WCFA2011 & PUMO04 Workshop on Computational Fatigue Analysis 2011 & q™ PragTic Users’ Meeting

Mlyn Brejlov, Brezany, Czech Republic
October 24-26, 2011

Results of participants’ evaluation

We asked the participants for their own anonymous evaluation of the presentations and the workshop
itself. They had to mark the individual items by points ranging from 1 (disastrous) to 10 (wonderful).
The complete results concerning the presentations were sent to presenters.

The points were standardly processed in such a way, that the average value was computed and is
accompanied by the number of answers concerning the particular item: Average / Number of
answers. In some cases the, participants marked only by ,a“ (ano™~yes in Czech) or “n”, which values
were replaced by 10 a 1 respectively.

Thanks belong to all of you who helped us by providing their feedback.

Organizing team of WCFA2011 & PUMO0A4

October 24, 2011 - Day #1
Lecture - Lecture - Clarity of the Retrieved value Important topic I’d like to hear
presentation Speech explanation it again
J. Papuga:
FADOFF 9.5/11 9.5/11 9.5/11 9.2/12 9.3/11 95/8
M. Razicka:
Fatigue Basics 9.3/17 9.5/16 9.4 /17 7.8/18 8.9/17 9.3/12
). Chvojan: g 1 /g 8.2/17 8.6/17 7.3/19 7.3/18 7.6/14
Experiment
M. Balda:
Experiment 8.8/17 9.4/16 89/17 7.7/18 8.4 /17 89/14
evaluation
October 25, 2011 - Day #2
Lecture - Lecture - Clarity of the Retrieved value Important topic I’d like to hear
presentation Speech explanation it again
V. Stavrovsky:
Notches 8.0/18 7.6/17 7.0/18 7.1/19 8.6/18 8.0/14
). Papuga: g, g 9.4/17 9.1/18 8.1/19 9.2/18 9.3/14
Multiaxiality
M. Fusek: 8.0/16 83/15 7.9/16 7.2/17 8.7/16 8.9/13
Multiaxiality ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’
S. Vejvoda:
NTD-AS| 8.3/18 8.7/17 8.5/18 7.8/19 8.7/18 8.8/14
R. Halama:
Plasticity 8.3/17 8.4/16 8.5/17 7.2/18 8.2/17 8.3/13
R. Basan:
Material 9.0/18 9.3/17 9.1/18 9.0/19 8.7/18 9.2/14
estmators
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October 26, 2011 — Day #3
Lecture - Lecture - Clarity of the | Retrieved value | Important topic | I'd like to hear
presentation Speech explanation it again
K. Linhart: FKM
e 8.2/18 7.5/17 7.8/18 7.5/19 8.0/18 8.4/16
Richtlinie / / / / / /
R. Halama: 8.3/17 8.4/16 8.1/17 7.2/18 8.1/17 8.7/13
E-P correction ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’
J. Papuga: PragTic 9.4/18 9.5/17 9.5/18 8.9/19 8.8/18 9.0/14
. Jurenka: 9.5/18 9.4/17 9.3/18 9.1/19 8.9/18 9.1/14
Ansys2PragTic ’ ’ ’ ’ ) ’
J. Papuga:
. i, . 89/14 9.4/13 9.4/14 9.1/14 9.1/14 9.0/11
Simplified solutions / / / / / /
J. Mrstik: Dumm
4 8.8/12 8.9/11 9.0/12 7.8/12 8.8/12 8.6/9
model
Values stated: Lecture - Lecture - | Clarity of the Retrieved Important |I'd like to hear it A
. . . . . verage
Average mark / Number of evaluations presentation Speech explanation value topic again
J. Papuga - FADOFF 9.45/ 11 9.45/ 11 9.45/ 11 9.17/12 9.27 /11 9.50/8 9.38
M. RéZicka - Fatigue Basics 9.29/17 9.50/16 |9.41/17 7.83/18 8.88/17 19.33/12 9.04
J. Chvojan - Experiment 8.06/18 8.24/17 _18.59/17 7.32/19 7.28/18  |7.57/14 7.84
M. Balda - Experiment Evaluation 8.82/17 9.38/16 18.94/17 7.67/18 8.35/17 _18.86/14 8.67
V. Stavrovsky - Notches 8.00/18 7.59/17 7.00/18 7.05/19 8.56/18 8.00/14 7.70
J. Papuga - Multiaxiality 9.17/18 9.41/17 9.06/18 8.05/19 9.17/18 9.29/14 9.02
M. Fusek - Multiaxiality 8.00/16 8.27/15 |7.94/16 7.24 /17 8.69/16  18.85/13 8.16
S. Vejvoda - NTD ASI 8.28/18 8.65/17 18.50/18 7.84/19 8.67/18 18.79/14 8.45
R. Halama - Plasticity 8.29 /17 8.44/16 |8.47/17 7.22/18 8.18/17 18.31/13 8.15
R. Basan - Material Estimators 9.00/18 9.29 /17 9.11/18 8.95/19 8.72/18 9.21/14 9.05
K. Linhart - FKM Richtlinie 8.17/18 7.47/17 17.83/18 7.53/19 8.00/18 |8.44/16 7.91
R. Halama - E-P correction 8.29/17 8.38/16 [8.12/17 7.22/18 8.06/17 18.69/13 8.13
J. Papuga - Pragtic 9.39/18 9.47 /17 9.50/18 8.95/19 8.83/18 9.00/14 9.19
J. Jurenka - Ansys2Pragtic 9.50/18 9.41/17 _19.33/18 9.05/19 8.89/18  19.14/14 9.22
J. Papuga - Simplified Solutions 8.93/14 9.38/13  [9.43/14 9.07 /14 9.14/14  ]9.00/11 9.16
J. Mrstik - Dummy Model 8.75/12 8.91/11 [9.00/12 7.75/12 8.75/12  [8.56/9 8.62
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