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ABSTRACT

Online evaluation is a way to evaluate the performance of the semester courses by students. The
evaluation process is taken its vitality from being benchmark for the performance, during the
current duration and the next ones. The selected respondents focus on MSC IT program in UUM.
The research methodology is object-oriented approach to identify user requirements and system
development. In this paper will be focused on four phase to achieve aim of this study: analysis,
design, prototyping and testing. In the last phase usability testing using in depth interview will

be conducted among selected international students of applied sciences faculty.
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