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Evaluation report

Evaluation period: 2025-06-01   -   2025-06-22 
Answers 10
Number of students 27
Answer frequency 37 % 

Mandatory standard questions

1.   My overall impression of the course is:

 
Answers: 10 
Medel: 4,2 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 6
5: 3
No opinion: 0

2.   I found the course content to have clear links to the learning objectives of the course.

 
Answers: 10 
Medel: 4,4 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 4
5: 5
No opinion: 0



3.   My prior knowledge was sufficient for me to benefit from the course.

 
Answers: 10 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 2
5: 8
No opinion: 0

4.   The information about the course was easily accessible.

 
Answers: 10 
Medel: 3,9 
Median: 4 

1: 1
2: 1
3: 0
4: 4
5: 4
No opinion: 0

5.   The various course components (lectures, course literature, exercises etc.) have supported my learning.

 
Answers: 10 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 5
5: 4
No opinion: 0

6.   The social learning environment has been inclusive, respecting differences of opinion.

 
Answers: 10 
Medel: 4,4 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 2
4: 2
5: 6



No opinion: 0

7.   The physical learning environment (facilities, equipment etc.) has been satisfactory.

 
Answers: 10 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 3
4: 0
5: 5
No opinion: 2

8.   The examination(s) provided opportunity to demonstrate what I had learnt during the course (see the
learning objectives).

 
Answers: 10 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 2
4: 2
5: 5
No opinion: 1

9.   The course covered the sustainable development aspect (environmental, social and/or financial
sustainability).

 
Answers: 10 
Medel: 4,1 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 2
3: 0
4: 3
5: 5
No opinion: 0

10.   I believe the course has included a gender and equality aspect, regarding content as well as teaching
practices (e.g. perspective on the subject, reading list, allocation of speaking time and the use of master
suppression techniques).



 
Answers: 10 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 3
5: 5
No opinion: 2

11.   The course covered international perspectives.

 
Answers: 10 
Medel: 4,1 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 4
4: 1
5: 5
No opinion: 0

12.   On average, I have spent … hours/week on the course (including timetabled hours).

 
Answers: 10 
Medel: 36,6 
Median: 36-45 

≤5: 0
6-15: 0
16-25: 2
26-35: 0
36-45: 7
≥46: 1
No opinion: 0

13.   If relevant, what is your overall experience of participating in all or part of your course online?

 
Answers: 10 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 5
5: 5
No opinion: 0



14.   If relevant, please share what worked well when participating in teaching on distance

15.   If relevant, please share what worked less well when participating in teaching on distance

Additional own questions

16.   I have learnt a lot about urban ecology and sustainable development in the course.

 
Answers: 10 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 7
5: 3
No opinion: 0

17.   I have a deeper understanding of interdisciplinarity and working with people with a different background.

 
Answers: 10 
Medel: 4,0 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 1
3: 2
4: 3
5: 4
No opinion: 0

18.   The structure of the course with different course modules worked well (introductory days, theme weeks,
seminars, project work).

 
Answers: 10 
Medel: 3,9 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 1
3: 2
4: 4
5: 3
No opinion: 0

 



19.   The format of this online course facilitated social interactions with teachers and students.

 
Answers: 10 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 2
4: 2
5: 5
No opinion: 1

20.   If relevant, check-in time with course leaders was an important resource during the course.

 
Answers: 10 
Medel: 4,2 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 2
4: 3
5: 4
No opinion: 1

21.   I found the introductory days useful for getting an overview of the course and getting started on
interdisciplinary work.

 
Answers: 10 
Medel: 4,1 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 6
5: 2
No opinion: 1

22.   The lectures during the theme weeks assisted my learning.



 
Answers: 10 
Medel: 4,2 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 6
5: 3
No opinion: 0

23.   The assignments during the theme weeks contributed to my learning and understanding.

 
Answers: 10 
Medel: 4,2 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 2
4: 4
5: 4
No opinion: 0

24.   The seminars assisted my learning.

 
Answers: 10 
Medel: 3,9 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 1
3: 1
4: 6
5: 2
No opinion: 0

25.   The course literature was relevant and covered the topics of the course.

 
Answers: 10 
Medel: 4,4 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 1
3: 0
4: 3
5: 6
No opinion: 0



26.   The in-depth project work contributed to my learning within a subject area.

 
Answers: 9 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 1
3: 1
4: 1
5: 6
No opinion: 0

27.   The jigsaw project work aided my training in working across disciplines to sustainably develop urban
green spaces.

 
Answers: 9 
Medel: 4,1 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 1
3: 2
4: 1
5: 5
No opinion: 0

28.   The popular science assignment aided my learning about explaining a problem to the general public.

 
Answers: 10 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 2
5: 7
No opinion: 0

29.   Group project assignments worked well during the course and facilitated my learning.



 
Answers: 10 
Medel: 3,8 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 3
4: 5
5: 1
No opinion: 1

30.   What were the three best things about the course?

30.   What were the three things you would strongly recommend to be changed in the course?

30.   What would be your advice for developing the course in the future?

Course leaders comments
We had 27 registered students in this online course. 22 of these were active during the course. Students had a
broad range of backgrounds from biology to landscape architecture and represented multiple nationalities. Ten
students, i.e. 45 % of the active students, filled out the course evaluation. For the majority of students taking the
course the work load appeared to be equivalent of full time studies (36-45 h). 

The general impression of the course was graded 4.2, which was a slight (0.1) improvement of last time. Positive
comments included lectures, course literature, in depth project, the popular science assignment, group assignments
and teacher feedback. Suggestions for improvement included to improve the Canvas structure and the written
instructions of assignments, and coordination of assignments. Since the last course we tried to improve how to find
instructions on Canvas. We could see that the comments this year were more positive compared to previous years,
but we still need to finetune this. Coordination and timing of the various assignments have come up in previous
courses as an aera of improvement and we have tried to separate the different assignment. We can think about if it
would be possible to separate them even more. However, we do feel that it is beneficial for student learning to
include two slightly longer projects - in depth research project and interdisciplinary jigsaw group work. It may
therefore be difficult to separate these projects more in time. It should be noted that some students did not
appreciate to have so much group work. It can be challenging with group work e.g. when some students are more
engaged than others. A good suggestion was to ask the groups to produce a group contract, i.e. to discuss their
expectations and obligations to each other. 

Sustainable development aspects were judged to be well covered. However, while we had included some aspects of
financial sustainability since last time, some students commented that this was lacking. Another student brought up
that if would be interesting to learn more about new trends and technology in urban areas.

Student representatives comments
Urban ecology for the development of sustainable living (kurskod: BI1380)

Course representative summary of the online evaluation survey

General information: 10 students answered out of 27 (37% of students answered the survey).

Overall score of 26 questions (1 being the lowest and 5 the highest possible score): 4.54



Most students spent approximately 36.6 hours total.

Highest score of 4.8 for question number 3) My prior knowledge was sufficient for me to benefit from the course. No
comments left by students.

Lowest score of 3.8 for question 29) Group project assignments worked well during the course and facilitate my
learning. Comments left by students: challenging to work with different groups and people (some didn't participate or
contribute or didn't attend all group meetings) and instructions not clear enough. 

Summary of the last 3 questions:

Question 30) What were the three best things about the course? 

Lectures
Assignments
Group work with interdisciplinary approach

Question 31) What were the three things you would strongly recommend to be changed in the course?

Better instructions
Less groups
Better coordination about what to hand-in

Question 32) What would be your advice for developing the course in the future?

Better organisation or coordination
Better instructions
Include new trends or technology
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