
University of Pittsburgh
Office of Measurement and Evaluation of
Teaching

Dear Professor Cezar Lupu:

Student Opinion of Teaching Questionnaire Results

This form contains survey results for ANALYTC GEOMETRY & CALCULUS 3(MATH-0240)-1200.

Attached is a report in PDF format containing your Student Opinion of Teaching Survey results from last
term.  The report is best viewed and/or printed in color.

The evaluation results are broken down into three distinct categories.  The first part of the report shows a
breakdown of student responses to the quantitative questions.  For each item, the number of students (n)
who responded, the average or mean (av.) and standard deviation (dev.) are displayed next to a chart or
histogram that shows the percentage of the class who responded to each option for that question.  The
percentages are above the number on the rating scale which increases from left to right,  i.e. the number
1 equals the least favorable rating and the number 4 or 5 (depending on the scale) equals the most
favorable rating.  The sum of percentages will equal 100%.   A red mark is displayed on the chart where
the average or mean is located.  To calculate how many students responded to each option, multiply the
number of students who answered the question by the percentage for that option.  For example, if 14
students answered the question and 50% responded to option 3 then 7 students marked option 3 for that
item (14 x .50 = 7).  The standard deviation is a common measure of dispersion around the mean that
may be useful in interpreting the results.

The second part displays individual comments to each question in the open-ended section of the
evaluation.  All the responses to the first question will be listed together after the first question and then
the responses to the next question will be listed together after the next question, and so on.

The final part gives you a profile of the student responses to the quantitative section of the evaluation.
This is a chart listing all of the means for the scaled items with a dashed red line connecting the means.

If the number of respondents for any of the scaled items is fewer than seven, please be cautious in
interpreting the quantitative results.

Office of Measurement and Evaluation of Teaching (OMET)
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Professor Cezar Lupu
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22  RESPONDENTS = 81.48% OF NUMBER REGISTERED

1. SELF RATINGS1. SELF RATINGS

Compared to other courses at the same level, the
amount of work I did was:

1.1)
Much moreMuch less n=22

av.=3.32
dev.=1.09

9.1%

1

9.1%

2

31.8%

3

40.9%

4

9.1%

5

In this course I have learned:1.2)
Much moreMuch less n=22

av.=4.09
dev.=1.11

0%

1

9.1%

2

27.3%

3

9.1%

4

54.5%

5

The grade I expect in this course is:1.3)

n=22A 63.6%

B 31.8%

C 4.5%

D 0%

F 0%

Other 0%

2. TEACHING EVALUATION2. TEACHING EVALUATION

The instructor presented the course in an organized
manner.

2.1)
To a very high degreeHardly at all n=22

av.=4.27
dev.=0.77

0%

1

0%

2

18.2%

3

36.4%

4

45.5%

5

The instructor stimulated my thinking.2.2)
To a very high degreeHardly at all n=22

av.=4.5
dev.=0.74

0%

1

0%

2

13.6%

3

22.7%

4

63.6%

5

The instructor evaluated my work fairly.2.3)
To a very high degreeHardly at all n=22

av.=4.77
dev.=0.53

0%

1

0%

2

4.5%

3

13.6%

4

81.8%

5

The instructor made good use of examples to clarify
concepts.

2.4)
To a very high degreeHardly at all n=22

av.=4.64
dev.=0.66

0%

1

0%

2

9.1%

3

18.2%

4

72.7%

5

The instructor maintained a good learning
environment.

2.5)
To a very high degreeHardly at all n=22

av.=4.64
dev.=0.73

0%

1

0%

2

13.6%

3

9.1%

4

77.3%

5
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The instructor was accessible to students. (Do not
answer if no basis to judge)

2.6)
To a very high degreeHardly at all n=20

av.=4.7
dev.=0.66

0%

1

0%

2

10%

3

10%

4

80%

5

Express your judgment of the instructor's overall
teaching effectiveness:

2.7)
ExcellentIneffective n=21

av.=4.43
dev.=0.81

0%

1

4.8%

2

4.8%

3

33.3%

4

57.1%

5

Would you recommend this course to other students?2.8)

n=22Probably not 27.3%

Probably yes 36.4%

Definitely yes 36.4%

Would you recommend this instructor to other students?2.9)

n=22Probably yes 22.7%

Definitely yes 77.3%

3. MATH TA/TF ADDITIONAL ITEMS3. MATH TA/TF ADDITIONAL ITEMS

Did you experience difficulty in comprehending your lecture instructor's spoken language in class?3.1)

n=22No difficulty at all 90.9%

Small amount of difficulty 9.1%

Moderate difficulty 0%

Severe difficulty 0%

0%

Did your lecture instructor experience difficulty in comprehending the questions that were asked by students in class?3.2)

n=22No difficulty at all 63.6%

Small amount of difficulty 36.4%

Moderate difficulty 0%

Severe difficulty 0%

The lecture instructor's writing on the chalkboard was legible.3.3)

n=21Seldom 0%

Sometimes 0%

About half the time 0%

Usually 38.1%

Always 61.9%



Professor Cezar Lupu, ANALYTC GEOMETRY & CALCULUS 3(MATH-0240)-1200

08/12/2016 Class Climate evaluation Page 3

The lecture instructor's attitude toward the subject was enthusiastic.3.4)

n=22Hardly at all 0%

To a small degree 0%

To a moderate degree 4.5%

To a considerable degree 13.6%

To a very high degree 81.8%

Compare to most courses I've taken, the lecture instructor treated students with respect.3.5)

n=22Much less 0%

Somewhat less 0%

About the same 18.2%

Somewhat more 27.3%

Much more 54.5%

The lecture instructor was available for help during his/her office hours.3.6)

n=22Very seldom 0%

Sometimes 0%

Frequently 18.2%

Almost always 54.5%

Cannot judge 27.3%

The lecture instructor arrived for class on time.3.7)

n=21Rarely (less than 20% of the time) 0%

Seldom (20-40% of the time) 0%

About half the time (40-70% of the time) 4.8%

Usually (70-90% of the time) 0%

Over 90% of the time 95.2%

Lecture instructor provided the opportunity for questions.3.8)

n=22Very seldom 0%

About half the time 0%

Frequently 9.1%

Almost always 90.9%

Cannot judge 0%

Helpful answers were given to questions raised in class.3.9)

n=21Very seldom 0%

About half the time 0%

Frequently 23.8%

Almost always 76.2%

Cannot judge 0%
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Would you recommend this lecture instructor to a friend taking this course?3.10)

n=22Not at all 0%

Unlikely 0%

Don't know 0%

Maybe 18.2%

Definitely 81.8%

4. TEACHING COMMENTS4. TEACHING COMMENTS

What were the instructor's major strengths?4.1)

Cezar is very passionate about his subject, and teaches in a manner that leads students to their own conclusions. He guides us through
the material instead of just telling us equations that we should know, and presents the material in a very natural and fluid manner.

Cezar maintained an exciting learning environment for all his students. He also did his best to get to know his students which was
wonderful. He was able to answer many questions in a helpful and always made time to allow questions to be raised about problems he
did. He also made time to prove certain concepts down to their conceptual roots. 

Cezar was extremely thorough with his teachings. He would not move onto the next topic until he clarified his current one to a high degree.
In addition, he would utilize his off time to help clarify problems and topics through  email. He also loves iced tea!

Conveying topics in calc 3, creating assignments comparable to the exams, and urging students to practice in class. 

Enthusiasm. 

Excellent at explaining concepts and teaching with a cohesive goal in mind (as opposed to jumping from topic to topic with no explaination
of how those topics interact or build on each other).

Explained many alternate methods for solving difficult problems and why they are best. 

Friendly, knowledgable, and could clearly explain difficult concepts to students. Great use of examples as well

He is very enthusiastic about the material. He makes sure to cover all necessary material but at the same time show's us interesting
examples and applications. This makes the class very enjoyable especially the fact it's a 2 hour lecture. He was always available at his
office hours and made sure his students came first before others in the MAC. He would also stay after class for as long as needed be to
help me and other students even though it would be very late, made sure we all left knowing what we needed to know.

He knew the material VERY well and was very passionate about it. You could tell he enjoyed teaching it and did so in a way that the
students could learn and understand the material. 

He was very good at explaining concepts. I would honestly say he was probably the best math instructor I've had at Pitt. Everything was
thoroughly explained and all testing of the material was fair to the students.

His ability to teach.

By far the best math professor at Pitt. I was bummed that I had to retake calc 3, because I didn't find my previous professor to be an
effective teacher, and I hadn't found any professor of calculus at Pitt to be effective. But after one day of Cezar teaching, I didn't mind that I
had to retake the course, I knew I would learn something.

I like how much he cared about teaching the material to us. It made the class go fast and help me pay attention. 

Professor Lupu taught the class at a great pace. He never went too quickly and always provided the proofs and explanations that we
needed to understand the concepts fully. 

Professor Lupu was very enthusiastic when teaching this class. With this attitude, he kept the students engaged and enhanced our
learning experience.

Provided great examples
Enthusiastic about subject matter

Very knowledgeable, extremely helpful in class and at office hours. He definitely cares about students learning, not just grades or trying to
pass a test.

teaching
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What were the instructor's major weaknesses?4.2)

1, need to well organize the material so that make the class covers the important materials
2, kind of slow in the progress of class, maybe 6-week class does not fit his teaching style
3, need to better understand the material so that can explain problems in the way student can understand 

He never checked emails. Also even though the first test was very fair he graded the test out of % points so if you messed up a question
you got a -3% on your grade instead of -3 points on the test 

He was very slow. The class could have learned more if he moved a little faster.

I can't think of any....I'm sure some exist, but I just can't think of any.

I don't really know of any. Maybe he went a little bit slow through the material, but I don't mind and I'm sure no one else does since we
properly learned it and understand it unlike in many other math courses.

None

None notable 

None that I noticed

Occasionally would spend a lot of time on a particular area or concept to make sure everyone understood, however that's not necessarily a
bad thing

Somewhat unorganized when it came to preparing for class

The class lasted an hour and forty-five minutes, which wasn't his fault, but he sometimes became monotonous. After an hour of listening to
lecture, it would have been nice to do something different for a few minutes. Perhaps more examples on our own, or watching a video?

The only weakness that I would say Professor Lupu had was that he did not allow us enough time to handle the problems by ourselves
before presenting solutions.

n/a

none

time management which eats up time and usually never review before exams.

5. COURSE COMMENTS5. COURSE COMMENTS

What aspects of this course were most beneficial to you?5.1)

As someone who intends to do graduate work in economics and statistics, it was important for me to fully understand the material, not just
"get through" the class. Cezar did a great job of explaining the proofs and concepts behind each topic we learned.

Cezar has often emphasized that a lot of what we learned in the class will help me with my engineering degree. 

Enhanced thought process

Generalizing theorems across multiple dimensions

I liked how we were introduced to a concept, then given opportunity's to work through problems on our own to test ourselves, then shown
how to find the solution to a problem with the aid of the instructor whether we were right or wrong. It made me realize what I do and do not
know and what I should study more on.

It had two very good instructors who made the learning experience for a tough subject a lot easier.

Lagrange multipliers and partial derivatives 

Lectures

Teaches good understanding of vector mathematics

The open dialogue that was maintained during lecture was always helpful. I enjoyed being able to raise questions in class and have my
professor take the time to understand my question and answer it entirely.

The real life applications that he showed us. Also the connections he made with this class's material to other ones.

The vector stuff.
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having a professor that actually cared about teaching and interacting with the students

math

What suggestions do you have to improve the course?5.2)

Different time

I would suggest breaking up the lecture with other activities. Maybe our generation's attention spans are too short, but I would notice
students on their cell phones after an hour of lecture. We just aren't very good at sitting and listening for longer than an hour.

Move a little faster. If no students asked questions move on to the next topic. 

None. It was an excellent course.

Nothing, Calc 3 is a hard course. There is nothing more that can be done to make it better that hasn't already been done.

The parts that helped me most were visualization of the material geometrically 

The way the course was taught, a lot of time was spent on vectors, which is also very important. However, I believe not enough time was
focused on vector fields, line integrals, flux, and Stokes Theorem. 

Try to go over certain things that was taught in the calc 2 curriculum  quicker.

Vectors should be moved to calculus 1, they aren't really relevant anywhere in calculus, but they are relevant in every freshman
engineering class. It would have been nice to have learned about vectors before they were used in classes. Vectors were the only piece of
calculus 1, 2, or 3 that was regularly used in the freshman curriculum.

have a take home quiz that will replace your lowest grade, or just dropping the lowest quiz

more math

n/a
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Profile
Subunit: A&S-MATH LOWER LEVEL
Name of the instructor: Professor Cezar Lupu,
Name of the course:
(Name of the survey)

ANALYTC GEOMETRY & CALCULUS 3(MATH-0240)-1200

Values used in the profile line: Mean

1. SELF RATINGS1. SELF RATINGS

1.1) Compared to other courses at the same level,
the amount of work I did was:

Much less Much more
n=22 av.=3.32 md=3.50 dev.=1.09

1.2) In this course I have learned: Much less Much more
n=22 av.=4.09 md=5.00 dev.=1.11

2. TEACHING EVALUATION2. TEACHING EVALUATION

2.1) The instructor presented the course in an
organized manner.

Hardly at all To a very high
degree n=22 av.=4.27 md=4.00 dev.=0.77

2.2) The instructor stimulated my thinking. Hardly at all To a very high
degree n=22 av.=4.50 md=5.00 dev.=0.74

2.3) The instructor evaluated my work fairly. Hardly at all To a very high
degree n=22 av.=4.77 md=5.00 dev.=0.53

2.4) The instructor made good use of examples to
clarify concepts.

Hardly at all To a very high
degree n=22 av.=4.64 md=5.00 dev.=0.66

2.5) The instructor maintained a good learning
environment.

Hardly at all To a very high
degree n=22 av.=4.64 md=5.00 dev.=0.73

2.6) The instructor was accessible to students. (Do
not answer if no basis to judge)

Hardly at all To a very high
degree n=20 av.=4.70 md=5.00 dev.=0.66

2.7) Express your judgment of the instructor's
overall teaching effectiveness:

Ineffective Excellent
n=21 av.=4.43 md=5.00 dev.=0.81


