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Summary of Learning Outcomes

A total of 20 students were evaluated in this course. The assessment consisted of three components

Affective Domain (30 points), Practical Work (40 points), and Examination (30 points),

with a maximum total score of 100 points.

Overall Performance

Overall student performance was at a good level. Most students achieved total scores between

70 and 83 points, indicating satisfactory understanding of course content and practical skills.

The average academic achievement of the class was approximately Grade 3.0-3.5.

Grade Distribution

Grade 4.0: Several students demonstrated excellent performance,

showing strong knowledge, practical skills, and positive learning attitudes.

Grades 3.0-3.5: This was the largest group of students, reflecting good understanding

and acceptable practical competency.
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Assessment Analysis

The assessment results show that most students performed
consistently across all evaluation components. Practical work
scores were generally higher than examination scores,
indicating that hands-on learning activities effectively
supported student learning.

Conclusion

* In conclusion, the majority of students successfully met the

learning objectives of the course. The use of practical, hands-
on activities contributed positively to learning outcomes.
However, individual follow-up and remedial instruction are
recommended for students with lower performance to ensure

continuous improvement.

Grades 2.0-2.5: A small number of students showed moderate performance and require additional academic support.

Grade 0: Very few students received this grade due to incomplete assessments or missing coursework.



