
Norges teknisk-
naturvitenskapelige universitet
NTNU

Institutt for
matematiske fag

Fakultet for informasjonsteknologi,
matematikk og elektroteknikk

Saksbehandler
Mats Ehrnström

Telefon +47 735 917 44
E-post mats.ehrnstrom@math.ntnu.no

Besøksadresse
Alfred Getz vei 1

Postadresse
7491 Trondheim

Telefon 73 59 35 20
Vår dato: 18.09.2013 Vår ref.: Deres dato: Deres ref.: Telefax 73 59 35 24

Rapport fra referansegruppen for TMA4145, høsten 2012
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Referansegruppens medlemmer meldte seg frivillig, noen i forelesningen og noen via e-post. Gruppens
arbeid ble annonsert både i forelesningen og på emnets hjemmeside, der også møtereferater ble lagt ut.

Arbetet forløp gjennom møtevirksomhet, sammentatt fem møter. Hovedsaklig ble feedback på forelesnin-
gene behandlet.

Følgende forslag og synspunkter ble fremlagt (direkt sitert fra hjemmesiden). Det understrekes at faglæ-
rer har som policy at positiv feedback i regel ikke blir lagt ut på hjemmesiden. Studentene var overlag
fornøyde med forelesningen og forelesningsnotatene, men de forslag til forbedring som fremførtes gjengis
her nedenfor.

Møte 1

– Lectures: engage the students (questions, moments of thought).
– Course material: better information on course material vs. exam (including improved references for

repetition and reading ahead).
– Some technical improvements of the lecture notes (some of which are not possible within the Wiki

framework, and some of which will hopefully be implemented).

Møte 2

– Differing opinions on discussing the problem sets in the lectures (although mostly positive from the
reference group itself).

– When possible, the problem sets should cover material that is either contained in the course or fami-
liar to (most) students.

– The pace may sometimes be a bit high, especially when there are many new definitions and proofs.
– Positive feed-back on the summary at the end of each lecture.
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Møte 3

– Even though the course may be hard, it seems that the lecture notes, the problem sets and the themes
page constitute a good basis for learning.

– The lecture with the completeness proofs for l2 and BC may have been a bit too dense. An alternative
would be to present just one of these proofs.

Møte 4

– Problem set 8 was too hard.
– In the lectures, the different steps in a proof should be better emphasized (’headlines’).
– Also in the lectures, more questions could be postponed to the break.
– For a coming year, Kreyszig might be a better alternative than Friedberg et al. when it comes to

recommending a main course book.

Møte 5

– The ’Themes’ page, the ’Notes’ and the lecture notes could benefit from more timely updates.
– In the lectures arguments sometimes need to be better explained, step by step.
– Before the exam it would be good with an overview of the entire course, accompanied by some

words on what is important.
– The solutions to the problem sets need to be posted earlier, at least in good time for the exam.

På oppdrag av referansegruppen

Mats Ehrnström
Førsteamanuensis
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