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Evaluation report

Evaluation period: 2025-06-01 - 2025-06-22
Answers 17

Number of students 26

Answer frequency 65 %

Mandatory standard questions

1. My overall impression of the course is:
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| found the course content to have clear links to the learning objectives of the course.
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3. My prior knowledge was sufficient for me to benefit from the course.
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4. The information about the course was easily accessible.
100
Answers: 17
201 Medel: 4,4
Median: 5
E 1:0
: 33
n — :
* 4:5
5:9
- No opinion: 0
o T | | T
1.l completely disagree .l completely agree Nao
apinion

5. The various course components (lectures, course literature, exercises etc.) have supported my learning.
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6. The social learning environment has been inclusive, respecting differences of opinion.
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7. The physical learning environment (facilities, equipment etc.) has been satisfactory.
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8. The examination(s) provided opportunity to demonstrate what | had learnt during the course (see the
learning objectives).
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9. The course covered the sustainable development aspect (environmental, social and/or financial
sustainability).
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10. | 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).
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11. The course covered international perspectives.
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12. On average, | have spent ... hours/week on the course (including timetabled hours).
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Course leaders comments

The course have never had more than 17-18 students, this time it got 26. That added some logistic challenges with
presentations taking longer time.

Secondly there have never been so many students taking this deepening course in plant physiology claiming they
lack basic knowledge in plant physiology. Obviously the course title and course description is not clear enough.
The student-student interaction is challenging with students coming from very different cultural and educational
backgrounds. 50% of the course time is dedicated to individual work, so there are potential to use the other 50% for
more interactive activities (but previous students have appriciated the freedom of time allocation in this course).

All in all the individual major project texts and oral presentations show that the majority of the students have got
deeper understanding and are better prepared to meet horticultural production physiology challanges in the future.



Student representatives comments

Overall, the course seems to recieve positive feedback from the students who have answered, with average gradings
above 4.

Covering sustainable development stands out as a lower scoring. One student suggests talking more about social
sustainability in horticultural workforce.

Some students comment that the structure of the course was perfect, others that they lacked the basic informations
around plant physiology to benefit from the course as the material in e.g lectures and greenhouse tasks felt to
advanced. Extra support for these students in the beginning of the course is adviced, e.g. through basic introduction
to plant physiology lectures. Perhaps a short exam/tenta at the begining of the course on basics of plant physiology
could help locate an overview of what the students know?

The amount of hours generally spent on the course also stands out. The median lays above 40 h. One student
comments that the workload/assignments were perfect, another that the amount of assignments watered the quality
down. | belong to the second opinion, and also had several discussions with people in the class throughout the
course regarding experiencing that having assignments weekly, and overlapping eachother, lowered focus on
learning to instead simply focus on getting them done.

One student is explicity requesting increased student engagement, and comments on the rudeness of not investing
more time into the work of the other students. Perhaps student-led literature seminars, where the students are tasked
to engage the audience (i.e. fellow students) in discussion could help counter this lack?

Excursions seem to be deemed very positive, as does the major project examination.
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