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Introduction 
The purpose of this report is to present the feedback concerning all Pilot Actions carried out in each 
partner country. Each University has analyzed all the data and suggestions provided by participants 
(students and partner companies). 

 
Figure 1.- First part of the survey from learners. 

The general adopted methodology and the guidelines for conducting the reflective analysis, after the 
first implementation of the e-learning modules has been provided in the IE3 - E-learning modules 
Action plan (D4.4) [1]. 
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Context 
As already presented in D4.4 [1], once the e-learning modules have been defined and implemented 
in the LMS platform [2], different targeted audience has been addressed (both people from the 
companies and students), where a questionnaire was agreed among the partners to assess their 
experience. The structure of the questionnaire is presented below (see Figures 1 and 2): 

 
Figure 2.- Remaining questions from learners. 

The outcomes depended on the registered number of learners enrolled, where the industrial 
partners have all of them accomplished the assigned tasks. Regarding the academic learners, the 
participation is  

Table 1.- Learners from partner universities (students) enrolled in other modules and providing 
feedback. 

From\Enrolled LIU POZNAN POLIBA+UNIBA UPM Total 
LIU  0 0 0 0 

POZNAN 16  15 10 41 
POLIBA+UNIBA 25 15  23 63 

UPM 32 15 20  67 
Total 73 30 35 33 171 

 

Where the Liu partner was unable to provide students because of the specific Swedish regulations. 
In all the other cases the expectations have been achieved.  

Analysis of the provided feedback 
Each academic partner collected the provided answers from their learners and separated each of the 
categories, and then presentations were performed at the Madrid meeting. After the discussion and 
avoiding provide very different module shapes It was agreed to include a common set of 
recommendations for improvements. Therefore, the list of recommended improvements to be 
implemented were: 

1. Asking the previous knowledge on the topic to explain to the learners what they are going to 
1. Check the initial knowledge of the learners about the topics with general questions “Do you 

know ...” 
2. Make a video to explain what we expect from the students in the module, focusing on 

learning outcomes. 
3. Improve the “doing dimension” by asking the learners to solve some exercises 

a. Using more complex case studies to reflect business conditions 
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b. Using more interaction options 
c. Making the practical assignments more practical 
d. When possible/suitable: Using simulation or gamification in practical exercises 
e. When possible/suitable: More automation in students assessment 
f. Avoiding exercises that require the intervention of the trainers  

4. Including subtitles to the videos (proposed solution: uploading the video on YouTube and 
creating/revising subtitles and then uploading them on Moodle) 

5. Recorded instructions for exercise 
6. Declaring the duration of the modules and the individual resources 
7. If possible including a list of relevant documents to download (books, 
8. articles, etc.) 
9. Improving the quizzes, trying to avoid quizzes just aimed at memorizing sentences 

Based on the previous agreed set of improvements all partners have revised their contents, and just 
as an example, few images showing the improvements have been collected in this report(see Figures 
3-7).  

 
Figure 3.- Asking the previous knowledge on the topic to explain to the learners what they are 

going to learn through the module with general questions “Do you know ...” 

 
Figure 4.- Make a video to explain what we expect from the students in the module, focusing on 

learning outcomes 

 
Figure 5.- Improve the “doing dimension” by asking the learners to solve some exercises Using 

more complex case studies to reflect business conditions 



7 
 

 
Figure 6.- Including subtitles to the videos (proposed solution: uploading the video on YouTube 

and creating/revising subtitles and then uploading them on Moodle) 

 

Figure 7.- Declaring the duration of the modules and the individual resources. 

Based on the work carried out, and described in this report, it is possible to conclude that the 
described methodology undertaken, according to the project proposal, is fully operational and 
positive. 
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