
Energimarknadsanalys
TN0351, 20187.2324
 5 Hp
Studietakt = 33%
Nivå och djup = Avancerad   
Kursledare = Cecilia Sundberg 

Värderingsresultat

Värderingsperiod: 2024-01-07   -   2024-01-28 
Antal svar 11
Studentantal 47
Svarsfrekvens 23 % 

Obligatoriska standardfrågor

1.   Mitt helhetsintryck av kursen är:

 
Antal svar: 11 
Medel: 3,5 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 1
3: 4
4: 6
5: 0
Har ingen uppfattning: 0

2.   Jag anser att kursens innehåll hade en tydlig koppling till kursens lärandemål.

 
Antal svar: 11 
Medel: 3,9 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 3
4: 6
5: 2
Har ingen uppfattning: 0



3.   Mina förkunskaper var tillräckliga för att tillgodogöra mig kursen.

 
Antal svar: 11 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 2
5: 8
Har ingen uppfattning: 1

4.   Jag anser att kursinformationen var lättillgänglig.

 
Antal svar: 11 
Medel: 4,4 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 5
5: 5
Har ingen uppfattning: 0

5.   Kursens lärandemoment (föreläsningar, litteratur, övningar med mera) har stöttat mitt lärande.

 
Antal svar: 11 
Medel: 3,6 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 2
3: 3
4: 3
5: 3
Har ingen uppfattning: 0

6.   Jag anser att den sociala lärmiljön har varit inkluderande där olika tankar respekterades.

 
Antal svar: 11 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 4
5: 5



Har ingen uppfattning: 2

7.   Jag anser att den fysiska lärmiljön (exempelvis lokaler och utrustning) var tillfredställande.

 
Antal svar: 11 
Medel: 4,4 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 7
5: 4
Har ingen uppfattning: 0

8.   Examinationen/-erna gav mig möjlighet att visa vad jag lärt mig under kursen, se lärandemål.

 
Antal svar: 11 
Medel: 3,7 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 1
3: 3
4: 4
5: 2
Har ingen uppfattning: 1

9.   Jag anser att kursen har berört hållbar utveckling (miljömässig, social och/eller ekonomisk hållbarhet).

 
Antal svar: 11 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 2
4: 4
5: 5
Har ingen uppfattning: 0

10.   Jag anser att kursen har berört ett genus- och jämställdhetsperspektiv i innehåll och praktik (t. ex.
perspektiv på ämnet, kurslitteratur, fördelning av taltid och förekomst av härskartekniker).



 
Antal svar: 11 
Medel: 2,6 
Median: 3 

1: 2
2: 2
3: 4
4: 0
5: 1
Har ingen uppfattning: 2

11.   Jag anser att kursen har berört internationella perspektiv.

 
Antal svar: 11 
Medel: 4,4 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 5
5: 5
Har ingen uppfattning: 0

12.   Jag har i genomsnitt lagt … timmar per vecka på kursen (inklusive schemalagd tid).

 
Antal svar: 11 
Medel: 12,2 
Median: 6-15 

≤5: 0
6-15: 7
16-25: 2
26-35: 0
36-45: 0
≥46: 0
Har ingen uppfattning: 2

Egna frågor

13.   Jag tycker att jag har lärt mig mycket på kursen

 
Antal svar: 11 
Medel: 3,6 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 5

 



4: 5
5: 1
Har ingen uppfattning: 0

14.   Hur upplevdes föreläsningarna?

 
Antal svar: 11 
Medel: 3,7 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 4
4: 6
5: 1
Har ingen uppfattning: 0

15.   Hur upplevdes det enskilda projektarbetet samt hur viktigt var det för förståelsen av kursen?

 
Antal svar: 11 
Medel: 3,3 
Median: 3 

1: 0
2: 1
3: 7
4: 2
5: 1
Har ingen uppfattning: 0

16.   Hur upplevdes seminariet som undervisningsmoment samt hur viktigt var det för förståelsen för kursen?

 
Antal svar: 11 
Medel: 3,9 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 1
3: 1
4: 5
5: 2
Har ingen uppfattning: 2

17.   Hur upplevdes modelleringsdelen och hur värdefull var den för det egna lärandet?



 
Antal svar: 11 
Medel: 2,1 
Median: 2 

1: 4
2: 3
3: 3
4: 1
5: 0
Har ingen uppfattning: 0

Kursledarens kommentarer
Studentrepresentanten har gjort en tydlig sammanfattning av utvärderingsresultatet. Jag ser ingen anledning att
publicera någon sammanfattning, utan väljer att bara lämna en kort kommentar:

Typen av tentafrågor, information om, och former för, feedback på uppsatsen, samt modelleringsdelen kan behöva
diskuteras inför nästa års kurs.

Studentrepresentantens kommentarer
This summary of the course evaluation is based on the answers given by eleven students. The overall impressions of
the course on average a 3.5 /5. In general, the lectures have been appreciated, especially the width of subjects
covered, and the students have gained valuable insight into different energy markets. However, the level of some
topics in the lectures have been too basic and were well known by the students i.e. how oil and coal are formed.
Additionally, some students voiced that some guest lecturers were too focused on promoting their own company and
only discussed specific topics related to the company instead of widening their scope. Also, there was a perceived
overlap both between lectures and with prior knowledge during a significant portion of the lectures. A tip would be to
assess what the students have read in prior courses and improve the coordination of topics with lecturers.

All students strongly agree that their prior knowledge was sufficient to understand the course content. The course
had clear ties to the learnings objectives. Both the social and physical environment have been satisfactory. Also, the
information about the course on canvas has been deemed easily accessible. Sustainable development and
international perspectives were extensively covered in the course. A majority of the students spent 6-15 h/week on
the course.

Students have voiced a few concerns about the format and size of the exam compared to the number of credits.
Firstly, the format of two part was not appreciated. Several students have pointed to that the level of detail in part one
was unnecessary. One student wrote “Why should I learn specific percentages when I will have forgotten them in a
week?”. Another writes that having an easier part one is understandable, but the course focuses on market dynamics
and larger scope questions/topics thus it is somewhat strange to have specific factual questions in part one. There
where no comments on part two. Students remarked on that the amount of material covered course was substantial
and far more than was to be expected on only a 2,5-credit exam. Either reduce the size of material for the exam or
reduce the scope of the project.

The remarks about the projects centred around two topics. The first is positive in the sense that it was a fun
assignment with freedom for choice of topic and students learned a great deal from it. The second and with the
most remarks was the confusion and somewhat haphazard feedback. Students commented that the communication
surrounding the project was unclear. Several comments wished for feedback from the teaching staff during the first
submission, prior to presentation, and not the second post presentation. Additionally, a few students experienced
several rounds of revisions where they were asked by different staff to correct different things. Things were
apparently commented on in the second revision that were not mentioned in the first and so on. In conclusion. The
project was seen as a good learning opportunity, but the grading format must be revised and more clearly
communicated to the students.

Most of the students disapproved of the modelling aspects in the course. They felt that they did not gain any tangible
knowledge from it, the model was too complex to comprehend in the short time span, and they did not enjoy the
actual exercise or presentations. It is appernet that students feel a disconnect between the modelling and the rest of
the course. Either make the modelling a larger part of the course whereas an actual assignment where the students
are forced to use it in a meaningful way or remove it completely.
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