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Sr.   

No.  

Name of Faculty  Class  Subject Average 
Feedback  

Performance   

Index 

1  Prof. Bhavesh Shah SE Data structure & Algorithm  4.72 

2  Prof. V.V.Chitragar Computer Graphics  4.87 

3  Prof. S.Bhote  Digital Electronics and 
Logic  Design  

4.71 

4  Prof. Jitendra Garud  Discrete Mathematics  4.89 

5  Prof. V.V.Chitragar  Object Oriented Programming  4.67 

6  Prof. Anjali Dalvi TE Database Management System  4.95 

7 Prof. V.V.Chitragar  System Programming Operating 

System 

4.72 

8  Prof. Bhavesh Shah  Computer Networks  4.84 

9 Prof. Bhushan Mahajan  Software engineering & 
Project  Management  

4.68 

10  Prof. S.Bhoite Theory of Computation  4.83 

11  Prof. S.Bhoite BE High Performance computing  4.70 
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12  Prof. Anjali Dalvi  Software Testing and 
Quality  Assurance  

4.89 

13  Prof. V.V.Chitragar Artificial Intelligence  4.87 

14  Prof. Bhavesh Shah Data Analytics  4.79 

15  Prof.Jyotsna Barpute  Software Architecture and Design  4. 87 

 



Institute Feedback 

* 1



Sr. 

No.

Parameter
PI(5: Excellent, 4: Very 

Good, 3: Good, 2: 

Average, 1: Not good)

1 Principal Availability 4.75

2 Principal Communication 4.9

3 Student Section Response 4.00

4 Response to communication 4.5

5 Front Desk Response 4.35

6 HOD Availability 4.50

7 HOD Communication 4.56

8 Subject Knowledge 4.85

9 Explanation Skill /Practices 4.9

10 Use of Teaching Aids 4.95

Student-Institute Feedback (A.Y. 2021-22)

(No. of students appeared for feedback = 137)



Sr. 

No.

Parameter
PI(5: Excellent, 4: Very 

Good, 3: Good, 2: 

Average, 1: Not good)

11 Class Control 4.25

12 Partial Behavior 4.30

13 Laboratory Facility 4.25

14 Instruments /Material Availability 4.25

15 Transport Punctuality 4.35

16 Books availability in Library 4.65

17 Canteen Food Quality] 4.05

18 Drinking water Availability 4.50

19 Computer Lab facility 4.55

20 Infrastructure Available for Workshop 4.65

Student-Institute Feedback (A.Y. 2021-21)

(No. of students appeared for feedback = 137)
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