Laboratory

9) In general, were the laboratory experiments of value either in developing
techniques and experience or in contributing to understanding the subject?
(8 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Of little value. 0 0.0%

(b) Somewhat valuable. 0 0.0%

(c) Moderately valuable. 0 0.0%



(d) Very valuable. 3 18.8%

(e) Extremely valuable. 5 31.3%

Not Answered 8 50.0%

10) Concerning the organization of the laboratory, the materials, supplies,
and room were usually: (4 answered)

option text number percent

(a) Extremely disorganized and inadequate. 0 0.0%

(b) Poorly organized and barely adequate. 0 0.0%

(c) Moderately organized and adequate. 0 0.0%

(d) Well organized and more than adequate. 2 12.5%

(e) Extremely well organized and excellent. 2 12.5%

Not Answered 12 75.0%

Section Four: Comments

11) Your instructor would like to know what you think s/he has done
especially well in teaching this course. (13 answered)

•

The presentation of numerous different projects made this course a lot
more personalized for each individual student; there was no point at
which I felt like I wasn't learning something that I was truly interested in
because I chose what I wanted to pursue. Also, though this is kind of a
side note, but, I really enjoyed how the topics presented were topics that
would be very good resume builders for careers in the future. It's not too
often that people can say they developed their own eigen face method,
or watermarking scheme, but now the students that took DIP2 can!

• He was very helpful outside of class and made the class fun

•
The way the material was presented was very well done. Having a visual
representation of what is going on in equations inside of PP slides is
always extremely helpful.

• Carl is one of the best professors I have had at this school. His ability to
convey information to students is unrivaled in my experience.

•

This course was very difficult, but both Carl and Phil were very helpful.
They had no problem explaining things two or three times if we needed
it. When it appeared we were not understanding a Huffman coding, Carl
even let Phil teach his way of doing it. It was really nice to get two
perspectives. It was also really nice that we could pick our own groups. A
lot of us know who we work well with, and it made the projects go much



smoother, in my opinnion.

• Examples in slides and corrections where pertinent were great.

• There were some really good examples and videos explaining things.

•
The student presentation idea was a great idea. It was very nice to hear
different projects people were working on. It was nice to work on
separate assignments so that we could learn from each other.

• Carl has done an excellent job in teaching the material and keeping the
class interested.

• Explaining the real-world status of practices in the industry.

•
I loved that we had so much freedom to choose what we worked on. I
got to work on two projects I had wanted to do on my own sometime
anyway and so getting them to do them for this class was awesome.

• Nice layout, project progression, and instructing.

• Loved the whole thing.

12) Your instructor would like to know what should be done to improve the
teaching of this course. (11 answered)

•

My only concern about this class is the fact that the independent project
really isn't given much discussion time in class before the compression
techniques are picked up and starting to be talked about. I don't think it
would be nearly as hard to manage the two projects being due at the
same time if we were given more time to reflect upon what we actually
wanted to do for the independent project while in class. I found it was
extremely helpful to be able to talk to you after class about the
independent project, but there is not enough time for all students to be
able to meet up with you after class hours, so devoting a class to just
open discussion and google searching for independent topics would be a
great solution!

• Spread out the projects more evenly.

• The material that Phil presented was not the most interesting or the
most useful in my opinion.

• It gets really difficult to focus on the current material when were working
on assignments from previous materials.

•

My biggest issue was that there was not enough time for the last two
projects. The due dates were so close together that we had to work on
both at once. That, along with everything other class piling on the work
in week 8 and 9, made it so that neither of those projects were to their
full potential. Also, the papers had to be in IEEE format, but we have
never done papers in that format before. It would have been nice to go
over that a little more, so we wouldn't lose so many points on it.

• Reorganize slides with corrections and in order of instruction.

•

I think that the independent project paper selection should have a due
date which is a few weeks before the independent project is due, so that
students start to look for papers earlier. Also, it would be really helpful if
there were some suggestions on papers, or ways to search for papers for
the independent project.

• Nothing.



•
I think maybe making the independent project due a week earlier might
have been a good idea. It would have forced people to work on it earlier
and then have more time to solely focus on the compression project.

•
Talk about second project earlier, there was a big section from 1st to 2nd
where we didn't do anything then at the end of the quarter had a lot of
material sqeezed in.

• Teach at a different time! :]

13) In what ways did the content of this course build on or integrate material
from previous or prerequisite courses in the curriculum? (11 answered)

•

This course was an excellent step up from DIP1. It didn't directly build on
topics from last year, but it did offer an appropriate step up in difficulty
and challenge with everything presented. The transition from a more
dependent to a highly independent workspace was a nice shift for the
sequence, and both classes offered very different, valuable skills because
of that. In the moment, the class feels difficult and has you scurrying
around to get things together, but it really did offer a great set of skills
to use for future employment and beyond.

• It was a good transition from DIP1 to DIP2.

• Many techniques and methods from DIP 1 were helpful to know for DIP
2's projects.

• This course expanded on what we learned in DIP I. It also, helped with
classes we were currently taking.

• I used everything I learned from DIP I in this course, and then some.

• We used quite a few programs/concepts from DIP 1.

• It built nicely on DIP I. Having to follow and write papers seemed like a
logical next step.

• This course took topics from previous curriculum and applied it to a
programming sense, which is fundamentally important in our field.

• Many ways. It did a great job of using stuff we used from DIP 1 as well
as other courses.

• Worked well with DIP I

• Built off of skills in DIP 1



OCE - COURSE DETAIL REPORT
20121 1051-462-01 Digital Image Processing II

Instructor: Salvaggio, Carl

Department Template #206

 20121 Results Cumulative Results

order number question section course instructor department college course instructor department college

1. 967 MC Your initial desire to take this course was:

 number of responses (N) 16 16 16 122 123 64 237 2717 2898

 1. none at all 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (1.6%) 2 (1.6%) 2 (3.1%) 13 (5.5%) 120 (4.4%) 122 (4.2%)

 2. slight 2 (12.5%) 2 (12.5%) 2 (12.5%) 14 (11.5%) 14 (11.4%) 6 (9.4%) 19 (8.0%) 419 (15.4%) 421 (14.5%)

 3. moderate 5 (31.3%) 5 (31.3%) 5 (31.3%) 40 (32.8%) 41 (33.3%) 20 (31.3%) 77 (32.5%) 1084 (39.9%) 1129 (39.0%)

 4. strong 9 (56.3%) 9 (56.3%) 9 (56.3%) 66 (54.1%) 66 (53.7%) 36 (56.3%) 128 (54.0%) 1094 (40.3%) 1226 (42.3%)

2. 968 MC For your background and ability, this course was:

 number of responses (N) 16 16 16 122 123 64 239 2735 2916

 1. very elementary 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 6 (4.9%) 7 (5.7%) 1 (1.6%) 8 (3.3%) 122 (4.5%) 125 (4.3%)

 2. somewhat elementary 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 9 (7.4%) 9 (7.3%) 1 (1.6%) 11 (4.6%) 323 (11.8%) 328 (11.2%)

 3. about right 8 (50.0%) 8 (50.0%) 8 (50.0%) 49 (40.2%) 49 (39.8%) 37 (57.8%) 138 (57.7%) 1419 (51.9%) 1529 (52.4%)

 4. somewhat difficult 6 (37.5%) 6 (37.5%) 6 (37.5%) 42 (34.4%) 42 (34.1%) 21 (32.8%) 56 (23.4%) 655 (23.9%) 704 (24.1%)

 5. very difficult 2 (12.5%) 2 (12.5%) 2 (12.5%) 16 (13.1%) 16 (13.0%) 4 (6.3%) 26 (10.9%) 216 (7.9%) 230 (7.9%)

3. 969 MC What grade do you expect to receive in this course?

 number of responses (N) 16 16 16 119 120 63 227 2546 2715

 1. A 9 (56.3%) 9 (56.3%) 9 (56.3%) 68 (57.1%) 68 (56.7%) 34 (54.0%) 134 (59.0%) 1382 (54.3%) 1511 (55.7%)

 2. B 7 (43.8%) 7 (43.8%) 7 (43.8%) 39 (32.8%) 39 (32.5%) 26 (41.3%) 73 (32.2%) 925 (36.3%) 962 (35.4%)

 3. C 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 10 (8.4%) 11 (9.2%) 2 (3.2%) 17 (7.5%) 206 (8.1%) 209 (7.7%)

 4. D 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (1.7%) 2 (1.7%) 1 (1.6%) 3 (1.3%) 31 (1.2%) 31 (1.1%)

 5. F 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (0.1%) 2 (0.1%)

4. 977 LS How concerned was the instructor that students learn?

 number of responses (N) 16 16 16 121 122 64 238 2741 2921

 1. Worst possible rating 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 24 (0.9%) 24 (0.8%)

 2. Below average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 6 (5.0%) 6 (4.9%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (0.4%) 104 (3.8%) 110 (3.8%)

 3. Average 1 (6.3%) 1 (6.3%) 1 (6.3%) 20 (16.5%) 20 (16.4%) 4 (6.3%) 15 (6.3%) 518 (18.9%) 538 (18.4%)

 4. Above average 6 (37.5%) 6 (37.5%) 6 (37.5%) 38 (31.4%) 38 (31.1%) 22 (34.4%) 62 (26.1%) 936 (34.1%) 994 (34.0%)

 5. Best possible rating 9 (56.3%) 9 (56.3%) 9 (56.3%) 57 (47.1%) 58 (47.5%) 38 (59.4%) 160 (67.2%) 1159 (42.3%) 1255 (43.0%)

5. 978 LS How much did the instructor stimulate your thinking and interest in the subject?

 number of responses (N) 16 16 16 120 121 64 238 2735 2915

 1. Worst possible rating 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (2.5%) 3 (2.5%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 48 (1.8%) 50 (1.7%)

 2. Below average 1 (6.3%) 1 (6.3%) 1 (6.3%) 20 (16.7%) 20 (16.5%) 2 (3.1%) 8 (3.4%) 230 (8.4%) 236 (8.1%)

 3. Average 1 (6.3%) 1 (6.3%) 1 (6.3%) 19 (15.8%) 19 (15.7%) 5 (7.8%) 20 (8.4%) 572 (20.9%) 605 (20.8%)

 4. Above average 5 (31.3%) 5 (31.3%) 5 (31.3%) 35 (29.2%) 35 (28.9%) 15 (23.4%) 61 (25.6%) 889 (32.5%) 944 (32.4%)

How this report works:
this report compares the selected course to other courses that are in the OCE
to be compared to another course, the courses must use the same template
only courses offered in the same quarter, and up to 5 years before the selected course are compared

What do the columns mean:
Section: this is the totals for only the selected course (same as "course summary" report)
Course: all courses that match the quarter, college number, department number, and 3 digit course number of the selected course
Instructor: all courses the faculty member has taught using the same template that quarter
Department: all courses that match the quarter, college number, and department number of the selected course
College: all courses that match the quarter, and college number of the selected course
Cumulative: all cumulative results work the same way as the previously listed criteria, except they ignore the quarter criteria
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 5. Best possible rating 9 (56.3%) 9 (56.3%) 9 (56.3%) 43 (35.8%) 44 (36.4%) 42 (65.6%) 149 (62.6%) 996 (36.4%) 1080 (37.0%)

6. 979 LS How effective was the method of presentation of the course material?

 number of responses (N) 16 16 16 120 121 64 237 2725 2903

 1. Worst possible rating 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 7 (5.8%) 7 (5.8%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (0.4%) 80 (2.9%) 81 (2.8%)

 2. Below average 1 (6.3%) 1 (6.3%) 1 (6.3%) 21 (17.5%) 21 (17.4%) 2 (3.1%) 9 (3.8%) 344 (12.6%) 356 (12.3%)

 3. Average 3 (18.8%) 3 (18.8%) 3 (18.8%) 30 (25.0%) 30 (24.8%) 10 (15.6%) 40 (16.9%) 715 (26.2%) 754 (26.0%)

 4. Above average 5 (31.3%) 5 (31.3%) 5 (31.3%) 34 (28.3%) 35 (28.9%) 24 (37.5%) 82 (34.6%) 789 (29.0%) 840 (28.9%)

 5. Best possible rating 7 (43.8%) 7 (43.8%) 7 (43.8%) 28 (23.3%) 28 (23.1%) 28 (43.8%) 105 (44.3%) 797 (29.2%) 872 (30.0%)

7. 980 LS What is your overall rating of this course?

 number of responses (N) 16 16 16 122 123 64 237 2742 2922

 1. Worst possible rating 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (2.5%) 3 (2.4%) 1 (1.6%) 2 (0.8%) 53 (1.9%) 53 (1.8%)

 2. Below average 1 (6.3%) 1 (6.3%) 1 (6.3%) 14 (11.5%) 14 (11.4%) 1 (1.6%) 5 (2.1%) 214 (7.8%) 222 (7.6%)

 3. Average 1 (6.3%) 1 (6.3%) 1 (6.3%) 33 (27.0%) 33 (26.8%) 7 (10.9%) 29 (12.2%) 702 (25.6%) 730 (25.0%)

 4. Above average 6 (37.5%) 6 (37.5%) 6 (37.5%) 38 (31.1%) 38 (30.9%) 23 (35.9%) 86 (36.3%) 926 (33.8%) 990 (33.9%)

 5. Best possible rating 8 (50.0%) 8 (50.0%) 8 (50.0%) 34 (27.9%) 35 (28.5%) 32 (50.0%) 115 (48.5%) 847 (30.9%) 927 (31.7%)

8. 981 LS What is your overall rating of this instructor?

 number of responses (N) 16 16 16 121 122 64 236 2732 2912

 1. Worst possible rating 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 4 (3.3%) 4 (3.3%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 44 (1.6%) 44 (1.5%)

 2. Below average 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 14 (11.6%) 14 (11.5%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (1.3%) 155 (5.7%) 163 (5.6%)

 3. Average 1 (6.3%) 1 (6.3%) 1 (6.3%) 21 (17.4%) 21 (17.2%) 6 (9.4%) 16 (6.8%) 517 (18.9%) 537 (18.4%)

 4. Above average 4 (25.0%) 4 (25.0%) 4 (25.0%) 30 (24.8%) 30 (24.6%) 10 (15.6%) 49 (20.8%) 834 (30.5%) 890 (30.6%)

 5. Best possible rating 11 (68.8%) 11 (68.8%) 11 (68.8%) 52 (43.0%) 53 (43.4%) 48 (75.0%) 168 (71.2%) 1182 (43.3%) 1278 (43.9%)

9. 984 LS In general, were the laboratory experiments of value either in developing techniques and experience or in contributing to understanding the subject?

 number of responses (N) 8 8 8 85 86 22 131 1798 1902

 1. Of little value. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 5 (5.9%) 5 (5.8%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (0.8%) 82 (4.6%) 83 (4.4%)

 2. Somewhat valuable. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 8 (9.4%) 8 (9.3%) 1 (4.5%) 6 (4.6%) 200 (11.1%) 200 (10.5%)

 3. Moderately valuable. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 17 (20.0%) 17 (19.8%) 2 (9.1%) 13 (9.9%) 432 (24.0%) 440 (23.1%)

 4. Very valuable. 3 (37.5%) 3 (37.5%) 3 (37.5%) 27 (31.8%) 28 (32.6%) 6 (27.3%) 43 (32.8%) 570 (31.7%) 606 (31.9%)

 5. Extremely valuable. 5 (62.5%) 5 (62.5%) 5 (62.5%) 28 (32.9%) 28 (32.6%) 13 (59.1%) 68 (51.9%) 514 (28.6%) 573 (30.1%)

10. 986 LS Concerning the organization of the laboratory, the materials, supplies, and room were usually:

 number of responses (N) 4 4 4 70 70 14 102 1675 1785

 1. Extremely disorganized
and inadequate. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (1.4%) 1 (1.4%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 21 (1.3%) 21 (1.2%)

 2. Poorly organized and
barely adequate. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 4 (5.7%) 4 (5.7%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (1.0%) 95 (5.7%) 99 (5.5%)

 3. Moderately organized
and adequate. 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 11 (15.7%) 11 (15.7%) 2 (14.3%) 17 (16.7%) 467 (27.9%) 485 (27.2%)

 4. Well organized and more
than adequate. 2 (50.0%) 2 (50.0%) 2 (50.0%) 24 (34.3%) 24 (34.3%) 5 (35.7%) 35 (34.3%) 624 (37.3%) 661 (37.0%)

 5. Extremely well organized
and excellent. 2 (50.0%) 2 (50.0%) 2 (50.0%) 30 (42.9%) 30 (42.9%) 7 (50.0%) 49 (48.0%) 468 (27.9%) 519 (29.1%)

Responses to open-ended questions

11. 975 OE Your instructor would like to know what you think s/he has done especially well in teaching this course.

  Explaining the real-world status of practices in the industry.

  

The presentation of numerous different projects made this course a lot more personalized for each individual student; there was no point at which I felt
like I wasn't learning something that I was truly interested in because I chose what I wanted to pursue. Also, though this is kind of a side note, but, I
really enjoyed how the topics presented were topics that would be very good resume builders for careers in the future. It's not too often that people
can say they developed their own eigen face method, or watermarking scheme, but now the students that took DIP2 can!

  Carl is one of the best professors I have had at this school. His ability to convey information to students is unrivaled in my experience.

  Examples in slides and corrections where pertinent were great.

  I loved that we had so much freedom to choose what we worked on. I got to work on two projects I had wanted to do on my own sometime anyway
and so getting them to do them for this class was awesome.

  The way the material was presented was very well done. Having a visual representation of what is going on in equations inside of PP slides is always
extremely helpful.

  He was very helpful outside of class and made the class fun



  The student presentation idea was a great idea. It was very nice to hear different projects people were working on. It was nice to work on separate
assignments so that we could learn from each other.

  Loved the whole thing.

  Carl has done an excellent job in teaching the material and keeping the class interested.

  Nice layout, project progression, and instructing.

  

This course was very difficult, but both Carl and Phil were very helpful. They had no problem explaining things two or three times if we needed it.
When it appeared we were not understanding a Huffman coding, Carl even let Phil teach his way of doing it. It was really nice to get two perspectives.
It was also really nice that we could pick our own groups. A lot of us know who we work well with, and it made the projects go much smoother, in my
opinnion.

  There were some really good examples and videos explaining things.

12. 976 OE Your instructor would like to know what should be done to improve the teaching of this course.

  

My only concern about this class is the fact that the independent project really isn't given much discussion time in class before the compression
techniques are picked up and starting to be talked about. I don't think it would be nearly as hard to manage the two projects being due at the same
time if we were given more time to reflect upon what we actually wanted to do for the independent project while in class. I found it was extremely
helpful to be able to talk to you after class about the independent project, but there is not enough time for all students to be able to meet up with you
after class hours, so devoting a class to just open discussion and google searching for independent topics would be a great solution!

  Reorganize slides with corrections and in order of instruction.

  I think maybe making the independent project due a week earlier might have been a good idea. It would have forced people to work on it earlier and
then have more time to solely focus on the compression project.

  It gets really difficult to focus on the current material when were working on assignments from previous materials.

  The material that Phil presented was not the most interesting or the most useful in my opinion.

  Spread out the projects more evenly.

  Teach at a different time! :]

  Nothing.

  Talk about second project earlier, there was a big section from 1st to 2nd where we didn't do anything then at the end of the quarter had a lot of
material sqeezed in.

  

My biggest issue was that there was not enough time for the last two projects. The due dates were so close together that we had to work on both at
once. That, along with everything other class piling on the work in week 8 and 9, made it so that neither of those projects were to their full potential.
Also, the papers had to be in IEEE format, but we have never done papers in that format before. It would have been nice to go over that a little more,
so we wouldn't lose so many points on it.

  
I think that the independent project paper selection should have a due date which is a few weeks before the independent project is due, so that
students start to look for papers earlier. Also, it would be really helpful if there were some suggestions on papers, or ways to search for papers for the
independent project.

13. 1611
OE In what ways did the content of this course build on or integrate material from previous or prerequisite courses in the curriculum?

  Many techniques and methods from DIP 1 were helpful to know for DIP 2's projects.

  

This course was an excellent step up from DIP1. It didn't directly build on topics from last year, but it did offer an appropriate step up in difficulty and
challenge with everything presented. The transition from a more dependent to a highly independent workspace was a nice shift for the sequence, and
both classes offered very different, valuable skills because of that. In the moment, the class feels difficult and has you scurrying around to get things
together, but it really did offer a great set of skills to use for future employment and beyond.

  I used everything I learned from DIP I in this course, and then some.

  Many ways. It did a great job of using stuff we used from DIP 1 as well as other courses.

  It was a good transition from DIP1 to DIP2.

  It built nicely on DIP I. Having to follow and write papers seemed like a logical next step.

  Built off of skills in DIP 1

  This course took topics from previous curriculum and applied it to a programming sense, which is fundamentally important in our field.

  Worked well with DIP I

  This course expanded on what we learned in DIP I. It also, helped with classes we were currently taking.

  We used quite a few programs/concepts from DIP 1.



Carl Salvaggio is very friendly supportive and knows what he's talking about. He's a smart guy and will give you advice on whatever you doing.Salvaggio

Helped outside of class. Explained things thoroughly.Salvaggio

Made coding interesting and outlined the theory behind the code well.Salvaggio

Carl was enthusiastic about all of the material he presented and was knowledgeable about the subject matter.Salvaggio

Question: Comments

 Text ResponsesInstructor

Spring 2013, IMGS 362 Image Proc & Comp Vision II Section 1
Instructor: Salvaggio, Carl (Primary)

Rochester Institute of Technology

There were: 17 possible respondents.

0%0%0%0%00%5Classes this semester

10-127-94-61-3

20%20%60%0%0%00%5Rating tendency - overall

V Hard
Grader

Hard
GraderAvgEasy

GraderV Easy

20%20%40%0%20%00%5Discriminate overall

Not At
All DN DiscrimAvgDiscrimV Discrim

100%00%5High school credits

0

80%20%00%5Student gender

MF

80%0%20%0%0%0%0%00%5Student race

WhiteUnknownMultipleHawaiian/P
acific Isl

Black/Africa
n AmericAsianAmerican

Indian/Alas

0%100%00%5Future classes

YesNo

0%100%0%0%0%00%5Login method

SSOUnknownUse Class
SSOEmailShibboleth

100%0%0%0%0%00%5Evaluations completed %

1007550250

80%20%0%0%00%5Evaluations completed

6+3-51-20

20%20%40%20%0%00%5Rating tendency - this semester

V Hard
Grader

Hard
GraderAvgEasy

GraderV Easy

20%40%20%0%20%00%5Discriminate by semester

Not At
All DN DiscrimAvgDiscrimV Discrim

0%20%80%0%00%5Classes this semester

10-127-94-61-3

40%40%20%0%0%0%00%5Emails received

32+16-318-154-72-31

60%40%0%0%0%0.64.10.64.00.74.00.54.6100%5Effective teacher (Salvaggio)8

20%80%0%0%0%0.54.10.54.00.64.10.44.2100%5Supported my progress (Salvaggio)7

0%80%20%0%0%0.64.00.63.80.93.90.43.880%5Helpful feedback provided.  (Salvaggio)6

80%20%0%0%0%0.54.20.54.10.74.10.44.8100%5Positive learning environment (Salvaggio)5

40%60%0%0%0%0.64.10.63.90.83.80.54.4100%5Clear communication (Salvaggio)4

80%0%20%0%0%0.54.10.64.10.93.80.94.680%5Material presented in organized manner
(Salvaggio)3

0%100%0%0%0%0.64.00.63.70.74.004100%5Enhanced interest (Salvaggio)2

Str AgreeAgreeNeutralDisagreeStr Disagr

100%0%0.11.00.11.00.01.001100%5Regularly attended class1

YesNoUni
SD

Uni
Avg

Col
SD

Col
Avg

IMGS
SD

IMGS
AvgSDAvgTop

TwoNQuestion Text

Page 1/2



most of the material taught in class was unnecessary to do the projects.Salvaggio

Was rather busy, so was hard to find if help was needed.Salvaggio

Question: Improvement

enthusiastic! helped explain things in normal speak and not just ramble in computer lingo.Salvaggio
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There were: 17 possible respondents.

Question Text N My
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1 ◊ Regularly attended class 5 1 0 1.0 1.0 1.0 0% 100%      
        Str Disagr Disagree Neutral Agree Str Agree   
2 ◊ Enhanced interest (Salvaggio) 5 4 0 4.0 3.7 4.0 0% 0% 0% 100% 0%   

3 ◊ Material presented in organized
manner (Salvaggio) 5 4.6 0.9 3.8 4.1 4.1 0% 0% 20% 0% 80%   

4 ◊ Clear communication (Salvaggio) 5 4.4 0.5 3.8 3.9 4.1 0% 0% 0% 60% 40%   

5 ◊ Positive learning environment
(Salvaggio) 5 4.8 0.4 4.1 4.1 4.2 0% 0% 0% 20% 80%   

6 ◊ Helpful feedback provided.
(Salvaggio) 5 3.8 0.4 3.9 3.8 4.0 0% 0% 20% 80% 0%   

7 ◊ Supported my progress (Salvaggio) 5 4.2 0.4 4.1 4.0 4.1 0% 0% 0% 80% 20%   
8 ◊ Effective teacher (Salvaggio) 5 4.6 0.5 4.0 4.0 4.1 0% 0% 0% 40% 60%   
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Question: Comments
Carl was enthusiastic about all of the material he presented and was knowledgeable about the subject matter.
Made coding interesting and outlined the theory behind the code well.
Helped outside of class. Explained things thoroughly.
Carl Salvaggio is very friendly supportive and knows what he's talking about. He's a smart guy and will give you advice on whatever you doing.
enthusiastic! helped explain things in normal speak and not just ramble in computer lingo.
Question: Improvement
Was rather busy, so was hard to find if help was needed.
most of the material taught in class was unnecessary to do the projects.

Commonly Occurring Words and Phrases from Your Students' Comments      
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There were: 17 possible respondents.
Your average score compared to 18485 other class averages.

Question Text N Above Average 
1 0 0 %  -  7 0 %

Average 
6 9 %  -  3 0 %

Below Average 
2 9 %  -  1 %

             

1 ◊ Regularly
attended class 5 |-1 ------ ------ ------ ------ -----|     

2
◊ Enhanced
interest
(Salvaggio)

5     |----- 4-|     

3

◊ Material
presented in
organized
manner
(Salvaggio)

5 |----- 4.6 ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ -----|   

4
◊ Clear
communication
(Salvaggio)

5 |----- ------ 4.4 ------ ------ ------ -----|    

5

◊ Positive
learning
environment
(Salvaggio)

5 |-4.8 ------ ------ ------ -----|      

6

◊ Helpful
feedback
provided.
(Salvaggio)

5    |----- ------ ------ 3.8 -----|   

7
◊ Supported
my progress
(Salvaggio)

5 |----- ------ ------ ------ 4.2 ------ ------ -----|   

8
◊ Effective
teacher
(Salvaggio)

5 |----- ------ 4.6 ------ ------ -----|     

11

◊ COS - Fair
evaluation of
work
(Salvaggio)

5 |----- ------ ------ 4.4 ------ ------ ------ -----|   

12

◊ COS -
Consistent
evaluation of
work
(Salvaggio)

5 |----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ 4.2 ------ -----|  

13

◊ COS - Timely
evaluation of
work
(Salvaggio)

5 |----- ------ ------ ------ ------ 4.2 ------ -----|   

14

◊ COS -
Availability
outside of
class
(Salvaggio)

5     |----- ------ ------ ------ ------ 3.2-|

15

◊ COS -
Helpful outside
of class
(Salvaggio)

5 |----- 4.6 ------ ------ ------ -----|     

see video
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Carl Salvaggio

IMGS 362 LECImage Proc & Comp Vision II Section: 1     Spring     2013
Individual Evaluation: 1 out of 5

Rochester Institute of Technology

Strongly AgreeThe help provided by this instructor outside of the regular class time was helpful. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor for this course was readily available outside of class for help. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a timely manner. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a consistent manner.
(Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a fair manner. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeOverall, this instructor was an effective teacher. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor supported my progress towards achieving the course objectives. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor provided helpful feedback about my work in this course. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor established a positive learning environment. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor communicated the course material clearly. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor presented the course material in an organized manner. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor enhanced my interest in this subject. (Salvaggio)

YesI attended this class regularly.

AnswersSingle answer questions

4-6How many classes did you take this semester?

AnswersMultiple choice questions

Helped outside of class. Explained things thoroughly.What did this instructor do well? (Salvaggio)

AnswersText response questions
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Carl Salvaggio

IMGS 362 LECImage Proc & Comp Vision II Section: 1     Spring     2013
Individual Evaluation: 2 out of 5

Rochester Institute of Technology

Strongly AgreeThe help provided by this instructor outside of the regular class time was helpful. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor for this course was readily available outside of class for help. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a timely manner. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a consistent manner.
(Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a fair manner. (Salvaggio)

AgreeOverall, this instructor was an effective teacher. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor supported my progress towards achieving the course objectives. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor provided helpful feedback about my work in this course. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor established a positive learning environment. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor communicated the course material clearly. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor presented the course material in an organized manner. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor enhanced my interest in this subject. (Salvaggio)

YesI attended this class regularly.

AnswersSingle answer questions

7-9How many classes did you take this semester?

AnswersMultiple choice questions

Carl was enthusiastic about all of the material he presented and was knowledgeable about the subject matter.What did this instructor do well? (Salvaggio)

AnswersText response questions
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Carl Salvaggio

IMGS 362 LECImage Proc & Comp Vision II Section: 1     Spring     2013
Individual Evaluation: 3 out of 5

Rochester Institute of Technology

AgreeThe help provided by this instructor outside of the regular class time was helpful. (Salvaggio)

NeutralThe instructor for this course was readily available outside of class for help. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a timely manner. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a consistent manner.
(Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a fair manner. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeOverall, this instructor was an effective teacher. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor supported my progress towards achieving the course objectives. (Salvaggio)

NeutralThe instructor provided helpful feedback about my work in this course. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor established a positive learning environment. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor communicated the course material clearly. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor presented the course material in an organized manner. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor enhanced my interest in this subject. (Salvaggio)

YesI attended this class regularly.

AnswersSingle answer questions

4-6How many classes did you take this semester?

AnswersMultiple choice questions

Carl Salvaggio is very friendly supportive and knows what he's talking about. He's a smart guy and will give you
advice on whatever you doing.What did this instructor do well? (Salvaggio)

AnswersText response questions
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Carl Salvaggio

IMGS 362 LECImage Proc & Comp Vision II Section: 1     Spring     2013
Individual Evaluation: 4 out of 5

Rochester Institute of Technology

AgreeThe help provided by this instructor outside of the regular class time was helpful. (Salvaggio)

DisagreeThe instructor for this course was readily available outside of class for help. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a timely manner. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a consistent manner.
(Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a fair manner. (Salvaggio)

AgreeOverall, this instructor was an effective teacher. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor supported my progress towards achieving the course objectives. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor provided helpful feedback about my work in this course. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor established a positive learning environment. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor communicated the course material clearly. (Salvaggio)

NeutralThe instructor presented the course material in an organized manner. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor enhanced my interest in this subject. (Salvaggio)

YesI attended this class regularly.

AnswersSingle answer questions

4-6How many classes did you take this semester?

AnswersMultiple choice questions

most of the material taught in class was unnecessary to do the projects.How can this instructor improve? (Salvaggio)

enthusiastic! helped explain things in normal speak and not just ramble in computer lingo.What did this instructor do well? (Salvaggio)

AnswersText response questions
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Carl Salvaggio

IMGS 362 LECImage Proc & Comp Vision II Section: 1     Spring     2013
Individual Evaluation: 5 out of 5

Rochester Institute of Technology

Strongly AgreeThe help provided by this instructor outside of the regular class time was helpful. (Salvaggio)

NeutralThe instructor for this course was readily available outside of class for help. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a timely manner. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a consistent manner.
(Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a fair manner. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeOverall, this instructor was an effective teacher. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor supported my progress towards achieving the course objectives. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor provided helpful feedback about my work in this course. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor established a positive learning environment. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor communicated the course material clearly. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor presented the course material in an organized manner. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor enhanced my interest in this subject. (Salvaggio)

YesI attended this class regularly.

AnswersSingle answer questions

4-6How many classes did you take this semester?

AnswersMultiple choice questions

Was rather busy, so was hard to find if help was needed.How can this instructor improve? (Salvaggio)

Made coding interesting and outlined the theory behind the code well.What did this instructor do well? (Salvaggio)

AnswersText response questions
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Heavily relied on DIP 1 material

built on ipcv1

It brought together things we've learned (for example, Fourier), but also introduced many new things.

the course seemed like a continuation of the previous with more options to research and attempt to communicate the process with the class

This built on programming knowledge from Intro to Computing and Control and IPCV I.

We used knowledge from DIP I.

Built off DIPSI

DIP 1!

Question: In what ways

The grades we received this semester seemed very random and the comments on the papers and videos were very opinionated and and did not strike as a very
fair assessment. the groups to present second received the test images about 12 hours earlier then the first three groups so there was less time for us to test, not
to mention the other groups already had a extra 48 hours and the benefit of seeing the other groups presentations. this was in no way fair. as proven by the final
ranking, the three best presentations were the groups who went on the second day. also some groups were shorted one person, which again there was no
compensation for. Where this may not effect the final grade, it deeply effected the potential for bonus points. I feel this system needs to be fixed.

Salvaggio

Since the juniors this year had less processing background (because of the semester conversion), at times material was very confusing. Especially since no one
ever taught us the basics of code, even by the end I feel like I should have gotten more out of the course.Salvaggio

extend the instructive parts of programming. as someone that has gone through this without any previous programming knowledge, either a fundamental class
or more time spent teaching fundamentals of programming would have made the class feel more tangible in terms of constructing a skill set.Salvaggio

I can't think of anything- thanks for being a great teacher!Salvaggio

Actually randomize team captains or just randomize the entire teams themselves. The way that was handled was needlessly stressful. The due dates for projects
got stacked up towards the middle and end of the semester. Push due dates forward for the first projects. CFA didn't need a whole month I think, and a lot of the
course directed projects people picked were easy, so they didn't need that long. Independent should be the longest by far.

Salvaggio

He did not provide enough instruction in the course material. We were not programmers and he taught the class as if we were. Did not provide enough help. Did
not receive feedback from past projects before submitting the next project.Salvaggio

Question: Improvement

provided a good environment to freely pursue image processingSalvaggio

Teaches very clearly, helps a lot outside of class.Salvaggio

He clearly knows what he is talking about, and gets excited about image processing which creates a nice learning environment.Salvaggio

was positive and tried to helpSalvaggio

Light-hearted class, very flexible with due dates and considered other class workSalvaggio

Explain concepts.Salvaggio

Picked Ryan and Emily :) Gave good feedback during presentations. Picked good projects to assign.Salvaggio

He is very knowledgeable and an encouraging teacher.Salvaggio

Question: Comments

 Text ResponsesInstructor

Spring 2014, IMGS 362 Image Proc & Comp Vision II Section 1
Instructor: Salvaggio, Carl (Primary)

Rochester Institute of Technology

There were: 27 possible respondents.

40%50%0%0%10%1.04.21.14.01.04.11.24.190%10Effective teacher (Salvaggio)12

30%40%20%10%0%1.04.11.04.00.94.113.970%10Supported my progress (Salvaggio)11

30%40%20%10%0%1.04.01.13.91.13.913.970%10Helpful feedback provided.  (Salvaggio)10

50%50%0%0%0%0.94.21.04.10.94.20.54.5100%10Positive learning environment (Salvaggio)9

50%40%0%0%10%1.04.11.13.91.13.91.24.290%10Clear communication (Salvaggio)8

56%44%0%0%0%1.04.11.04.11.13.90.54.6100%9Material presented in organized manner (Salvaggio)7

40%50%10%0%0%1.14.01.13.71.04.00.74.390%10Enhanced interest (Salvaggio)6

Str
AgreeAgreeNeutralDisagreeStr

Disagr

100%0%0.21.00.21.00.21.001100%10Regularly attended class1

YesNoUni
SD

Uni
Avg

Col
SD

Col
Avg

IMGS
SD

IMGS
AvgSDAvgTop

TwoNQuestion Text
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It seemed like finding appropriately difficult algorithms was hard. often they were either way too difficult to achieve by the due dates. Also some of the
comments for videos were hard to incorporate into future videos as they were extremely dependent on each project.

None.

Over half of the course slides are image compression, which we hardly covered. I think more statistical image processing routines would be more useful to
learn, like PCA and noise measuring and reduction routines.

REQUIRE COMP SCI I BEFORE THIS CLASS!

Question: Suggestions for improvement

ipcv seems like it will be very useful

The courses went pretty much as expected.

This exceeded my expectations- I learned a lot and enjoyed it.

This semester was a good one for courses. I learned a ton this semester.

Fell below expectations. Our class was NOT prepared for this course AT ALL. We needed more basic programming instruction!

Question: How well did CIS courses prepared you

extremely effective

very helpful

It was extremely beneficial to be able to review lectures online.

extremely helpful as the time of the class was extremely difficult to make it.

It was very helpful, especially if class was missed or confusing.

The online recordings are perfect if you miss class or need reinforcement.

It wasn't really useful for this course.

Effective

Question: Online effectiveness
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There were: 27 possible respondents.
Your average score compared to 993 other class averages.

Question Text N Above Average 
1 0 0 %  -  7 0 %

Average 
6 9 %  -  3 0 %

Below Average 
2 9 %  -  1 %

1 ◊ Regularly
attended class 10 |-1 ------ ------ ------ ------ -----|     

6
◊ Enhanced
interest
(Salvaggio)

10 |----- ------ ------ 4.3 ------ ------ -----|    

7

◊ Material
presented in
organized
manner
(Salvaggio)

9 |----- 4.56 ------ -----|       

8
◊ Clear
communication
(Salvaggio)

10 |----- ------ ------ 4.2 ------ ------ ------ -----|   

9

◊ Positive
learning
environment
(Salvaggio)

10 |----- ------ 4.5 ------ ------ -----|     

10

◊ Helpful
feedback
provided.
(Salvaggio)

10 |----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ 3.9 ------ -----|  

11
◊ Supported
my progress
(Salvaggio)

10  |----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ 3.9 -----|  

12
◊ Effective
teacher
(Salvaggio)

10 |----- ------ ------ ------ ------ 4.1 ------ ------ -----|  

15

◊ COS - Fair
evaluation of
work
(Salvaggio)

10 |----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ 3.9-|  

16

◊ COS -
Consistent
evaluation of
work
(Salvaggio)

10 |----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ 4 ------ -----|  

17

◊ COS - Timely
evaluation of
work
(Salvaggio)

10    |----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ 3.4-|

18

◊ COS -
Availability
outside of 10    |----- ------ ------ ------ ------ 3.78-|  

see video

Percentile Rank Analysis for Carl Salvaggio Teaching IMGS
362 UGRD Image Proc & Comp Vision II LEC MAI sec: 1 2014
Spring
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18 outside of
class
(Salvaggio)

10    |----- ------ ------ ------ ------ 3.78-|  

19

◊ COS -
Helpful outside
of class
(Salvaggio)

10 |----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ 4 -----|  
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Carl Salvaggio

IMGS 362 LECImage Proc & Comp Vision II Section: 1     Spring     2014
Individual Evaluation: 1 out of 10

Rochester Institute of Technology

Strongly AgreeThe help provided by this instructor outside of the regular class time was helpful. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor for this course was readily available outside of class for help. (Salvaggio)

NeutralThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a timely manner. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a consistent manner.
(Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a fair manner. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeOverall, this instructor was an effective teacher. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor supported my progress towards achieving the course objectives. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor provided helpful feedback about my work in this course. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor established a positive learning environment. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor communicated the course material clearly. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor presented the course material in an organized manner. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor enhanced my interest in this subject. (Salvaggio)

YesI attended this class regularly.

AnswersSingle answer questions



Carl Salvaggio

IMGS 362 LECImage Proc & Comp Vision II Section: 1     Spring     2014
Individual Evaluation: 2 out of 10

Rochester Institute of Technology

AgreeThe help provided by this instructor outside of the regular class time was helpful. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor for this course was readily available outside of class for help. (Salvaggio)

DisagreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a timely manner. (Salvaggio)

DisagreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a consistent manner. (Salvaggio)

DisagreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a fair manner. (Salvaggio)

AgreeOverall, this instructor was an effective teacher. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor supported my progress towards achieving the course objectives. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor provided helpful feedback about my work in this course. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor established a positive learning environment. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor communicated the course material clearly. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor presented the course material in an organized manner. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor enhanced my interest in this subject. (Salvaggio)

YesI attended this class regularly.

AnswersSingle answer questions

The grades we received this semester seemed very random and the comments on the papers and videos were very opinionated and and did not
strike as a very fair assessment. the groups to present second received the test images about 12 hours earlier then the first three groups so there
was less time for us to test, not to mention the other groups already had a extra 48 hours and the benefit of seeing the other groups
presentations. this was in no way fair. as proven by the final ranking, the three best presentations were the groups who went on the second
day. also some groups were shorted one person, which again there was no compensation for. Where this may not effect the final grade, it
deeply effected the potential for bonus points. I feel this system needs to be fixed.

How can this instructor
improve? (Salvaggio)

was positive and tried to helpWhat did this instructor do
well? (Salvaggio)

ipcv seems like it will be very useful

How well did the CIS
courses you took this term
meet your overall
expectations, in terms of
your educational and/or
research goals?

very helpful

Please comment on the
effectiveness of the online
class recording system (if
used).

built on ipcv1

In what ways did the
content of the CIS courses
you took this term build on
or integrate material from
previous or prerequisite
courses?

AnswersText response questions



Carl Salvaggio

IMGS 362 LECImage Proc & Comp Vision II Section: 1     Spring     2014
Individual Evaluation: 3 out of 10

Rochester Institute of Technology

AgreeThe help provided by this instructor outside of the regular class time was helpful. (Salvaggio)

DisagreeThe instructor for this course was readily available outside of class for help. (Salvaggio)

NeutralThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a timely manner. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a consistent manner.
(Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a fair manner. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeOverall, this instructor was an effective teacher. (Salvaggio)

NeutralThe instructor supported my progress towards achieving the course objectives. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor provided helpful feedback about my work in this course. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor established a positive learning environment. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor communicated the course material clearly. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor presented the course material in an organized manner. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor enhanced my interest in this subject. (Salvaggio)

YesI attended this class regularly.

AnswersSingle answer questions

Actually randomize team captains or just randomize the entire teams themselves. The way that was handled was needlessly
stressful. The due dates for projects got stacked up towards the middle and end of the semester. Push due dates forward for the
first projects. CFA didn't need a whole month I think, and a lot of the course directed projects people picked were easy, so they
didn't need that long. Independent should be the longest by far.

How can this instructor improve?
(Salvaggio)

Picked Ryan and Emily :) Gave good feedback during presentations. Picked good projects to assign.What did this instructor do well?
(Salvaggio)

Over half of the course slides are image compression, which we hardly covered. I think more statistical image processing
routines would be more useful to learn, like PCA and noise measuring and reduction routines.

What suggestions do you have regarding
course material, lectures, and content? Do
you have any suggestions for
improvements?

This semester was a good one for courses. I learned a ton this semester.

How well did the CIS courses you took this
term meet your overall expectations, in
terms of your educational and/or research
goals?

The online recordings are perfect if you miss class or need reinforcement.Please comment on the effectiveness of the
online class recording system (if used).

We used knowledge from DIP I.

In what ways did the content of the CIS
courses you took this term build on or
integrate material from previous or
prerequisite courses?

AnswersText response questions



Carl Salvaggio

IMGS 362 LECImage Proc & Comp Vision II Section: 1     Spring     2014
Individual Evaluation: 4 out of 10

Rochester Institute of Technology

Strongly AgreeThe help provided by this instructor outside of the regular class time was helpful. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor for this course was readily available outside of class for help. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a timely manner. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a consistent manner.
(Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a fair manner. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeOverall, this instructor was an effective teacher. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor supported my progress towards achieving the course objectives. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor provided helpful feedback about my work in this course. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor established a positive learning environment. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor communicated the course material clearly. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor presented the course material in an organized manner. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor enhanced my interest in this subject. (Salvaggio)

YesI attended this class regularly.

AnswersSingle answer questions



Carl Salvaggio

IMGS 362 LECImage Proc & Comp Vision II Section: 1     Spring     2014
Individual Evaluation: 5 out of 10

Rochester Institute of Technology

AgreeThe help provided by this instructor outside of the regular class time was helpful. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor for this course was readily available outside of class for help. (Salvaggio)

NeutralThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a timely manner. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a consistent manner. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a fair manner. (Salvaggio)

AgreeOverall, this instructor was an effective teacher. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor supported my progress towards achieving the course objectives. (Salvaggio)

NeutralThe instructor provided helpful feedback about my work in this course. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor established a positive learning environment. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor communicated the course material clearly. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor presented the course material in an organized manner. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor enhanced my interest in this subject. (Salvaggio)

YesI attended this class regularly.

AnswersSingle answer questions

Since the juniors this year had less processing background (because of the semester conversion), at times
material was very confusing. Especially since no one ever taught us the basics of code, even by the end I feel
like I should have gotten more out of the course.

How can this instructor improve? (Salvaggio)

He clearly knows what he is talking about, and gets excited about image processing which creates a nice
learning environment.What did this instructor do well? (Salvaggio)

The courses went pretty much as expected.
How well did the CIS courses you took this term meet your
overall expectations, in terms of your educational and/or
research goals?

It was extremely beneficial to be able to review lectures online.Please comment on the effectiveness of the online class
recording system (if used).

It brought together things we've learned (for example, Fourier), but also introduced many new things.
In what ways did the content of the CIS courses you took this
term build on or integrate material from previous or
prerequisite courses?

AnswersText response questions



Carl Salvaggio

IMGS 362 LECImage Proc & Comp Vision II Section: 1     Spring     2014
Individual Evaluation: 6 out of 10

Rochester Institute of Technology

AgreeThe help provided by this instructor outside of the regular class time was helpful. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor for this course was readily available outside of class for help. (Salvaggio)

NeutralThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a timely manner. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a consistent manner.
(Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a fair manner. (Salvaggio)

AgreeOverall, this instructor was an effective teacher. (Salvaggio)

NeutralThe instructor supported my progress towards achieving the course objectives. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor provided helpful feedback about my work in this course. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor established a positive learning environment. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor communicated the course material clearly. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor presented the course material in an organized manner. (Salvaggio)

NeutralThe instructor enhanced my interest in this subject. (Salvaggio)

YesI attended this class regularly.

AnswersSingle answer questions

-How can this instructor improve? (Salvaggio)

Light-hearted class, very flexible with due dates and considered
other class workWhat did this instructor do well? (Salvaggio)

extremely effectivePlease comment on the effectiveness of the online class recording system (if used).

Heavily relied on DIP 1 materialIn what ways did the content of the CIS courses you took this term build on or integrate material from
previous or prerequisite courses?

AnswersText response questions



Carl Salvaggio

IMGS 362 LECImage Proc & Comp Vision II Section: 1     Spring     2014
Individual Evaluation: 7 out of 10

Rochester Institute of Technology

I did not seek help outside of classThe help provided by this instructor outside of the regular class time was helpful. (Salvaggio)

I did not seek help outside of classThe instructor for this course was readily available outside of class for help. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a timely manner.
(Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a consistent
manner. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a fair manner.
(Salvaggio)

AgreeOverall, this instructor was an effective teacher. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor supported my progress towards achieving the course objectives. (Salvaggio)

NeutralThe instructor provided helpful feedback about my work in this course. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor established a positive learning environment. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor communicated the course material clearly. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor presented the course material in an organized manner. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor enhanced my interest in this subject. (Salvaggio)

YesI attended this class regularly.

AnswersSingle answer questions

extend the instructive parts of programming. as someone that has gone through this without any previous
programming knowledge, either a fundamental class or more time spent teaching fundamentals of programming
would have made the class feel more tangible in terms of constructing a skill set.

How can this instructor improve? (Salvaggio)

provided a good environment to freely pursue image processingWhat did this instructor do well? (Salvaggio)

It seemed like finding appropriately difficult algorithms was hard. often they were either way too difficult to
achieve by the due dates. Also some of the comments for videos were hard to incorporate into future videos as
they were extremely dependent on each project.

What suggestions do you have regarding course material,
lectures, and content? Do you have any suggestions for
improvements?

extremely helpful as the time of the class was extremely difficult to make it.Please comment on the effectiveness of the online class
recording system (if used).

the course seemed like a continuation of the previous with more options to research and attempt to communicate
the process with the class

In what ways did the content of the CIS courses you took
this term build on or integrate material from previous or
prerequisite courses?

AnswersText response questions



Carl Salvaggio

IMGS 362 LECImage Proc & Comp Vision II Section: 1     Spring     2014
Individual Evaluation: 8 out of 10

Rochester Institute of Technology

Strongly DisagreeThe help provided by this instructor outside of the regular class time was helpful. (Salvaggio)

DisagreeThe instructor for this course was readily available outside of class for help. (Salvaggio)

DisagreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a timely manner.
(Salvaggio)

NeutralThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a consistent manner.
(Salvaggio)

Strongly DisagreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a fair manner. (Salvaggio)

Strongly DisagreeOverall, this instructor was an effective teacher. (Salvaggio)

DisagreeThe instructor supported my progress towards achieving the course objectives. (Salvaggio)

DisagreeThe instructor provided helpful feedback about my work in this course. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor established a positive learning environment. (Salvaggio)

Strongly DisagreeThe instructor communicated the course material clearly. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor presented the course material in an organized manner. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor enhanced my interest in this subject. (Salvaggio)

YesI attended this class regularly.

AnswersSingle answer questions

He did not provide enough instruction in the course material. We were not programmers and he taught
the class as if we were. Did not provide enough help. Did not receive feedback from past projects before
submitting the next project.

How can this instructor improve? (Salvaggio)

He is very knowledgeable and an encouraging teacher.What did this instructor do well? (Salvaggio)

REQUIRE COMP SCI I BEFORE THIS CLASS!
What suggestions do you have regarding course material,
lectures, and content? Do you have any suggestions for
improvements?

Fell below expectations. Our class was NOT prepared for this course AT ALL. We needed more basic
programming instruction!

How well did the CIS courses you took this term meet your
overall expectations, in terms of your educational and/or research
goals?

It wasn't really useful for this course.Please comment on the effectiveness of the online class recording
system (if used).

Built off DIPSI
In what ways did the content of the CIS courses you took this
term build on or integrate material from previous or prerequisite
courses?

AnswersText response questions



Carl Salvaggio

IMGS 362 LECImage Proc & Comp Vision II Section: 1     Spring     2014
Individual Evaluation: 9 out of 10

Rochester Institute of Technology

AgreeThe help provided by this instructor outside of the regular class time was helpful. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor for this course was readily available outside of class for help. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a timely manner. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a consistent manner. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a fair manner. (Salvaggio)

AgreeOverall, this instructor was an effective teacher. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor supported my progress towards achieving the course objectives. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor provided helpful feedback about my work in this course. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor established a positive learning environment. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor communicated the course material clearly. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor presented the course material in an organized manner. (Salvaggio)

AgreeThe instructor enhanced my interest in this subject. (Salvaggio)

YesI attended this class regularly.

AnswersSingle answer questions

Explain concepts.What did this instructor do well? (Salvaggio)

EffectivePlease comment on the effectiveness of the online class recording system (if used).

DIP 1!In what ways did the content of the CIS courses you took this term build on or integrate material from previous or prerequisite
courses?

AnswersText response questions



Carl Salvaggio

IMGS 362 LECImage Proc & Comp Vision II Section: 1     Spring     2014
Individual Evaluation: 10 out of 10

Rochester Institute of Technology

Strongly AgreeThe help provided by this instructor outside of the regular class time was helpful. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor for this course was readily available outside of class for help. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a timely manner. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a consistent manner.
(Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor in this course evaluated my work projects, quizzes, tests, homework, lab reports, etc. in a fair manner. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeOverall, this instructor was an effective teacher. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor supported my progress towards achieving the course objectives. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor provided helpful feedback about my work in this course. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor established a positive learning environment. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor communicated the course material clearly. (Salvaggio)

Strongly AgreeThe instructor enhanced my interest in this subject. (Salvaggio)

YesI attended this class regularly.

AnswersSingle answer questions

I can't think of anything- thanks for being a great teacher!How can this instructor improve? (Salvaggio)

Teaches very clearly, helps a lot outside of class.What did this instructor do well? (Salvaggio)

None.What suggestions do you have regarding course material, lectures, and content? Do you have any
suggestions for improvements?

This exceeded my expectations- I learned a lot and enjoyed it.How well did the CIS courses you took this term meet your overall expectations, in terms of your
educational and/or research goals?

It was very helpful, especially if class was missed or confusing.Please comment on the effectiveness of the online class recording system (if used).

This built on programming knowledge from Intro to Computing and
Control and IPCV I.

In what ways did the content of the CIS courses you took this term build on or integrate material
from previous or prerequisite courses?

AnswersText response questions
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◊ Material
presented in
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(Salvaggio)

11 100% 4.36 0.5 3.90 1.10 4.06 1.01 4.14 0.97 0% 0% 0% 64% 36%   

12
◊ Clear
communication
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            V Discrim Discrim Avg N Discrim All D   

 

◊ How
discriminating
the student
was this
semester

11 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0% 9% 9% 18% 64%   

            V Easy Easy
Grader Avg Hard Grader V Hard

Grader   

 
◊ Rating
tendency - this
semester

11 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 27% 27% 18% 18% 9%   

            0 1-2 3-5 6+    

 ◊ Evaluations
completed 11 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0% 9% 55% 36%    

            0 25 50 75 100   

 ◊ Evaluations
completed % 11 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0% 9% 9% 82%   

            Shibboleth Email Use Class
SSO Unknown SSO   

 ◊ Login
method 11 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 91% 0% 0% 0% 9%   

            No Yes      

 ◊ Future
classes 11 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0% 100%      

            american
indian/alas asian black/african

americ
hawaiian/pacific

isl multiple unknown white

 ◊ Student race 11 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0% 9% 0% 0% 18% 0% 73%
            F M      

 ◊ Student
gender 11 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45% 55%      

            0       

 ◊ High school
credits 11 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 100%       

            V Discrim Discrim Avg N Discrim Not At
All D   

 ◊ Discriminate
overall 11 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18% 0% 36% 27% 18%   

            V Easy Easy
Grader Avg Hard Grader V Hard

Grader   

 
◊ Rating
tendency -
overall

11 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9% 18% 36% 27% 9%   

There are no Chart of Averages data for the selected columns

There are no Chart of Scores data for the selected columns

Text Responses

Question: In what ways
This course built upon its prerequisite.
This course built upon the more basic principles learned in IPCV I and relayed them to more applicable situations.
The improved upon and integrated previously learned topics.
This was the only CIS course I've taken, but it built upon programming concepts, algorithm implementation, and basic imaging concepts. I felt
adequately prepared for this course.
The previous python programming classes were necessary to keep up with this class
Built well on DIP 1 with any similar concepts.
Programming and fourier transform.
It contented to teach me more about image processing and continued my education on python along with many other of the imaging science
courses.
Dip 1 was needed
Question: Online effectiveness
Matterhorn was really effective.
Matterhorn allowed me to easily review something mentioned in class if I had missed it the first time.
Did not use.
I have only used the online class recording system a handful of times, but when I did, it worked well and was useful.
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I have only used the online class recording system a handful of times, but when I did, it worked well and was useful.
Definitely useful to review concepts or if I was forced to miss class
The class used it, but I did not
Great to have it.
It was very helpful! Truly a wonderful resource.
Horrible sound quality and resolution
Question: How well did CIS courses prepared you
This course exceeded my expectations.
I learned a lot in the CIS courses I took, and I finally became somewhat confident in my programming skills.
Exceeded expectations in material learned.
This course exceeded my expectations. I believe I have developed a good foundation in image processing thanks to this course.
This class definitely forwarded my programming experience, plus pushed me to write and present my research, which was skills I've needed to
learn
This course exceeded my expectations and increased my confidence in programming
Increase my interest in computer vision and imaging processing.
It met expectation and helped to advance my knowledge
Question: Suggestions for improvement
NA
Labs should be better organized
I think the lectures were presented well and the content was chosen wisely. If I were to change anything, I would shift the schedule up a bit so that
the last two projects didn't overlap as much.
Make the first project due a little sooner to allow enough time at the end for the last projects
change nothing
More spaced out TA office hours would be greatly appreciated. Maybe if a survey was sent out at the start of the term in order to find what times
work best for the students.
Question: Comments
Carl was great at explaining concepts and providing help and feedback, especially with code.
Besides being a good instructor who's very knowledgeable in his field, he was also very understanding and helpful when it came to adjusting due
dates due to complications I experienced during the semester.
Determined project due dates well ahead of time, giving sufficient time to complete the project and ask questions about any problems.
Carl does everything well. I really liked that our group project was updated to something relevant to us and was a lot more fun than a scantron.
responding to emails asking for help
I like his website. He does a good job sharing necessary materials with us in a timely manner.
Everything!
Pretty much everything. He explained complex concepts in terms that made them seem simple and achievable. Genuinely cares for his students
and their success.
Carl always creat ed a positive experience for the class, and does an excellent job of reducing complex concepts to the simple steps desired for
coding. He has high expectations which pushes us to learn and succeed.
Question: Improvement
NA
The projects could be more evenly spread out, such that the workload isn't as heavily concentrated towards the end of the semester.
The early projects should be due sooner to allow for enough time at the end of the year.
Try and space out the projects a bit more. Frequently the timelines would become compressed. especially at the end of the school year.

Commonly Occurring Words and Phrases from Your Students' Comments      

      

class concepts 
expectations

 
information

 project semester
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,QVWUXFWRU��6DOYDJJLR��&DUO��3ULPDU\�

Rochester Institute of Technology
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7KLV�FRXUVH�EXLOW�XSRQ�WKH�SUHYLRXV�,3&9�FRXUVH�DQG�KHOSHG�WR�IXUWKHU�E\�DELOLW\�WR�SURJUDP��,W�DOVR�EXLOW�XSRQ�P\�DELOLW\�WR�WDNH�,(((�SXEOLVKHG�SDSHUV�DQG�GLVVHFW
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D�UHDO�ZRUOG�ZRUNIORZ��UHDGLQJ�SDSHUV��LPSOHPHQWLQJ�LQ�P\�RZQ�ZD\��SXEOLVKLQJ�UHVXOWV���,W�ZDV�GRSH�

,W�EXLOW�XSRQ�DOO�RI�WKH�LPDJH�SURFHVVLQJ�LQIRUPDWLRQ�ZH
YH�OHDUQHG�VR�IDU
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QHHGHG�NQRZOHGJH�RI�VRPH�RI�WKH�PDWK�IURP�SUHYLRXV�VHPHVWHUV�DQG�IURP�WKH�ILUVW�KDOI�RI�WKLV�FRXUVH
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,�WKLQN�LW�ZRXOG�EH�KHOSIXO�WR�PDNH�VXUH�WKDW�ERWK�7$
V�DUH�LQ�DJUHHPHQW�RQ�KRZ�WR�JUDGH�SDSHUV�YLGHRV��-XVW�DV�DQ�H[DPSOH��LQ�FODVV�ZH�ZHUH�WROG�WKDW�WKH�FDSWLRQV�WR
RXU�ILJXUHV�LQ�RXU�SDSHUV�VKRXOG�EH�GHWDLOHG�DQG�LQ�VRPH�FDVHV�VKRXOG�PLUURU�ZKDW�ZH�ZURWH�LQ�RXU�SDSHU��$IWHU�EHLQJ�WROG�WKDW�,�PDGH�WKH�SURSHU�DGMXVWPHQWV�WR�P\
UHSRUW�DQG�VRPHRQH�ZURWH�D�FRPPHQW�RQ�P\�UHSRUW�WKDW�,�ZDV�EHLQJ�UHGXQGDQW�LQ�P\�FDSWLRQV��,W�ZRXOG�DOVR�EH�KHOSIXO�LI�WKH�7$
V�VHQW�RXW�HPDLOV�ZKHQ�WKH\
UH�QRW
JRLQJ�WR�EH�DEOH�WR�PDNH�LW�WR�RIILFH�KRXUV��WKHUH�ZHUH�D�IHZ�WLPHV�WKDW�,�ZDQWHG�WR�ILQG�WKHP�WR�JHW�P\�SDSHU�UHDG��EXW�WKH\�QHYHU�VKRZHG�XS�WR�WKHLU�RIILFH�KRXUV�
2WKHUZLVH��,�WKLQN�&DUO�LV�D�JUHDW�SURIHVVRU�

6DOYDJJLR

&RXOG�LPSURYH�E\�JLYLQJ�IHHGEDFN�TXLFNHU�UHJDUGLQJ�FRXUVH�SURMHFWV��6HW�ORQJHU�RIILFH�KRXUV�IRU�TXHVWLRQV�6DOYDJJLR

,�NQRZ�KH�ZDUQHG�XV�DERXW�WKH�ODVW�IHZ�SURMHFWV��EXW�RPJ�WKH�ODVW�IHZ�ZHHNV�RI�FODVVHV�DUH�VR�FUD]\�LI�WKHUH
V�DQ\�ZD\�WR�VSUHDG�RXW�WKH�SURMHFWV�PRUH��WKDW�ZRXOG�EH
JUHDW�6DOYDJJLR

0D\EH�JLYLQJ�PRUH�LQVLJKW�WR�WKH�ILQDO�SURMHFW��7KDW
V�WKH�RQO\�WKLQJ�,�FDQ�WKLQN�RI�6DOYDJJLR

7KH�IRUPDW�RI�WKH�FODVV�LV�QRW�VR�JUHDW�DQG�PDNH�LWV�UHDOO\�KDUG�WR�GR�ZHOO��)LQDO�SURMHFW�VKRXOG�EH�GXH�GXULQJ�ILQDOV�ZHHN�WKDW�ZD\�WKHUH�LV�PRUH�WLPH�EDODQFH�DOO
SURMHFWV�LQVLGH�DQG�RXWVLGH�RI�WKH�FODVV��7KLV�DOVR�DOORZV�DOO�WKH�JURXSV�WR�JR�DW�RQFH�ZKHQ�SUHVHQWLQJ�LQVWHDG�RI�JLYLQJ�D�JURXS�WKH�DGYDQWDJH��7KHUH�VKRXOG�DOVR�EH
PRUH�VWUHVV�RQ�KRZ�WR�ZULWH�D�JRRG�SDSHU�DQG�DOVR�KRZ�WR�OHDUQ�KRZ�WR�GLVSOD\�UHVXOWV�LQ�D�SDSHU�RU�YLGHR�

6DOYDJJLR

,�WKLQN�&DUO�SXW�WRJHWKHU�D�UHDOO\�JUHDW�FRXUVH��DQG�,
P�QRW�VXUH�LI�,�FDQ�WKLQN�RI�DQ\�VXJJHVWLRQV�WKDW�ZRXOG�KDYH�PDGH�WKH�FRXUVH�PRUH�HIIHFWLYH�IRU�PH�6DOYDJJLR

��6SUHDG�WKH�GXH�GDWHV�DQG�RUJDQL]DWLRQ�RI�SURMHFWV�RXW�PRUH�IDLUO\��7KH�HQG�RI�WKH�VHPHVWHU�LV�ZD\�WRR�FUDPPHG����&RYHU�WKH�PDWHULDO�LQ�D�ZD\�WKDW�DOORZV�IRU�PRUH
FKRLFHV�ZLWK�FRXUVH�UHODWHG�SURMHFWV��,W�IHOW�OLNH�WRR�PXFK�WLPH�ZDV�VSHQW�RQ�FHUWDLQ�WRSLFV�WKDW�QRW�PDQ\�ZRXOG�OLNHO\�FRPPLW�WR�HYHQ�GRLQJ�D�SURMHFW�RQ�6DOYDJJLR

QRQH6DOYDJJLR

4XHVWLRQ��,PSURYHPHQW

7KH�IRUPDW�RI�,3&9��LV�DZHVRPH��6WXGHQWV�DUH�JLYHQ�D�OHQJWK\�DPRXQW�RI�WLPH�WR�ZRUN�RQ�HDFK�SURMHFW�DQG�WDNH�WKH�WLPH�WR�SURGXFH�SROLVKHG�ZRUN�WKDW�WKH\�FRXOG
EH�SURXG�RI��,W�UHDOO\�EURXJKW�DOO�RI�WKH�SURJUDPPLQJ�FRXUVHZRUN�IXOO�FLUFOH�6DOYDJJLR

6R�KHOSIXO�DQG�DYDLODEOH�RIWHQ�IRU�RXWVLGH�RI�FODVV�KHOS��+H�LV�WKH�H[SHUW�LQ�DOO�WKLQJV�LPDJH�SURFHVVLQJ�DQG�,�IHHO�EDG�VRPHWLPHV�EHFDXVH�HYHU\RQH�DOZD\V�KDV
TXHVWLRQV�IRU�KLP�DQG�WKH\�QHYHU�OHDYH�KLP�DORQH��%XW�KH�QHYHU�FORVHV�KLV�GRRU�WR�DQ\RQH�EHFDXVH�LI�KH�FDQ�LQ�DQ\�ZD\�LQVWLOO�NQRZOHGJH�DQG�SDVVLRQ�IRU�FRPSXWHU
YLVLRQ�KH�ZLOO��+H�WHDFKHV�WKH�PDWHULDO�ZHOO�DQG�H[SHFWV�WKH�EHVW�IURP�XV�

6DOYDJJLR

&DUO�LV�DOZD\V�ZLOOLQJ�WR�PHHW�RXWVLGH�RI�WKH�FODVV�DQG�KHOS�ZLWK�LQGLYLGXDO�TXHVWLRQV��+H�PDNHV�\RX�H[FLWHG�DERXW�WKH�SURJUDPV�\RX�DUH�FUHDWLQJ�6DOYDJJLR

5HDOO\�FDUHV�IRU�KLV�VWXGHQWV�DQG�ZDQWV�WKHP�WR�VXFFHHG��+H�LV�YHU\�DFFRPPRGDWLQJ�DQG�ZLOO�ZRUN�RQ�VRPHWKLQJ�ZLWK�D�VWXGHQW�XQWLO�WKH\�XQGHUVWDQG�LW�6DOYDJJLR

3UHVHQWV�FRQFHSWV�ZHOO�DQG�FRYHUV�WKHP�LQ�GHSWK�6DOYDJJLR

+H�H[SODLQV�WKLQJV�YHU\�ZHOO�LI�DQ\WKLQJ�QHHGV�VRPH�FODULILFDWLRQ��,�OLNH�WKH�RYHUDOO�VWUXFWXUH�RI�WKH�FODVV�DV�ZHOO�6DOYDJJLR

��*UHDW�OHFWXUHV�DQG�PDWHULDO���9HU\�KHOSIXO�IHHGEDFN�DQG�XVHIXO�DGYLFH�ZKHQ�JRLQJ�IRU�KHOS���([WUHPHO\�XVHIXO��IXQ��DQG�SUDFWLFDO�SURMHFWV��7KH�GHVLJQ�DQG�JUDGLQJ
RI�WKHVH�SURMHFWV��SURIHVVLRQDO�,(((�SDSHUV�DQG�ORQJ�WHUP�UHVHDUFK��IHOW�OLNH�WKH�PRVW�SUDFWLFDO�H[SHULHQFH�LQ�WKH�LPDJLQJ�VFLHQFH�FXUULFXOXP�\HW�6DOYDJJLR

$OZD\V�ZLOOLQJ�WR�VLW�GRZQ�DQG�KHOS�ZLWK�DQ\�TXHVWLRQV6DOYDJJLR

4XHVWLRQ��&RPPHQWV

��

3UREDEO\�QRWKLQJ�\RX�KDYHQ
W�KHDUG�EHIRUH���

&RXOG�LPSURYH�E\�LQFOXGLQJ�FRPSXWDWLRQDO�SKRWRJUDSK\�SUDFWLFHV�OLNH�SKRWRPHWULF�FDOLEUDWLRQ�RU�WH[WXUH�V\QWKHVLV��6LPLODUO\��ORRNLQJ�DW��'�UHFRQVWUXFWLRQ�IURP
LPDJHV�ZRXOG�EH�XVHIXO�

7LPH�WKH�SURMHFW�GXH�GDWHV�RXW�EHWWHU�

QRQH

4XHVWLRQ��6XJJHVWLRQV�IRU�LPSURYHPHQW

*UHDW�OHDUQLQJ�H[SHULHQFH

7KLV�FODVV�PHW�P\�H[SHFWDWLRQV������

,3&9��H[FHHGHG�P\�H[SHFWDWLRQV������\HDUV�DJR�ZKHQ�,�ZDV�LQ�LQWUR�WR�FRPSXWLQJ�DQG�FRQWURO�,�QHYHU�ZRXOG�KDYH�JXHVVHG�,
G�OHDYH�P\�ODVW�&DUO�6DOYDJJLR�FODVV
KDYLQJ�UHDOO\�H[FHOOHG�DQG�WKRURXJKO\�HQMR\HG�WKH�FODVV�

,�KDYH�GHILQLWHO\�LPSURYHG�P\�VNLOOV�LQ�ZULWLQJ�WHFKQLFDO�SDSHUV�

([WUHPHO\�ZHOO��ZLOO�XVH�FRQFHSWV�DQG�VNLOOV�OHDUQHG�IURP�WKLV�FODVV�LQ�IXWXUH�FODVVHV�DV�ZHOO�DV�SRVW�JUDGXDWH�HGXFDWLRQ�

([FHHGHG�H[SHFWDWLRQV

RQ�SRLQW

4XHVWLRQ��+RZ�ZHOO�GLG�&,6�FRXUVHV�SUHSDUHG�\RX

*UHDW��,I�,�PLVVHG�WKH�FODVV�,�FRXOG�DOZD\V�ZDWFK�WKH�OHFWXUH�RQOLQH

9HU\�KHOSIXO��,W�ZDV�QLFH�WR�EH�DEOH�WR�JR�EDFN�DQG�ORRN�DW�OHFWXUHV�LQ�FDVH�,�ZDVQ
W�VXUH�RQ�D�SDUWLFXODU�WRSLF�RU�PLVVHG�D�FODVV�

(IIHFWLYH�ZKHQ�QHHGHG�

7KH�RQOLQH�UHFRUGLQJ�V\VWHP�LV�LQFUHGLEO\�XVHIXO�IRU�WKLV�FODVV��,�ZRXOG�IUHTXHQWO\�UHIHU�EDFN�WR�WKH�OHFWXUHV��DQG�,�ORYHG�WKDW�WKH\�ZHUH�DOZD\V�DYDLODEOH�

Page 3/4



Page 4/4



6SULQJ�������,0*6�����,PDJH�3URF�	�&RPS�9LVLRQ�,,�6HFWLRQ��
,QVWUXFWRU��6DOYDJJLR��&DUO��3ULPDU\�

Rochester Institute of Technology

7KHUH�ZHUH�����SRVVLEOH�UHVSRQGHQWV�

���������������������������������������������������)HHGEDFN�ZDV�WLPHO\��6DOYDJJLR���

���������������������������������������������������,QVWUXFWRU�ZDV�DYDLODEOH
�6DOYDJJLR���

6WU
$JUHH$JUHH1HXWUDO'LVDJUHH6WU

'LVDJU

����������������������������������������������������&26���+HOSIXO�RXWVLGH�RI�FODVV
�6DOYDJJLR���

������������������������������������������������������&26���$YDLODELOLW\�RXWVLGH�RI
FODVV��6DOYDJJLR���

'LG
1RW
6HHN

6WU
$JUHH$JUHH1HXWUDO'LVDJUHH6WU

'LVDJU

��������������������������������������������������&26���7LPHO\�HYDOXDWLRQ�RI�ZRUN
�6DOYDJJLR���

������������������������������������������������&26���&RQVLVWHQW�HYDOXDWLRQ�RI
ZRUN��6DOYDJJLR���

��������������������������������������������������&26���)DLU�HYDOXDWLRQ�RI�ZRUN
�6DOYDJJLR���

��������������������������������������������������(IIHFWLYH�WHDFKHU��6DOYDJJLR���

��������������������������������������������������6XSSRUWHG�VWXGHQW�SURJUHVV
�6DOYDJJLR���

��������������������������������������������������+HOSIXO�IHHGEDFN�SURYLGHG
�6DOYDJJLR���

��������������������������������������������������3RVLWLYH�OHDUQLQJ�HQYLURQPHQW
�6DOYDJJLR���

��������������������������������������������������&OHDU�FRPPXQLFDWLRQ��6DOYDJJLR���

�������������������������������������������������0DWHULDO�SUHVHQWHG�LQ�RUJDQL]HG
PDQQHU��6DOYDJJLR���

��������������������������������������������������(QKDQFHG�LQWHUHVW��6DOYDJJLR���

��������������������������������������������������:RXOG�UHFRPPHQG�FRXUVH�

6WU
$JUHH$JUHH1HXWUDO'LVDJUHH6WU

'LVDJU

��������������������������������������������������$PRXQW�RI�ZRUN�LQ�FRXUVH�

0XFK
0RUH0RUH$YHUDJH/HVV0XFK

/HVV

���������������������������������������������������$GYDQFHG�VWXGHQW�XQGHUVWDQGLQJ�

���������������������������������������������������&RXUVH�ZDV�ZHOO�RUJDQL]HG�

6WU
$JUHH$JUHH1HXWUDO'LVDJUHH6WU

'LVDJU

�������������������������������������������5HJXODUO\�DWWHQGHG�FODVV�

<HV1R8QL
6'

8QL
$YJ

&RO
6'

&RO
$YJ

,0*6
6'

,0*6
$YJ6'0\

$YJ
7RS
7ZR14XHVWLRQ�7H[W

&RQWLQXHG�WKH�XVH�RI�S\WKRQ�

7KLV�EXLOW�RQ�WKH�ILUVW�FODVV�LQ�WKH�VHULHV��,3&9���

FRGLQJ

$�VPRRWK�WUDQVLWLRQ�IURP�WKH�IDOO�VHPHVWHU
V�FODVV��,�GHILQLWHO\�WKLQN�OHDUQLQJ�/D7H;�LQ�SUHYLRXV�FODVVHV�ZRXOG�KDYH�EHWWHU�SUHSDUHG�PH�WKRXJK�

,W�DOORZHG�XV�WR�QDYLJDWH�RXU�H[LVWLQJ�NQRZOHGJH�IRU�GHYHORSLQJ�UHDO�ZRUOG�DSSOLFDWLRQV�

4XHVWLRQ��,Q�ZKDW�ZD\V

�7H[W�5HVSRQVHV,QVWUXFWRU
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*UDGLQJ�ZDV�IDLU��WKRXJK��,�ZLVK�,�VDZ�P\�QXPHULF�JUDGHV�WKH\�ZHUH�SRVWHG�RQ�P\FRXUVHV�OLNH�WKH\�ZHUH�LQ�WKH�IDOO��%\�MXVW�WKH�OHWWHU�JUDGH��,
P�QRW�VXUH�LI�D�%�LV�DQ
���RU�DQ����DQG�WKDW�IDFWRUV�LQWR�WKH�ILQDO�FRXUVH�JUDGH�D�FRQVLGHUDEOH�DPRXQW��,�DOVR�ZLVK�WKDW�WKH�V\OODEXV�KDG�EHHQ�XSGDWHG�WR�ILW�WKH�QHZ�0DFKLQH�/HDUQLQJ
6FKHGXOH��+RZ�PXFK�RI�P\�JUDGH�LV�LW�DFWXDOO\�JRLQJ�WR�FRYHU"�,
P�VWLOO�QRW�VXUH��,�ZLOO�DOVR�KDYH�WR�YRWH�QR�RQ�FRQWLQXLQJ�WKH�0DFKLQH�/HDUQLQJ�SRUWLRQ�RI�WKH
FRXUVH��,�GRQ
W�WKLQN�WKHUH
V�HQRXJK�WLPH�IRU�LW�DQG�WKH�GR�WKH�KRPHZRUN�ZLWK�\RX�VHVVLRQV�QHYHU�DFWXDOO\�KDSSHQHG��,W�PD\�EH�D�JRRG�LGHD�IRU�DQ�HOHFWLYH�LQ�WKH
IXWXUH�

7KH�PDFKLQH�OHDUQLQJ�VHFWLRQ�ZDV�YHU\�FRRO�DQG�XVHIXO�WKRXJK�,�GRQ
W�NQRZ�LI�WKH�HQG�RI�WKH�VHPHVWHU�ZDV�WKH�EHVW�WLPH�IRU�WKRVH�OHFWXUHV�

3HUKDSV�ORQJHU�PDFKLQH�OHDUQLQJ�OHFWXUHV��$OVR�ZRXOG�KDYH�ORYHG�WR�KDYH�D�FRXSOH�RI�ELJ�SDSHU�SURMHFWV�DQG�WKUHH�VPDOOHU�SURMHFWV�ZKHUH�ZH�MXVW�FRGH�OLNH�,3&9���

7KH�PDFKLQH�OHDUQLQJ�SRUWLRQ�RI�WKH�VHPHVWHU�ZDV�D�ELW�GU\��EXW�SUREOHPV�ZHUH�WR�EH�H[SHFWHG�ZLWK�D�WULDO�UXQ�RI�WKH�PDWHULDO�

:KDW�PLJKW�EH�LQWHUHVWLQJ�WR�GR��LV�WR�KDYH�D�KDQGIXO�RI�WRSLFV�DV�RSWLRQV��VXFK�DV�WKH�PDFKLQH�OHDUQLQJ�VHULHV�ZH�KDG��DQG�SUHVHQW�IXWXUH�FODVVHV�ZLWK�D�YRWH�RQ
ZKLFK�RSWLRQ�WR�SXUVXH�DW�WKH�HQG�RI�WKH�VHPHVWHU��7R�UHGXFH�EXUGHQ�RQ�WKH�LQVWUXFWRU�RQO\�����WRSLFV�VKRXOG�EH�SURYLGHG�DV�RSWLRQV��7KLV�ZRXOG�KHOS�PDLQWDLQ�FODVV
LQWHUHVW�DW�WKH�HQG�RI�WKH�VHPHVWHU�

PRYLQJ�WKH�PDFKLQH�OHDUQLQJ�WR�DQRWKHU�SRUWLRQ�RI�WKH�VHPHVWHU�ZRXOG�EH�JRRG�

,�KDG�OHVV�PRWLYDWLRQ�WR�SD\�DWWHQWLRQ�WR�WRSLFV�WKDW�,�ZDVQ
W�JRLQJ�WR�XVH�IRU�P\�SURMHFWV

Q�D

4XHVWLRQ��6XJJHVWLRQV�IRU�LPSURYHPHQW

:HOO�HQRXJK

,�H[SHFWHG�WKLV�FRXUVH�WR�EH�WKLV�ZD\��KRZHYHU�,�IRXQG�LW�GLIILFXOW�WR�DFFRPSOLVK�ZLWK�WKH�RWKHU�UHTXLUHG�FRXUVHV�WKDW�,�ZDV�WDNLQJ�DW�WKH�WLPH�

,�FDQ�VD\�WKDW�,�HQMR\HG�WKLV�FODVV�D�ORW��,�UHDOO\�OLNHG�WKH�RSWLRQ�WR�PDNH�YLGHRV��DV�WKRVH�SURYHG�WR�EH�IXQ�DQG�DOORZHG�PH�WR�WKLQN�DERXW�H[SODLQLQJ�P\�UHVXOWV�LQ�D
GLIIHUHQW�ZD\��,�ZDVQ
W�WKH�ELJJHVW�IDQ�RI�WKH�PDFKLQH�OHDUQLQJ�VWXII�DW�WKH�HQG��WKRXJK��,�IHOW�OLNH�,�ZDV�VWDUWLQJ�D�EUDQG�QHZ�FODVV��ZLWK�D�QHZ�LQVWUXFWRU��ZLWK�RQO\��
ZHHNV�OHIW�LQ�WKH�\HDU��7U\LQJ�WR�OHDUQ�VRPHWKLQJ�IUHVK�VR�ODWH�LQ�WKH�\HDU�LV�PRUH�GLIILFXOW�WKDQ�,�LQLWLDOO\�EHOLHYHG�LW�ZRXOG�EH�

7KLV�FRXUVH�PHW�P\�H[SHFWDWLRQV�DQG�FRQWULEXWHG�WR�P\�HGXFDWLRQDO�JRDOV�

/HDUQHG�VRPH�KHOSIXO�LPDJH�SURFHVVLQJ�WHFKQLTXHV�WKDW�FRXOG�EH�XVHG�LQ�WKH�IXWXUH�

([SHFWDWLRQV�ZHUH�ZHOO�PHW��HVSHFLDOO\�VLQFH�PXFK�RI�WKH�FRXUVH�ZRUN�ZDV�VHOI�GLUHFWHG�

,W�ZDV�D�JUHDW�FODVV�WKDW�PHW�P\�H[SHFWDWLRQV�LQ�WHUPV�RI�FRPSXWHU�YLVLRQ�

YHU\�ZHOO

0HW�P\�H[SHFWDWLRQV���,�OLNH�WKH�IOH[LELOLW\�LQ�SURMHFW�FKRLFHV�

,�ZDV�DEOH�WR�HVWDEOLVK�DQ�RXWVLGH�SURMHFW�

4XHVWLRQ��+RZ�ZHOO�GLG�&,6�FRXUVHV�SUHSDUHG�\RX

9HU\�HIIHFWLYH��DOWKRXJK�GLIILFXOW�WR�PDNH�RXW�GHWDLO

'LG�QRW�H[LVW��,QHIIHFWLYH��7KHUH�ZDV�QR�ZD\�WR�JDXJH�P\�JUDGHV�

5HDOO\�QLFH��7KLV�FODVV�PRYHV�TXLFNO\�DQG�WKH�UHIHUHQFH�LV�JUHDW�IRU�SHUIRUPLQJ�SURMHFWV�ODWHU�LQ�WKH�VHPHVWHU�

7KH�FODVV�UHFRUGLQJ�ZDV�HIIHFWLYH�DQG�XVHIXO

5HDOO\�KHOSIXO�WR�JR�EDFN�WR�DQG�OLVWHQ�DJDLQ�

9HU\�XVHIXO�IRU�UHYLHZLQJ�OHFWXUH�PDWHULDO�

2QOLQH�FODVV�UHFRUGLQJ�V\VWHP�ZDV�WROHUDEOH��RQ�D�IHZ�RFFDVLRQV�KDYLQJ�EHWWHU�UHVROXWLRQ�YLVXDOO\��RU�OHVV�QRLV\�DXGLR�ZRXOG�EH�EHQHILFLDO�

+HOSIXO�LI�WKH�VWXGHQW�PLVVHG�D�FODVV�RU�QHHGHG�WR�JR�EDFN�IRU�FODULILFDWLRQ�

7KH�FODVV�UHFRUGLQJ�V\VWHP�ZDV�TXLWH�KHOSIXO��7KH�ZHEVLWH�JOLWFKHG�D�IHZ�WLPHV��EXW�RYHUDOO�XVHIXO�

YHU\�HIIHFWLYH

QRW�DOZD\V�D�UHOLDEOH�V\VWHP�EXW�XVHIXO�ZKHQ�LW�ZRUNV

:21'(5)8/�

�����

4XHVWLRQ��2QOLQH�HIIHFWLYHQHVV

,W�DOO�EXLOW�XSRQ�SUHYLRXV�ZRUNV�SUHWW\�ZHOO��DFWXDOO\�XVHG�VRPH�ROG�FRGH�LQ�WKHUH�SURMHFWV�

([SDQGHG�SURFHVVLQJ�DOJRULWKPV�DQG�XVHV�IRU�WKHP�LQ�LPDJLQJ�DSSOLFDWLRQV��EXW�DOORZHG�XV�WR�DWWHPSW�WR�ILJXUH�WKHP�RXW�RQ�RXU�RZQ�

7KLV�FODVV�GLG�D�UHDOO\�JRRG�MRE�DW�SURYLGLQJ�D�VPRRWK�FRQWLQXDWLRQ�IURP�,0*6������,W�UHDOO\�IHOW�OLNH�DQ�DSSURSULDWH�VHTXHO�FODVV�WR�WKH�RULJLQDO��,�OLNHG�KRZ�ZH�ZHQW
IURP�OHDUQLQJ�LPDJH�SURFHVVLQJ�WHFKQLTXHV�DQG�IXQGDPHQWDOV�WR�LPSOHPHQWLQJ�SDSHUV�DQG�H[SORULQJ�WKHVH�DOJRULWKPV�IXUWKHU�ZLWK�SURSHU�DQDO\VLV�

7RRN�PDWHULDO�DQG�FRGLQJ�FRQFHSWV�OHDUQLQJ�IURP�,3&9���DQG�,&&�DQG�DSSOLHG�WKHP�RXUVHOYHV�LQ�WKLV�FRXUVH�

%XLOW�RQ�,3&9��

%XLOW�XSRQ�SUHYLRXV�FRGLQJ�H[SHULHQFHV��DSSO\LQJ�WRROV�UHTXLUHG�WR�XQGHUVWDQG�FRPPRQ�SUDFWLFHV�DQG�V\VWHPV�GLVFXVVHG�SUHYLRXVO\��DQG�EXLOW�XSRQ�SUHYLRXV�ZULWLQJ
VNLOOV�
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3URYLGLQJ�EHWWHU�UHTXLUHPHQWV�IRU�SDSHU�DVVLJQPHQWV�DV�WR�ZKDW�VKRXOG�EH�DFFRPSOLVKHG�LQ�DGGLWLRQ�WR�ILQGLQJ�DQ�DOJRULWKP��:RXOG�EH�LQWHUHVWLQJ�WR�KDYH�D�ODUJHU��
SURMHFW�WKDW�FRXOG�XWLOL]H�GUDIWV�WKDW�WKH�ILQDO�SURMHFW�FDQ�IXQFWLRQ�DV�D�WUXH��SROLVKHG��SDSHU�WKDW�FRXOG�EH�SXEOLVKHG�6DOYDJJLR

$V�SUHYLRXVO\�PHQWLRQHG��,
G�OLNH�WR�NQRZ�P\�QXPHULF�JUDGHV�RQ�WKH�DVVLJQPHQWV�DQG�KDYH�WKHP�SRVWHG�WR�P\FRXUVHV��,W�DOVR�WRRN�D�ZKLOH�WR�JHW�WKH�JUDGHV�EDFN�
7KH���ZHHN�OLPLW�ZDV�PHW��EXW�WKH�ZDLW�ZDV�D�ELW�WHGLRXV�ZKHQ�LW�FDPH�WR�VWDUWLQJ�RWKHU�SURMHFWV��,�XQGHUVWDQG�LW�LV�GLIILFXOW�WR�JUDGH�������RI�WKHVH�DVVLJQPHQWV��,
DOVR�WKLQN�WKH�0DFKLQH�/HDUQLQJ�6WXII�JRW�D�ELW�GLVRUJDQL]HG�DQG�&DUO�PD\�KDYH�EHHQ�DEOH�WR�VWHHU�HYHU\ERG\�EDFN�RQ�WUDFN��,�GR�KDYH�IRUJLYHQHVV�KHUH��DV�WKLV�LV
VRPHWKLQJ�KH�QHYHU�WULHG�EHIRUH�

6DOYDJJLR

$VVLJQPHQW�JUDGHV�WRRN�D�ZKLOH�WR�JHW�EDFN�6DOYDJJLR

,�IRXQG�JUDGLQJ�WR�EH�LQFRQVLVWHQW��$�YLGHR�KDV�PXFK�OHVV�GHWDLO�EXW�ZLOO�PRVW�OLNHO\�JHW�D�EHWWHU�JUDGH�WKDQ�D�SDSHU�6DOYDJJLR

&DUO�RYHUHVWLPDWHG�WKH�WLPH�ZH
G�KDYH�WR�FRYHU�PDWHULDO��DQG�KLV�RULJLQDO�LGHD�RI���PDFKLQH�OHDUQLQJ�KRPHZRUNV�LQ�WKH�ODVW�PRQWK�ZDV�ZD\�WRR�PXFK��/XFNLO\��KH
UHDOL]HG�WKLV�DQG�JRW�ULG�RI�WKH�DVVLJQPHQWV��EXW�LW�ZDVQ
W�ZHOO�FRPPXQLFDWHG��DQG�,�GRQ
W�NQRZ�KRZ�WKH�QHZ�JUDGLQJ�VWUXFWXUH�ZLOO�ZRUN��$OVR��QRZ�LW�PHDQV�ZH�RQO\
KDG���DVVLJQPHQWV�DOO�VHPHVWHU���

6DOYDJJLR

4XHVWLRQ��,PSURYHPHQW

$OZD\V�FRPPXQLFDWHV�WKH�LGHDV��WKH�IXQGDPHQWDO�FRQFHSWV��LQ�D�XVHIXO�PDQQHU6DOYDJJLR
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&DUO�GLG�D�JRRG�MRE�PDQDJLQJ�WKH�JUDGHV�WKLV�VHPHVWHU��,�OLNH�KRZ�KH�ZDV�WKH�RQH�WR�VWDPS�D�PDUN�RQ�WKH�SDSHU�YLGHR�LQVWHDG�RI�WKH�7$��7KLV�WDNHV�GHGLFDWLRQ��+LV
IHHGEDFN�ZDV�DOVR�KHOSIXO�LQ�HOHYDWLQJ�RXU�ZRUN�WR�WKH�QH[W�OHYHO��$V�LQ�WKH�IDOO��KH�FRPPXQLFDWHV�WKH�LQIRUPDWLRQ�WR�XV�YHU\�ZHOO�DQG�KDV�D�ORW�RI�IXQ�WHDFKLQJ�LW�
7KLV�LV�DOZD\V�D�SOXV�LQ�D�FODVV�

6DOYDJJLR

5HDOO\�VKRZV�KLV�SDVVLRQ�IRU�WKH�PDWHULDO�DQG�PDNHV�WKH�VWXGHQWV�SDVVLRQDWH�DV�ZHOO��3UHVHQWV�WKH�PDWHULDO�LQ�D�FOHDU�DQG�RUJDQL]HG�IDVKLRQ��/HW
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7KH�LQVWUXFWRU�GLG�D�JUHDW�MRE�RI�HQJDJLQJ�VWXGHQWV�LQ�WKH�PDWHULDO�DQG�PDNLQJ�LW�FOHDU�KH�FDUHG�DERXW�RXU�SURJUHVV�6DOYDJJLR
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DQG�WKH�PDWHULDO6DOYDJJLR

/LVWHQ�WR�IHHGEDFN��LQWURGXFH�0RKDPPHG�IRU�PDFKLQH�OHDUQLQJ6DOYDJJLR

4XHVWLRQ��&RPPHQWV

,�GRQ
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Carl Salvaggio Teaching IMGS 362 UGRD Image Proc
& Comp Vision II LEC MAI sec: 1 2018 Spring

There were: 15 possible respondents.

Question Text N Top
Two

My
Avg

IMGS
Avg

Col
Avg

Uni
Avg No Yes       

1 ◊ Regularly
attended class 6 83% 0.83 0.96 0.97 0.97 17% 83%       

        Str
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Str

Agree    

6 ◊ Course was well
organized 6 100% 4.67 3.92 4.12 4.13 0% 0% 0% 33% 67%    

7 ◊ Advanced student
understanding 6 100% 4.67 4.19 4.14 4.22 0% 0% 0% 33% 67%    

        Much
Less Less Average More Much

More    

8 ◊ Amount of work in
course 6 33% 3.33 3.42 3.26 3.25 0% 0% 67% 33% 0%    

        Str
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Str

Agree    

9 ◊ Would
recommend course 6 100% 4.67 3.87 3.76 3.95 0% 0% 0% 33% 67%    

10 ◊ Enhanced interest
(Salvaggio) 6 100% 4.83 4.04 3.79 4.02 0% 0% 0% 17% 83%    

11

◊ Material
presented in
organized manner
(Salvaggio)

6 100% 4.83 3.96 4.07 4.16 0% 0% 0% 17% 83%    

12
◊ Clear
communication
(Salvaggio)

6 100% 4.83 3.93 3.94 4.11 0% 0% 0% 17% 83%    

13
◊ Positive learning
environment
(Salvaggio)

6 100% 4.83 4.19 4.16 4.29 0% 0% 0% 17% 83%    

14
◊ Helpful feedback
provided
(Salvaggio)

6 100% 4.83 3.97 3.91 4.07 0% 0% 0% 17% 83%    

15
◊ Supported student
progress
(Salvaggio)

6 100% 4.83 4.14 4.05 4.18 0% 0% 0% 17% 83%    

16 ◊ Effective teacher
(Salvaggio) 6 100% 4.83 4.08 4.03 4.19 0% 0% 0% 17% 83%    

19
◊ COS - Fair
evaluation of work
(Salvaggio)

6 100% 4.67 4.16 4.26 4.26 0% 0% 0% 33% 67%    

20
◊ COS - Consistent
evaluation of work
(Salvaggio)

6 100% 4.67 4.17 4.31 4.31 0% 0% 0% 33% 67%    

21
◊ COS - Timely
evaluation of work
(Salvaggio)

6 100% 4.67 4.04 4.22 4.22 0% 0% 0% 33% 67%    
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(Salvaggio)

        Str
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Str

Agree
Did Not

Seek   

22
◊ COS - Availability
outside of class
(Salvaggio)

6 100% 4.67 4.30 4.22 4.22 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 0%   

23
◊ COS - Helpful
outside of class
(Salvaggio)

6 100% 4.83 4.28 4.14 4.14 0% 0% 0% 17% 83% 0%   

24
◊ Instructor was
available
(Salvaggio)

6 100% 4.5 4.17 4.10 4.16 0% 0% 0% 50% 50%    

25 ◊ Feedback was
timely (Salvaggio) 6 100% 4.5 4.07 4.14 4.12 0% 0% 0% 50% 50%    

        1-3 4-6 7-9 10-12 13-15 16-18 19-21 22+

 Classes this
semester 6      0% 83% 17% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

        American
Indian Asian Black /

African Hawaiian Multiple Unknown White Hisp
/Lat

 Student race 6      0% 0% 0% 0% 17% 0% 83% 0%
        F M       
 Student gender 6      33% 67%       

There are no Chart of Averages data for the selected columns

There are no Chart of Scores data for the selected columns
Customize columns

Instructor Questions  Text Responses  

 Question: In
what ways Very nice "next step" from IPCV I; really cool to apply the stuff we did.

 Question: In
what ways Build off of IPCV 1.

 Question: In
what ways

In IPCV 1, we learning many image processing techniques and these were used in IPCV 2 to creat e bigger
projects.

 Question: In
what ways

It uses c++ as a tool for image processing. We combine our knowledge of different classes and actually
creat e algorithms to quantitatively analyze images or change them

 
Question:
Online
effectiveness

Pretty okay.

 
Question:
Online
effectiveness

10/10

 
Question:
Online
effectiveness

Very useful.

 
Question:
Online
effectiveness

Very helpful for review or for watching if I needed to miss

 

Question:
How well did
CIS courses
prepared you

Exceeded.

 

Question:
How well did
CIS courses
prepared you

10/10

 

Question:
How well did
CIS courses

I really wanted to get better at c++ and I think because of this class and the help from the professor and
TAs, I have gotten so much better at it.
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 CIS courses
prepared you

TAs, I have gotten so much better at it.

 

Question:
How well did
CIS courses
prepared you

Very good class

 

Question:
Suggestions
for
improvement

Grading process for the final is kind of messy in my opinion, needs a more streamlined system.

 

Question:
Suggestions
for
improvement

I think the papers were graded much harsher than the videos. I did appreciate the feedback, however. The
only problem was that we still get the grade so the first one always hurts all of us.

 

Question:
Suggestions
for
improvement

Have more group projects!! The group project at the end helped me a lot with communicating with others,
collaborating, using GitHub, and finding my strengths in coding. My group members taught me a lot about
c++ that I did not know and I taught my group somethings they didn't know. I thought it was the best part
of the class!

 

Question:
Suggestions
for
improvement

n/a

Salvaggio Question:
Comments I loved all the feedback I got on my papers. Topics that were discussed were very interesting.

Salvaggio Question:
Comments Keeps the class fun and awesome!

Salvaggio Question:
Comments Encouraged exploratory learning. Probably one of the best instructors I've ever had.

Salvaggio Question:
Comments

He really enjoys teaching our class (or at least is very good at pretending like he does). He's very happy and
it's contagious.

Salvaggio Question:
Improvement Be easier to track down for help outside of class.

Salvaggio Question:
Improvement

I wished that they would take into account my actual code on projects and not just give the grade based on
the paper. Or at least give some feedback on my code.

Salvaggio Question:
Improvement no clue

class
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Percentile Rank Analysis for Carl Salvaggio Teaching IMGS
362 UGRD Image Proc & Comp Vision II LEC MAI sec: 1 2018
Spring

There were: 15 possible respondents.
Your average score compared to 2510 student responses

Question Text N Above Average 
1 0 0 %  -  7 0 %

Average 
6 9 %  -  3 0 %

Below Average 
2 9 %  -  1 %

1 ◊ Regularly
attended class 6 |----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ 0.83-|

6 ◊ Course was
well organized 6 |-4.67 ------ ------ -----|       

7
◊ Advanced
student
understanding

6 |-4.67 ------ ------ ------ ------ -----|     

8 ◊ Amount of
work in course 6   |----- ------ ------ 3.33 ------ -----|   

9
◊ Would
recommend
course

6 |-4.67 ------ ------ -----|       

10
◊ Enhanced
interest
(Salvaggio)

6 |-4.83 -----|         

11

◊ Material
presented in
organized
manner
(Salvaggio)

6 |-4.83 -----|         

12
◊ Clear
communication
(Salvaggio)

6 |-4.83 -----|         

13

◊ Positive
learning
environment
(Salvaggio)

6 |-4.83 ------ -----|        

14

◊ Helpful
feedback
provided
(Salvaggio)

6 4.83          

15

◊ Supported
student
progress
(Salvaggio)

6 |-4.83 -----|         

16
◊ Effective
teacher
(Salvaggio)

6 |-4.83 ------ -----|        

19

◊ COS - Fair
evaluation of
work
(Salvaggio)

6 |-4.67 ------ ------ ------ -----|      

◊ COS -
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Rochester Institute of Technology
Spring 2019, IMGS 362 Image Proc & Comp Vision II Section 1
Instructor: Salvaggio, Carl (Primary)

There were: 15 possible respondents.

���������������������������������+HOSIXO�IHHGEDFN�SURYLGHG��
���������������������������������3RVLWLYH�OHDUQLQJ�HQYLURQPHQW��
���������������������������������&OHDU�FRPPXQLFDWLRQ��
���������������������������������0DWHULDO�SUHVHQWHG�LQ�RUJDQL]HG�PDQQHU��
���������������������������������(QKDQFHG�LQWHUHVW��

6WU
$JUHH$JUHH1HXWUDO'LVDJUHH6WU

'LVDJUHH

���������������������������������2QOLQH�7UDQVLWLRQ��&RPPXQLFDWLRQ�Z�LQVWUXFWRU�VLQFH�VZLWFK�WR
UHPRWH��

9HU
(DV\(DV\8QVXUH'LIILFXOW9HU

'LIILFXOW

���������������������������������2QOLQH�7UDQVLWLRQ��7LPH�VSHQW�FRPSDUHG�WR�WUDGLWLRQDO�FODVV��

0XFK
0RUH0RUH6DPH/HVV0XFK

/HVV

���������������������������������2QOLQH�7UDQVLWLRQ��/HDUQHG�WR�VLPLODU�GHJUHH�VLQFH�WUDQVLWLRQ�WR
UHPRWH��

6WU
$JUHH$JUHH8QVXUH'LVDJUHH6WU

'LVDJUHH

��������������������������������:RXOG�UHFRPPHQG�FRXUVH�

6WU
$JUHH$JUHH1HXWUDO'LVDJUHH6WU

'LVDJUHH

��������������������������������$PRXQW�RI�ZRUN�LQ�FRXUVH�

0XFK
0RUH0RUH$YHUDJH/HVV0XFK

/HVV

���������������������������������$GYDQFHG�VWXGHQW�XQGHUVWDQGLQJ�
���������������������������������&RXUVH�ZDV�ZHOO�RUJDQL]HG�

6WU
$JUHH$JUHH1HXWUDO'LVDJUHH6WU

'LVDJUHH

������������������������5HJXODUO\�DWWHQGHG�FODVV�

<HV1R8QL
$YJ

&RO
$YJ

,0*6
$YJ$YJ7RS

7ZR14XHVWLRQ�7H[W

Page 1/3



��������������������������������)HHGEDFN�ZDV�WLPHO\��
���������������������������������,QVWUXFWRU�ZDV�DYDLODEOH��

�����������������������������������&26���+HOSIXO�RXWVLGH�RI�FODVV��
�����������������������������������&26���$YDLODELOLW\�RXWVLGH�RI�FODVV��

'LG
1RW
6HHN

6WU
$JUHH$JUHH1HXWUDO'LVDJUHH6WU

'LVDJUHH

�������������������������������&26���7LPHO\�HYDOXDWLRQ�RI�ZRUN��
���������������������������������&26���&RQVLVWHQW�HYDOXDWLRQ�RI�ZRUN��
���������������������������������&26���)DLU�HYDOXDWLRQ�RI�ZRUN��
���������������������������������(IIHFWLYH�WHDFKHU��
���������������������������������6XSSRUWHG�VWXGHQW�SURJUHVV��

6DWLVIDFWRU\
�+RZ�ZHOO�GLG�&,6�FRXUVHV�SUHSDUHG�\RX
,W�ZDV�YHU\�KHOSIXO�IRU�XQGHUVWDQGLQJ�DQG�SUDFWLFLQJ�WKH�PDWHULDOV�
6XSHU�XVHIXO�IRU�WKLV�FRXUVH
,W�ZDV�YHU\�HIIHFWLYH��EXW�0DWWHUKRUQ�GRHV�UXQ�RQ�)ODVK�ZKLFK�LV�JRLQJ�WR�EH�GLVFRQWLQXHG�DW�WKH�HQG�RI�WKLV�\HDU��VR�WKDW�VKRXOG�EH�ORRNHG�LQWR�
*UHDW��KHOSHG�PH�ILQG�FRQWHQW�WKDW�ZDV�XVHIXO�IRU�SURMHFWV�ORQJ�DIWHU�WKH�OHFWXUHV�
,W�ZDV�YHU\�XVHIXO�IRU�UHYLHZLQJ�WRSLFV�ODWH�LQ�WKH�VHPHVWHU��$�IHZ�PRQWKV�PDGH�LW�KDUG�WR�UHPHPEHU�WKHP�SHUIHFWO\�
:RUNV�DV�LQWHQGHG
�2QOLQH�HIIHFWLYHQHVV
,�OHDUQHG�WR�UHDG�DQG�OHDUQ�IURP�SXEOLVKHG�SDSHUV��$V�ZHOO�DV�SUDFWLFH�FUHDWLYH�SUHVHQWDWLRQ�VNLOOV�
3DUW�WZR�RI�,3&9���
7KLV�FRXUVH�EXLOW�RQ�,3&9�,��DV�ZHOO�DV�)RXULHU��&DOFXOXV��DQG�,&&�

7KLV�FODVV�ZDV�EDVHG�RQ�EHLQJ�DEOH�WR�FRQYH\�OHDUQLQJ�DQG�XQGHUVWDQGLQJ�RI�FRGLQJ�FRQFHSWV��ZKLFK�REYLRXVO\�EXLOG�RQ�FRGLQJ�WDXJKW�LQ�SUHYLRXV�FODVVHV��$OVR�EXLOGV�RQ
LPDJLQJ�VFLHQFH�DQG�SURFHVVLQJ�NQRZOHGJH�

7KLV�FODVV�LQWHJUDWHG�WKH�WRSLFV�IURP�,3&9��YHU\�ZHOO��7KH�WRSLF�DUH�YHU\�LQWHJUDO�DFURVV�WKH�FODVVHV�
3URJUDPLQJ�DELOLW\�UHTXLUHG�IURP�SUHYLRXV�FODVVHV
�,Q�ZKDW�ZD\V

7H[W�5HVSRQVHV

Page 2/3



6RPH�RI�WKH�SURMHFW�GXH�GDWHV�IHOW�UXVKHG�EXW�SUREDEO\�MXVW�GXH�WR�WKH�ELJ�521$

2QH�WKLQJ�WKDW�,�WKLQN�FRXOG�EH�LPSURYHG�ZLWK�WKLV�FODVV�LV�KRZ�VR�PXFK�RI�WKH�OHFWXUH�PDWHULDO�LV�QHYHU�XVHG�E\�WKH�VWXGHQWV�LQ�DQ\�SURMHFWV��$�SRVVLEOH�VROXWLRQ�LV�LI�VRPH
RI�WKH�DVVLJQPHQWV�FRXOG�LQWHJUDWH�PXOWLSOH�FRQFHSWV�RU�LI�WKH�OHFWXUHV�ZHUH�PRUH�IRFXVHG�LQWR�IHZHU�FRQFHSWV�

7DNHV�D�ZKLOH�WR�JHW�JUDGHV�IHHGEDFN�RQ�DVVLJQPHQWV�

,�WKLQN�WKDW�FUHDWLQJ�LQWHULP�DVVLJQPHQWV�WR�IRUFH�SURJUHVV�RQ�ZRUN�ZRXOG�EH�KHOSIXO��6R�RQ�WKH�ILQDO�SURMHFW��PDNH�VRPHWKLQJ�GXH�EHIRUH�WKH�ILQDO�WDON�WR�UHTXLUH�ZRUN�RQ
LW��2U�IRU�WKH�GHPRVDLFNLQJ�DOJRULWKP��PDNLQJ�UKH�SUHVHQWDWLRQ�GXH�ZD\�HDUO\�FRPSDUHG�WR�WKH�DVVLJQPHQW�

�,PSURYHPHQW
7KH�LQVWUXFWRU�FDUHV�DERXW�WKH�VWXGHQWV�DQG�RIWHQ�FKHFNLQJ�LQ�ZLWK�VWXGHQWV�PDNH�VXUH�ZH�DUH�RND\�
([SODLQHG�WKH�WRSLFV�ZHOO��DQG�UH�LQFRUSRUDWHG�WRSLFV�IUHTXHQWO\�
6WURQJ�NQRZOHGJH�DQG�XQGHUVWDQGLQJ�RI�WDXJKW�PDWHULDO��3RVLWLYH�OHDUQLQJ�HQYLURQPHQW��9HU\�RSHQ�WR�KHOS�

7KH�LQVWUXFWRU
V�GHHS�NQRZOHGJH�RQ�WKH�VXEMHFW�PDWWHU�DQG�KLV�ZLOOLQJQHVV�WR�ZRUN�RQH�RQ�RQH�ZLWK�HYHU\�VWXGHQW�WR�KHOS�WKHP�FRPSOHWH�WKHLU�SURMHFWV�PDGH�IRU�D�YHU\
HQJDJLQJ�DQG�LQWHUHVWLQJ�FRXUVH�

.HHSV�WRSLFV�LQWHUHVWLQJ
�&RPPHQWV
,�UHDOO\�OLNHG�WKH�RSWLRQ�WKDW�ZH�FRXOG�FKRRVH�KRZ�ZH�ZDQW�WR�SUHVHQW�RXU�SURMHFW��UDWKHU�WKDQ�MXVW�ZULWLQJ�,(((�SDSHUV�
1R�VXJJHVWLRQV

2QH�WKLQJ�WKDW�,�WKLQN�FRXOG�EH�LPSURYHG�ZLWK�WKLV�FODVV�LV�KRZ�VR�PXFK�RI�WKH�OHFWXUH�PDWHULDO�LV�QHYHU�XVHG�E\�WKH�VWXGHQWV�LQ�DQ\�SURMHFWV��$�SRVVLEOH�VROXWLRQ�LV�LI�VRPH
RI�WKH�DVVLJQPHQWV�FRXOG�LQWHJUDWH�PXOWLSOH�FRQFHSWV�RU�LI�WKH�OHFWXUHV�ZHUH�PRUH�IRFXVHG�LQWR�IHZHU�FRQFHSWV�

1�$
,�WKLQN�WKDW�D�EHWWHU�HVWDEOLVKHG�UXEULF�FRXOG�DVVLVW�LQ�WKH�FRPSOHWLRQ�RI�DVVLJQPHQWV�
�6XJJHVWLRQV�IRU�LPSURYHPHQW
,�OLNH�DOO�WKH�VXEMHFWV�ZH�FRYHUHG�LQ�WKH�FODVV��,W�JLYH�PH�WKH�RSSRUWXQLW\�WR�SUDFWLFH�GRLQJ�UHVHDUFK�RQ�P\�RZQ�
/LNH�WKLV�FRXUVH�D�ORW��*ODG�WKDW�LW�LV�ODLG�RXW�WKH�ZD\�LW�LV�
7KLV�FRXUVH�PHW�P\�H[SHFWDWLRQ�RI�PH�QR�ORQJHU�EHLQJ�DIUDLG�RI�ZULWLQJ�VFLHQWLILF�SDSHUV��DQG�QRZ�EHLQJ�FRQILGHQW�LQ�P\�VNLOOV�LQ�/D7H;�WR�ZULWH�RQH�
9HU\�:HOO
,�WKLQN�,�OHDUQHG�D�ORW��DQG�JRW�D�ORW�RXW�RI�LW�

1RWH��6SULQJ���������ZDV�WKH�VHPHVWHU�LQWHUUXSWHG�E\�WKH�&29,'����SDQGHPLF��,Q�SHUVRQ�FODVVHV�HQGHG�DIWHU�VSULQJ�EUHDN�DQG�WKH�
VHPHVWHU�ZDV�ILQLVKHG�ZLWK�DOWHUQDWH�GHOLYHU\�PRGHV�

� Page 3/3



Rochester Institute of Technology
Spring 2020, IMGS 362 Image Proc & Comp Vision II Section 1
Instructor: Salvaggio, Carl (Primary)

There were: 12 possible respondents.

  17%50%33%0%0%0%4.244.244.294.6100%6COS - Availability outside of class22

  
Did Not
Seek

Str AgreeAgreeNeutralDisagree
Str

Disagree
       

   17%50%33%0%0%4.224.224.063.8367%6COS - Timely evaluation of work21

   17%67%0%17%0%4.324.324.183.8383%6
COS - Consistent evaluation of
work

20

   17%50%0%33%0%4.284.284.183.567%6COS - Fair evaluation of work19

   17%33%0%50%0%4.194.054.083.1750%6Effective teacher16

   17%33%33%0%17%4.194.074.143.3350%6Supported student progress15

   0%50%50%0%0%4.083.933.973.550%6Helpful feedback provided14

   17%33%33%17%0%4.294.194.193.550%6Positive learning environment13

   17%50%17%17%0%4.123.953.953.6767%6Clear communication12

   17%50%0%33%0%4.164.083.983.567%6
Material presented in organized
manner

11

   17%67%0%17%0%4.033.814.043.8383%6Instructor enhanced interest10

   17%33%0%50%0%3.953.783.863.1750%6Would recommend course9

   Str AgreeAgreeNeutralDisagree
Str

Disagree
       

   17%83%0%0%0%3.253.263.414.17100%6Amount of work in course8

   
Much
More

MoreAverageLessMuch Less       

   17%67%17%0%0%4.214.144.20483%6Advanced student understanding7

   17%33%17%33%0%4.134.143.953.3350%6Course was well organized6

   Str AgreeAgreeNeutralDisagree
Str

Disagree
       

      100%0%0.970.970.961100%6Regularly attended class1

YesNo
Uni
Avg

Col
Avg

IMGS
Avg

Avg
Top
Two

NQuestion Text
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      50%50%     6Student gender 

      MF       

0%83%0%17%0%0%0%0%     6Student race 

Hisp
/Lat

WhiteUnknownMultipleHawaiian
Black /
African

Asian
American
Indian

       

0%0%0%0%0%0%100%0%     6Classes this semester 

22+19-2116-1813-1510-127-94-61-3       

   17%50%33%0%0%4.134.144.073.8367%6Feedback was timely25

   17%67%17%0%0%4.174.114.17483%6Instructor was available24

   Str AgreeAgreeNeutralDisagree
Str

Disagree
       

  17%33%50%0%0%0%4.164.164.284.4100%6COS - Helpful outside of class23
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Organize the assignment deadlines better. It felt like we had 1/2 of the semester for the 1st assignment and then everything else was very pressed for time.

Uhh ya. Can Carl please(for the sake of future IPCV2 students) write down what he wants for each project and how exactly it's going to be graded?? It's real frustrating
having to constantly ask the TAs what the heck he wants from us and how we'll be graded. I get that we all picked different projects but like some sort of outline like he
had for IPCV1 and ICC. Regarding actual content, Idk I feel he decides what to talk about on the day. I realize there's the outline on the website but that's just how it feels.
Also, due dates were a disaster. I felt so rushed on projects that I felt that I didn't actually get to learn but instead just got it done to get it done. Ugh

I think one project could have been dropped to allow for more time for the group scan sheet project. I really liked the free for all concept of just trying to make your own
method to grade scan sheets. I wish I had more time for it. It was hard to have it at the end of the semester.

 Suggestions for improvement

Good overall, although lacking some focus and direction at times

This class covered many interesting topics in lecture, however due to the nature of the class and simultaneous course loads most of this was very difficult to absorb or pay
attention to.

It met my goals.

Very well.

It was fine I guess. I thought the independent project was cool.

This class met my expectations. It has really provided me with an interest and where I want to take my career

 How well did CIS courses prepared you

Didn't use it for much this semester, but they were available to me

Used Zoom; recordings were immediately available.

Effective

Rewatching zoom recordings were very helpful when stuck on a certain topic. Much better than matterhorn was.

Pretty useful considering Carl doesn't have assignments written down with the needed requirements >hinthint

It was very helpful to have recordings of the classes. It was good to focus on the professor and what he was saying during class and not feel the need to take notes because
I could rewatch and make notes later.

 Online effectiveness

They all made use of prerequisite concepts, reviewing some and building on that review

Directly followed upon IPCV I.

Direct successor to IMGS 361, we utilized tools we created to work on larger projects.

Extension of IPCV I.

Built on IPCV1. Idk what else to say...?

A lot of concepts of math as well as how the human visual system views the world and some basic imaging science terms and concepts I've gathered from other classes
and have used them here.

 In what ways

Text Responses
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Make the course follow the projects more, like in IPCV I. Lectures had interesting material that had very little to do with the work we had to do. I understand that the self-
directed aspect of this course is important, but more sequential deadlines and assistance for project management would help lean the process better than the current "sink
or swim" method. Please only give students one project to work on at a time. I understand that the idea is to make us learn to manage our time, but please remember that
we're all taking several other classes and many of us work as well, so we're already managing several projects at once. Change the grading system back to the points-based
system from IPCV I. I never knew exactly where I stood in this class grade-wise.

While my personal experience was fine, I observed some decisions made about other students (plagiarism accusations, lack of extensions when requested) that I don't
agree with. It's a particularly rough semester for many and I hate to see my peers go through unnecessary hardships I didn't have to face.

It would help me if the content was slowed down just a bit, and the assignments were more evenly spread throughout the semester.

Reorganize the deadline schedule. It was a bit of a disaster to navigate when also trying to juggle the assignments for other classes.

Um well... show some compassion? Like COVID is still going on so like the expectations should not be exactly the same as Pre-COVID. It's a rough world right now and
we're real stressed. Like push around dates or make grading easier idk man. Also, I feel you should be the one actually grading. I know I know you get the last word, but I
know how it works with the TAs. That's why I'm upset: you're not even the one actually reading through papers and watching submissions. Not cool.

Rearrange the order of the class projects.

 Improvement

Interesting lectures and projects

Great at explaining and getting us interested in the topics.

Very well organized slides, effective visuals, and great explinations.

Strictly speaking in terms of lecture material, the content was well explained and communicated.

I mean he obviously has a passion for what he does so that's nice I guess. Um uh ummmm. I think he cares about us but then doesn't? Idk

Carl always explains concepts very well and takes questions whenever which is very helpful to further the understanding of material

 Comments

Make classes more focused on single topics so as to get further into that topic

Clarify metrics used for grading.

The content could be spread out a bit more effectively. For example, we had 6 weeks to work on the first project, and only 2 weeks to work on a project and the final.

Note: Spring 2019-20 courses took place during a semester impacted by COVID-19. In-person classes ended after spring break and the 
semester was finished with alternate delivery modes.
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