Term: Spring 2019 Class ID: MATH6311.001.19S

D! I LAS Enrollment: 22 Title: Abstract Algebra |
Eligible to Respond: 22 School: School of Natural Sciences and Mathematics
Response Count: 15 Instructor: Nathan Williams

Response Rate: 68.18%
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Instructor Nathan Williams (math6311.001.19s)

Evaluation Scale is Summary
5 Level Likert Item &l v N S e i || Sl o b & e Statistics
The instructor was well prepared in the M=4. M 4.88
subject area. prep —_.' % - - - 20% | 80% | 100%
22 b 480
o 0.41
0% 0% 0% 20% 80% # - - - 3 12 15 N 5
The instructor communicated M = 4.56 M 4.56
i i ; —— | % - 7% - | 40% | 53% | 100%
information effectively. M 0 o o o o " 4.40
0=0.83
g 0.83
0% 7% 0% 40% 53% # - 1 - 6 8 15 N 5
The instructor seemed genuinely M=z M 4.96
interested in teaching. -_‘4 % - - - 7% | 93% | 100% 293
G H :
(o} 0.26
0% 0% 0% 7% 93% # - - - 1 14 15 N 5
The instructor provided timely M=4.14 M 414
—_——— % - 20% - 47% | 33% | 100%
feedback. D 0 o o o o " 3.93
6=1.10
(o} 1.10
0% 20% 0% 47% 33% # - 3 - 7 5 15 N 5
The instructor was accessible outside M=4 M 4.92
of cI;ss ueort I ! —) % - - 7% 7% | 87% | 100%
. p=d. u 4.80
G=0
(o} 0.56
0% 0% 7% 7% 87% # - - 1 1 13 15 . 15

UT Dallas Course Evaluation Page 1 of 3


https://go.utdallas.edu/math6311.001.19s
https://go.utdallas.edu/eval/nxw170830
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Likert_scale
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Likert_scale

The instructor evaluated students fairly. M=4 M 4.88
% - - - 20% | 80% | 100%
et u 4.80
(o} 0.41
0% 0% 0% 20% 80% # - - - 3 12 15 N 15
Overall, this instructor was excellent. M=48 M 4.82
o % - - - 27% | 73% | 100%
4y M 47
(o} 0.46
0% 0% 0% 27% 73% # - - - 4 1 15 N 15
Evaluation Scale is o Summary
5 Level Likert Item s o i o e i |l o N e 2 uer Statistics
| was free to ask questions and express M=4. o M 4.88
ini i % - - - 20% | 80% | 100%
my opinions and ideas. _Ei.‘é: ° o o o " 280
(o} 0.41
0% 0% 0% 20% 80% # - - - 3 12 15 N 15
My performance was evaluated fairly. M=48 M 4.82
P Y % | - | - | - | 27% | 73% | 100%
el 31 M 4.73
o 0.46
0% 0% 0% 27% 73% # - - - 4 1 15 N 5
| discussed ideas from this course with M= 4.42 M 4.42
others outside the classroom. —— % - | 18% | - | 40% | 47% |100% 4.20
62101 H :
(o} 1.01
0% 13% 0% 40% 47% # - 2 - 6 7 15 N 5
This course has been (or will be) of M =4.42 M 4.42
m—— |, - - 13% | 40% | 47% | 100%
value to me. 3:3’% © 0 ° o © 1 433
o 0.72
0% 0% 13% 40% 47% # - - 2 6 7 15 N 15
This course inspired me to learn more. M= 4.31 % i i 7% | 53% | 40 [NORER M 4.31
5308 B 4%
(o} 0.62
0% 0% 7% 53% 40% # - - 1 8 6 15 5 15

Comments - Access to comments is restricted. You have permission to view comments
1

What aspects of this course should
remain the same?

Publishing the Notes.

Professor is enthusiastic and very welcoming of questions; he works hard to make sure everyone
understands what's going on. That is the mark of an excellent teacher.

Syllabus is good, It gives very good knowledge on Abstract Algebra. Professor interacted with whole class
and tried to answer all the queries

Notes were amazing.

The structure of the course was great, and it had easily the greatest final exam of all time. Never before
have | seen a take-home final that was interesting and genuinely thought provoking before.

The overall organization of material was excellent. Dr. Williams' teaching style is very engaging and his
enthusiasm for the material is infectious.

Problems are well. First classes was fantastically good, Dr. Williams gave us problem, which statement can
be explained for kids and then we solved it by new material.

The nontrivial amount of representation theory covered at the end of the course was very fun and
interesting.
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What aspects of this course need The notes needs to be better organized, especially at the end with Representation theory.

i ? q A
[peenept Perhaps a one year course would be better instead of a single semester.

More time or classes to cover character table and end chapters of the syllabus. Few relevant solved
examples should be added to Lecture notes so that it can give us more clear idea and we can imply the
same for solving HW questions.

Should provide more frequent/shorter homework. Sub should be more effective or not brought in at all.

The overall pace of the course was far too slow. A graduate algebra class should be just that: an algebra
course at a graduate level. It should not have to introduce the idea of a group and work up through all of
group theory, then define rings and proceed similarly. There was literally zéro mention of category theory,
when a graduate algebra class should be the first class that introduces catégories. It did not go into any
higher level algebraic ideas except for représentation theory at the end. It was almost identical to the
undergrad 3312 algebra course.

6. | wish more time could have been spent on representation theory toward the end of the course.
It will be better if homework will be graded early.

8. The course should be pared down somewhat in consideration for students who have a limited math
background.

Additional comments: 1. I really liked the puzzles the professor asks in the beginning of class.
Lecture notes need improvement. Tests are very well designed

| don't think Dummit and Foote is appropriate for a graduate class; it is more of an undergrad book. Maybe
Lang, Hungerford or Jacobson volume 2.

4. Note taking should be actively encouraged in class, not discouraged. Many students learn through effective
note-taking. The online notes posted by the instructor can be too terse and are not enough on their own for
an effective review of the subject after class. A take-home final should not require the student to actively
research an unrelated area of mathematics. This can be especially burdensome for students with a limited
math background.
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