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R-!1’(% R123C,14#,"52 | U%#$5.5(#"(!$ M(!,$6(!-)& + C167"!$5 S)-$%)$ (UC S(% D-$.1) Oliver Gross has been a
wonderful addition to our research group over the past year – he has really brought a new life and energy to the group, and I have
found his mentorship and advice valuable. Olli arrived at our group with quite a bit of relevant work on sub-Riemannian geometry, in
the context of robotic locomotion – I was, coincidentally, studying sub-Riemannian geometry as applied to some discrete models of
ideal !uids, and so we aligned very well, and Olli was very enthusiastic about discussing sub-Riemannian geometry, the applications
in both contexts, and I have learned much from him about how to think about these mathematical ideas, their applications, and
brainstorming follow-up work to our projects.

Olli has supported me and my project quite a bit – he helped write and solidify much of the exposition of really quite abstract
mathematical ideas, and by working through this process with him, I’ve come to learn much writing good mathematical exposition,
and how to present these ideas in a way that’s readable by both a mathematical audience and a more general computer graphics
audience. Beyond that, Olli has done a wonderful job designing "gures, making beautiful visualizations in Houdini to illustrate the
geometric concepts – I was so inspired by his "gures that I went on and did the same in another one of my research projects from an
internship. In general Olli’s presentations are beautifully made, with "gures throughout intuitively illustrating the geometric and
mathematical ideas, and examples illustrating the method. These presentations are a wonderful addition to group meetings; they are
very inspiring, guaranteeing everyone takes something valuable away from his talks, regardless of their background or familiarity
with the particular research topic.

R1,-! J(66"0( | M(&!$5 C167"!$5 S)-$%)$ (UC S(% D-$.1) Not only is he obviously highly intelligent and knowledgeable, but he
also goes above and beyond to elucidate his thought process. For instance, when I was trying to develop a clearer visual understanding
of elastica, he showed me his extensive prior research papers with various curve con"gurations, simulations/visualizations, and
theories (e.g. his paper on "Elastic Curves With Variable Bending Sti#ness"), all of which I found very helpful. He even sent me a
book that he had helped write (Di#erential Geometry: From Elastic Curves to Willmore Surfaces), and I found the exposition to be
really clear and informative. He makes use of physical analogies whenever they’re useful/applicable and often uses slinkies or rods
lying around the room to visually illustrate these concepts. This thought process extends beyond our Elastica project and applies to
topics where the physical connections are not as immediately intuitive (e.g. explaining to me how elastica theory is connected to his
ideas about smoke ring !ow). Watching him move between di#erent areas of mathematics so !uidly has, in turn, made my own
consideration of mathematical ideas more !exible and less siloed. Moreover, he’s shown me how abstract mathematics and physical
principles are connected in ways I hadn’t fully appreciated before. He always emphasizes rigor and completeness, but never forgets
to clarify the higher-level picture before drilling down to the details. Sometimes, whenever I get too focused on the weeds, he pulls
me out to remind me of the problems we’re actually solving (for example, when we were discussing how area and volume vectors
actually map to the space of elastic curves for rigid body transformation). Observing the clarity of his thought process has helped
me think more methodically about the pipeline from overarching mental models to derivation details. He’s continually thinking of
new ways to improve upon the project, and he implements experiments very quickly and thoroughly. He even went to a hardware
store to get a speci"c elastic rod that best represented the physical properties we were studying. He’s very supportive of my growth
as a thinker, and I feel like he’s genuinely invested in my success. He’s given me tips on paper writing, organizing thoughts, and
explaining ideas more clearly to laypeople (which helped me when presenting the work to our research group).

A%!1%-( S!(/$6(%% | U%#$5.5(#"(!$/M(&!$5 M(!,$6(!-)& (TU B$50-%); P,D S!"#$%! M(!,$6(!-)& (U%-/$5&-!2 18
H$-#$0’$5.) I am writing this statement as a current Ph.D. student at the Heidelberg Graduate School, and as someone whose
academic tenure has been shaped in no small part by Oliver Gross. I "rst had the opportunity to attend his exercises during my
undergraduate studies at TU Berlin, where he was the teaching assistant for Di#erential Geometry 2, and also acted as the students
point of contact for Di#erential Geometry 3, and Mathematical Visualization. What distinguished his teaching was the combination
of clarity, patience, and genuine enthusiasm he brought to every session. His approach was always to establish intuition as well as
formalism, ensuring that the underlying idea was clear before the proof began. What made this particularly impressive was that his
courses were attended simultaneously by bachelor’s, master’s, and Ph.D. students, each with di#erent mathematical backgrounds.
He navigated this heterogeneity with care, adapting his examples and revisiting concepts.

During my studies, I was managing signi"cant private care responsibilities, which, due to the mental and emotional load it
placed on me, at times led to considerable exam anxiety and made it di$cult to follow lectures with consistent concentration. Oliver
Gross noticed that I was struggling, and responded with patience and without judgment. He ensured I always had space to bring
my questions to o$ce hours and keep up with the material. The con"dence this gave me going into my exams made an enormous
di#erence to my exam anxiety. That kind of attentiveness to my situation goes well beyond what one expects of a teaching assistant.
His enthusiasm for (discrete) di#erential geometry, mathematical visualization, and computer graphics had been an in!uence and it
shaped my decision to specialize in these areas, to pursue both my Bachelor’s and Master’s theses within this "eld, and ultimately to
consider an academic career. He served as co-advisor for my Bachelor’s thesis alongside Peter Schröder, and the work developed
during that project has since become a central component of my doctoral research. I would likely not have pursued a Ph.D. without
the encouragement he consistently provided throughout my undergraduate studies and it is in no small part due to his in!uence that
discrete di#erential geometry and mathematical visualization became "elds I am deeply committed to.

It came therefore as no surprise, that when the time came to choose an academic mentor for the HGS program, I asked Oliver
Gross without hesitation. He ful"lls that role with the same care and competence he brought to his teaching. We meet regularly
to review where I stand in my doctoral program, and he o#ers considered counsel on the broader requirements and expectations



of an academic career, from advising on where to submit my work to helping me understand what to expect from peer review,
conferences, and the wider academic community. I consider myself fortunate to have had him as both a teacher and a mentor, and I
am grateful for the in!uence he has had on my academic path. It is therefore without reservation that I recommend him as someone
who combines dedication to his "eld with an exceptional and genuine commitment to his students.

O58$(& L-1&&(!1& | M(&!$5 C167"!$5 S)-$%)$ (EPFL) My name is Orfeas Liossatos, I am a software development engineer at
Decodio AG. Oliver co-supervised my Masters Thesis at EPFL on the topic of motion planning from a geometric perspective. Going
into the research, I knew very little of Di#erential Geometry and Lie Groups, and I certainly felt out of my depth. Oliver listened to
my worries, reassured me, shared his own experience as a student, and designed a research plan that was approachable and realistic
for my level. He is a patient individual, gladly explaining a Riemannian version of Noether’s theorem to me as many times and under
as many metaphors needed until it stuck. He encouraged and trusted in me, and my small successes including a formula for a change
of basis and an extension to the project (optimising o#-center forces) were duly celebrated. Finally, not only was he personally
invested in the success of the project, that he described as his baby, but also in my own well-being, noticing my habit of trying to do
things on my own at the "nal hour and stepping in to edit and co-write some of the technical proofs. Overall my experience with
Oliver was very positive. I certainly feel that I will return to mathematical research when the time comes.

S$(% E/$% | P,D R1’1!-)& (U%-/$5&-!2 18 N1!5$ D(6$) As a PhD student at the University of Notre Dame, I have had the privilege
of collaborating with Oliver on research at the intersection of robotics and geometric mechanics. From the very "rst conversation,
what struck me was not just the depth of his knowledge, but his genuine desire to help the people around him succeed. Oliver is the
kind of collaborator who makes you feel like your questions matter no matter how basic they might seem. He treats every interaction
as an opportunity to teach, not just to solve.

Oliver has a rare gift for making di$cult ideas feel accessible. Our work together involved challenging concepts in geometric
locomotion, and he consistently found ways to bridge the gap between abstract mathematics and practical intuition. He never talked
over my head or rushed past a point I hadn’t grasped. Instead, he would slow down, "nd a new analogy, and stay with the problem
until the understanding was real. When things didn’t go as planned, a model broke down, an approach hit a dead end, he adapted
with patience and creativity, turning setbacks into some of our most productive teaching moments.

I have worked with many talented researchers, but Oliver stands apart in his ability to combine deep expertise with genuine
generosity of spirit. He gives freely of his time, meets people exactly where they are, and leaves them better than he found them.
Any department that welcomes him will gain not only a brilliant scholar, but someone who will elevate every student and colleague
fortunate enough to learn from him. I recommend him without reservation.

P(!5-)* M(5!-%$9 | U%#$5.5(#"(!$ C167"!(!-1%(0 (%# A770-$# M(!,$6(!-)& (C(0!$),) A retrospective: Working with Olli
felt like I had a teammate by my side rather than just a supervisor. He is obviously an expert in the "eld but he was able to simplify
pretty complex di#erential geometry concepts like parallel transport in an intuitive way. At no time did I feel unsupported, and he
was always ‘in the weeds’ with me, working on the same problem or something related to the project. Which is why it came as a
huge surprise to me when, during one of our meetings, he !ipped through what seemed like a million di#erent workspaces and I got
to see a fraction of the projects or problems he was working on (in that same meeting he patiently gave me a tutorial on some of the
most basic functionality of Houdini). I look back now and think how naive an undergrad I was, thinking that the only project that he
was working on was ours. But I believe it is a testament to how present Olli is in his work and how responsive he was to any and all
questions I had.

I don’t want to sound hyperbolic when I say that Olli is currently my biggest role model as a researcher. His command of
foundational knowledge, and ability to communicate it clearly, and relentless work ethic inspired me to be where I am now: pursuing
a master’s degree in (his home country) of Germany.

M15-!9W(,0 | U%#$5.5(#"(!$M(!,$6(!-)& (TU B$50-%) I "rst met Oliver Gross when he served as tutor for the exercise lessons
of a course I took at university. I bene"ted from his input while writing my bachelor’s thesis. Subsequently, we collaborated on a
mathematical paper. Based on these experiences I am very pleased to write this letter of recommendation.

Oliver taught the exercise sessions for a course on di#erential geometry I attended. He presented the exercises in a way very
accessible for students. Having been a student himself not long ago, he was able to make abstract concepts more accessible to
my fellow students and me, for example through clear diagrams and speci"c examples which helped him, when he faced similar
problems. His ability to address problems at eye level resulted in a pleasant atmosphere in which we felt safe to ask questions and
actively participating. His willingness to support students was especially evident during exam preparation, when he did not hesitate
to o#er additional consultation sessions. An important factor for making the content of the lecture more accessible has been his
participation in writing the lecture notes, as well as his computer-rendered visualizations of various geometric objects. Altogether,
his exercise sessions made a valuable addition to the lectures which sparked a deeper interest in the subject for many students,
including myself. I can say that I gained lasting knowledge, which I still bene"t from today and which is one of the main reasons I
continued taking courses on geometry and mathematical visualization in the future.

Oliver has been a valuable source of feedback, when I was starting to work on my bachelor’s thesis. As contact person who has
just "nished his own master’s thesis a few semester earlier, he managed to easy any uncertainties I faced, whether it concerned
trying new things or discussing doubts about my results. He gave very useful insights into his own work, may it be purely theoretic
or regarding software, leading to more con"dence and quality in formulating my own thoughts.

When I started to pursue my master’s degree, Oliver proposed the idea of working together on a publication. Knowing this was
a new situation for me and that I am well occupied with my current studies, Oliver struck a perfect balance between providing clear



directions on what to do next and encouraging me to contribute own ideas. He guided me in each meeting on how to continue
working, while always making sure we met on equal terms. His experience in research in!uenced our regular discussions positively,
so we could easily decide on how to continue, while making it easy for me to understand why certain parts of our draft did not yet
satisfy certain quality standards. Oliver could break down any questions and doubts from my side in an accessible way for me, so I
could develop my own solutions and work on them independently. I was actively participating in improving the quality of our paper,
which reduced my hesitation towards research and gave me insights into how working in academia might look like.

Thanks to his positive mindset and experience, we had no problems with approaching feedback we got, after our paper got
rejected by the "rst journal. The subsequent acceptance by another journal marked a personal highlight of my time at university,
which strengthened my motivation for my current studies and further explorations in research.

I hope I could make it clear, that Oliver had a lasting impact on my interests in working on my own research topics, which by
any means has to be the very best impact someone can have on one of his former students.

C(5&!$% S),"’$5! | M(&!$5 C167"!$5 S)-$%)$ (TU B$50-%) I really enjoyed the Houdini workshop. As someone who did
not work with any tool related to computer graphics previously, I got a great introduction — both in the practical and in the
mathematical-analytical sense. In a way, the workshop helped me to bridge the gap between what I can conceptually imagine and
what I can actually visualise on a computer. It was also very popular with everyone else, so much that an additional working session
had to be scheduled for a later date. But on a personal level I am especially grateful for the presenter taking extra time just for me by
helping me develop a model of a particular 3-dimensional picture I had wished to have visualised for a long time already :)

I(% G01!, | U%#$5.5(#"(!$ B"&-%$&&M(!,$6(!-)& (TU B$50-%) I took the course Di#erential Geometry 2 in the winter semester
2020/21 and Di#erential Geometry 3 in the summer semester 2021, with Prof. Pinkall as the professor and Oliver Gross as the teaching
assistant. Oliver Gross provided outstanding support for these courses. During his o$ce hours, he consistently demonstrated a
profound and thorough understanding of the course material. He was always exceptionally well prepared and had the ability to
explain the rather complex content of the courses in a clear and accessible manner — both on an abstract level and through carefully
chosen, didactically meaningful examples. This enabled me to develop not only an intuitive understanding of the material but also
to fully grasp the rigorous mathematical proofs presented in the lectures. Moreover, Oliver Gross was always open to questions
regarding the course content and consistently addressed the individual comprehension di$culties of the students. His o$ce hours
were characterized by a respectful as well as trusting atmosphere throughout.

B$%:(6-% K"5!1/-) | U%#$5.5(#"(!$ B"&-%$&& M(!,$6(!-)& (TU B$50-%) I took courses in Di#erential Geometry 2 and
Di#erential Geometry 3, where I could always - at any time - contact Oliver Gross, the teaching assistant to get clear answers to
my questions. He always took the time, both by email and during o$ce hours, to calmly and patiently explain the material to me
from di#erent angles and present the content intuitively, enabling me to understand the big picture. To help me better understand
the connections, he talked about further applications or research content, which helped me a lot. Overall, he managed to keep me
motivated at all times, and I could always count on his support.

H(%%(, H$2#$ | U%#$5.5(#"(!$ B"&-%$&& M(!,$6(!-)& (TU B$50-%) I attended the lecture and exercises for Di#erential
Geometry 2, in which Oliver Gross was the teaching assistant. The course covered advanced topics in di#erential geometry, including
manifolds, Lie groups, and curvature. His explanations were exceptionally clear throughout. Even for the more di$cult proofs, he
made a point of building geometric intuition "rst before working through the formal argument, which made the material signi"cantly
easier to follow. Questions were always welcome and answered with patience.

P("0-%( P-0(!, %;$ L-$#*$ | M(&!$5 B"&-%$&& M(!,$6(!-)& (TU B$50-%) I attended the course Di#erential Geometry 2, in which
Oliver Gross served as the teaching assistant. Throughout the semester, he consistently took a great deal of time to address questions
whenever any uncertainties arose. Discussions were always encouraged, and he created an open and supportive atmosphere in
which it was easy to ask for clari"cation. It was also possible at any time to arrange o$ce hours with him. During these meetings,
he explained the topics of the lecture in great depth and supported his explanations with very clear and well-chosen examples. His
ability to illustrate abstract concepts from di#erent perspectives made even challenging material much easier to understand. In
addition, he was an outstanding advisor for my master’s thesis. I met with him several times when I encountered di$culties or felt
stuck in my research. In these meetings, he provided thoughtful guidance and helped me work through the problems step by step.
Once again, he demonstrated his talent for explaining complex topics from various angles, making connections to the course material
and thereby deepening my understanding. At all times, he was approachable, responsive, and genuinely willing to help. I greatly
appreciated his dedication, clarity in explanation, and continuous support throughout both the course and my master’s thesis.





Dr. Christoph Bénédikt Jahnel, Analysis I und Lineare Algebra für Ingenieurwissenschaften / Untergruppe "Gross Oliver"

19.02.2018 EvaSys Auswertung Seite 16

Dr. Christoph Bénédikt Jahnel
 

Analysis I und Lineare Algebra für Ingenieurwissenschaften / Untergruppe "Gross Oliver" (WS1718 3236 L
002/7)

Erfasste Fragebögen = 7

Auswertungsteil der geschlossenen FragenAuswertungsteil der geschlossenen Fragen

Legende
Fragetext Rechter PolLinker Pol

n=Anzahl
mw=Mittelwert
md=Median
s=Std.-Abw.
E.=Enthaltung

25%

1

0%

2

50%

3

0%

4

25%

5

Relative Häufigkeiten der Antworten Std.-Abw. Mittelwert Median

Skala Histogramm

6. Tutorien6. Tutorien

Tutor_in wählen6.1)

n=7Jan Macdonald 0%

Muecahit Akkaya 0%

Lillimo Aubele 0%

Moritz Drangmeister 0%

Muesluem Duran 0%

Gross Oliver 100%

Lukas Emminger 0%

Heboldt-Hardt Sebastian 0%

Marcel Kreibich 0%

Marvin Lehrmann 0%

Philipp Loske 0%

Nedev Alex 0%

Isabel Nitzke 0%

Nobis Gabriel 0%

Mathias Oster 0%

Radners Max 0%

Toni Siegl 0%

Sutej Singh 0%

Frederik Wieder 0%

Wrischnig Dana 0%

Der Ablauf der Tutorien wird von dem/der Tutor_in
in angemessener Weise strukturiert.

6.2)
sehr seltenfast immer n=7

mw=1
md=1
s=0

100%

1

0%

2

0%

3

0%

4

Die Erläuterungen des/der Tutor_in sind gut
verständlich.

6.3)
sehr seltenfast immer n=7

mw=1,1
md=1
s=0,4

85,7%

1

14,3%

2

0%

3

0%

4

Die Erläuterungen des/der Tutor_in sind eine gute
Hilfe zum Verständnis des Stoffs der Vorlesung.

6.4)
sehr seltenfast immer n=7

mw=1,1
md=1
s=0,4

85,7%

1

14,3%

2

0%

3

0%

4
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Der/die Tutor_in bemüht sich darum, ein gutes
Tutorium durchzuführen.

6.5)
sehr seltenfast immer n=7

mw=1
md=1
s=0

100%

1

0%

2

0%

3

0%

4

Die aktive Teilnahme der Studierenden wird
gefördert.

6.6)
sehr seltenfast immer n=7

mw=1,6
md=2
s=0,5

42,9%

1

57,1%

2

0%

3

0%

4

Der Tutor/ die Tutorin ist gut vorbereitet.6.7)
sehr seltenfast immer n=7

mw=1,3
md=1
s=0,5

71,4%

1

28,6%

2

0%

3

0%

4

Der/die Tutor_in geht auf die Interessen der
Studierenden ein.

6.8)
sehr seltenfast immer n=7

mw=1,1
md=1
s=0,4

85,7%

1

14,3%

2

0%

3

0%

4

Wie beurteilen Sie das Tutorium insgesamt?6.9)
sehr schlechtsehr gut n=7

mw=1
md=1
s=0

100%

1

0%

2

0%

3

0%

4

0%

5

Würden Sie anderen Studierenden empfehlen, Veranstaltungen bei diesem/dieser Tutor_in zu besuchen?6.10)

n=7ja 100%

nein 0%

weiß nicht 0%

Wie häufig waren Sie im Laufe des Semesters in dem Tutorium anwesend?6.11)

n=7(fast) immer 100%

mehr als die Hälfte 0%

weniger als die Hälfte 0%

0-1 Mal 0%
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Profillinie

Untergruppe: Analysis I und Lineare Algebra für Ingenieurwissenschaften / Untergruppe "Gross Oliver"

Verwendete Werte in der Profillinie: Mittelwert

6. Tutorien6. Tutorien

6.2) Der Ablauf der Tutorien wird von dem/der
Tutor_in in angemessener Weise strukturiert.

fast immer sehr selten
n=7 mw=1,0 md=1,0 s=0,0

6.3) Die Erläuterungen des/der Tutor_in sind gut
verständlich.

fast immer sehr selten
n=7 mw=1,1 md=1,0 s=0,4

6.4) Die Erläuterungen des/der Tutor_in sind eine
gute Hilfe zum Verständnis des Stoffs der
Vorlesung.

fast immer sehr selten
n=7 mw=1,1 md=1,0 s=0,4

6.5) Der/die Tutor_in bemüht sich darum, ein gutes
Tutorium durchzuführen.

fast immer sehr selten
n=7 mw=1,0 md=1,0 s=0,0

6.6) Die aktive Teilnahme der Studierenden wird
gefördert.

fast immer sehr selten
n=7 mw=1,6 md=2,0 s=0,5

6.7) Der Tutor/ die Tutorin ist gut vorbereitet. fast immer sehr selten
n=7 mw=1,3 md=1,0 s=0,5

6.8) Der/die Tutor_in geht auf die Interessen der
Studierenden ein.

fast immer sehr selten
n=7 mw=1,1 md=1,0 s=0,4

6.9) Wie beurteilen Sie das Tutorium insgesamt? sehr gut sehr schlecht
n=7 mw=1,0 md=1,0 s=0,0

- 17 -
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Auswertungsteil der offenen FragenAuswertungsteil der offenen Fragen

6. Tutorien6. Tutorien

Kommentare (Themenauswahl, Verbesserungsvorschläge, Kritik, etc.)6.12)

Die Zeit für die Aufgaben ist insgesamt zu wenig
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Prof. Dr. Christian Mehl
 

Analysis I und Lineare Algebra für Ingenieurwissenschaften / Untergruppe "Oliver Gross" (SS18 3236 L 002/7)
Erfasste Fragebögen = 11

Auswertungsteil der geschlossenen FragenAuswertungsteil der geschlossenen Fragen

Legende
Fragetext Rechter PolLinker Pol

n=Anzahl
mw=Mittelwert
md=Median
s=Std.-Abw.
E.=Enthaltung

25%

1

0%

2

50%

3

0%

4

25%

5

Relative Häufigkeiten der Antworten Std.-Abw. Mittelwert Median

Skala Histogramm

6. Tutorien6. Tutorien

Tutor_in wählen6.1)

n=11Lillimo Aubele 0%

Moritz Drangmeister 0%

Müslüm Duran 0%

Oliver Gross 100%

Linda Kleist 0%

Philipp Loske 0%

Jonas Neukamm 0%

Isabel Nitzke 0%

Gabriel Nobis 0%

Mathias Oster 0%

Max Radners 0%

Tobias Schubert 0%

Toni Siegl 0%

Frederik Wieder 0%

Dana Wrischnig 0%

Der Ablauf der Tutorien wird von dem/der Tutor_in
in angemessener Weise strukturiert.

6.2)
sehr seltenfast immer n=11

mw=1,3
md=1
s=0,5

72,7%

1

27,3%

2

0%

3

0%

4

Die Erläuterungen des Tutors/der Tutorin sind gut
verständlich.

6.3)
sehr seltenfast immer n=11

mw=1,5
md=1
s=0,7

63,6%

1

27,3%

2

9,1%

3

0%

4

Die Erläuterungen des Tutors/der Tutorin sind
eine gute Hilfe zum Verständnis des Stoffs der
Vorlesung.

6.4)
sehr seltenfast immer n=11

mw=1,4
md=1
s=0,7

72,7%

1

18,2%

2

9,1%

3

0%

4

Der/die Tutor_in bemüht sich darum, ein gutes
Tutorium durchzuführen.

6.5)
sehr seltenfast immer n=11

mw=1
md=1
s=0

100%

1

0%

2

0%

3

0%

4

- 1 -
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Die aktive Teilnahme der Studierenden wird
gefördert.

6.6)
sehr seltenfast immer n=11

mw=1,5
md=1
s=0,7

54,5%

1

36,4%

2

9,1%

3

0%

4

Der/die Tutor_in ist gut vorbereitet.6.7)
sehr seltenfast immer n=11

mw=1,2
md=1
s=0,4

81,8%

1

18,2%

2

0%

3

0%

4

Der/die Tutor_in geht auf die Interessen der
Studierenden ein.

6.8)
sehr seltenfast immer n=11

mw=1,2
md=1
s=0,4

81,8%

1

18,2%

2

0%

3

0%

4

Wie beurteilen Sie das Tutorium insgesamt?6.9)
sehr schlechtsehr gut n=11

mw=1,4
md=1
s=0,7

72,7%

1

18,2%

2

9,1%

3

0%

4

0%

5

Würden Sie anderen Studierenden empfehlen, Veranstaltungen bei diesem/dieser Tutor_in zu besuchen?6.10)

n=11ja 90.9%

nein 0%

weiß nicht 9.1%

Wie häufig waren Sie im Laufe des Semesters in dem Tutorium anwesend?6.11)

n=11(fast) immer 90.9%

mehr als die Hälfte 9.1%

weniger als die Hälfte 0%

0-1 Mal 0%
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Profillinie

Untergruppe: Analysis I und Lineare Algebra für Ingenieurwissenschaften (SS18 3236 L 002/7) / Untergruppe "Oliver

Verwendete Werte in der Profillinie: Mittelwert

6. Tutorien6. Tutorien

6.2) Der Ablauf der Tutorien wird von dem/der
Tutor_in in angemessener Weise strukturiert.

fast immer sehr selten
n=11 mw=1,3 md=1,0 s=0,5

6.3) Die Erläuterungen des Tutors/der Tutorin sind
gut verständlich.

fast immer sehr selten
n=11 mw=1,5 md=1,0 s=0,7

6.4) Die Erläuterungen des Tutors/der Tutorin sind
eine gute Hilfe zum Verständnis des Stoffs der
Vorlesung.

fast immer sehr selten
n=11 mw=1,4 md=1,0 s=0,7

6.5) Der/die Tutor_in bemüht sich darum, ein gutes
Tutorium durchzuführen.

fast immer sehr selten
n=11 mw=1,0 md=1,0 s=0,0

6.6) Die aktive Teilnahme der Studierenden wird
gefördert.

fast immer sehr selten
n=11 mw=1,5 md=1,0 s=0,7

6.7) Der/die Tutor_in ist gut vorbereitet. fast immer sehr selten
n=11 mw=1,2 md=1,0 s=0,4

6.8) Der/die Tutor_in geht auf die Interessen der
Studierenden ein.

fast immer sehr selten
n=11 mw=1,2 md=1,0 s=0,4

6.9) Wie beurteilen Sie das Tutorium insgesamt? sehr gut sehr schlecht
n=11 mw=1,4 md=1,0 s=0,7
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Auswertungsteil der offenen FragenAuswertungsteil der offenen Fragen

6. Tutorien6. Tutorien

Kommentare (Themenauswahl, Verbesserungsvorschläge, Kritik, etc.)6.12)

Das Zeitkonzept der Tutoriumsaufgaben ist gelinde gesagt miserabel. Es ist überhaupt nicht möglich, in der gegebenen Zeit alle
Aufgaben zu schaffen. Das Tutorium und der Tutor stehen von Anfang an unter Zeitdruck, was, solange nicht Aufgaben weggelassen
werden, negativen Einfluss auf Erklärungen, die Möglichkeit, Fragen zu stellen und selber im Tutorium Aufgaben zu rechnen und nicht
nur vorgerechnet bekommen hat. 

Guter mann!

Oliver Karl Klaus Gross hält solide Tutorien, in denen er auch gerne durch praxisnahe Beispiele das Verständnis verschiedenster
Probleme ermöglicht. Die HA werden immer(!) pünktlich korriegiert und die Ergebnisse eingetragen. Noch nie habe ich erlebt, dass er
keine gute Laune mit in das Tutorium brachte.
Danke

Einziger Kritikpunkt: Das Tafelbild!
Würde pro Tutorium die Anzahl der Fragen, was er an der Tafel geschrieben hat auf Null reduziert werden, so bin ich mir sicher, dass
wir jedesmal 5-10 min früher fertig wären. 

Olli gibt sich größte Mühe mit uns und vermittelt den Stoff sehr gut und verständlich. Schön wäre, wenn die Vorlesungen halten
würde...

Sehr guter Tutor und auch immer ein Ansprechpartner, sogar außerhalb der Tutorien.
Weiter so!

Wäre die Menge an Stoff angemessener, könnte der Tutor uns den Stoff wirklich erklären.

So, wie es im Moment ist, kann unser Tutor uns nur die Methoden zeigen und Tipps zum selber beibringen geben.

- 4 -
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Prof. Dr. Christian Mehl
 

Analysis I und Lineare Algebra für Ingenieurwissenschaften / Untergruppe "Oliver Gross" (WS1819 3236 L
002/7)

Erfasste Fragebögen = 6

Auswertungsteil der geschlossenen FragenAuswertungsteil der geschlossenen Fragen

Legende
Fragetext Rechter PolLinker Pol

n=Anzahl
mw=Mittelwert
md=Median
s=Std.-Abw.
E.=Enthaltung

25%

1

0%

2

50%

3

0%

4

25%

5

Relative Häufigkeiten der Antworten Std.-Abw. Mittelwert Median

Skala Histogramm

6. Tutorien6. Tutorien

Tutor_in wählen6.1)

n=6Eugenio Buzzoni 0%

Philipp di Dio 0%

Moritz Drangmeister 0%

Eichhorn Raphael 0%

Henrik Eisenmann 0%

Oliver Gross 100%

Sebastian Hebold-Hardt 0%

Fabian Heil 0%

Kocaslan Kaan 0%

Marcel Kreibich 0%

Sean Lehmann 0%

Löffler Regine 0%

Lützke Richard 0%

Gabriel Nobis 0%

Isabel Nitzke 0%

Tobias Paul 0%

Alexander Preis 0%

Lasse Stephan Pyka 0%

Max Radners 0%

Jochen Ricker 0%

Stefanie Schindler 0%

Lovis Schmidt 0%

Tobias Schubert 0%

Phi Leonard Vo 0%

Frederik Wieder 0%

Paul Wimmer 0%

Dana Wrischnig 0%

Nicolas Adam Wrobel 0%
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Der Ablauf der Tutorien wird von dem/der Tutor_in
in angemessener Weise strukturiert.

6.2)
sehr seltenfast immer n=6

mw=1,2
md=1
s=0,4

83,3%

1

16,7%

2

0%

3

0%

4

Die Erläuterungen des Tutors/der Tutorin sind gut
verständlich.

6.3)
sehr seltenfast immer n=6

mw=1,3
md=1
s=0,8

83,3%

1

0%

2

16,7%

3

0%

4

Die Erläuterungen des Tutors/der Tutorin sind
eine gute Hilfe zum Verständnis des Stoffs der
Vorlesung.

6.4)
sehr seltenfast immer n=4

mw=1,3
md=1
s=0,5

75%

1

25%

2

0%

3

0%

4

Der/die Tutor_in bemüht sich darum, ein gutes
Tutorium durchzuführen.

6.5)
sehr seltenfast immer n=6

mw=1,3
md=1
s=0,5

66,7%

1

33,3%

2

0%

3

0%

4

Die aktive Teilnahme der Studierenden wird
gefördert.

6.6)
sehr seltenfast immer n=6

mw=1,5
md=1,5
s=0,5

50%

1

50%

2

0%

3

0%

4

Der/die Tutor_in ist gut vorbereitet.6.7)
sehr seltenfast immer n=6

mw=1,5
md=1,5
s=0,5

50%

1

50%

2

0%

3

0%

4

Der/die Tutor_in geht auf die Interessen der
Studierenden ein.

6.8)
sehr seltenfast immer n=6

mw=1,3
md=1
s=0,5

66,7%

1

33,3%

2

0%

3

0%

4

Wie beurteilen Sie das Tutorium insgesamt?6.9)
sehr schlechtsehr gut n=6

mw=1,8
md=1,5
s=1,2

50%

1

33,3%

2

0%

3

16,7%

4

0%

5

Würden Sie anderen Studierenden empfehlen, Veranstaltungen bei diesem/dieser Tutor_in zu besuchen?6.10)

n=6ja 100%

nein 0%

weiß nicht 0%

Wie häufig waren Sie im Laufe des Semesters in dem Tutorium anwesend?6.11)

n=6(fast) immer 100%

mehr als die Hälfte 0%

weniger als die Hälfte 0%

0-1 Mal 0%
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Profillinie

Untergruppe: Analysis I und Lineare Algebra für Ingenieurwissenschaften (WS1819 3236 L 002/7) / Untergruppe "Oliver

Verwendete Werte in der Profillinie: Mittelwert

6. Tutorien6. Tutorien

6.2) Der Ablauf der Tutorien wird von dem/der
Tutor_in in angemessener Weise strukturiert.

fast immer sehr selten
n=6 mw=1,2 md=1,0 s=0,4

6.3) Die Erläuterungen des Tutors/der Tutorin sind
gut verständlich.

fast immer sehr selten
n=6 mw=1,3 md=1,0 s=0,8

6.4) Die Erläuterungen des Tutors/der Tutorin sind
eine gute Hilfe zum Verständnis des Stoffs der
Vorlesung.

fast immer sehr selten
n=4 mw=1,3 md=1,0 s=0,5

6.5) Der/die Tutor_in bemüht sich darum, ein gutes
Tutorium durchzuführen.

fast immer sehr selten
n=6 mw=1,3 md=1,0 s=0,5

6.6) Die aktive Teilnahme der Studierenden wird
gefördert.

fast immer sehr selten
n=6 mw=1,5 md=1,5 s=0,5

6.7) Der/die Tutor_in ist gut vorbereitet. fast immer sehr selten
n=6 mw=1,5 md=1,5 s=0,5

6.8) Der/die Tutor_in geht auf die Interessen der
Studierenden ein.

fast immer sehr selten
n=6 mw=1,3 md=1,0 s=0,5

6.9) Wie beurteilen Sie das Tutorium insgesamt? sehr gut sehr schlecht
n=6 mw=1,8 md=1,5 s=1,2
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Auswertungsteil der offenen FragenAuswertungsteil der offenen Fragen

6. Tutorien6. Tutorien

Kommentare (Themenauswahl, Verbesserungsvorschläge, Kritik, etc.)6.12)

Oliver und Stefanie sind in meinen Augen die besten Tutoren. Die sind beide sehr interessiert, an dem was sie machen. Erklären
super gut, sind immer vorbereitet. Die gehen beide auf alle Fragen ein, nehmen sich Zeit für Studenten, helfen sehr gerne und sind
sehr engagiert. Ich bin mehr als zufrieden.

Zu wenig Zeit für den Inhalt des Tutoriums.

- 4 -
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